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I I  

F r e f a c e  - -  

Th i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  b l ends  two t r a d i t i o n s  in  p s y c h o l o g y  which have 

o f t e n  been a t  odds ,  the c l i n l c a l  and the  exper imenta  ! . At t imes  t h e s e  

e l emen t s  have even been p i t t e d  a g a i n s t  one ano the r  as  in  " d l i n l c a l  

v e r s u s  s t a t i s t i c a l "  p r e d | . c t i o n  o r  " I d l o g r a p h l c  v e r s u s  n o m o t h e t l c "  

a p p r o a c h e s .  I f  n o t h i n g  e l s e  I hope t h a t  t h i s  b l e h d i n g w i 1 1  d e m o n s t r a t e  

t h a t  c l l n i c a l  p s y c h o l o g y  can be s c i e n t i f l c a  and t h a t  s c i e n t i f i c  i n v e s t i -  

g a t i o n  can be c l l n i c a l .  

�9 Our knovledge  of  the a r e s  chosen  f o r  i n v e s t i & a t l o n ,  t h a t  of  ex t r eme  

p h y s l c a l  e g & r e s s t o n ,  has  s u f f e r e d  because  of  the s p l l t  between c l l n l c a l  

and r e s e a r c h  methodology.  I t  i s  " p a t e n t l y  l u ~ o s s l b l e  to  �9 Such 

b e h a v i o r  i n  the  l a b o r a t o r y .  Thus most os the  q u a n t i t a t i v e  work on 

a ~ r e s s i o n  has  d e a l t  v l t h  mild forms of  a E g r e s s l o n  in  normal p e o p l e .  

F a t h o | o g i c a l  e E g r e s s i o n ,  such ae homicide ,  has been e x p l a i n e d  by e x t r a -  

p o l a r i s &  p r i n c i p l e e  d e r i v e d  from the se  l a b o r a t o r y  a t u d l e s .  S ince  peOple 

who commit m i l d l y  a F ~ r e s s l v e  a c t s  have o f t e n  been  found to  be lack in& I n  

c o n t r o l s ,  i t  was t h e r e f o r e  g e n e r a l l y f e l t  �9 ex t r eme ly  a s g r e s e l v e  

p e r s o m s  must a l s o  be lackin& in  c o n t r o l s  bu t  to  a & r e s t e r  e x t e n t .  .The 

p r e s e n t  s t udy  shows t h a t  the  dynamics of  extreme a F ~ r e s s l o n  can be marked ly  

d i s163  f rom t h o s e  o f  mi ld  a F ~ r e s s i o n ,  and t h a t  e x t r e m e l y  a ~ s a u l t i v e  

.people may have an overabundance  r a t h e r  than  a d e f i c l e u c y  o f  c o n t r o l s  

a g a l n s t  the  e x p r e s s i o n  of  aE~rees ion .  Thus,  in  t h i s  a r e a  as  i n  o t h e r s ,  

comple te  L~ve s t ~ga t i on  of  the  f u l l  ran&e of  behav io r  r e q u i r e s  b o t h  the  

e x p e r i m e n t a l  l a b o r a t o r y  t e c h n i q u e  and the c l l n l c a l  o b s e r v a t i o n a l  ~ t h o d .  

Any d i s s e r t a t i o n  must n e c e s s a r s  bea r  the  hague o f  one p e r s o n .  Yet  .- 

the  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  i s ,  even more than  most ,  the  r e s u l t  o f  a Eroup e f f o r t . -  





The c o 0 p e r a t i o n o f  the Alameda County P r o b a t i o n  D e p a r t ~ n t  has been 

t r u l y  r emarkab l e .  I t  i s  a t r i b u t e  t o  the wisdom of  the Chief  

F z o b a t i o n  O f f i c e r ,  Lorenzo Buckley,  t h a t  as head o f  an agency b e s e t  

by eve r  i n c r e a s i n g  demands f o r  s e r v i c e ,  he can r ecogn ize  the  / ~ p o r t a n c e  

o f  r e s e a r c h  a n d  make s t a f f  time a v a i l a b l e  f o r  a p r o j e c t  o f  t h i s  s i z e .  

The c o o p e r a t i o n  o f  HAROLD Ba i t ,  the D i r e c t o r  of  the  A1a ~da  County 

P r o b a t i o n  Depar~nent  Guidance C l i n i c ,  was i n v a l u a b l e .  I t  was h i s  

r e s p o n s l b i i i t y  to  a r r a n g e  time s the c l l n l c a n s  to  examine the 76 

s u b j e c t s  and f o r  the s t e n o g r a p h e r s  to  type the r e s u l t i n g  t r a n s c r i p t s .  

~ i s  he d i~  in  the face  o f  r eco rd  demands by the c o u r t s  f o r  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  

s e r v i c e s .  

The c l l n l c a l  p s y c h o l o s i s t s  vho. spen t  over  560 hours  I n t e r v i e w l n  s and 

t e s t i n g  t h e s e  boys and t h e i r  pa ren t s~  w i t h o u t  even the s a t i s f a c t i o n  of  

knowln& what  h y p o t h e s e s  v e r e  b e l n s  t e s t e d ,  were George B a r r e t t ,  Georgla  

B a b l a d e l s  Rober t  Ekblad .  Richard  Fnlk,  L ione l  Lazowlck,  and Hancy Head, 

aa we l l  a s  the  c l l n l c ' s  c o u s u l t l n  8 p s y c h i a t r i s t ,  l l e rbe r t  Harms. P r o b a t i o n .  

o f f i c e r s  1"hulas Holan,  8~tchard Netherwood. and D a n E s t o r g a ,  a l s o  conduc ted  

some of  the  p a r e n t  i n t e r v i e w s .  When Dr. Harms succeeded to  the d i r e c t o r -  

s h i p  o~ the  c l i n i c ,  he c o n t i n u e d  to a11c~ me time to  work on t h i s  p r o j e c t  

and a t t e n d  mee t ings  w i t h  my a d v i s o r y  c o u m l t t e e .  

Over 1500 h o u r s  o f  c l e r l c a l  t i~e  were n e c e s s a r y  to  t r a n s c r i b e  the  

t ape  r e c o r d i n g s  of  the  p r o j e c t i v e  t e s t s  and i n t e r v i e w s .  The o f t e e n  

p o o r  q u a l l t y  of  the  r e c o r d i n g s  ~ade t h i s  an e s p e c l a l l y  arduous  t a s k .  l ~ s .  

Karen Smart  and H r s .  J u d i t h  Loney did the bu lk  of  t h i s  work~r~th  the 

a s s i s t a n c e  of  Miss P a t ~ c i a  Gannon and Mrs. ~a r ba r a  D a i l e y .  Hrs .  Smart  

a l s o  s e r v e d  as p r l n c i p a l  r e s e a r c h  s e c r e t a r y ,  coding  the  da ta  and keep ing  

t r a c k  o f  a d ~ I n s 1 6 3  d e t a i l s .  
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Eve ry  ~e'~ber o f  t he  Juvens  H a l l  c u s t o d i a l  s t a f f  was i n v o l v e d  in  

mak ing  o b s e ~ v a t i o n s  and r a t i n g s  on t he  boys s t u d i e d .  These  30 u~en 

f i l l e d  o u t  ove r  2 ,000  B e h a v i o r  Check L i s t s ,  R a t i n g  S c a l e s  and  A d j e c t i v e  

Check L i s t s  w i t h  no r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e i r  o t h e r  d u t i e s .  S p e c i a  ! c r e d i t  

goes  t o  George B a r r e t t  who as  J u v e n i l e  Ha l l  c a s e w o r k e r  v o l u n t a r i l y  

u n d e r t o o k  t h e  t ime  consumi ng  t a s k  o f  ~ak fng  c e r t a i n  t h a t  a l l  t h e s e  f o r ~ s  

were f i l l e d  o u t  p r o p e r l y  and  on t i m e .  Bis  s u g g e s t i o n s  and l l a l s o n  yo rk  

were os i~n~easureab le  h e l p  i n  e n s u r i n g  the  s u c c e s s  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t .  When 

he  moved t o  t h e  c l i n i c  h i s  r o l e  was c a p a b l y  f i l l e d  by Donald  Har tmann.  

The Coun ty  a l s o  key  punched  t h e  d a t a  i n t o  IBM c a r d s .  H i s s  Caro l  

W l s u r i  s p e n t  a number o f  h o u r s  a c t i n g  as  l i a i s o n  be tween  me and t h e  key 

punch p e r s o n n e l .  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  Computer  Center�9 d o n a t e d  

t ime  on t he  IBH ~ 0 9 0 .  

~ p e c l a !  t h a n k s  a l s o  go t o  R i cha rd  Deming, D i r e c t o r  o f  Resea r ch  f o r  

L l a ~ e d a  Coun ty .  His  s u p p o r t  was Of ~a Jo r  a s s i s t a n c e ,  and  he n e v e r  f a i l e d  

t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  f u l l  c o o p e r a t i o n  0~ h i s  0 f f i c e .  

An e q u a l  d e b t  i s  Owed t o  my a d v i s e r s  a t  the  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a l i f o r n i a .  

Ge ra ld  Hende l sohn~  : the c h a i r m a n  o f  my d i s s e r t a t i o n  c o ~ m i t t e e ,  ha s  been  

~ e n e r o u s  i n  t h e  t i me  he  h a s  d e v o t e d  n o t  o n l y  to  t h i s  p r o j e c t  b u t  to  

o t h e r s  i n  t h e  p a s t .  A f t e r  t h r e e  y e a r s  o f  work ing  u n d e r  h i s  ~ u i d a n c e ,  i t  - 

i s  s  f o r  me to  a s s e s s  o r  e x p r e s s  t he  deb~ I o~e h im.  I o n l y  

know ~ha~ t h a n k s  t o  h i s  a b i l i t y ,  n o t  o n l y  as  a r e s e a r c h e r  b u t  a l s o  as  a 

t e a c h e r ,  t h e  r e s e a r c h  u n d e r t a k e n  h a s  becon~ b e t t e r  r e s e a r c h ,  t h e  r e p o r t s  

~ l t t e n  luave become b e t t e r  r e p o r t s ,  and  a t  t he  same t~ne  ~ too  have  become 

a b e t t e r  p s y c h o l o g i s t .  

~ u b e r t  C 0 f s  and I r v i n g  P t l i a v s  t he  o t h e r  member o f lmy  c o ~ n i t t e e  





V 

have a l s o  ~axked l  improved t h i s  d i s s e r t a C s  by thes c o u n t s  and 

c r i t i c i s m .  

To a l l  �9 t h e s e  p e o p l e  I am e x t r e m e l y  g r a t e f u l .  

Edwin I .  Hegargee  
B e r k e l e y ,  C a l i f o r n i a  
December 12,  1963 





C~PI~R I 

A THEORY OF A~SAULTI~G BERAVIO~ 

I f ,  on the ~orn ing  o f  November 3, 1959, $am Wi l l i aw~ 1 bad been 

t o l d  chat he would be Shot f ou r  t imes be fore  the day had ended, he 

would have been qu i t e  s k e p t i c a l .  In  $am~s wor ld ,  however,  such 

events  were not  unheard 0s Sam h imse l f  had once been l~p r i soned  

i n - S a n  t~uen t in  f o r  an unprovoked  " A s s a u l t  With a D e a d l y  Weapon" 

t h a t  had Ies  h i s  v i c t i m  b l i n d  i n  one e y e .  The re fo r e~  he  w o u l d n ' t  

have r e j e c t e d  t he  n o t i o n  t h a t  he h i m s e l f  mlgh t  be a t t a c k e d  as  b e i n g  

i ~ o s s l b l e .  Es hoveverD -he,: had been t o l d  t hac  the  b u l l e t s  would be 

f ~ r e d  by 5 1 1 | y  J o n e s  I .  t h e r e  I s  no doubt  t h a t  ~am would have  been 

�9 c o , l p l e c e l y  i ~ c ~ e d u i o u s .  

Sam had s d r a n s o n  t o  f e e l  cha t  I t  was ! ~ o s s l b l e  f o r  such  s n  

�9 e v e n t  to  occ~z .  For  two y e a r s  he had t r l e d  to  goad B i ! l y  i n t o  a 

~ i a h t  by. p ~ b l i c l y  h u m i l f a t l n g  him I n e v e r y  way c o n c e i v a b l e .  But  

B i l ~ y  see~ed  i n c a p a b l e  o f  d o i n g  a n y t h s  a g g r e s s i v e .  You c o u l d  c a l l  

hlm any na~e i n  t he  book and he would j u s t  sms and t r y  t o  be f r~endSo 

You c o u l d  push  him a round  o r  throw d r i n k s  in  h i s  f a c e  and he would n e v e r  

s  bac~ .  I f  he  w o u l d n ' t  even  t e l l  you to  go to  h e l l ,  he  c e r t a l n l y  

v o u l d u ' t  Sh~o~ you .  " 

A group os Yale psychoiogists, whoi20 years eaclier h~d published 

a monograph entltled Fru~trati0n & A~ression would have been less 

dubious. Tn~y hadwritten, "Aggression is always a consequence of 

" IAil names have been changed. 

- . �9 . ~ .  . 
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frustration" and "...the strength of instigation to aggression 2 should 

vary directly with ... the number of frustrated response-sequences" 

(Dollard~ eC al, 1939, p. 28). In other words S~n's behavior should 

increase the llklihood that Billy would aggress~ and what is ~re~ 

if he continued the instigation should build up over tiN. 

Bu~ in fact Sam was not warned so Chat night he sought and 

found Billy for his nightly sport. He leaned on the side of Billy's 

c a r  f o r  ~ minutes  waving a kn i fe  under h i s  nose ,  c a l l i n g  him a 

coward and tolling him he wasn't a man. Thus, he frustrated two 

of Billy's strongest needs--his need for affiliation and his need 

for s e l f - r e s p e c t .  Then Sam reached in  the'-carp grabbed B i l l y ' s  whiskey 

bottle and threw it under the tires saying he hoped it would cause a 

flat. This frustra.tion too su~ated with all the p~evious ones. 

The Yale group had written that when the strength of a person's 

Insti~atlon to aggression exceeds the level of inhibition J an aB~ressive 

response should occur (DoUar d et al, 1939). This is true no matter 

how hlsh the level of inhibition is, provided there are sufficient 

cues�9 to a~gression in the environn~nt. Sam and that knife he was 

holding certainly constituted cues to aggression, and with the throwing 

of the bottle, Billy?s instigation to aggression, or anger, finally 

exceeded even his s t r o n g  inhibitions. 

If Sam had been awar e of all this, he migh~ not have been so 

surprised when Billy pulled a gun from the glove compartment. But 

,as it was, he was as'tounded and stoo d there transfixed. This gave 

2"Instigation to aggression" is defined as the response to frustration. 
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Billy Jones Lhe opportunity to shoot him and Billy nmde the most 

of it. Sam fled. Billy followed. Cornering Sam on a porch, he 

s|*ot him twice more in the abdomen. Sam ran again, but fell. Billy 

placed the gun against Sam's neck an d fired one last time. Then he 

t u r n e d  and l e f t .  

Two a c t s  of aggression had taken place; one was predictable, 

the other was not. Samts aggression was verbal a~d mildly physical. 

It no doubt represented a:strong habit in a person who had few 

inhibltloms a~alnst the direct expression of aggression. ~illy's 

aggression , �9 the other hand, was extreme and c0mpletely out of 

character. A mild mannered, slightly built bachelor of 39, he had 

no prior pollce record and an excellent e~!oymen ~ history. In s  

it seCL,~d his very i.~ek,~s s induced the frustrations which eulmlnatcd 

in hls eventual loss of control. 

I f  t h e s e  two ~ n  Can be r e g a r d e d  as  p r o t o t y p e s ,  i t  would a p p e a r  

t h a t  a g g r e s s i v e  p e o p l e  f a l l  i n t o  a t  l e a s t  two c a t e g o r l e s .  P e r s o n s  o f  

t he  f i r s t  type  have  p r o b a b l y  been rewarded f o r  a g g r e s s i o n  t h r o u g h o u t  

their live~ by their parents and peers 3. When sufficiently provoke d 

they ~y c~z*nit an extreme assaultive offense, but their aggression 

kS usually mild o r  moderate consisting Of threats, minor assaults and 

the like 4. Diagnostically, they would be regarded as normals or 

3Bandura and Waiters (1959) study of fauily bac~grounds of moderately 
aggressive delii~queuts lends some support to this. 

n 41nstru~aental:aggressio , i.e., aggression eo~=~itted as a u~ans to an 
end rather ~San an end in itself is ignored in this treatment. The 

person Who i~kh6Cks i person down in a purse snatching is seen as exer- 
cising his meed for acquisition rather than aggression unless the 
force used is clearly ~iore than t|ie situation requires. 
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sociopaths. Ciii~ically easy to detect, they represent a type far=iliar 

to all devotees of conte~porary television drama or mystery fiction 

of the Bickey $pillane variety. They will be ter~,ed "Type One" or 

"The "llabitua[ly Aggresuive Type." 

The second type presents an altogether dis picture. These 

people are overcontrolLed and tend to deal witl~ their aggressive 

i~ .pu l ses  t h roug h  s u c h  n e u r o t i c  d e f e n s e s  as r e ? r e s s i o n  or  r e a c t i o n  

f o r ~ . a t i o n .  A g g r e s s i o n  to  the~  IS e g o - a l i e n  or  u n a c c e p t a b l e ,  and i t  

i s  l i k e l y  t h e y  were p u n i s h e d  f o r  i t  du r l t l g  c h i l d h o o d .  U t : l i ke  t l te  

B a b i t u a l l s  k g ~ r e s s i v e  Ty?e ,  t h e s e  peop le  have an Ove rdeve loped  and 

r i g i d  ~upe rego .  They a r e  f a m i l i a r  to  t hose  who f o l l o w  Cri~,e news in  

t im p r e s s  and i~ave s e e d  s e v e r a l  h e a d l i t i e s  of the  n a t u r e  ~;ODEL -:TUDENT 

~LAYS FA~IILI", fo r  when t h e y  do a g g r e s s  it i s  g e n e r a l l y  In an ex t r eme  

f a s h i o n .  T h i s  t y p e  w i l l  be c a l l e d  Type Two or  '~The Worm Turns T y p e . "  

If this attalysls is valid ' so~e serious proble~ are posed for 

exis~In ~ theory concerning aggression. The assaultive response is 

one which  i s  g e n e r a l l y  t a b o o  in  our  c u l ~ u r c .  As a t a b o o ,  i t  has  

anxiety attached to its performance �9 inhibits it. The behavior 

o f  the  H a b i t u a l l y  A g g r e s s i v e  T)-pe can  be v iewed  as tl~e r e s u l t  o f  a 

f a i l u r e  c~ d e v e l o p  t he  a p p r o p r i a t e  taboos  o r  v a l u e s  due t o  d e f i c i e n c i e s  

in the home, the subculture or both. Habitually aggressive behavior 

can a l s o  be learned if the individual is rewarded for minor aggressive 

acts so that the anxiety attached ~o n~re assaultive behavior is 

lessened through response generalization or what Wolpe has termed 

reciprocal inhibition (Wolpe, 1958 ) However , such an explanation 

does no~ account for Billy Jones who apparentl~y developed strung 
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taboos and had not extinguished the~;~ through minor a~gressive acting 

out. It is difficult to explain his behavior and impossible to 

~redlct it, using a purely learning theory approach. 

The frustration-aggression hypotheses of the Yale Croup and 

subsequent workers in this tradition, provides another approach to 

aggression (Dollard et al, 1939). Essenti~lly, this hypothesis states 

that the response to frustration is aggression, although no overt 

aggresslve act may occur. Berkowitz (1961) equates thls'Instlgatlon to 

aEEresslon wit|~ anger as the response to s So far, this 

writer agrees , although he would hasten to stipulate t~lat frustration 

as usually defi~ed is not tire onl~ possible altecddent of aggression. 

$1~ce observation shows that all frustratlon does not lead to 

overt aggressive acts, some explanation was called for. Tile Yale group 

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

o f  the i~sti~ation to aggression and of  the inhibition of aggression. 

X~.ibltion or fear of punishment ~!ght prevent the occurrence of an 

aggresslwe response if it was stronger than the instigation to aggression. 

On the other hand, when the strength of the instigation to aggression 

exceeds that Of inhlbitlou, an aggressive act would occur. They 

i~dicated that these antagonistic tendencies sun~ated in Some aigehraic 

manner (Dollar~ et al, 1939). 

~hile ~his treatment appears more scientific than the statement 

that sometimes frustration leads to aggressive acts and othe~ times 

It does not, it does not i~prove our ability to predict, since instigation 

and inhibitio~ are not des independently of the aggressive act. 

]~owever, it did lead to  animal experiments in conflict in which the ~ ~ 

. . �9 .. 
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. a n t e c e d e n t s  o f  t h e s e  i n t e r v e n i n g  v a r l a b l e s ,  f r u s t r a t i o n  and p u n i s h -  

menC were m ~ I p u ! a t e d .  These  s t u d i e  s l ed  to  a b e t t e r  ~ n ~ e r a t a n d l n g  

o f  t h e  na tuTe  os app roach  and a v o i d a n c e  g r a d i e n t s .  

N i l l e r  a l s o  was a b l e  t o  u se  t h e s e  n o t i o n s  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  t he  

mechanism o f  d i s p l a c e m e n t .  He m a i n t a i n e d ,  as  d id  o t h e r s  o f  t he  

Yale g r o u p ,  t h a t  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s l o n  migh t  s  on o t h e r  

t a r g e t s  s ~ L t l a r  t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  f r u s t r a t i n g  a g e n t  i f  t h e  a g g r e s s i v e  

r e s p o n s e  to  t he  o r i g i n a l  a g e n t  was b l ocked  ( H i l l e r ,  19~8) .  

T h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  c a s e  ~as  d e m o n s t r a t e d  no t  o n l y  by H l l l e r e s  

e x p e r i m e n t s  w l t h  a n i m a l s  b u t  a l s o  by t h e  behavs o f  human b e i n g s  ; 

~or example, " A l b e r t  Lema," a .16 year  o ld  wh i te  boy o f  Hextcan ances- 

t r y  was b e a t e n  up by a band o f  Negro y o u t h s  on Nev Years  g v e , 1 9 b 2 .  

A l b e r t  v e n t  home to  a e c u r e  a r i f l e  and t h e n  c r u i s e d  t h r o u g h  t he  

~egro  d i s t r i c t  i n  h i s . c a r  lookLng f o r  h i s  a s s a l l a n t a .  Unable  to  f i n d  

them, he L n s t e a d  s h o t  a young  Negro roman.  "Thus h i s  s ~ r e s s ! o n  g e n -  

e r a l s  f r o ~  h l s  a t t a c k e r s  to  Negroes  i n  g e n e r a l ,  and he d i s p l a c e d  

h i s  a g g r e s s i o n  o n t o  a n o t h e r  member of  t h a t  r a c e .  

~ i l l e r  ~1948) a l s o  h e l d  t h a t  i n h i b i t i o n  o f  a g g r e s s i o n  g e n e r a l i z e d  

a l o n g  t h i s  dLmenss os s t inn~lua  s i m i l a r i t y .  T h i s  l e a d s  to  t h e  s  

i l l a r ~ i l l e r  p a r a d i g m  (See F i g .  I ) .  T h i s  s  i l l u s t r a t e s  a s l t u a t f o n  

s  a s u n  a n g e r e d  by h i s  m o t h e r - i n - l a w  g e n e r a l i z i n g  so~e  o f  h l s  a n g e r  

t o  h i s  w i f e ,  h i s  c h i l d ,  and h i s  dog i n  a cco rd  v s  t h e l r  p e r c e l v e d  s l m i l -  

a r ~ t y  to  h i s  m o t h e r - l n - l a w .  The t n h l b l t l o n  a t t a c h e d  t o  a t t a c k i n g  m o t h e r s -  

i n - l a Y  h a s  a l s o  g e n e r a l i z e d  in  some de~ ree  to  the  o t h e r s ,  but the s l o p e  
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os this gradient is ~ch s~eeper. ~ Hiller held  that when the net 

strength was positive, i.e., the instlga~ion exceeded the inhibition, 

aggresss  r e sponses  c o u l d  occur.  

The d i ~ f l c u l ~ y  with this model, as with ~any sche~aCic represent- 

a t i o n s . - l s  tha~ it is overs~:~lifled. '.When both instigation and 

.inhibition are plotted together in this s  i~ lu,plles t h a t  

while the slopes difs the response strengths of i~ibition and 

s generalize in'an essentially siu~ilar manner. 6 It also 

i~plies that the strength of inhibition is also a function solely os 

sts ei~llarlty. ~hia is not necessarily the case. ~he amn in 

this exaa~le may indeed have less inhibition toward attacking hla wi~e 

or belmVing aggressively toward his child, but at the sm~ time have 

developed the attitude that aggression toward animals is r 

t aboo .  ~he~ h i s  p r o s  would appear  as in Figure 2 . . . . . . . . .  

While so~ue s t imu lus  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  Of inhibition ~:my Occur~ thi's 

wrlter raaintalns that the amount os inhibition toward an obJecr is 

a product of each Individual's unique reinforcement h i s t o r ~  with 

regard to that object, or in the case of new objects, to that class 

of  o b j e c t s  in  which he c a t e g o r i z e s  the new one. " 

If the situation is such that instigation exceeds inhibition and 

an aggressive response occurs, this in turn is associated with a 

5Hiller, (1948) has demonstrated that avoidance gradients generally 
are ~teeper than ~pp~oach gradients. 

6In  f a c t  i t  impl i e s  . that  there  is  a p e r f e c t  ~ank order  (as  oppos'ed 
to  Pearson)  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n t h e  sC=engchs of insc i~a f s  and 
i n h i b i t i o n .  
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lowering ~f the level of instigation. In the absence os punislm~'nt, 

'this-is considered to be rewarding and the habit strength for the 

occurrence Of such acts in Similar situations in the future is increased. 

Wilether the aggression is d i r e c t o r  displaced, ~s long~a s i t  is success ~ 

ful, the Individual is ~re llkely.to resort to it a&aln. 

Direct aggression against ~he frustratlng agent and displacement 

a r e  no t  the o n l Y w a y s  i n  which  t he  i n s t i g a t i o n  to a g g r e s s i o n  i s  r e l e a s e d  

however .  The re  i s  a l s o  t h e  i u ~ o r t a n t  phenomenon of  r e s p o n s e  g e n e r a l i z a -  

t i o n .  The w r i t e r  f e e l s  t h a t  f o r  each  f r u s t r a t i n g  s i t u a t i o n  t h e r e  i s  a 

r e s p o n s e  which  t h e ! i n d i v i d u a l  would make i n  t h e  absence  o f  a l l  i n h i b i t i n g  

[ a c t o r s .  Zh la  r e s p o n s e  the  w r i t e r  c a l l s  ~he v tepo ten t  r e s p o n s e .  The. 

p r e p o t e n t  r e s p o n s e  v a r i e s  w i t h  t he  s ~ t u a t i o n .  For  i n s t a n c e ,  a i~mn who 

finds his wi~e in bed wlth his best friend i~ligh~ in the absence of any 

r e s t r a s  s t r a n g l e  he~ .  T h i s  would b e t h e  p r c p o t e n t  ~e sponsc  in  t h i s  

s i t u a t i o n .  T h e  same .man who i s  .m i l d l y  f r u s t r a t e ' d ,  by a s'low W a i t e r  i n  a 

restaurant would probably not strangle the waiter even=If no inhibitions 

were o p e r a t i n g ,  s h ~ p l y  b e c a u s e  t h e  a m o u n t : o f  f r u s t r a t i o n  and t he  r e s u l t -  

i ng  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n  Sls@ly does  n o t  w a r r a n t  such  an a c t .  Th~ 

prepotent �9 in this situation ~ight be a refusal .to tip the 

dilatory waiter. 7 

7The w r i t c ~  r e g a r d s  t h g . p r e p o t e n c  r e s p o n s e  as b e i n g  l e a r n e d ,  o f t e n  by 
imitation, rather than being instinctive. This is because the culture 
determines to a large degree what i~ f-rostrating and'how n0ach instigation 
to aEgre~s~io~ should result. It also prescribes the nature Of the 
appropriate response. For.instance, Lile r~an Who found his wife to be 
unfaithful had the prepotent response of.strangling her. In other 
cultures he Light stone net or consult a witch doctor to place a spell 

.i 
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In  many c a n e s  the  p r e p o t e n t  r e sponse  i s  s u p p r e s s e d  because  

i n h i b i t i o n s  are  o p e r a t i n g  and they  exceed  the l e v e l o f  i n s t i g a t i o n  

f o z  the  p r e p c t e n t  r e s p o n s e .  ~hen the  p r e p o t e n t  r e sponse  i s  i n h i b i t e d  

t h e p e r s o n  may d i s p l a c e  h i s  a g g r e s s i o n  to  another  t a r g e t .  However,  he 

i s  ~ r e  apt  to  make a l e s a e r ~  more a c c e p t a b l e  a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  to  the  

o r i g i n a l  t a r g e t .  Thus,  the  s  husband may no t  a . t rang le  h i s  w i f e  

but  he ~ay bea t  her , c a s t i g a t e  her ,  or  take her to  a d i v o r c e  c o u r t .  The 

p e r s o n  annoyed by the  l a g g i n g  w a i t e r  may not  a c t u a l l y  r e f u s e  to  t i p ,  but  

he may tip l e s s  than he u s u a l l y  d o e s .  Such g e n e r a l i z e d  ~ e s p o n s e s  reduce  

the  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n  a l though  not  as e f f e c t i v e l y  as the p r e -  

p o t e n t  r e s p o n s e  would h a v e .  

For each  p o s s i b l e  t a r g e t  of  a g g r e s s l o n ,  even when a g g r e s s i o n  i s  

d / s p l a ~ e d ,  there  i s  a p r e p o t e n t  r e s p o n s e  and .o ther  l e s s e r  g e n e r a l i z e d � 9  

r e s p o n s e s ,  "Albert  Lema, '~ for  in s tance~  who shot  the  Negro  woman w h e n  

he ~as  unabte  to  f i n d  the  ~egroea  who had beaten  him was~maklng a p r e -  

p o t e n t  r e s p o n s e  to  a d l s p l a c e d  t a r g e t .  In  broad t erms ,  then ,  d l s p l a c e -  

~ e n t  p r i m a r i l y  d e t e r m i n e s  the  t a r g e t  ~ h i l e  r e sponse  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  i n -  

f l u e n n e a  the  na ture  of  t h e  r e s p o n s e .  

The a t ~ u l u s  s i t u a t i o n  i s  a l s o  e x t r e m e l y  i m p o r t a n t  s i n c e  i t  

d l r e c z l y  I n f l u e n c e s  the  amount of  i n h i b i t i o n  a t t a c h e d  to  v a r i o u s  a c t s  

7 ( C o o t , d )  . �9 

on h e r .  I n  s t i l l  o t h e r  c u l t u r e s , :  the  e v e n t  might be c o n a l d e r e d  �9 
t o  be n n o r ~ s l  pa~t  o f  h o s p i t a l i t y  and t h e r e f o r e  not  c o n s C l t u t e  a 
f r u s t r a t l o n . n o r  l e a d  to  any i n s t i g a t i o n  to a g g r e s s i o n .  Ba te son  (194.1) 
has  p o i n t e d  o u t  how behav ior  which  ~ou ld  be c o n s i d e r e d  h i g h l y  f r u s -  
t r a t i n g  in  our  c u i t u r e  i s  not  a t  a l ! ' f r u S t r a c i n g  "in a c u l t u r e  i n  
which ~the ~e~bera  have been r a i s e d  w l t h  d i f f e r e n t  e x p e c t a t i o n s .  

~ ~ o ~  ~ ~ ! ~ ! ~ ! ~ ' ~ . ~ , ~ , ~  ~ ~ ~ i ~ ! ~  , - ~ i ! ~ ! ~  ~ ' i ~ :  ~ .. , , ,  ~, 





10.  

and v a r i o u s  t a r g e t s . .  The man ange red  by h i s  m o t h e r - i n - l a w  who would  

o r d i n a r i l y  make a v e r b a l l y  a g g r e s s i v e  �9 r e s p o n s e  to  h i s  w i f e  may be 

i n h i b i t e d  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  company I s  p r e s e n t .  I f  h i s  c h i l d  i s  a b s e n t  

o r  does  mot p r o v i d e  b e h a v i o r a l  cue s  s u f f i c i e n t  to  J u s t i f y  an  a c t  o f  

a g g r e s s i o n  he may have  to  c o n t e n t  h i m s e l f  w i t h  a d i a t r i b e  a g a i n s t  t h e  

Administration. 

I m  o u r  c u l t u r e  i t  i s  g e n e r a l l y  the  most  a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  wh ich  

i s  s u p p r e s s e d  and a l e s s  a g g r e s s i v e  one which  i s  s u b s t i t u t e d .  When 

t h e  f r u s t r a t i o n - a g g r e s s i o n  h y p o t h e s i s  i s  Used to  p r e d i c t  t he  d e g r e e  

o f  v i o l e n c e  os t he  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t  8. d i f f i c u l t i e s  a r i s e .  There  a r e  two 

v a r i a b l e s  i n  t h e  H i l l e r  model which  peop le  have a t t e m p t e d  t o  u s e  to  

p r e d i c t  t he  deg ree  o f  v i o l e n c e .  The f i r s t  o f  t h e s e  i s  t h e  n e t  s t r e n g t h  

o f  t h e  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n ,  i . e . ,  t he  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween i n -  

e t i g a t i o u  and a g g r e e s i o n .  Bandura  and W a l t e r s  ho ld  t h a t  t he  d e g r e e  

o f  v i o l e n c e  ~e p r o p o r t i o n a l  to  t h i s  v a r i a b l e .  They s t a t e .  "by  s u b -  

~ r a c t i n &  the  h e i g h t  o f  t he  cu rve  r e p r e s e n t i n g  the  s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  i n -  

h i b ~ t o r y  r e s p o n s e  f rom t h e : h e i g h t  Of t he  cu rve  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t he  s t r e n & t h  

o f  t h e  i n h i b i t e d  r e s p o n s e ,  i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  to  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  s t r e n g t h  of 

t h e  o v e r t  r e s p o n s e  t h a t  may be e x p e c t e d  a t  any p o i n t  on t h e  d l e s l m -  

l l a r i t y  c o n t i n u u m "  (1959.  p .  1 3 3 )  Berkowi tz  (1962,  p .  109) a l s o  i m p l i e s  t h a t - .  : 

8The  " d e g r e e  o f  V i o l e n c e  o f  t he  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t "  i s  a p r e c i s e  s o u n d i n g  
p h r a s e  f o r  a very�9 i m p r e c i s e  v a r i a b l e .  There  i s  no one s i n g l e  a d e q u a t e  
way i t  can  be  ~ e a s u r e d .  I n j u r i e s  to  v i c t i m s  a re  n o t  a r e l i a b l e  i n d e x .  
Socs  t a b o o s ~ l n t e ~ t ,  p r e m e d i t a t i o n ,  t h e  . immedia te  m i l i e u  and many 
other factors enter in its determination. Yet, within the members of 
a s o c i e t y  , t he r  e i s  g o o d c o n s e n s u a l  s g r e e ~ e n t  a b o u t  t h i s  v a r i : a b l e  ". 
( T h i s  r e c e i v e s  i t s  most  t a n g l b l e  form "in :the Pena l  Code i n  wh ich  s o c i e t y  

h a s  a g r e e d  t h a t  p r e m e d i t a t e d  murder  i s  worse t h a n - t h a t  done i n  t h e  h e a t  
o f  p a s s l o n ,  and t h i s  ~n t u r n  more r e p r e h e n s l b l e  t h a n  v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i o n . )  
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the violence of the aggressive act is proportional to the net strength. 

While this forr~lation works adesuately for flabi~ual.ly Aggressive 

p e o p l e  l l k e  ~am W i l l l a m s ,  i t  b r e a k s  down when a p p l i e d  to a c t s  o f  

ex t r eme  a g g r e s s i o n  by o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  peop le  such  as B i l l y  J o n e s .  

The v e r y  f a c t  t h a t  B l i l y ' s  i n h i b i t i o n s  were s o . h i g h  would a p p a r e n t l y  

p r e c l u d e  a n e t  s t r e n g t h  s u f f i c i e n t  to  a c c o u n t  f o r l a  murder .  Sam 

W i l l i a m s '  t h r o w i n g  t he  b o t t l e  unde r  t he  c a r  added one S ~ I 1  i r u s t r a t L o n  

wh ich ,  w i t h  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  f r u s t r a t i o n s  o f  the  p r e c e d i n g  two y e a r s ,  

pushed  B i l l y ' s  a n g e r  l e v e l  ove r  h i s  l eve l  o f  i n h i b i t i o n ~  But ,  u n l e s s  

t h i s  l a s t  sLaall f r u s t r a t i o n  was so  g r e a t  t h a t  l i t  added o v e r w h e l m i n g l y  

to  h i s  l n s C i ~ a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n ,  t h e  n e t  s t r e n g t h  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  i n  

t l ~ e . m u s t  have been s l i g h t .  I f  sop t he  a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  t h a t  

f o | l o w e d  was ou t  o f  a l l � 9  to  i t .  

�9 %** a l ~ e r n a t i ~ , e  p o s l ~ l o n p  as no t ed  above ,  would be t h a t  tlie a ~ g r e s s -  

i v e n e s s  Of t h e  r e s p o n s e  w i l l  be p r o p o r t i o n a l  to  the  " r e s p o n s e  s t r e n g t h ' " "  
�9 , . / 

or' t h e . a b s o l u t e  a l t i t u d e  Of t h e  i n s t i g a t i o n  g r a d i e n t  a t  t h a t  p o i n t .  

This appears to be Hiller~ (1948, 1939). This notion accounts 

for both Types Of a~ressive.-.acting out more adequately. �9 Since Williams' 

inhibitory, level is quite low, his �9 are prin~riiy a function of 

anger. This assu~ption also n~kes it apparent that when a Billy Jones 

does.aggreSs, it will necessarily be i n  an extreme fashion. In cases 

of Type T~o ("Worm Turns") aggression, the inhibitions are so high that 

the ins~iga=ion to aggression must reach a very high level before it 

can exceed them and take place. If the violenc e of the response is 

dlrectlyproportional to the response strength of the'instigation to 

aggression, then it necessarily follows that the acts of aggression 

committed by'T')~e Two people must be extren~ly violent. 
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The Type One person ,  however, r a r e l y  reaches  t h i s  h ig  h a l eve l  of 

i n s t i g a t i o n .  Having f ewer  i n h i b i t o r y  c o n t r o l s ,  he w i l l  ac t  e a r l i e r ' '  

and lower the  l e v e l  of I n s t i s  ~o ags  before  h i s  anger  

reaches the u~rderou~ level. Oi course, in cases 0s severe situational 

s such as, perhaps ~inding his wife in an adulterous situation, 

he too mlgh~ color, it a homicide; .or he might do so if attacked. But in 

such cases the external sltuation would clearly call for an extre~ 

act. "Worm Turns" ag~resslon, on the other hand, is much more apt 

to be "senseless" or "poorl 9 ~otivated"In that theprecipltatlng 

events are more internal than external. 

Whtle t h i s  fo rmula t ion ,  n e a t l y  exp l a in s  the paradoxlCal !y  more 

extreme a~&reaslon of  the c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d ,  i t  is  over-  

s i m p l i f i e d .  ~n e s sence ,  the  p r o p o s i t i o n  under  d l s c u s s i o n i s :  The 

'nreater th@ i~ti;:.ation to a~:~ressl0q (an~:c~) toward a target, ti~e 

-~meater thq 4e},req of violcnc~ of ~he a~e~q~sive response to thqt 

~ar~et ~f an aF~r~ss~ve resvons~ is a11owed t o occur. This ignores 

~he facts of response ~eoerallzati0n, f0r, as we have seen, a variety 

of r e s p o n s e s ,  d i f f e r i n g  in  the  deKree of v io l ence  ~ay be d i r e c t e d  

toward each target while the de&tee of Insti&atlon to aggresslon for 

that tarLet r e~a ins  a constant. 

~tis writer, hOWever, has proposed a class-of responses terr&ed 

"prepotent" responses which are those which would occur first if no 

inhibitory f~rccs acted ou the individual. It is for theseresponses 

that the direct relation be~aeen instigation and de~ree of violence is 

found. In ~he case of ~eneralized responses this is not the case. 

�9 - Thus the proposition becomes: ~I'~ ~reater the de~ree of insti;iation 

to a~ress~on aimed at ~ target, th~ treater th' e pr~potent a~Kressivr 





�9 

F@sponse, either overt or Suppressed, directed toward that target. A 
. .  �9 

corollary would he: The a~ressiveness of non-pr~potent responses is 

no~ d~r~ctly proportional to the ~bsolut@ d~ree of instigation to 

a~eression (an~e~). While it is not certain what I the. degre e of 

aggressiveness of such responses is proportional to," it is very likely 

some ~unctlon of the net strength, i.e., the difference between the 

anger and the level of inhibition. 

Xn thls formulation b the degree of violence of the'Worm Turns" 

offender is ~iewed primarily in energy terms. With one frustration 

occurring after another, the instigation to aggression sun~na~es in 

son~ fash!�9 over ti,~e until finally even his inhibitions are over- 

wheln~d. %~is p l a c e s  the en?hasis on the instigation rather than on 

the C o n t r o l s .  I n  the  pascm the Qga l l t y  of  c o n t r o l  has been emphasized.  

Berkowltz (1961)for Instance, notes that n~rderers generally violate . " 

�9 c r i m i n a l  l ays  ~uch l e s s  f r e q u e n t l y  than do o t h e r  c r i m i n a l  g roups .  

N e v e r t h e l e s s  he r e g a r d s  ~urder  and extreme a g g r e s s i o n  as  be ing  doe to 

u n s t a b l e  o r  s p o t t y  c o n t r o l s ,  lle s t a t e s  t ha t  the on ly  th in~  Which 

could  r e s t r a i n  a L~urderer ' s  v i o l e n c e  in t he �9  of the p o l i c e  o r  

external c~rols are, "strong internal prohibitions agalnst antl o 

soclal aggression " (p. 322). In spite of  the data showing murderers 

"are typically not hardened criminals" and that "most would never 

commlt'murder again if released from jail" (p. 318) he still states 

that 6he ~rderers "social code often justifies striking out on his 

own agains= the people harming him." One of Berkowitz' difficulties 

is tha~ h~ ~s dealing-Qith aggressive behavior as a unitary phenomenon. 

When zhe emphasis is placed on controls, as it should be for the 

Habituall~ A~ressive offender, then the appropriate treatment is 
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s e e n  to  be tl~at of bolstering, or  in son~e cases even creating~ internal 

controls. (A system which wards off aggressive behavior for as n~any 

y e a r s  as  i t  d i d  in  t he  c a s e  of  B i l l y  Jones  i s  no t  r e a l l y  a d e q u a t e l y  

described in ter~s of Superego lacunae or brittle controls.) When the 
..../! 

e~:phasis is S~Ifted to level of instigation due to son~ form O f te~orai 

su~.~tion, the question then becon~s how can the individual reduce the 

level of inscigation so that the violent response is avoided. When the 

waters behind a high dam rise so high that they threaten to carry it 

away, the answer is not to add on to the dmt~ to make it hiEher, but 

rather to find some harmless way to  relieve the water press.ure. 

It has been pointed out that the Worz~i Turns or Type Two pcrson is 

unable to use the n~chanisms of response generalization and dlsplacez,~nt 

in any effective way. This has the e f [ e c t  not only of ollowing Instiga- 
- . �9 

tlons to nccu~;ulste but also insiJrcs that when tlle aggresJive response 

f i n a l l y  does occur ,  he w i l l  I lave a l i m i t e d  r e p e r t o i r e  os r e s p o n s e s  upon 

which to draw.  

~ a t u r a l l ) '  t h e  p r c p o t e n t  r e s p o n s e  i s  the one ~>st l i k e l y  to be 

s e l e c t e d .  ~h~s t he  v i o l e n c e  of  the  o v e r t  r e s p o n s e  i s  no t  o n l y  a 

f u n c t i o n  os the high l eve l  os i n s t i g a t i o n  .but also o f  the f a i l u r e  to 

l ea rn  ways o f  coping w i t h  anser o ther  than v ia  suppression. This f a i l u r e  

not  on ly  is apt to c rea te  the circumstances f o r  the v i o l e n t  act  (as B i l l y  

Jones never ~&s able to ward o f f .  Sam N i l l i ams*  a t tacks )  but also leaves 

the i n d i v i d u a l  poor ly ,  equipped to cope w i th  anger i f  i t  ever does over-  

whelm hks rigid defenses. 

Returning to the analogy of  a dam, the treatment of choice Is.to 

build spillways so that the water pressure can be relieved Without 
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: car~yin~ away the whole Structure. !n the case of a Billy Jones, 

~ further shoring Of inhibitions against aggression will'oniy be 

effective if his level os instigation never again rises to a crit- 

ical level. Ic i~ impossible to insure this unless he is provided 

w i t h  a l t e r n a t i v e  n~des  of  r e s p o n s e  so  t h a t  he might  a ~ g r e s s  in  more 

~i'~ " -  S O c i a l l y  a c c e p t a b l e  ways and t hus  p r e v e n t  . sun~at iono  Going to  a 

- : ~  'iL " p e n a l  i n s t s  d e s i g n e d  to  ~ e p r e s s  any r e b e l l i o u s n e s s  would no t  

help hi~ develop new mildly aggressive habits p or in this context, 

. a s s e r t i v e  h a b i t s .  I n s t e a d  Of b e i n g  t r e a t e d  l i k e  a s o c i o p a t h ,  he 

s i w u l d  i ~ S t e a ~  be t r e a t e d  as  a n e u r o t i c  t h r o u g h  p s y e h o t ! l e r a p y .  

1"hus, =he p r o p o s e d  t y p o l o g y  and t h e  s h i f t  in  cn@has l s  f rom 

adequacy  os c o n t r o l s  tO a c c u ~ u l a t i o n  os i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n  a 

�9 w h i l e  i~avLn B t h e o r e t i c a l  i m p l i c a t i o n s ,  i s  o f  ~ r e  t h a n  acadea~ir 

I n t e r e s t .  K~ t he  e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  o s  i s  to be  r e h a b i l i t a t e d ,  

t h e n  he  mus t  be h e l p e d  to  l e a r n  to a g g r e s s  n o r n m l l y ,  t o  chan&e h i  s . 

v a l u e s ,  LE t h e  a u t h o r ' s  h y p o t h e s i s  i s  c o t = e r r .  Before  t h i s  can occur~ 

a g r e a ~  dea|ofpubl!c re-education will be n e c e s s a r y .  

Ho~eve~,  b e f o r e  any c r u s a d e s  to  r e - e d u c a t e  the  Amer i can  p u b l i c  

a r e  u n d e r t a k e n ,  t he  h y p o t h e s i s  u ~ s t  b e . s u b j e c t e d  to  s c i e n t i f i c  s c r u t i n y .  

So f a r ,  a l l  t h e  w r i t e r  ha s  o f f e r e d  i n  e v i d e n c e  i s  a s l n g l e  a g g r e s s i v e  

i n c i d e n t ,  wh ich  w h i l e  i t  was d r a m a t i c  e n o u g h  to  s t i m o l a t e . c h e  whole  

l l n e  o f  ~ e s e a ~ c h  wh i ch  c u l m i n a t e d  in  t h~s  d i s s e r . t a t i o n ,  i s  h a r d l y  

s u f f i c i e n t  e ~ i d e n c e  to  s u p p o = t ' t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  f ramework c o n s t r u c t e d  

i n  t h i s  c h a p t e r .  I n  t h e  s u b s e q u e n t  c h a p t e r s  the  h y p o t h e s i s ' - ' t h a t  t he  

modera te1  y ~ s s a u ! t i v e  ~ i s  u s u a l i y  l l a b i t u a l l y  A g g r e s s i v e  w h i l e  the  

extremely msseultive S is L~o~e apt to be a chronically overcontrolled 
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p~rson o~ Cl~e Worm Turns .T l~e  w i l l  be examined,  s  b E a sea rch  

through the l i t e r a t u r e ,  and second by an e ~ p i r i c a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  

;! 





CHAPTER 2 

A REVIEW OF TEE LITERATURE 

I n  t h i s  c h a p t e r  the l i t e r a t u r e  on a g g r e s s i o n  w i l l  be reviewed 

to de te rmine  how much evidence  e x i s t s  f o r  and a ~a in s t  the typo logy  

p r e s e n t e d  in ~he p r e c e d i n g  c h a p t e r .  

The f l rs~,  source  of evlde~ce is ~=i*e literature oz~ psyci~ological 

tests. Ti*c i.:ajority of studios in this area are concerned with 

establishingltile validity of various Instruz,~ents. However, in the 

course of sUc~ investigations data are Collected from which inter- 

ferences abom~ 5h~ persona|Itles of various Droups of _Ss can be =~de. 

This writer agrees With those such as Berkowitz (i")62) and Hiller 

(I~59, p. 220) who hold that indications of a~gresslve feelings on 

tests are t~ie result of a dynamic conflict begween In'stigatlon and 

inhibition Just as in the case of other aggressive responses. Since the 

test Situation u~y be less threatening than the real |lie situation, we 

~ay expect'a~gressive behavior that is inhibited in real life. 

The wrltcr's position is that there should be a direct relation 

between the behavior shown on psychological tests and that shown in 

overt behavior. Thus, if it is [:rue that tlle moderately aggressive 

Type One person is characterized by inadequate aggressive controls, 

the*~ such a ~attern should be noted in the test material. Similarly 

if the extremely assaultlve Type Two person is typically overcontrolled, 

then an over-controlled pattern should be evident in s tests. As 

Berkowltz has stated, "If a person has developed extremely stron E 

inhibitions against expressing aggression, he is not likely to display 
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hostility readily eiti~er in fantasy or in 'real life'" (1962,- p. 88). 

It should be noted that there is a strong schuoi of thought which 

holds that tile relation between fantasy and overt bei~avior is inverse, 

(Pizillips and S~ith, 1953; &yz~,o~Lds, 1949; To~:~kins, 1952). Tills group 

would predict ~i~at if the typology did ha,:e the ',,'/pothesized dyna,,,ies, 

~hen the Type One (llab[tually Aggressive) personalit), would show lower 

than normal fantasy aggression while the Type Two (overcontrolled) 

person would show above average fantasy aggressi01,. This predict'ion 

coi,*es from the theory that fantasy serves a substitutive funetlon with 

non-aggresslve people engaging in a lot of fantasy aggression while 

overtly aggressive people have no need to do so. The notion that non- 

aggressive people may ez~gage in fantasy aggression is conslstent wi~h 

displaeeuei1= theor~ and the writer has no quarrel wit|: it. However, he 

does llot aLL-ee tha~ ~*abitualiy aggressive ~)eople abandon ~helr aLgresslvc 

habits in ri,c Ee.--~ situation. A study by Lesser (1957) ~upports this 

view. lie fou~Id that for individuals whose ,~,others discouraged aggression 

there was a negative relation between overt and fantasy aggression as 

would be expected through displaeer.~at. |lowever, for individuals whose 

mothers encouraged aggression and who therefore probably had strong 

a ggressiv e habits, there was a positive relation between overt and 

fantasy aggression. 

It is likely that individuals who show aggression on fantasy measures 

but in no other aspect of life are L~uch less numerous than those who 

either consistently aggress or consistently fail to aggress. For this 

reason uost studies should show a positive relation between fantasy 

and over= behavior over the group as a whole, altilough there n~y be 

individual exceptions. As will be seen below, this is generally the 





pattern that is found. 

In the pages tO follow the literature on psyci~ological tests 

=:will be reviewed, starting witil structured tests and going on through 

the ~ore unstructured or projective teclmiques. Ti~en a representative 

sa~ple of case s~udies on murderers will be presented.- 

Literature on PsyeiloloLica ~ Tests 

1. ~truc lured Tes ts  

There is relatively little infor~:,ation in tim literature on 

structured tests relevant to tim hyporhesis that extremely assaul~ive 

i n d i v i d u a l s  are c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  while l,,odera=ely a s s a u l t i v e  

Ss are h a b i t u a l l y  a i3gressive.  5hip~mn and l.~arguette (1963i found a 

statistically ~iguificant although slight positive correlation between 

r a t i n g s  of phys ica l  i ~ o s t i l i t y  and scores  o n  the ~IPI Ha.nifest H o s t i l i t y  

~ca le .  Hegargee and ~lendelsohn (1962) co~,garing' the pers of 

extre~,~ly a s s a u l t i v e  c r i m i n a l s ,  moderately a s s a u l t i v e  c r imina l ,  n o n -  

v i o l e n t  eri~alt~als and nornhals on twelve ,~I scales of hostility and 

control (including the ~lilS) found no significant differences in. the 

predicted direction. On the cpntrary, assaultive Ss did tend to be" 

�9 ~easured as having significantly greater control by several of the 

n~asures; however, there were no significant differences of this type 

�9 between the Ex~rea~e and l.loderately Assaultive groups. The criminal 

groups all had profiles similar to those reported in the literature 

for sue h groups and clearly differed from the normals. This indicated 

that these results ~'ere not due to dissi~!ation. 

These authors did not find an), significant differences between the 

various criminal groups on the clinical scales of.the ~LMPI, nor did 

19. 





20. 

Panton (1955) who co.':@ared'tD.u :.2IPI scores of 56g property offer, tiers 

end 157 assaultive criminals. 

2. Se*ai-structured and Apperceptive Projective Techniques, I: The 

ilosenzweig Picture-Frustration Study. 

A nu~=ber of studies Of aggression have been ~ade using the Extra- 

punitiveness (E) score of the i{osenzweig Picture-Frustration S~udy. 

Albee and Gold~.~n (1)50), Walker (I~51) and }|olzberg and Posner (1951) 

s no sigt~ificant relationships between the E score and various 

criteria of aggressive behavior in sa~@les of hospital patie:~ts and 

student t~urses. T~er (195o) and llolzberg and }lahn (IJ52) using 

mildly d eli~,quent boys and anti-social a~Lressive psychopathic delin- 

quents respec~veiy fo;md ~o signlficnnt differences betwecn them and 

appropriate t,-ormal control groups. 

Kaswan, Was,~mn and Freed;,h~n (1960) studied the relation between the 

E score and 22 other measures of aggression in a sample of 121 ~mle 

State prisoners, including 40 aggressive os Only a few relation- 

Ships were found to be signis and there was no apparent pattern 

among them. 

Three studies, however, have consistently found E% to be lower among 

people who act out. Angelino (1950) using children classified as dis- 

ciplinary cases by their teachers found they had a lower E score and 

higher l~punitiveness (H) score than did children classified as "non- 

problc~ cases," "well adjusted" or'~oehavior problen~s." Dewing (1960) 

found =hat delinquents detained in Juvenile llall for aggressive offenses 

had E scores significantly lower than the published norLns for the test. 

While it mLa~ be that such eases are indeed intra-psychicaily less extra- 
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.pu~irive de~pi~e rheir overt oe~avior (~'untrary to tt.e present author's 

hypothesis regardi~g the Type One o~[ender), it is equally likely s 

they consciously inhibit antirsocial re~ponses on the fairly transparen~ 

P-F study w~en tested in a custodial setting. 

The findings for the wrlter's hypothesis are those of Weinberg 

(I~)~]). He used three groups differing in aggressiveness. The firs~ 

consisted of Stare prison in,*ates w~o can be considered Extre~-~ly 

Assaultive since they were eonvlcted of Assaul~ With a Deadly Weapon, 

Felonious Assault, o~ Assaul~ Witi~ In~ent to Kill. Bis second group 

c o ~ s i s t . e d  o f  ~ o u - a s s a u l t i v e  s ( f o r g e r s ) ,  and h i s  t i ~ r d  g roup  of 

~ot'~ials ~atched for occupation, age and education. Group I had a ~eau 

score of 7.6, Group ii a ~iesn score o~ 8.u and Group Ill a score of 

io.4. ~i~e E scores of both crl~Inal groups were signlffcantly lower 

than the serials as mlgltt be expected if t h e y  tended to suppress anti- 

social respunses, l[owever , the Extre~cly Assaultive group was also 

significantly lower than the non-assaultive cri~:inal group. This is 

t he  p a t t e r n  t h a t  would be p r e d i c t e d  on t he  b a s i s  o f  ~he w r i r - e r " s  l 

hypothesis. While it is also possible to explain this pattern on a 

hc__~c basis as bein~ due to greater dissimulation by the assaultive 

im'~mtes, ic is unlikely chat such a pattern of faking would be predicted. 

While this s certainly does not prgve ~!ie no~ion that Extre~.~.ely 

Assaultive offenders are overcontrolled, it is r~evert[~eless quite 

consis~'en~ Wit~t it. 

Se~:i-s~ructt*'red and Ap~)erceptive proiective tear-s, 2: tite~tic tes=s. 

Since Murray first introduced the The~tic Apperception Test, a 

large literature has gro~n relating various seed'-press variables to 
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a g g r e s s i o n .  These  may be o r g a n i z e d  i n t o  g e n e r a t i o n s  b a s e d  on l e v e l  

o f  s o p h i s t i c a t i o n .  The f i r s t  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  work c o n s i s t e d  o f  t h e o r -  

e t i c a l  a ~ a l y s e s  os t h e  r e l a t i o n  between,  f a n t a s y  and o v e r t  b e h a v i o r  

w i t h  g u i d e s  t o  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  and f o r t h r i g h t  e m p i r i c a l  s t u d i e s  aL~ed 

a t  v a l i d a t i n g  t h e  t e s t .  T hese  s t u d i e s  g e n e r a l l y  f a i l e d .  

The s e c o n d  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  s t u d i e s  a t t e m p t e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  e m p i r -  

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

The t h i r d  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  s t u d i e s  a p p l i e d  the  TAT to  s p e c i a l  g r o u p s  

s u c h  as  c r i J n i n a l a  i n  an  e f f o r t  to  l e a r n  more about  t h e  t e s t  b u t  s 

c i d e n t a l l y  p r o v i d i n g  u s e f u l  d a t a  on t h e s e  $.s. 

I t  was o r i g i n a l l y  f e l t  by H u r r a y  (1963,  p. 16) and o t h e r s  t h a t  

the TAT v a s  r e l a t e d  t o  a l e v e l  o f  t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  v h i c h  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  

wou ld  n o t  o r  c o u l d  n o t  e x p r e s s  i n  o v e r t  b e h a v i o r .  Symonds (1969 ,  p .  205) 

was one  e x p o n e n t  0s  t h i s  v l e v ,  " I f  a p e r s o n  works o u t  h i s  p rob l ems  i n  

o v e r t  b e h a v i o r ,  he  does  n o t  f i n d  i t  n e c e s s a r y  to  work them ou t  t n  f a n -  

t a s y - -  and  i f  he  works  them o u t  i n  f a n t a s y ,  he i s  n o t  a p t  t o  e x p r e s s  them 

i n  z e a l i t ~ . ' !  Tomkias  ( 1952 ,  p .  22?)  h e l d  a ~ L ~ i l a r  v i e v p o i n t  and  m a i n -  

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

s u p p r e s s e d  n e e d s ,  wou l d  be  l e s s  p r o m i n e n t  i n  t he  p r o t o c o l s  o f  o v e r t l y  

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

N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  r e s e a r c h e r s  looked  f o r  d i r e c t  c o r r e l a t i o n s  b e t v e e n  

TAT n e e d s  and  o v e r t  b e h a v i o r .  The f i r s t  group of  w o r k e r s ,  s u c h  as  

Korner (1959), Pittluck (1950). 2ensen (1957)and Cluck (1955) found 

no significant relations between ~ agg and various types of overt 

behavior. Sanf0rd. AdkLus. Miller and Cobb (1963) found some low 
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o rder  c o r r e l a t l o n s  which c o n t r a r y  to theory  were in  the  p o s i t i v e  

d i r e c t i o n .  Walker ( 1 9 5 1 ) f o u n d  a s i g n i f i c a n t  c o r r e l a t l o n  of + .44  

between 14~$ t e s t  h o s t i l i t y  s co re s  and t h e r a p i s t s  r a t i n g s  of h o s t f l l t y .  

~he second g e n e r a t i o n  s t u d i e s  were more r e f i n e d ,  and more si& ~ 

n l i l c a n t  p o s i t i v e  r e l a t i o n s  were found be~-~een ~ agg and o v e r t  b e h a v i o r .  

Lindzey and TeJe s sey  (1956) Iocused  on the  O v e r t - c o v e r t  i s s u e  d l r e c t l y  

by r e l a t l n g  T-AT s i g n s  os a&&resslon to ove r t  and c o v e r t  C r l t e r s  os 

a g ~ r e s s i o n  s a s a ~ l e  of  i n t e n s i v e l y  s t u d i e d  Harvard v o l u n t e e r s .  

They s a i g n i s  c o r r e l a t i o n s  wl th  t h e  o v e r t l y  obse rvab le  and 

r  m a t e r i a l  but  no t  v l t h  the  unconsc ious  ~ a t e r i a l  as de te rmined  

by c l l n l c a l  s t u d y .  They r u e s  concluded,  "These f i n d i n g s  s u g g e s t  

r a t h e r  s t r o n g l y  t h a t  the  s c o r e s  we had de r ived  p a t n s t ~ k i n g l y  from the  

TAT p r o t o c o l s  rep.resenC r a t h e r  a c c u r a t e l y  the  I n f o r n m t i o n  we cou ld  

have secu red  s the  s u b j e c t s  themse lves  by s imply  a6kln& them to  

a p p r a i s e  t h e i r  own b e h a v i o r , "  (1956, 9573).  

Zhe work 0s Ks&an (1956) ,  Les se r  (1957) and Weather ly  (1962) 

de~onst raLed the  impor tance  os the  ,amd~iguity o f  the  s t l~mlua  as a 

v a r i a b l e .  When the  c a r d  c l e a r l y  sugges tm:  an a&gress ive  s c e ne ,  d i f f e r  ~ 

encea between a g s r e s s i v e  and non-a&gress fve  c r i t e r i o n  &roups a re  much 

more l i k e l y .  When a p e r s o n  f a i l s  to  g ive  an a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  to a 

ca rd  which c l e a r l y  c a l l s  f o r  i t ,  i t  i s  probably  because  an ag&ress ive  

r e sp o n se  has  been s u p p r e s s e d  due to the  s a ~  i n h i b i t i o n s  t r h i c h  a l s o  

o p e r a t e  i n  �9  b e h a v i o r .  I~ the  card  i s  so ambiguous t h a t  ag&ress ive  

r e s p o n s e s  a r e  not  r e l e v a n t ,  ve ge t  no such Ins i&ht  l u t o  t he  i n s t i g a t i o n -  

i uh ib i t ion  c o n s  

L e s s e r  (1957)  hnd Weather ly  (1962) a l s o  demons t r a t ed  the  i ~ o r t -  

ance os ~ a t e r u a l  a t t i t u d e s  toward a s g r e s s i o n  in  d e t e r m i n i n g  whether  or 

i 
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not  a person�9 exp res ses  agg res s ion  on the TAT. 

Bel lak (1943) and Nea ther ly  (1962) found tha t  anger could i n c r e a s e  

f a n t a s y  agg re s s ion .  This second group of s t u d i e s  t h e r e f o r e  i n d i c a t e d  

the TAT is  d i r e c t l y  c o r r e l a t e d  wl th  over t  behavior  when t h e s e  o t h e r  . 

v a r i a b l e s  are  c o n s i d e r e d .  

S imi la r  r e s u l t s  were found when c l i n i c a l  s t u d i e s  of a g g r e s s i v e  

&roups were conducted .  Tomkins (1952, p.  277) had p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  antL- 

s o c i a l  themes would not  be  prominent La the r eco rd s  of a n t i s o c i a l  peop le .  

While u n f o r t u n a t e l y  no c o n t r o l  group was used, Young (1956) r e p o r t e d � 9  

agg was a t r e q u e n t  theme in  the records  of i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  d e l i n q u e n t s  

Pu rce l l  (1956) r e p o r t e d  on three  groups o( Army t r a i n e e s  r e f e r r e d  

fo r  p s y c h i a t r i c  s tudy which d i f f e r e d  on the amount of a n t i s o c i a l  a g g r e s s i v e  

behavior  shoran in  the  p a s t .  The most aggress ive  group was p robab ly  

Hodera te ly  A s s a u l t i v e  in  t h i s  v r l t e r ' s  termLnology. I AS such i t  would 

be expected  to have the g r e a t e s t  amount of f an tasy  agg re s s ion  s i n c e  

I t  ehould c o , s l a t  os Type One or u n d e r c o n t r o l l e d  S..s. This expec t a t i on :  �9 

was upheld.  

14asses and Naylor (1954) in  a s tudy of mild Juven i le  d e l i n q u e n t s  -. 

found a ss d i r e c t  r e l a t i o n  b e ~ e e n  aggress ive  f an t a s y  on the  

TAT and JuveaLle l ia l l  c o u n s e l o r ' s  r a t i n g s  of aggress ive  behav io r .  

These l a s t  two s t u d i e s  a l so  demonstra ted the importance of  a s s e s s i n g  

~uhlbLtLon aga in s t  agg re s s ive  e x p r e s s l o n  by m~ans of  f a n t a s y  punishment  

themes. PL~tluck (1950) had ' found  tha t  ba lanclng ~ age and d e f e n s e s  

ISee Chapter.Ell for .an operational definition of this term. In rough 
terms, an extreme assaultive response is one where death or serious injury 
is likely andwhs is relatively unprovoked. A moderately hssaultlve 
response'Is 6ne vhs .is more Justified lh terms of'the milieu and Which s 
less apt.to pendently maim the victs 
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a g a i n s t  a g g r e s s i v e  behav io r  as expressed  in  the TAT s t o r i e s  improved 

the p r e d i c t i o n  of o v e r t  behav io r .  Mussen and Haylor (195~) a l s o  

found a t endency  fo r  punishment  themes to be i n v e r s e l y  r e l a t e d  to  

a c t i n g  ou t  and P u r c e l l  (1956) found a significant i n v e r s e  r e l a t i o n  

�9 between themes of i n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  punishment  and b e h a v i o r a l  

a g g r e s s i o n .  

One s t u d y  u t i l i z e d  s e r i o u s l y  a s s a u l t i v e  o f f e n d e r s .  This  was 

conducted  by Stone (1953) u s i n g  t h r ee  groups of m i l i t a r y  p r i s o n e r s .  

In  S t o n e ' s  s t u d y  the  most a g g r e s s i v e  group c o n s i s t e d ,  in  p a r t ,  of  

m u r d e r e r s .  However. i t  a l s o  inciUded men who had committed a s s a u l t s  

and who may have been on ly  Hodera te !y  A s s a u l t i v e .  More s i g n l f s  

Stone s c r een ed  out  of t h i s  group anyone who had not  had a t  l e a s t  two 

p r i o r  a g g r e s s i v e  O f f e n s e s .  Thus,  i t  i s  " l ike ly  t h a t  t h i s  group c o n s i s t e d  

p r i m a r i l y ,  I f  n o t  e x c l u s i v e l y ,  of H a b i t u a l l y  Aggres s ive  o f f e n d e r s .  The 

medium a g g r e s s i v e  g~oup c o n s i s t e d  of men who had gone AMOL or d e s e r t e d  

a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  t i m e s ,  and the  l e a s t  a g g r e s s i v e  group of men who had 

gone AWOL or  d e s e r t e d  wh i l e  in  combat.  

On the  TAT the a s s a u l t i v e  group had s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ~ore f a n t a s y  

a g g r e s s i o n  t h an  e i t h e r  of  the  o t h e r  two. 

The s t u d i e s  rev iewed,  u s i n g  groups r ang ing  from normels  up t h r o u g h  

Modera te ly  A s s a u l t i v e  c r i m i n a l  groups ,  have i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  a g g r e s s i v e  

b eh av io r  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th  h i g h e r  a g g r e s s i v e  needs and lowered i n h i b i -  

t i o n s  i n  the  a g g r e s s i v e  S_s as measured by the  TAT. T h i s i s  c o n s i s t e n t  

w i th  the  p r e s e n t  t h e s i s .  The c r u c i a l  s t u d y  would use  a t a n d o m  sample  

( u n l i k e  $ t o n e l s  ) of  Ext remely  A s s a u l t i v e  S..s to de te rmine  i f  t h e y  a r e -  

measured as  h a v i n g  l e s s  ~ agg and more R punishment  than  a p p r o p r i a t e  



/- 



c o n t r o l  g~oups. Until the present study this had not been done. 

26. 

Unstructured pro~r tests: The P~0rsth~ 

The Rorschach literature is similar to that on the TAT. In both 

cases the theoretical literature stressing fantasy substitution pre- 

dicts that overtly aggressive people will engage in less fantasy 

aggression than others. ~owever. in both cases the bulk of the 

empirLca |  l i t e r a t u r e  i n d i c a t e s  a d i r e c t  r a the r  t h a n  an inve r se  r e -  

l a t i o n . -  

Xn a s g r e s s i o n  r e s e a r c h ,  the Rorschach is  g e n e r a l l y  scored  f o r  

h o s t i l l t y  of c o n t e n t .  Scales  are  cons t ruc t ed  based on the presumed 

symbolism �9 va r ious  r e sponses .  For the ~ost  p a r t  responses  In which 

the re  are 11ghts ,  dea th ,  wounds s blood or m u t i l a t i o n  are scored  as 

h o s t l l e  Im the va r i ous  s c a l e s  whlch have been proposed (Z] Izu r ,  1949; 

P in~ey ,  I~5/+; l lafner  and Kaplan, i960; Holtsa~n e t  al~ 1961; Mursteiup 

19S6; Rader, 1957; Walker '  1951). ;owever, t h e o r l s t s  such as Lindner  

( i947) an~ F h l l l i p s  and Smith (1953) hold tha t  some r e s p o n s e s o f  t h i s  �9 

type .  s~c5 as b lood ,  are  a c o n t r a l n d l c a t l o n  of a c t i n g  out in  o v e r t  

b e h a v i o r . .  

�9 he da ta ,  however, have not suppor ted the l a t t e r  p r e d i c t i o n .  

S tud ies  of s u b j e c t s  w h o a r e  not  c l i n i c a l l y  aggress ive  (El izur~ 1969; 

P a t t i e ,  19~+. Murs t e in ,  1956; Walker. 1951) and o f  a s s a u l t i v e  h o s p i t a l  

p a t i e n t s  ~Finney. 1954; ~SOmmer and So~ner~ 1958; Storment and u  

1953; Tow~Ln, 1959) have gene ra l l y  shorn s ign i s  p o s i t i v e  r e -  

l a t i o n s h i ~ s  between the c o n t e n t . s c a l e s  used and the var ious  c r i t e r i a  

o f  a g g r e s s i v e  behav io r .  In the case  os HurstelU*S (1956) s tudy ,  

h o s t i l e  $..~ scored  h l g h e r ,  only ~hen they had i n s i g h t  i n to  t h e i r  

L, �9 
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h o s t i l i t y .  I f  t h e y  w e r e  u n a w a r e  o f  t h e i r  h o s t i l i t y ,  t h e y  d i d  n o t  

p r o j e c t  i t .  I t  w o u l d  t h u s  s e e m  t h a t  t h e  c o n t e n t  s c a l e s  r e f l e c t  e g o  

a c c e s s i b l e  m a t e r i a l .  

T h e  R o r s c h a c h  c a n  a l s o  b e  s c o r e d  f o r  t h e  d e t e r m i n a n t s  o f  t h e  

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

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

p r e s u m a 5 1 y  r e p r e s e n t  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  i n t e r a c t i o n s  a n d  / m p u l s i v l t y  

a n d  i n  t ~ e  q u a l l t y  o f  f o r m  w h i c h  r e l a t e s  t o  t h e  d e g r e e  o f  C o n t r o l  

( K l o p f e r  e t  e l ,  1 9 5 4 ) .  S t u d i e s  b y  F i n n e y  ( 1 9 4 5 )  a n d  S t o r m e n t  a n d  

F i n n e y  ( 1 9 5 3 )  s h o w e d  a s s a u l t l v e n e s s  t o  b e  r e l a t e d  t o  Sum C a n d  C~ 

responses in the former and to u CF- responses in the latter 

mtudy. $ommer and Sommer (1958) focused on aggressive and non- 

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

! a t l o n " h l p  t o  p h y s i c a l  e x p l o s i v e n e s s  b u t  n o t  t o  v e r b a l  a ~ r e s e l o n .  

T h ~ s ,  t h e  R o r s c h a c h  c o l o r  s c o r e s  a r e  a l g 0  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  

t o  o v e r t  a g g r e s s l v e  b e h a v i o r  i n  t h e s e  s a m p l e s  o f  m o d e r a t e l y  o~ 

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

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

r o l e  playlng. 2 

~aly four studies deal with criminal S_s. lieder (1951) found 

tha~ in a mixed group of state prisoners, his content scale was 

reliabl~ correlated with aggresslve remarks in a group therapy 

2 T h i s  i s  b o r n  o u t  b y  k s t u d y  c o n d u c t e d  b y  P a t t i e  ( 1 9 5 4 )  who  g a v e  
14 undergraduates the Korschach, told ~hem under;hypnosls they would 
wake up feelln& hostile and angry w and then retested them in this 
oondltiom. ~hile this yielded a tw0-fold increase in hostile content 
for eight of the S_s, there was no change in the color scores. Seven of 
the Se ~rhen asked before the study how a hostile person would react on 
the ~Ischach, predicted their own response mode. Assuming that this 
represemts role playing behavior, it shows ho~ the content scores may 
be changed in the" absence of changes in the determinants. 

.J 
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s e t t i n g ,  whi le  Gorlow, Zimet a n d F i n e  (1952) found t h a t  j u v e n i l e  d e l i n -  

quents s co red  h ighe r  on g l l z u r ' s  h o s t i l i t y  s ca l e  than d id  a sample of 

non-de l lnquen t  a d o l e s c e n t  s t u d e n t s .  

I~n S t o n e ' s  s tudy ,  which was o u t l i n e d  above, i t  was found t h a t  h i s  

most a g g r e s s i v e  group, which probably  c o n s i s t e d  Of l l a b i t u a l l y  A g g r e s s i v e  

~s,  s co red  lower on the h o s t i l l t y  s c a l e  of the Rorschach than d id  the  

m e d i ~  agg re s s ive  group. I t  w i l l  be r e c a l l e d  tha t  t h i s  same group 

scored  h i g h e s t  on the  measure of TAT aggress ion .  Stone had h y p o t h e s i z e d  

tha t  the a c t i n g  out of agg res s ive  Impulses should r e s u l t  i n  r e d u c t i o n  of 

t ens ions  p e r t a i n i n g  to  agg res s ive  impulses and hence to  a lowered ag- 

g r e s s l v e  c o n t e n t  score  on the Rorschach. The data cannot  be e x p l a i n e d  

on t h i s  b a s i s ,  however, because the l e a s t  aggress lve  group scored  s t i l l  

lower and t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e ,  t0o,  w a s s i g n i f i c s n t .  Stone was I n c l l n e d  

t o  deal  wi th  t h i s  unexpected f i nd ing  by d i s c a r d i n g  the l e a s t  a g g r e s s i v e  

group, as be ing  o f f  the a&gresslve continuum and hence not  germane t o  

the  s tudy .  However, the p r e s e n t  au thor  doubts t ha t  anyone can be o f f  

the a g g r e s s i v e  continuum in our c u l t u r e .  While va r lous  vos~ hoc 

hypotheses  can be spun to  account f o r  t h i s  p a t t e r n ,  the f lndln& remains 

e s s e n t i a l l y  an  u n p r e d l c t a b l e  one.  

The n a J o r l t y  of  s t u d i e s  are c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  the  p r e s e n t  h y p o t h e s l s  

t h a t  mild and moderate aEgress lve  behavior  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  r e l a t i v e l y  

high a g g r e s s i v e  needs and lowered c o n t r o l s  which ex tend  th roughout  the  

i n d i v i d u a l ' s  behav io r ,  i nc lud ing  behavior  on p r o j e c t i v e  t e s t s ,  i n  

a d d i t i o n ,  Lhere i s  one s tudy which i s  r e l e v a n t  to the n o r l o n  t h a t  e x -  

treme a g g r e s s i v e  behav lor~Is  a s s o c i a t e d  with i nc r ea sed  c o n t r o l s  a g a i n s t  

t h e  e x p r e s s i o n  of  a g g r e s s i o n .  This s tudy by Megargee &rid Mendelsohn (1953) 
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compared th ree  groups of crLmlnals who vere  candida tes  fo r  p r o b a t i o  n 

on an index based on H u r s t e i n ' s  (1956) Rorschach H o s t i l i t y  Sca le .  The 

Extremely A s s a u l t i v e  group c o n s i s t e d  of 21 men conv ic t ed  of ~u rd e r ,  

Assau l t  wi th  a Deadly Weapon, Mayhem or Hanslaughter .  The Hode ra t e ly  

A s s a u l t i v e  group c o n s i s t e d  of 21 men convic ted  of B a t t e r y .  The Non- 

ys  group c o n s i s t e d  of 27 men conv ic t ed  of non-aggres s ive  c r i m e s .  

I t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  the Hodera te ly  Assau l t ive  group would sco re  

h i g h e s t  on the Rorschach H o s t i l i t y  Index,  the Non-vio lent  gro~p nex t  

and t h a t  the Extremely A s s a u l t i v e  group vould Score.  

1~e da ta  in  Table One i n d i c a t e  t ha t  t h i s  p r e d i c t i o n  was uphe ld .  

The d i f f e r e n c e  between the Extremely Assau l t ive  Croup and the Hod- 

s t a t e l y  A s s a u l t i v e  group, when t e s t e d  v i t h  the Hann-~'hs U t e s t .  

y i e l ded  an exac t  probabs163 of .0571. 

The l i t e r a t u r e  on psycho log ica l  t e s t s  thus suppor t s  the n o t i o  n 

t h a t  fo r  ~os t  peop le ,  i n c l u d i n g  moderately a s s a u l t i v e  o f f e n d e r s ,  o v e r t  

aggress-lve behavior  l s  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  increased  ag~reso ive  needs and 

dIJninisbed c o n t r o l s .  Data on ext remely  a s s a u l t i v e  o f f e n d e r s  i s  q u i t e  

s c a r c e ,  but  the  few s t u d l e s  vhs do e x i s t  are gene ra l ly  c o n s i s t e n t  v i t h  

the  '~orm turnS" hypo thess  

A f a r  more f r u i t f u l ,  a l though l e s s  r i go rous ,  source of  data  abou t  

ex t r eme ly  e s s a u l t s  people  a re  t h e  s t u d i e s  of ~-.rderers s c a t t e r e d  

through the  cr i lns163 sOc lo log lca l  and psycho log ica l  l i t e r a t u r e .  

S t u d l e s  9f Murderers  

c r ~ a l  behavs per  se  -is g e n e r a l l y  regarded as be ing  a s g r e a s s  

i(Do~lard e t  a l ,  i939, p.  111).  I t  i s  s  in the Penal  Code and 

most you ,d  a ~ e e  t h a t  homicide  i s  the most aggress ive  form os c r i m i n a l  





b e h a v i o r .  I t  would  be l o g i c a l  to  e x p e c t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  m u r d e r e r s  a r e  

among the most aggressive prisoners in our instltutlons. However, the 

opposite is the case, and this finding lends support to the notlon 

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

M u r d e r e r s  as  a group have  been  found  to  have  ~ewer p r i o r  a r r e s t s  

and  lower  r a t e s  o f  r e c i d i v i s m  t h a n  o t h e r  c r ~ n i n a l  g roups  t ( B e r k o w l t z ,  

1962, p. 3i8). Berg and Fox (1942) in a s~udy of 200 murderers found 

only 31 had prior records of assault. Even Wolfgang (1957) who noted 

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

o n l y  264 o f  h i s  621 m u r d e r e r s  had p r i o r  r e c o r d s  of  o f f e n s e s  a g a i n s t  

p e o p l e ,  i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t he  m u r d e r e r s  were n o t  h a b i t -  

u a l l y  a s s a u l t i v e .  

O t h e r  s t u d i e s  have  f o c u s e d  on t he  p e r s o n a l l t y  of  t h e  e x t r e m e l y  

a s s a u l t i v e  o f f e n d e r .  �9 S t e a r n s  (1957) r e p o r t e d  cn  f o u r  h o m i c i d e s  by - 

a d o l e s c e n t s .  I n  e a c h  c a s e  t h e  murder  was an ImpulBive  a c t  w i t h  o b s c u r e  

~ o t l v a t l o n  by boys  w i t h  e x c e l l e n ~  r e p u t a t i o n s .  ~ i c k h a ~  (1956)  r e p o r t e d  

on  a l l  15 t e e n a g e  m u r d e r s  known to  t he  Alameda County  P r o b a t i o n  D e p a r t -  

m e n t C u i d a n c e  C l i n i c  s i n c e  i t s  f o u n d a t i o n .  A l l  b u t  f o u r  were f rom 

a v e r a g e  o r  s u p e r i o r  homes and  t h e i r  s c h o o l  a d j u s t m e n t  was u n i v e r s a l l y  

good ,  a l t h o u g h  i t  f e l l  o f f  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  t h e  o f f e n s e .  I n  g e n e r a l .  

t h e s e  nn~rde re r s  p r e s e n t e d  a S u r f a c e  i m p r e s s i o n  Of b e i n g  a "model  s t u d e n t "  

o r  a " p e r f e c t  l a d y . "  and  he  found  t h a t  , ~ s t  s u f f e r e d  f rom a l a c k  o f  

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

and  p r e s s u r e s  w h i c h  r e s u l t e d  i n  a c r i me  of  v i o l e n c e .  

Schultz (1960) studied fourprobacloners who had assaulted their 

~ves with intent to kill. He found in general, "...a submissive, passive 

30 .  
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. i n d i v i d u a l ,  ~ o  avolded c o n f l l c t  a t  a l l  c o s t s . "  lle noted  a p a t t e r n  

0s ex t reme dependency wi th  r i g i d  c o n t r o l  over a g g r e s s i v e  Impuises  as  

long as  the  dependency was g r a t i f i e d .  When the wi fe  pe rmanent ly  

wi thdrew t h l e  8 r a t l f l c a t i o n  by l e a v i n g  or t ak ing  s lower ,  the c o n t r o l  

sy s t em  broke ~nd th  e murderous a s s a u l t  took p l a c e .  

L a ~ e r t l ,  Blackman and Weiss (1958) and Weiss ,  Lamber t i  and 

BlackJnan (lg~O) s t u d i e d  a group of 13 people Who wi thou t  any r e c o rd  

of a n t i - a o c l a ]  b e h a v i o r ,  suddenly  committed a homicide.  Thei r  f i n d i n g s  

were fn  s t r l k i ~ g  ag reemen t  wl th  those  Of Schul tz  (1960).  They found t h a t  

the  mothers  �9 t he se  murderers  had emphasized con fo rmi ty  to the r u l e s  

of  the  s o c i a l  s y s t e m .  To ga in  a f f e c t i o n  they had to "deny or r e p r e s s  

t h e i r  r e a c t i v e  h o s t i l i t y  and conform. Both c l i n i c a l l y  and On t e s t s  

they  appeared i n t r o v e r t e d ,  Insecnxe ,  h e l p l e s s  and unable  to a s s e r t  

t h e m s e l v e s .  ~hey conc luded ,  " . . . t h e i r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  came about  because  

of t h e l r  needs to conform and because of t h e i r  I n a b i i i t y  to a c t  ou t  

h o s t i l i t y  in  ways which they  would f e e l  mIEht s t i l l  be s o c i a l l y  a c c e p t -  

a b l e "  (Weiss ,  Lamber t l  and Blackman: 1960, p. 6 7 5 )  

Kahn (1959) compared murderers  and b u r g l a r s  who had been r e f e r r e d  

f o r  p a y c h l a t z i c  e v a l u a t l o n s  a f t e r  p l e a d i n g  not  g u i l t y  by r e a s o n  of 

i n s a n i t y .  Data  i nc luded  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  m a t e r i a l ,  W e c h s l e r ' B e l l e v u e  

and Rorschaeh t e s t a .  He found.  'War i ab l e s  r e f l e c t i n g  p r e v ious  

h l s t o r y  and behav io r  s u g g e s t  t h a t  the  H (Hurderer)  group has  been 

a i g n i s  more s t a b l e  and conforming than  the B_s ( B u r g l a r ) . . .  

I n  g e n e r a l  the  k inds  of f a c t o r J  t h a t  d i s t i n g u i s h  the  groups a re  con-  

s L s t e n t  w i t h  the  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  ~ are  ~ore l l k e l y  than  B.s to  have 

p e r s o n a l i t i e s  which Could permi t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  i ~ u l s l v e  b r e a k t h r o u g h  

31. 
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of s a d i s t i c  ~ o s t i ! i t y  which u s u a l l y  I s ' o r d l n s r i l y  r i g i d l y  c o n t r o l l e d ,  

and a l s o  fox ~ t o  have l e s s  p e r s o n a l i t y  r e s o u r c e s  f o r  e x p r e s s i o n  of 

t h e i r  f e e l l e g a . "  

]~he s t u d i e s  r e p o r t e d  here  r e p r e s e n t  a l l  thc,se found by the  a u tho r  

d u r i n g  s f a i r l y  comple t e ,  a l t h o u g h  not  e x h a u s t i v e ,  s u r v e y  of  the  

r e c e n t  p s y e h o l o g l c a l  l l t e r a t u r e .  As such they  are  p roba b ly  a r ep -  

r e s e n t a t l v e  sample .  The degree  of agreen~ent among them i s  remarkably  

h igh  and t ends  to s u p p o r t  the  h y p o t h e s l s  t h a t  e x t r e me ly  a s s a u l t l v e  

people  a re  g e n e r a l l y  c h r o n i c a l l y  r l g i d l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  and unab le  to 

e x p r e s s  a g g r e s s i o n  in  sma l l  dose s .  

A c e r t a i n  amount of  b i a s  has no doubt c r e p t  i n t o  t h e s e  s t u d i e s .  

The w r i t e r  has p o i n t e d  ou t  t h a t  t he r e  iS n o t h i n g  to keep the  h a b i t u a l l y  

a g g r e s s i v e  pe r son  from commi t t ing  homicide should  the  o c c a s i o n  c a l l  f o r  

i t :  L u c k i l y ,  the s i t u a t i o n  r a r e l y  c a l l s  for  I t .  in  p a r t  due to  h i s  

a b i l i t y  t o  i aC lmlda te  oche r s  and in  p a r t  because of h i s  r e a d i n e s s  

. to d i s s i p a t e  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s l o n .  Such people  do no t  make . 

I n t e r e s t i n &  case  s t u d i e s  and p robab ly  do not  f i n d  t h e i r  way i n t o  the  

l i t e r a t u r e  as  o f t e n  as the  Worm Turns t y p e .  Lamber~i e t  a l  (1958) ,  

f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  r e s t r i c t e d  t h e i r  s tudy  to those  muzderere who had no 

p r i o r  a n t i - 8 o c l a l  h i s t o r y .  On the  o the r  hand.  Wickham ( 1 9 5 6 ) s t u d i e d  

a t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  of a l l  t e enag  e murderers  over a number os y e a r s  and 

a r r i v e d  ~ a lmos t  i d e n t i c a l  c o n c l u s i o n s .  So whi le  murde re r s  a re  no t  

e x c l u s l v e l y  Type Two peop l e ,  n e v e r t h e l e s s  the  Worm Turns  dynamic seems 

to  p l a y  a r o l e  ' i n  t h e  e t i o l o g y  of many extreme a s s a u l t s .  

The l l t ~ r a t u r e  t hus  c o n s i s t e n t l y  suppo r t s  the  p r e d i c t i o n  s t a t e d  

a t  the  o u t s e t  of  t h i s  c h a p t e r .  The s t u d i e s  of  the  t e s t  pe r fo rmance  of  

32.  
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~ormal ,  m i l d l y  a g g r e s s i v e  and modera t e ly  a s s a u l t i v e  S,s show f a n t a s y  

a g g r e s s i c n  i s  d i r e r163  r e l a ~ e d  to  a number of c r i t e r i a  o f  over~  

a g g r e s s i v e  b e h a v i o r ,  d e s p i t e  t h e o r i e s  to  the  c o n t r a r y .  ~ r i t e r s  who 

have ~evteved t h i s  l i t e r a t u r e  have n a t u r a l l y  e x t r a p o l a t e d  and assu~ned 

t h a t  t h i s  ho lds  t r u e  f o r  the  f u l l  r ange  of  a g g r e s s i v e  b e h a v i o r .  ( ~ u s s  

~or lna tance~  has  s t a t e d ,  "The c l i n i c a l  s t u d i e s  y i e l d e d  one c l e a r - c u t  

p o s i t i v e  f i n d i n g :  TAT a g g r e s s i o n  i s  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  to  a s s a u l t i v e n e s s , "  

~he p r e s e n t  a u t h o r ,  h o v e r e r ,  has h y p o t h e s i z e d  a d s  t h a t  

the  e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  p a r a d o x i c a l l y  o v e r c o n ~ r o i l e d .  

Only ~h~ee s~ud i e s  in  the  t e s t  l i t e r a t u r e  bea r  d i r e c t l y  on t h i s  p o i n t  

by comparin& ~he t e s t  p e r f o r m a n c e s  o f  ex t r eme ly  a s s a u l t i v e  S_s ~ l t h  o t h e r  

~ r o u p s .  The ~ f r s t  (Hegargee and Hendelsohu,  19~2) u s i n g  the  H]~I  found  

no s i g n i f i c a n t  d l f f e r e n c e s ~  as i s  o f t e n  the case  ~ l t h  l~dl~I s t u d i e s .  

The second (Ues 19~3) r e v e a l e d  t h a t  ex t r eme ly  a s s a u l t i v e  cr /~nin o 

a l s  a r e  s l $~L~s  l o v e r  on the  R o s e n ~ e i g  e x t r a - p u n i t i v e n e s a  s c a l e  

than  f o r g e r s  or  n o r m a l s .  The t h i r d  (F~egargee and Hende l sohn .  1963) showed 

m o d e r a t e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  c r i m i n a l s  to  be h i ghes t~  n o n v i o l e n t  c r i m i n a l s  i n t e r -  

media te  and e ~ t r e ~ l y  a s s a u l t i v e  cr /~nfnala  l o v e s t  on Hur s t e s  (1956)  

~orachach  ~ o s t f l i t y  S c a l e .  The d i f f e r e n c e  between the  m o d e r a t e l y  and 

e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  g roups  ~as s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  ~ f t h  ~ -  .0~71. 

The mos~ cogen t  ev idence  b e a r i n g  on the  "vor~  t u r n s "  t h e o r y  os 

ex t reme a s s a u l t  comos f rom the  l i t e r a t u r e  os c r / ~ s  and f r o ~  c a s e  

s t u d i e s  of  c o n v i c t e d  ~ , r d e ~ e r s .  This  l ~ t e r a t u r e  i s  r emarkab ly  c o n s f s ~ e n ~  

i n  descrLbs  -~ . rde re r s  as  be ing  r i g i d l y  o v e r c o n ~ r o l l e d v s  Luadequa te  

o u t l e t s  ~or ~he mild  or  modera te  e x p r e s s i o n  of h o s t i l e  i ~ p u l s e s .  

As ye~ no s t u d y  has t aken  people  a t  v a r i o u s  p o i n t s  a lon~  the  

i~L~{~ b~ ;~ i :~i:~ ~i~:'~'~j~ ~ ~!:~i~:~ ~:~:~ ~:~" ~ L:; !} k ~?~: ? ~ii~ii~ ~r ;:L{i~ ~i~:~ij, ~=~ ' ~i ii~ ~ ~;:~i~ iii~L ~ ~ ~::~,~{~!~ ~;i: ~ S i ~ ,  ~ ~i!: ,! ~L~!~: ~i Ji::T ili:i~L!'~ i~i i~ �84 ~;~,~ 
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cont lnuum of o v e r t  a g g r e s s i v e  behav ior  and ~ y s t e m a t l c a l l y  examined them 

wi th  q u a n t i t a t i v e  r i g o r  in  a v a r i e t y  of s i t u a t i o n s ,  wi th  the  purpose  of  

t e s t i n g  the  type  of  hypothes~S put  f o r t h  by the  w r i t e ~ .  





Chapte r  3 

I n  the f i r s t  c h a p t e r  i t  was p roposed  t h a t  a s s a u l t i v e  peop le  f a l l  

i n t o  a t  l e a s t  two t y p e s :  1) the H a b i t u a l l y  A s s a u l t i v e  type to  who~ 

a g g r e s s i o n  i s  e g o - s y n t o n i c  due to  f a i l u r e  to  develop the r e s t r a i n t s  

expec t ed  by our  s o c i e t y  and 2) the  'Worm Turns"  type to whom a g g r e s s i o n  

i s  so  ego a l l e n  t h a t  he i s  unab le  to  d i s c h a r g e  h o s t i l i t y  in  sma l l  doses  

so  t h a t  i t  s u ~ a t e s  i n  some f a s h i o n  over  t ime.  I t  was f u r t h e r  h y p o t h e s i z e d  

t h a t  w h i l e  the  H a b i t u a l l y  A g g r e s s i v e  personp l ike  S~n W i l l i a m s ,  may 

o c c a s i o n a l l y  r e spond  w i t h  extreme v i o l e n c e  to  an extreme s i t u a t i o n ,  

most  of  h i s  b e h a v i o r  would be c o n s i d e r e d  on ly  modera t e ly  a g g r e s s i v e .  

On the  o t h e r  hand.  the  Worm Turns type  such  as B i l l y  J o n e s .  i f  he e v e r  

does a ~ g r e s s ,  w i l l  l i k e l y  do so in  an ex t r eme ly  v i o l e n t  f a s h i o n  . s i n c e  

by the  t ime s u f f i c i e n t  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n  or  anger  has a c c u m u l a t e d .  

on ly  a ~e ry  v i o l e n t  r e s p o n s e  i s  dynamica l ly  a p p r o p r i a t e  or  p r e p o t e n t .  A 

man l i k e  B i l l y  Jones  i s  f u r t h e r  pushed in  the  d i r e c t i o n  of  ~ak ing  an 

ext reme r e s p o n s e  by the  f n c t  t h a t  he has l e a r ne d  no a l t e r n a t e  n~-thod8 

such  ~ d i s p l a c e m e n t  o r  r e s p o n s e  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  by which he may e x p r e s s  

h l s  a ~ r e s s i o n .  

Im t h i s  c h a p t e r ,  the  'Worm T u r n s ,  h y p o t h e s i s  w i l l  be s u b j e c t e d  t o  

an e m p i r i c a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  I d e a l l y ,  a s t u d y  of  t h i s  h y p o t h e s i s  ~ou ld  

�9 use  a c o n t r o l l e d  s i t u a t i o n  in  which c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e o p l e  

were  S u b j e c t e d  t o  i n c r e a s i n g  f r u s t r a t i o n  u n t i l  they  f i n a l l y  a g K r e s s e d ,  

and t h e : v i o l e n c e  o f  the  r e s u l t  measured.  HOwever, such  an a pp r oa ch  18 

p a t e n t l y  i~q~oss ib le .  Not o u l y v o u l d  i t  be inhumane and u n e t h i c a l ,  b u t  

i f  the  h y p o t h e s i s  ~s c o r r e c t  i t  would be downr igh t  d a n g e r o u s .  �9 

l~hus p r a c t i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  f o r c e s  us t o  r e l y  on  the o b s e r v a t i o n a l  

~' . . . . .  , / i~ ? ~ i ~ / ~ / ' ~ '  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~i~ i~ ,~, ~ ~ ~i ~ / ~  ~ �9 ~'~'~ 
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method. If the hypothesis is correct, we would expect extremely assaultive 

people to be measured as having more control and less expressio n of aggres- 

sion than groups which are mildly aggressive or moderately assaultive, or 

than appropriate non-aggressive control groups. Ideally, a wide band of 

behavior ranging from school and community adjustment through direct 

observations to projective tests should be used to measure aggression on 

a v a r i e t y  of situations. 

$~l~cti?n Of Sub1~c~s:: All boys detained for serious assaultive crimes 

in the Alameda Countyp California, Juvenile Hall during the period from 

July l, 1952 to May I, 1963 were examined. I After all the data for this 

study were collected and each crime had been.carefully investigated by 

the Probation Department, the reports to the Juvenile Court were examined. 

The c r imes  were r a t e d  on a t en  p o i n t  s c a l e  of  a g g r e s s i o n  dev ised  by the 

i n v e s t i g a t o r  who took i n t o  account  not  on ly  the behav io r  shown, bu t  a l s o  

such  v a r i a b l e s  as  the  degree  of  p rovoca t{on ,  the s u b c u l t u r a l  s e t ~ I n g ,  the  

immediate stimulus situation, the relative size and armaments of victim 

and d e f e n d e n t ,  and the e x t e n t  of  I n j u r i e s .  (See Appendix I ) .  In  each ca se  

I t  was n e c e s s a r y  to  read  the  account  of  the o f f e n s e s  by both  the v i c t i m  

and the  d e f e n d e n t  ( i n  c a s e s  where the v i c t i m  has s u r v i v e d )  and come to  

some Judgment as  to what  had a c t u a l l y  o c c u r r e d .  Ra t ings  were made by 

the  i n v e s t i g a t o r  who had had t h r e e  yea r s  e~Fe~ience work ing  wi th  d e l i n q u e n t s  

and a n o t h e r  p s y c h o l o g i s t  w i t h  e i g h t  yea r s  such e x p e r i e n c e .  Ra t ings  were 

made ~ n d e p e n d e n t l y ,  a c o n f e r e n c e  held  in which d i s c r e p a n c i e s  were d i s c u s s e d ,  

IBy a serious assaultive crime is meant one in which the victim was or 
was llkely to be InJured~ in which there was inadequate provocation and 
In whlch the offense appeared to be something more serious than the 
usual echoolyard scuffle or resistance to ~r-~st. 
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and  t h e n  made a g a i n  i n d e p e n d e n t l y .  D e s p i t e  t h e  v a l u e  j u d g m e n t  n e c e s s a r y ,  

a d e q u a t e  r e l i a b i l i t y  was a c h i e v e d w i t h  a c o r r e l a t i o n  os ~ . 9 4  O b t a i n e d  be ~ 

t ~ e e n  t h e  ~ro s e t s  o f  p o s t - d i s c u s s i o n  r a t i n g s .  The r a t i n g s  were  t h e n  

p o o l e d  t0  g i v e  t h e  f i n a l  v a l u e  f o r  e ach  s u b j e c t .  Those  s u b j e c t s  who had  

s c o r e d  in  t h e  r a n g e  f rom 6 . 0  to  10 .0  were c l a s s i f i e d  a s  " E x t r e m e l y  A s s a u l t i v e "  

(EA).  ~ h e r e  were 9 s u b j e c t s  i n  t h i s  g roup .  Those who had  s c o r e d  be low 6 . 0  

were  c l a s s i f i e d  as  r  A s s a u l t i v e "  (HA). They numbered  21:  The 

EA group i n c l u d e d  2 c a s e s  os h o m i c i d e ,  an  a t t e m p t e d  e~drder,  5 a s s a u l t s  w i t h  

a d e a d i y  weapon ,  and one  p a r t i c u l a r l y  b r u t a l  b e a t i n g .  The HA group  c o n -  

s l a t e d  p r i ~ a r L l y  os b a t t e r y  c a s e s ,  gang  f i g h t s ,  and  s t r o n g a r m  r o b b e r i e s .  

The o n l y  r e s t r s  on t he  a s s a u l t i v e  sample  was t h a t  no boys  be i n -  

c l u d e d  who were so  d e f s  i n  i n t e l l i g e n c e  t h a t  t h e y  a p p e a r e d  i n c a p a b l e  

os f o l l e v i ~ g  t h r o u g h  w i t h  t h e  e x a m i n a t i o n  p r o c e d u r e s : :  T h u s  s  �9 boy was 
. 

known to  h a t e  an  IQ be low 70,  he was e x c l u d e d .  I n  p r a c t i c e ,  none o f  t h e  

a s s a u l t i v e  S u b j e c t s  had  tO be dropped  b e c a u s e  o f  m e n t a l  r e t a r d a t l o n ~  b u t  

s e v e r a l  s u b j e c t s  who would  o t h e r w i s e  h a v e  q u a l i f i e d  f o r  t h e  c o n t r o l  g r o u p s  

were  e x c l u d e d .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  E x t r e m e l y  A s s a u l t i v e  and H o d e r a t e l y  A s s a u l t i v e  g r o u p s ,  

two o t h e r  g r o u p s  os s u b j e c t s  were s e l e c t e d  f o r  s t u d y .  I t  was f e l t  d e s i r a b l e  

t o  I n c l n d e  a group whose  d e t e n t i o n  was b a s e d  p r i m a r i l y  on  a h i s t o r y  o f  u n -  

m a n a g e a b i l i t y  by t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  At  t h e  Clme os t h e  s t u d y  none o f  t h e  20 

boys  i n c l u d e ~  i n  t h e  s a m p l e  had  a r e : o r d  o f  a s s a u l t i ~  c r i m e a .  

I t  was a l s o  f e l t  d e s i r a b l e  to  have  a n o n - v i o l e n c ,  d e l l n q u e n C  c r l m s  

c o n t r o l  g r o u p .  A group  os n o n - v l o i e n t  d e l i n q u e n U s  was c h o s e n  r a t h e r  t h a n  a 

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

o f  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  to  e n s u r e  a s i m i l a r  =x3ts  s e t  t o  t h e  

~ e s t  p e r f o r ~ a n c e s .  T h i s  g roup  c o n s i s t e d  o f  26 d e l i n q u e n t s  wich  no h i s t o r y  

!ii~ ~i ~ I~ LI �84 :~ ~ ~il/!ii~r' ~! i l i  ~i �84 i i �84 ~ i!i!i ~i~i~i~i~i~i~!i:~i!~il ~ r i/~ ~ ~!~ i~i ~i:iiii!~!i~i? ~ili!i~!i~!ii~i!~i~i:/~i~i~iL~ / i/i~i~i 





38. 

of a s s a u l t  who were d e t a i n e d  in  J u v e n i l e  Rai l  f o r  p r o p e r t y  o f f e n s e s .  

Nh i l e  the  r a c i a l  ba l ance ,  i nc idence  of f i r s t  o f f e n d e r s  and u n i t  

p lacement  w i t h i n  the  Hal l  were l e f t  f r e e  to  vary  in  the  a s s a u l t l v e  

s u b j e c t s ,  the o t h e r  two groups were ~a tched  wi th  the  t o t a l  a s s a u l t i v e  

group on these  v a r i a b l e s .  This r e s u l t e d  in  a lower p r o p o r t i o n  of  w h i t e s  

in  the EA sub-group bu t  the  d i f f e r e n c e  d id  not  approach s l g n i f l c a n c e "  

7ab l e  2, page , shows the N'S,  ages ,  I Q ' s ,  i nc idence  of  r e c i d -  

i v i s t s  and r a c i a l  compos i t ion  of the  four  groups.  . 

Insert Table 2 about here 

Procedures 

Each s u b j e c t  vab observed  dur ing  the  f i r s t  t en  days  of d e t e n t i o n  by 

the staff cf the Unit to which he Was assigned. The staff was unaware 

of the  hypo theses  b e i n g  t e a t e d .  At the  end Of the  t h i r d  day each  coUn- 

s e l o r  f i l l e d  out a B e h a v i o r C h e c k  L i s t  and a aeC of Behavior  l i s t i ng  S c a l e s .  

The former i n s t r u m e n t  l i s t s  13 types  of  ve rba !  and p h y s i c s  ! a g g r e s s l v c  

b e h a v i o r  and the  c o u n s e l o r  checked each t h a t  he had obse rved  (See 'Appendix  2 ) .  

The l a t t e r  has  the  f o l l o w l n g : f i v e - p o i n t  s c a l e s :  I )  U n c o o P e r a t l v e : C o o p e r a t i v e ,  

2) A m i a b l e - Q u a r r e l s o m e , : 3 ) A g g r e s s i v e ~ S u b ~ L s a i v e ,  4) D o c i l e - R e b e l l l o u s ,  a n d  

$) A n t a g o n l s t i c - F r l e n d l y  (See Appendix 3 ) .  In o r d e r  to  e n s u r e  maximum 

c o m p a r a b i l t t y  wi th  the Hussen and Naylor  (195.~) study 2 t he  B e h a v l o r C h e c k  

L i s t  and Ra~s S c a l e s ,  as  we l l  as the  d i r e c t i o n s  to  the  r a t e r s ,  a re  exac t  

d u p l i c a t e s  of  those  Used by them. 

2The ~ r r i t e r  Ls g r a t e f u l  t o  Dr. B. Ke l ley  Naylor fo r  p r o v i d i n g  t h e s e  
form~ as we l l  as d e t a i l e d  insCruc t ion~  f o r  s c o r i n g  the  T A T a c c o r d i n g  
�9 to his s y s t e m . . . .  





39.  

At the end of the tenth day of detention, a second set of these 

forms as well as the Cough Adjective Check List, 3 was filled out by 

e a c h  Of t h e  c o u n s e l o r s .  

D u r l n g  t h i s  p e r i o d  o f  d e t e n t i o n ,  e ach  boy was s e e n  by a p s y c h o 1 ~  

o g i s t  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  w r i t e r  f rom t he  P r o b a t i o n  Depa r tmen t  Gu idance  

C l i n i c  f o r  an  i n t e r v i e w  and a b a t t e r y  o f  t e s t s .  The p s y c h o l o g i s t s  

were  n o t  t o l d  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t he  h y p o t h e s e s  b e i n g  i n v e s t i g a t e d .  ] t  was 

r e c o g n i z e d  t h a t  s u c h  d a t a  were s u b j e c t  to  i n f l u e n c e  by t he  d e s i r e  o f  

t h e  boys  to  ILake a f a v o r a b l e  i ~ r e s s i o n .  However ,  s i n c e  so  much y o r k  

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

o g i c a l  t es ts  a s  m e a s u r i n g  d e v i c e s p  i t  was f e l t  t h a t  i t  was ~ a n d a t o r y  

to include s~ch devices. 

The i n t e x " v i e v w a s  a C o n d e n s a t i o n  o f  t h a t  u s e d  by Bandura  end W a i t e r s  

(1959). s t h e i r  study o f  e d o i e s c e n t  s g g r e s s i o n .  The q u e s t i o n s  u s e d  

�9 f o c u s e d  on t h e  b o y l e  a g g r e s s i v e . b e h a v i o r  t o v a r d  t e a c h e r s ,  p a r e n t s  and 

p e e r 8  (See  Append i x  4 ) .  I n c l u d e d  i n  t he  t e s t  b a t t e r y  was a b r i e f  I q  

m e a s u r e  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  t h e  I n f o r m a t i o n  and P i c t u r e  C o m p l e t i o n  s u b t e s t s  

o f  t h e  WISC o r  WAIS, t h e  Rosenzwe ig  PF s t u d y ,  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  P e y c h o l o g ~  

i c a l  I n v e n t o x y  ( C ~ I ) ,  t h e  TAT and t h e  Hol tzman I n k b l o t  t e s t .  A f t e r  t e s t -  

i n g  was c o m p l e t e d ,  t h e  t e s t s  ~ a ~ e r i a l s  were t u r u e d  o v e r  t o  a s t e n o g r a p h e r  

who removed a n y  i d e n t i f y i n g  s  and a s s i g n e d  e a c h  case a number  

f rom a t a b l e  o f  random n u m b e r s .  She t h e n  made v e r b a t t J n  t r a n s c r i p t s  

o f  t h e  L n t e r v i e w ,  t h e  TAT and t h e  H o l t z ~ a u ,  a l l  o f  wh ich  had  b e e n  r e -  

c o r d e d � 9  $ t e n o r e t t e  dictating e q u i p m e n t .  

3The b ' r s  i s  g r a t e f u l  t o  Dr.  H a r r i s o n  C. Cough f o r  g r a n t i n g  l i m l C e d  
p e r m i s s i o n  t o  d u p l i c a t e ' h i s  ~ d j e c t s  Check L i s t  f o r  u s e  i n  t h l s  s t u d y .  

�9 : ; J  
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A f t e r  t h e  t r a n s c r i p t s  were c o m p l e t e d ,  t he  t e s t  m a t e r i a l  and i n t e r -  

View, I d e n t l f l e d  o n l y  by i t s  code number ,  was t u r n e d  ove r  to  t h e  w r i t e r  

for scoring. The IQ measure, the PF, the CPI, and the Holtzman were 

scored by standard procedures. In the case of the Intervlewj ratings 

were made om t h e  s c a l e s  d e v i s e d  by Bandura  an  d W a i t e r s  (1959) (See Append ix  

5 ) .  For  t h e  TAT, t h e  s c o r i n g  s y s t e m  u s e d  by Mussen and Nay lo r  (1954)  was 

a d o p t e d  (See Ag. p e n d l x  6 ) .  

An e f f o r t  was a l s o  made to  s e e  a l l  t h e  p a r e n t s  f o r  s t r u c t u r e d  

i n t e r v i e w s  c o n d e n s e d  f rom t h o s e  u s e d  by Bandura  and  W a l t e r s  ( 1959 ) .  

HOwever, p e r s o n n e l  p r o b l e m s ,  as  w e l l  a s  l a c k  o f  c o o p e r a t i o n  on t h e  p a r t  

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

equipmemt  so  l i m i t e d  t h e  number  o f  u s a b l e  i n t e r v i e w s  t h a t  t he  p r o c e d u r e  

was d ropped  f rom t h e  d a t a  a n a l y s i s .  

A f i n a l  s o u r c e  o f  i d a , s  was t h e p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r * s  r e p o r t  to  t h e  

C o u r t  wh ich  c o n t a i n e d  a S o c i a l  H i s t o r y ,  a d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t he  o f f e n s e  

and t h e  I n d i v l d u a ! I s  p a s t  r e c o r d .  

To suwmarlze, the hypothesis that Extremely Assaultive subjects 

t e n d  t o  be c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e ' d  i n  c o m p a r i s o n  w i t h  M o d e r a t e l y  

0 
A s s a u l t i v e  d e l i n q u e n t s  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  and o t h e r  d e l i n q u e n t s  i n  g e n e r a l  

�9 : : i  i 

�9 ~ a s  t e s t e d .  The i n d e p e n d e n t  v a r i a b l e  was g roup  m e m b e r s h i p .  The d e p e n d e n t  

v a r l a b l e s ,  ~ wh lch  w i l l  be d e s c r i b e d  i n  d e t a i l  i n  Ch. 4 , w e r e  as f o l l o w s :  

A. C o ~ J n i t y  Da ta  

I .  P r i o r  r e c o r d  ~ ~ 
r 

2 .  Number o f  c o - p a r t i c l p a n t a  2 

3 .  S c h o o l  a t t e n d a n c e  r e c o r d  �9 

4 .  S c h o o l  c o n d u c t  d a t a  

B .  B e h a v i o r  i n  D e t e n t i o n  

. ~  . ~ ~. ~ , . ~ , . . = ~  ~ ~:~ ~ =~.~ =~ ~ ~ ~.~, , ~ ~ . . . . . .  +/~.~. �9 ~ ~ , ~ .  ,,~: ~,:.=~ ~ ~,, ,~ ~ . ~  ~ ~ . ~ : ~ , ~  z , . ~ , : , ~  ~ ~ ?~ : ~ / ? ;  ~ 
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C. 

D. 

I .  

2.  

3.  

Behav ior  Check L i s t  

a .  T o t a l  Verbal  a g g r e s ; i o n  

b .  To ta l  P h y s l c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  

R a t i n g  Sca les  

a .  U n c o o p e r a t l v e - c o o p e r a t i v e  

b .  Amlable-Quarrelsome 

c .  Aggress lve -Submiss ive  

d. D o c i l e - R e b e l i l o u s  

e .  A n t a g o n i s t i c  F r i e n d l y  

s Comblned Rat ln8  

Cough A d j e c t i v e  Check L i s t  
/ 

a .  Number 0s " o v e r c o n t r o l l e d "  a d j e c t i v e s  

b .  Number of  " a g g r e s s i v e "  a d j e c t i v e s  

r  Number of  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d - n u m b e r  os a g g r e s s i v e  a d j e c t i v e s  

A d o l e s c e n t  I n t e r v l e w  

1. B0y ' s  r e p o r t  of v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i o n  tOWard peers  

2. Boyes r e p o r t  of p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  toward pee r s  

3.  Boy~ r e p o r t  os v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i o n  toward a u t h o r i t i e s  

4 .  Boy ' s  r e p o r t  of p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  tova rd  a u t h o r i t i e s  

P s y c h o l o g i c a l  T e s t s  

1.  CPI 

a .  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  s c a l e  

, b .  S o c i a l i z a t i o n  s c a l e  

c .  s e i s  s c a l e  

�9 d .  Achievement by conforn~Lty s c a l e  

e .  A c h i e v e n ~ n t b y  independence s c a l e  





2. Eosenzwelg Picture Frustration Study 

a. Extrapunltiveness score 

3.  ~ 'nematic AppercepClon Tes t  

a .  Need A g g r e s s i o n  

b .  Press punishment  

r  Puns  Aggres s ion  RaClo 

4. Holtzman Inkblot Technique 

ao H o s t i l i t y  

b .  Anatomy 

C .  C o l o r  

d. Number of  C-3 r e sponses  

�9 �9 M o v e l ~ e  n t  

f .  Movement - c o l o r  

42.  
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C h a p t e r  4 

H y p o t h e s e s  and R e s u l t s  

A number  o f  s p e c i f i c  h y p o t h e s e s  c o n c e r n i n g  s e g m e n t s  o f  t h e  d a t a  were  

formulated. A l l  were rela~ed to the general hypothesis that the Extremely 

A s s a u l t i v e  Group F,A) would be lower  i n  a g g r e s s i o n  and h i g h e r  i n  c o n t r o l  

t h a n  t h e  o t h e r  g r o u p s  i n  g e n e r a l  and t h e  M o d e r a t e l y  A s s a u l t l v e  Group 

(HA) i n  p a r C l c u l a r ,  I n  t h e  c a s e  o f  m e a s u r e s  of  v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s ,  i t  

was h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  Croup EA would be lower  t h a n  t h e  I n c o r r l g i b l e  g roup  ( I ) ,  

Wi th  t h e  l a r g e  number  o f  h y p o t h e s e s  t o  be e v a l u a t e d ,  the  t r a d i t l o n a l  

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

woyld  r e s u l t  i n  u n n e c e s s a r y  c o n f u s i o n  and t ed ium f o r  t h e  r e a d e r .  T h e r e -  

f o r e ,  e a c h  ~ p o t h e s i s  w i l l  be p r e s e n t e d  and the  r e s u l t s  e v a l u a t e d  l ~ e d i -  

a t e l y  b e f o r e  p r o c e e d i n g  to  t h e  n e x t  one .  

N o n - p a r a ~ n e t r i c  s t a t i s t i c s  were u s e d  t h r o u g h o u t .  I n  t he  c a s e  o f  

c l a s s i f i c a t o r y  d a t a ,  t h e  Chi Squa re  T e s t  was u sed  and t h e  .05 l e v e l  was 

c h o s e n  a s  the  l e v e l  o f  a c c e p t a n c e .  For  t h e  o t h e r  d a t a ,  t h e  Harm-Whi tney  

U T e s t  was e n p l o y e d ,  and  e x a c t  p r o b a b i l i t i e s  w i l l  be r e p o r t e d .  P a r a m e t r i c  

" s t a t i s t i c s  s u c h  a s  t he  A n a l y s i s  o f  V a r i a n c e  were d i s c a r d e d  s i n c e  t h e  

n a t u r e  o f  the  d a t a  l e d  to  l a r g e  e r r o r  t e r m s  which  made i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  

i n t e r p r e t  the  f ~ n d i n g s .  

S i n c e  ~ x e c t l o n a l  p r e d i c t i o n s  were made, a l l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  t e s t s  a r e  

o n e - t a i l .  

1 .  C o ~ n ~ u n t t ~ D a t a :  

The Probation Officer's reports contained details about the offenses 
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a~ we l l  as I n f o r m a t i o n  about  community a d j u s t m e n t .  Four  p r e d i c t i o n s  were  

made abo~L t h e s e  d a t a :  

�9 H ~ o t h e s i s  1~ Since  the  a&grees ion  of  the  EA s u b j e c t s  i s  h e l d  to  be 

because  o5 a r a r e  b r e a k t h r o u g h  of  s u p p r e s s e d  / ~ p u l s e s ,  i t  was p r e d i c t e d  

t h a t  t he  ZA group would have more boys who were be ing  d e t a i n e d  in  J u v e n i l e  

Hal l  f o r  the  ~ i r s t  t ime than  would the  ~ group.  (S ince  Croup I and the  

P r o p e r t y  0 f i e l d e r  Croup (P0) were matched to the a s s a u l t i v e  s u b j e c t s  on 

t h i s  v a r i a b l e ,  they  cou ld  no t  be employed in  t h i s  a n a l y s i s . )  

The d a t a  a re  p r e s e n t e d  in Tabie  3. .They show t h a t  w h i l e  o n l y  two o f  

the  EA &roup had p r e v i o u s  d e t e n t i o n s ,  over  ~01 o~ the HA group were 

r e c i d i v i s t s .  

I n s e r t  Table 3 about  here  

The c o r r e c t e d  Chl Square  �9 of  4 .37 ,  w l t h  I degree  o f  f reedom,  i s  s i g -  

n i f i c a n t  a t  the  ,01 l e v e l .  

H~vo thev i s  2z For  the FA group ,  a g g r e s s i o n  was assumed tO be ego 

a l i e n  r ~ t h e r  than  ego s y n t o n i c .  ' I t  was t h e r e f o r e  expec t ed  t h a t  the  a g g r e s -  

e l s e  a c t  was no te  ap t  to  be committed a lone  than  as  p e r t  o f  a g r o u p .  Acc o r d -  

I n g l y  , i t  was h y p o t h e s l z e d  t h a t  the  EA group would have a g r e a t e r  p r o p o r t i o n  

of  o f f e n d e r s  L~ which  the  de fendan t  a n d v l c C i m  were a lone  a t  t he  t ime o f  

th~ o f f e n s e  t ~ a n H A .  I n  Table  4 the  da ta  a r e  p r e s e n t e d .  

I n s e r t  Table  4 about  he re  - 

Thel da~a show that while two thirds of theextremely assaultlve offenders 

were a lone  v iLh  ~hes v i c t i m ,  l e s s  than  201 of  the 14A s u b j e c t s  w e r e .  Chi 

~ i i i  �9 ~i~�9 .~,!~ ~/~ ~ '~:~�9 ~ �9 ~!!/~ :~/~{i i i~i �9  ,~i~,!~i~�9 ~i~:~,~ ~,~ ,~,-:?~ ,~/ :~i~�9  
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Square {corrected for continuity ) was 4.43 whfchwith I ds had a one-tail 

p r o b a b i l s  of  l e s s  than .01.  1"his f i nd ing  i s  i n t e r p r e t e d  as i n d i c a t i n g  

t h a t  p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  i s  more s o c i a l l y  acceptab le  s HA s u b j e c t s .  

Hypothesis  3: I t  was p r e d i c t e d  tha t  EA s u b j ec t s  would have a b e t t e r  

.school a t t endance  record  than those of o the r  groups.  F o r t y - / l y e  of  the 76 

Court r e p o r t s  s in fo rmat ion  concerning school a t t endance  r e c o r d s .  

At tendance was broken down in to  th ree  c a t e g o r i e s ,  "Outs tanding"  wl th  

r e p o r t s  of " e x c e l l e n t "  or "very good"; " S a t i s f a c t o r y "  wi th  r e p o r t s  of  "good" 

or " s a t i s f a c t o r y " ;  and " u n s a t l s s  with r e p o r t s  of " f a i r "  o r  "poor" .  

A number oE s u b j e c t s  were no t  a t t end ing  school due to suspens ion  or  expu l s ion .  

They were not  inc luded  in t h i s  ana lys i s  un less  the na ture  of the a t t endance  

p r i o r  to the suspens ion  was noted .  

In ~able $, the a t t endance  records  os the EA s u b j e c t s  are  compared 

vlth those of the rest of the saJnpl.e. 

I n s e r t  Table 5 about here  

Due to small  c e l l  f r e q u e n c i e s  no s t a t s  t e s t  was p o s s i b l e ,  But 

t h e  da ta  c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e  the  EA group to be markedly s u p e r i o r  In  t h e l r  

a t t endance  r e c o r d s .  I t  Is  p a r t i c u l a r l y  noteworthy t h a t  the two boys in  

the  8ample who k i l l e d  t h e i r  p a r e n t s ,  and whom we would expec t  to be most 

c o n t r o l l e d ,  were the  only two in  the e n t i r e  sample who had outs tands  8 

a t t endance  r e c o r d s .  

Hypothesis  4:  I t  was a18o hypothes ized  tha t  EA s u b j e c t s  would have 

b e t t e r  school  conduct  r eco rds  than the o the r  s u b j e c t s .  As ~u the case  of  

a t t e n d a n c e ,  the school  r e p o r t s  could be c l a s s i f i e d  as "Outs tandiug N, "Sa t -  

I s f a c t o r y  11, and ' ! U n s a t i s f a c t o r y . "  The data ,  which are p r e s e n t e d  in  Table 6, 
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Show t h a t  f o r  the  6 EA boys on whom schoo l  conduct  r e p o r t s  are  a v a i l a b l e ~  

one was Outstanding, two Satisfactory and three Unsatisfactory. Of 

the  two k l l l e r s  s one was r a t e d  " e x c e l l e n t " ;  the o t h e r  had no r e c o r d  of  

e v e r  r e q u i z l n g  d i s c i p l i n e  in  s c h o o l ,  and was a t r u s t e d  worker  in  the 

a t t e n d a n c e  o f f i c e .  

I n s e r t  Table  6 about  here  

Om the  o t h e r  hand,  EA did have 3 boys in  the  U n s a t i s f a c t o r y  c a t e g o r y .  

One o f  t h e s e  was a boy who a s s a u l t e d  a t e a c h e r  w i t h  a mummifLed deer  

�9 h o o f .  Mhile  the  p e r c e n t a g e  of  EAs in  the U n s a t i s f a c t o r y  c a t e g o r y  i s  

markedly  l e s s  (50% as opposed to a lmos t  701) than  f o r . t h e  HA group ,  i t  " 

i s  no t  So c l e a r  c u t  as  in  the  ca se  of  a t t e n d a n c e .  One i s  reminded o f  

Wickhamts (1~56) f i n d i n g  t h a t  in  teenage ~ r d e r e r s  a d e c l i n e  in  schoo l  

a d j u s t m e n t  was no ted  f o r  some mentha p r i o r  to  the o f f e n s e .  

Of the  f o u r  p r e d i c t i o n s  ~ade about  the r e l a t l o n s h s  between EA s u b j e c t s  

and the o~her  g roups  on the b a s i s  of  community d a t a :  a l l  were in  the p r e -  

d i c t e d  d l r e c c f o u .  The two t h a t  cou ld  be s t a t i s t l c a l l y  t e a t e d  were h i g h l y  

significant. 

Observations ~n Detentions 

T h i s  s ~ c t l o n  w i l l  dea l  w i t h  the r e p o r t s  of  the Uni t  C o u n s e l o r s  on 

the  Behav io r  Check L i a r .  the  Ra t ing  S c a l e s  an~ the  A d j e c t i v e  Check L i s t .  

1.  The B e h a v i o r  Check. L i s t  

The Behav io r  Check L i s t  O r i g i u a t e d  by Hussen and Nay lo r  (1954) ,  l i s t e d  

13 c a t e s  o f  a g g r e s s f v e  behavs  ( s ee  Appendix 2) .  As no ted  above.  

one of  t h e s e  was f i l l e d  o u t  by each c o u n s e l o r  in the Uni t  a t  the  end of  
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t h e  t h i r d  and t e n t h  days  o f  d e t e n t i o n .  F a k i n g  i n t o  a c c o u n t  days  o f f  

and  v~caCio~  t i m e ,  t h e  C o u n s e l o r  p o p u l a t l o n  was r a t h e r  f l u l d ,  r e s u l t i n g  

i n  anywhe re  s s e v e n  t o  14 r e p o r t s  on each  s u b j e c t .  A c c o r d l n g l y ~  

t h e  ~ e r  o f  r e p o r t s  l i s t i n g  a c a t e g o r y  o f  b e h a v i o r  f o r  a s u b j e c t  

was d i v i d e ~  by t he  t o t a l  number os r e p o r t s  s u b m l t t e d ~  y i e l d i n g  p e r c e n t -  

age  s c o r e s .  1~us~ i f  a boy had  n i n e  r e p o r t s  s u b m i t t e d  on h im.  and  t h r e e  

l i s t e d  ' ~ h y s L c a l  A t t a c k " ,  h i s  s c o r e  was 3 3 . 3 .  

S e v e n  oE t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  ( B r a g g i n g ,  T e a s i n g ,  S s u c y - l m p e r t i n e n t ,  

I n s u l t l n g - ~ a ~ e  C a l i i n g ,  R i d f c u l l n g - H o c k l n g ,  Verba l  C a s t i g a t i o n ,  and 

M a l l c i o u s  ~ o s s l p )  seemed t o  r e s  v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i o n  and so  t h e  p e r c e n t -  

age  s c o r e s  Eor t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  were added to  g lve  a s c o r e  f o r  T o t a l  

Verba l  A g g r e s s i o n .  I n  l l k e  manner~ t h e  s c o r e s  f o r  f i v e  c a t e g o r i e s  

( P h y s L c a l  ~ t a c k ,  T h r e a t e n i n g ,  B u l l y l n g ~  D e s t r u c t i v e ,  and Temper Tamtru= 

seemed  to  r e e l e c t  p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s l v e n e s s  and t h e s e  were  combined  i n t o  a 

s c o r e  f o r  ~o~al  P h y s i c a l  A ~ g r e s s l o n .  The t h i r t e e n t h  c a t e g o r y ,  Runn ing  

Away, d i d  n o t  a p p e a r  to  f i t  i n  e l t h e ~  of  t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  ~ and i n d e e d  t o  

be f a i r l y  n o n - a g g r e s s l v e  i n  n a t u r e .  T h e r e f o r e  i t  was n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  

a n a l y s L s .  

Ryp0 thes~0  ~ ~nd 6~ I t  was h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  EA s u b j e c t s  ~ o u l d  be 

l o v e r  t h a n  t h e  combined  c o n t r a s t  group on T o t a l  Verba l  A g g r e s s i o n  

( H y p o t h e s i s  S ) .  I t  was f u r t h e r  h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  EA s u b j e c t s  i n  p a r -  

t i c u l ~ r  would  be l o ~ e r  t h a n  t h e  I n c o r r i g i b l e  Group ( I )  who i t  h ad  b e e n  

p r e d i c t e d  ~ u l d  be h i g h  i n  v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s .  The d a t a  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  

i n  T a b l e  7 .  As e x p e c t e d ~  Group I s c o r e d  h i g h e s t  on  t h l s  v a r i a b l e  and  

Croup F~ scozed lowest. 

k~hen Hypothesis 5 was evaluated by means os the ~L~nn-Whltney U Test ' 

i I 
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"i t  w a s  f o u n d  c h a t  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t Y  o f  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  o c c u r r i n g  by c h a n c e  

was e q u a l  to  . 058 .  I I n  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  H y p o t h e s i s  6 ,  t h e  EA group  was ~ 

c o n t r a s t e d  w i t h  Croup I and t he  d i f f e r e n c e  found  t o  be s i � 9  w i t h  

a ~ . 0 5 .  

I n s e r t  T ab l e  7 a b o u t  h e r e  

H ~ o t h e s e s  7 a n d  ~:  I t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  EA s u b j e c t s  would  be t h e  

l o v e s  t on ~ o t a l  P h y s i c a l  A g g r e s s i o n  on t h e  B e h a v i o r  Check L i s t  ( H y p o t h e s i s  7) 

and ,  ~ r e o v e r  t h a t  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  Croop EA would be lower  t h a n  CrOU p MA 

(Hypo thesLa  8 ) .  The d a t a  in  Tab le  7 show t h a t  Croup EA i s  i n d e e d  l o w e s t ,  

and  a s  would be e x p e c t e d  in  t h i s  v a r l a b l e p  Croup HA i s  h i g h e s t .  The 

p r o b a b L l l t y  o (  s u c h  a d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  Crou p EA and t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  

8ample  o c c u r r i n g  by chance  was . 374 .  The p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  d l f f e r e n c e  

b e ~ e e n  Group EA and Croup HA o c c u r r i n g  by chance  was . 2S4 .  Thus t h e  

d s  w h i l e  i n  t h e  e x p e c t e d  d i r e c t l o n ,  d i d  n o t  a t t a i n  s t a t i s t i c a l  

8 1 g n i f L c a n c e .  

I t  s h o u l d  be remembered  t h a t  t h e s e  r a t i n g s  were  made in  a c u s t o d i a l  

s e t t i n g .  Not o n l y  was s w i f t  p u n i s h m e n t  a d m i n i s t e r e d  s  any  p h y s i c a l  

a g ~ r e s s s  b u t  a l s o  t h e  boy knew t h a t  h i s  b e h a v i o r  i n  d e t e n t i o n  would  

u n d o u b t e d l y  i n f l u e n c e  t he  C our t  d i s p o s i t i o n .  D e s p i t e  t h e s e  c o n t r o l s ,  t h e  

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

s m a l l .  

l l n  t h i s  ~ l y s i s ,  a s  i n  most  o f  t h o s e  to  be r e p o r t e d ,  t h e  EA s u b j e c t s  were  
c o n t r a s t e d  w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e  g roups  combined .  T h i s  was done b e c a u s e ,  f o r  
t h e s e  h y p o t h e s e s ,  t h e  w r i t e r  i s  a lways  p r e d i c t i n g  t h a t  Croup EA w i l l  be 
h i g h e r  o r  l ower  t h a n  t h e  o t h e r  g r o u p s ~  o c h e r  d i f f e r e n c e s  o b t a i n e d  b e t w e e n  t h e  
means  o f  t h e  o t h e r  g r o u p s  a r e  c o n s e q u e n t l y  n o t  r e l e v a n t  t o  t he  p r i m a r y  c o n -  
c e r n  o f  t h e  d i s s e r t a t i o n .  The r e a d e r  w i l l  a l s o  �9 n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  t o t a l  
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The ac tua l  behav ior  observed in  the un i t  thus suppor t s  the no t ion  

tha t  the EA group i s  l ove r  than o ther  de l inquent  groups in  both ve rba l  

and phys i ca l  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s ,  al though the d i f f e r e n c e  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  only 

in  the ve rba l  a r e a ,  

2. The Rat ing  Scale~ 

The second measure of Unit  Behavior was the 5 p o i n t  r a t i n g  sca l e  �9 

dev ised  by Mussen and Naylor (1954) which each Counse lor  checked a t  the 

end of the t h i r d  and t en th  days.  The e x p e c t a t i o n  was t h a t  the EA group 

would be measured as be ing r e l a t i v e l y  pass ive  and eager  to  p l ease  as 

compared wi th  the o t h e r  groups.  

H w a o t h e s e s  9 and ~Q: On the sca le  of  "Uncoopera t lve-Coopera t ive"  

i t  was hypo thes i zed  t h a t  Group EA would be higher  (more coope ra t ive )  than 

the combined c o n t r a ~ t  groups (Hypothesis  9) .  I t  was f u r t h e r  hypothes ized  

Group ZA would be love r  than Croup HA in p a r t i c u l a r  ( H y p o t h e s i s i l 0 ) .  (See 

Table 8 ) .  The r e s u l t s  show tha t  Croup EA was observed to be more cooper ,  

s t i r s  than the o t h e r  groups,  whi le  Group HA was the l e a s t  c o o p e r a t i v e .  

l lypothesls  9 had a p r o b a b i l i t y  Of .050 while  the d i f f e r e n c e  between the 

EA and HA groups was h igh ly  s i g n i f i c a n t  wi th  a ~ of  .01.  

I1v~othese$ I I  @nd IN: I t  was hypothes ized  t h a t  Group EA would be 

l e a s t  quarrelsome on the Scale "A~niable-Quarrelso~e" and t h a t  Group EA 

could  be lower than Croup HA in p a r t i c u l a r .  The r e s u l t s  in  Table 8 show 

t h a t  t hose  in  Croup EA were indeed judged to be the l e a s t  quarre lsome.  

number of subJecr.e in  this ana lys i s  i s  75. I n e v i t a b l y ,  wi th  t h i s  many 
variables and sources of data, there was some, missing information for 
practically every varlable. In this case,, one boy was released by the 
Court after his testing and interview were completed but before ob- 
servational clara could be collected. 
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Whe~ Group EA was c o n t r a s t e d  w i th  the r e s t  os the sample the p r o b a b i l i t y  

was equa l  to  .073.  

~YDotheses 13 and 14: S l m i l a r l y ,  i t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  Croup EA 

w 0 u l d b e  moat subm~ss lve  on the Sca le  "Ag&ress lve -Submles ive"  and 

t h a t  Croup EA would be h l g h e r  than  Group MA in  p a r t l c u l a r .  The s  

p r e d i c t i o n  was borne  o u t ,  bu t  the a s soe l sCed  p r o b a b i l i t y  was o n l y  .119.  

The d i f f e r e n c e  be tween Croup EA and Croup MA had a p robabs163  os .073.  

(See Table B).  

I n s e r t  Table 8 about  here  

H~-~otbeses 1~. ~ nd . l ~"  I t  was hypo thes i zed  t h a t  the  s u b j e c t s  i n  

Croup EA Would a l s o  be deemed to  be l e a s t  r e b e l l i o u s  on the  Sca le  "Doci le-?*,  

Rebe l l i ous* ' ,  and t h a t  they  would be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  lower f l~anthose in  the  

HA Croup.  As can be seen  i n  Table 8,  t h i s  was the  chse .  Croup ZA .was 

l o w e s t  w i th  v - ' 064 .  The d i f f e r e n c e  between the EA and HA Croups on ly .  

approached  s i g n i f i c a n c e  w i t h  a v of  .133. The mean s c o r e s  on t h i e . s e a l e ~  

ae on some o f  t h e  0 t h e r s p  shows a c l o s e  s l m i l a t / t y  between Groups PO, : 

I ,  and HA w i t h  the  s c o r e  f o r  Croup EA be ln  8 c l e a r l y  d i s  

H ~ o t ~ e s e s  I ]  and 16: On the l a s t  of  the  i n d i v i d u a l  r a t l n  8 s c a l e s ,  

i t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  EA would be moat f r i e n d l y  on the  Sca le  " A n t a g o n i s t i c -  

F r i e n d l y " .  T h i s  was borne  out  bu t  the ~ was .179. I t  was a l s o  p r e d i c t e d  

t h a t  Crou p EA would be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  than  Croup NA on t h i s  s c a l e ,  " 

and t h i s  p r e d i c t i o n  was cons w i t h  a ~ os .02.  

Mypoti~eses lg and ~0: S c a l e s  2. and 4 were t h e n  t r a n s f o r m e d  so  t h a t  

hs  s c o r e s  r e s  the  p o s i t i v e  t r a i t ,  and the s c o r e s  f o r  each  

s u b j e c t  o n a l l  5 s c a l e s  were summed, on t he se  combined s c o r e s  i t  was 
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p r e d i c t e d  t h e  EA s u b j e c t s  would  have  t h e  h l g h e s t m e a n  s c o r e  and t h a t  i t  

would  be s l g n l f l c a n t l y  g r e a t e r ,  t h a n  t h a t  f o r  t he  HA s u b j e c t s .  As can  

be s e e n  In  ~ a b l e  18, Group EA d i d  have  t h e  h i g h e s t  v a l u e  and t h e  d i f f e r -  

ence  betweem Group EA and thg  o t h e r  g r o u p s  had  a E o f  . 0 6 1 .  The d i f f e r -  

ence  betweem Groups  EA and HA was s i g n i f i c a n t  w i t h  a ~ o f  . 045 .  

The l~n t lng  S c a l e s  t h u s  show t h a t  t h e  c 0 u n s e l o r s  i n  t h e  U n i t  con -  

s l s t e n t l y  J~dged  t h e  g x t r e ~ l y  A s s a u l t i v e  s u b j e c t s  a s  b e i n g  l e s s  

a s s e r t i v e  amd l e s s  a g g r e s s i v e  t h a n  t h o s e  i n  t he  o t h e r  g r o u p s .  Whi l e  t he  

o t h e r  g r o u p s  were  s e e n  to  be f a l r l y  homogeneous ,  t h e  I n c 0 r r l g l b l e  and 

M o d e r a t e l y  J ~ s s a u l t l v e  boys  were g e n e r a l l y  t h e  ~ o s t  r e c a l c i t r a n t .  

The d i f f e r e n c e s  b e t w e e n  t he  EA g roup  and t h e  o t h e r  g r o u p s  r e a c h e d  

a f a i r  l e v e l  o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  w i t h  s  o f  t he  s i x  r e p o r t e d  

E ' s  b e i n g  in  t h e  r a n g e  f rom .05 t o  . 0 7 3 .  The d i f f e r e n c e s  be tween  t he  

EA andMA g r o u p s  w e r e ,  a s  would  be e x p e c t e d ,  more marked w i t h  2 E v a l u e s  

o f  . 02  o r  l ~ s s ,  and  t h r e e  more i n  t h e  r a n g e  f rom ,045  t o  . 0 1 3 .  Bone of  t he  

o b s e r v e d  d l f f e r e n c e s  had  a p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  more t h a n  . 1 7 9 .  

I t  I s  i ~ o r t a n t  t o  r e c a l l  t h a t  t h e C o u n s e l o r s  had  no i d e a . w h a t  t h e  

e x p e c t e d  f l n d l n g s  w e r e .  b e i n g  t o l d  m e r e l y  t h a t  i t  was a s t u d y  on 

a g g r e s s i v e n e s s .  Knowing t h i s  and  t h e  o f f e n s e  w i t h  w h i c h  each  boy was 

c h a r g e d  , one wou ld  e x p e c t  a " s e t "  t o  r a t e  ~he a s s a u l t i v e  boys  as  more 

a g g r e s s i v e .  I s  s u c h  a s e t  d i d  e x i s t ,  t h e  o b s e r v e d  b e h a v l o r  o f  t h e  EA 

boy c l e a r l y  e x t l n g u i s h e d  i t .  

3 .  The Gough A d | e e t l v e  Ch~ck L i s t  

On t~e t e n t h  day  o f  d e t e n t i o n ,  e a c h  c o u n s e l o r  c h e c k e d  a l l  t h o s e  

i t e m a  on  t ke  Gough A d j e c t i v e  Check L i s t  (A~L) w h i c h  he  f e l t  were  d e s c r i p t -  

i v e  o f  t h e  boy.  Two l i s t s  o f  ~ e n t y  a d j e c t i v e s  e a c h  were  dra~m up by t h e  





52. 

investigator. The s list contained twenty adjectives which he s 

desc r ibed  the "Norm Turns" o f f e n d e r .  A complete l i s t  os these  a d j e c t i v e s  

i s  p r e s e n t e d  in Appendix 4.  I t  c o n s i s t e d  of such words as "meek", nse l fL  

c o n t r o l l e d " j  " c o n s c i e n t i o u s "  and "withdrawn". This . l l s t  was termed the  

"Overco~ t ro l l ed  L i s t " .  The second l l s t  cons i s t ed  of  twenty a d j e c t i v e s  

apt  to  be d e s c r l p t i v e  of the l l ab i tua l ly  Aggressive Type, wi th  such terms 

as " a g g r e s s i v e " ,  " h o s t i l e " ,  ~ " i r r i t a b l e "  and " a s s e r t i v e " .  Zhls was c a l l e d  

the "Aggress ive  L i s t " .  Each boy ' s  ACL was scored f o r  the 'number  of  

Overco~ t ro l l ed  a d j e c t i v e s  used by eac h counse lor ,  and then the s c o r e s  f o r  

each r e p o r t  were added and a mean counse lor  r a t i n g  computed. 1~e s c o r e s  

fo r  a mean number of Aggress ive  a d j e c t i v e s  were c a l c u l a t e d  in the  same way. 

li~pothesr ~I and ~ "  I t  was hypo thes i zed  t h a t  Group EA would have 

the h i g h e s t  ~ean number of Overcon t ro i l ed  a d j e c t i v e s ,  and t h a t  Group EA's 

mean score  o~ t h i s  v a r i a b l e  wo~Id in p a r t i c u l a r  exceed t h a t  of Group HA. The 

data appear in Table 9. 

I n s e r t  Table 9 about 'here 

As e x p e c t e d ,  the EA groups did have the h i g h e s t  number of  O v e r c o n t r o l l e d  

a d j e c t i v e s .  The p r o b a b i l i t y  of t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  was v = .063. S ince  Group 

F.A exceeded Group HA, as had been p r e d i c t e d ,  the s i g n i f i c a n c e  of  t h i s  

s was t e s t e d  and was found to  have a value p = .076. 

B..~.9_~ses 2~ and 24: I t  was a l s o  hypothes ized  t h a t  the EA &roup 

would be !oves t  on the mean number of Aggress ive  a d j e c t i v e s  checked and 

t h a t  Group F.& would be lo~er  than Group HA in p a r t i c u l a r .  The d a t a  i n  Table 

9 i n d i c a t e  t ha t  the EA group did  have the lowest mean number of Aggre s s ive  

a d j e c t i v e s .  The d i s  between Group EA and the r e s t  os the sample 
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had a ~ = .0~7.  The ds163  between the  EA and HA groups  had an 

a s soe l aCe~  ~ of  .071 .  

Rypot~ses 25 and ~6: Finally, it was pre~s that s ds163 

scores were �9 computed by subtracts the number os Aggresss adJects 

on each A~L ~rom the  number of  O v e r e o n t r o l l e d  a d j e c t l v e s ~  the r e s u l t s  

~ou ld  show Group EA to  have the h i g h e s t  mean d i f f e r e n c e  s c o r e  and t h a t  

i t  would be h f g h e r  t han  t h a t  ~or Group MA in  p a r C l c u l a r .  Thfs  e x p e c t a o  

t l o n  ~ a s  c o n f i r m e d .  Nhen Group EA's s c o r e  was compared w i t h  the  r e s t  

o f  the  saro~Le~ the  d i s 1 6 3  was found to  have a ~ os .028.  The d l f f e r -  

ence bec~ee~ the  EA and HA groups had a ~ = .055. 

O~ a l l  t h e  measu re s  used ,  the ACL l i s t s  of  a g g r e s s f v e  and o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  

~ d J e c t l v e s  comes c l o s e s t  to  measur ing  the c o n s t e l l a t i o n  of  t r a i t s  the 

w r i t e r  has  h y p o t h e s i z e d  s ~he two types  os o f s  The r e s u l t s  c l e a r l y  

i n d i c a t e  ~ha~ when O b s e r v e r s  d e s c r i b e  the  Ext remely  A s s a u l t i v e  boys i n  

th~s  sampl~ u s i n g  the  ACL, the  boys a re  s een  as t lms  r e t s  s u b -  

missLv@ a ~  c o o p e r a t i v e  u n l i k e  the b o s s y ,  s r g u u ~ n t a ~ t v e ,  q u a r r e l s o m e  

members os ~he Modera t e ly  A~saul t~ve  Group. Moreover~ the  p a t t e r n  of  

r e s u l t s  shows t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  to  be due to  e x c e s s i v e  c o n t r o l  on ~he p a r t  

os the  EA group r a t h e r  ~ban to e x t r a o r d l n a ~ y  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s  by the  IdA 

s u b j e c t s .  The Z n c o r r i g s  and Modera te ly  A s s a u l t l v e  s u b j e c t s  b o t h  end 

up w i t h  almosL I d e n ~ l c a l  d i~s  s c o r e S ;  the n o n - a g g r e s s l v e  p r o p e r t y  

o ~ f e n d e r s  had a h i g h e r  d i f f e r e n c e  s c o r e ,  a s  would be e x p e c t e d ,  b u l  i t  

s t i l l  appea~ed to  b e l o n g  to  the same g e n e r a l  p o p u l g t l o n  as the  o t h e r  two 

g~oups.  G~oup EA on the  o t h e r  hand. was c l e a r l y  un ique  among ~hese g r o u p s ,  

vLr, h a d f ~ e r e n c s  s c o r e  a lmos t  s tLmes as g r e a t  a s  the  nex t  n e a r e s t  g r o u p .  

L-'i�9 ~ �9149 ~ i ,,i~ ~ : , ,  ~ �9 ~ ~ r ~ � 9  ~,�9149 ~ �9 : i ! ~  !:~ i~�9 !~'!~> '~ ~ : ~  �9 ~ ~ ~:': ~i~'i�9 �84 ~ i ~  ~7~ ~, i:~�9 ~ ~ ~ r ~  ~ i,~.'~�9 ~'~, ~ ~�9 �9 ~i!~�9 ~ ~ ,  ~ !  
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This i n d i c a t e s  that  the MA subjects  share the same behavior p a t t e r u s j  

and presumably the same values  as do the general run of  d e l i n q u e n t s .  

This s as we would expect  i f  they belong to the H a b i t u a l l y  Aggress ive  

Type. The value  system bf the'Extremely ASsaul t ive  boy, rather  than 

-being even more a n t l - s o c l a l  than the other d e l i n q u e n t s ,  as would be 

expected on a naive  b a s i s ,  i s  ins tead  such t h a t h e  i s  unable to express  

the aggress ion  shown by the others .  This i s  e s p e c i a ! l y  noteworthy in v iew 
�9 + 

of the s that  these  ra t ings  were made in a de ten t ion  s e t t i n g  w i t h  
o 

r i g i d  ex terna l  con tro l s  aga ins t  the  express ion of aggress ion  and in  which 

cons behavior was apt to be h igh ly  rewarded wi th  increased  p r i v i l e g e s .  

I f  the de l inquents  had been observed in the ir  na tura l  s e t t i n g ,  the d l f f e r -  

antes  might w e l l  have been even more marked. 

Adolescen~ Interv iew Data 

@he Adolescent  Interv iew data was scored o n  t w o  of the s c a l e s  used 

by Bandura ~nd Walters (1959,  Appendix D, p.  4 3 0 ) .  These were Scale  I I ,  

"Boy~ report  of  p h y s l c a l  aggress ion aga ins t  peers" ( f i s - t - f i g h t a ,  h l t t i n 8  . 

pushing,  o t c . )  and Sca!e 12, "Boy's report of verbal  aggress ion  toward + 

peers  H ( c a l l l n 8  names~ blowlng h i s  top, t e a s l n g ~ . e t c . ) .  Both of  these  

were s  + 

S~ale  2~ "Boy's report  of d i r e c t  phys lca l  aggress ion  tOWard teacher" 

(p .  42~) ,  and Sca l e s  74 and 7~:(pp.  443f ) ,  "Boy|s. report  of d i r e c t  p h y s i c a l  

a~&res+sion agains~  mother" and "Boy's report of d i r e c t  p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  
- + , �9 

a g a i n s t  s  were a l s o  scored.  The mean value for  the~e three  s c a l e s  

were co.q~U~d-and used to give  a score os phys i c a l  aggress ion  a g a i n s t  

.thor~ti~s. ~ 
�9 + . 

2A mean.score was used ins tead  of +summing the scores  in to  a p o s s i b l e  
. s  Sca le  because in some. cases  the Ir~ormation neces sary  to 
..nswer o ~ o f  the se . l e sw~s~ . s~n~  d~et~otb~s~n~O~h~ne  p~ent 
from the home. In such a case a mean was .mp s g l " 

data  from t h e  remaining two s c a l e s . .  

U '  Y . : L ,  + = / ~ ;  ~ , . % ,  ~-~+;! ,. ~ " ' , + i  ~ + ' + '  ~+ ~+ + = "  .~ ,+~-+ ~ " ~ j i ~ i ~ , ~ : +  ~ : ~ ' + , ~  + J = i  �9 ~ : ~ " ~ , , ~ "  : ~ / ~  , /  . ~%~ + ' : ,  Y . '  �9 : + ~ , ~ i ~ , : ' ~  ~ % ~ ~ i ~ %  " ~ ~ i / ~ , ~ ~ ,  ~ : z~ '~  �9 ~,, i-i+, ' ,++~ '~ /~  '~% 





55. 
. o  

I n  l l k e  f a s h i o n a  sco re  fo r  v e r b a l  aggresss  a g a i n s t  a u t h o r i t i e s  

was c o ~ u t e d  u s i n g  gandura  and Waiters . '  Scales  2 (p .  427) ,  72 and 73 (p .  443) 

which s c a l e d  the  boyle r e p o r t s  of ve.rbal a g g r e s s i o  n" Coward t e a c h e r s ,  h i s  

mother ,  and h i s  f a t h e r  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  (These s c a l e s  a re  p r e s e n t e d  i n  

Appendix 5) .  

Ynspec t ioa  of  t h e s e  s c a l e s  shows t h a t  the s c a l e  va lue  i s  pri~nars 

a f u n c t i o n  of  the  number of a g g r e s s i v e  i n c i d e n t s  r e po r t e d  by the  boy." 

In  the  Bandura and W&Iters (1959) s t udy  s only  i n t a c t  v o l u n t e e r  f : ~ i i l e s  

were  u sed .  Both the  p a r e n t s  and the boys vere  a s s u r e d  o f  the c o n f i d e n t i a l  

n a t u r e  of  the  ~ a t e r i a l  and t h a t  i t  was be ing  used fo r  r e s e a r c h  purposes  

e x c l u s i v e l y  and vou ld  no t  i n f l u e n c e  t h e i r  s t a t u s  on proba t ion : .  Hauy of " 

the  boys were not  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  a t  the  time of  t e s t i n g ;  ' 

In  the  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  the s i t u a t i o n  was qu i t e  d i f f e r e n t .  The boys 

had n o c h o i c e  as to  whether  or  not  they  p a r t i c i p a t e d .  Horeover .  t h e  

In tervLew s L t u ~ t i o n  was h'andled in  t h e  same nanner  as  any o the r  r e f e r r a l  

to  the  p s y c h o l o g i s t .  Not on ly  wers" the  boys unaware t h a t  they  were 

r e s e a r c h  s u b j e c t s ,  bu t  a l s o  they  were t o ld  t ha t  the  r e s u l t s  o f t h e  i n t e r -  

view and t e s t i n g  vou ld  be a v a i l a b l e  to  t h e i r  p roba t i on  o f f i c e r  and the  

Cour t .  This  was n e c e s s a r y  s i n c e  the  on ly  way i t  was p o s s i b l e  t o  s e c u r e  

the  c o o p e r a t i o n  of  the  P r o b a t i o n  D e p a r t ~ n t  in  making p s y c h o l o g i s t s '  

t ime a v a i l a b l e  , f o r  the  s t u d y  was to  al low the Department to use  the  

" r e s u l t l n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  to  as s the Court  d i s p o s i t i o n .  This  p rocedure  

h a d  s m e r l t ,  however,  s i n c e  One of t h e  goa l s  of  col.lect~.ng t h e s e  

�9 i 

d a t a . w a s  to a i d  c l i n i c a l  p s y c h o l o g i s t s  in  a p r o b a t i o n  S e t t i n g  to  dea l  

�9 . vs t h e i r  c l i e n t s  and  L~prove t h e i r  a b s  to make i n f e r e n c e s  con= 

cernLng a g g r e s s i v e  b e h a v i o r .  S i n c e  the  t e s t  performance o f  boys who 

v e r e a s s u r e d  t h a t  the  r e s u l t s  were on ly  f o r  r e s e a r c h  would undoub ted ly  . 
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dlffer from that of boys in a "real life" situation, the generalizeability 

of the results would have been serimsly limited had any other procedure 

been adopted. "Inferences concerning the test responses of these deiin- 

q u e s t s  vo~Id have been of  little help  to the p r a c t i c i n g  Court  P syc ho log -  

i s t  i f  t hey  were o b t a i n e d  in  an e r t l f i c i a l  r e s e a r c h  m i l i e u .  Thus we 

have purchamed r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  des ign  a t  the  expense of probable  guarded-  

n e s s  and p ~ a s i b l e  d e c e p t i o n  in  the  s u b j e c t s .  This  f a c t o r  shou ld  be taken 

into consideration in evaluatin 8 any of the test results, but especially 

those in the Adolescent Interview in Which the subjects were asked rather 

b a l d l y  how ~ ,eh  they engaged in a n t i - s o c i a l  a g g r e s s i o n .  (One o t h e r  f a c t o r  

t h a t  s h o u l d  be p o i n t e d  ou t  i s  t h a t  i f  the s u b j e c t s  are t r u t h s  both 

a s s a u l t i v e  groups might  r e c e i v e  Somewhat h igher  s co re s  than  the  non- 

a s s a u l t i v e  groups mere ly  by telling of the o f f e nse  fo r  which they  were 

be ing  d e t a i ~ e d , )  

D e s p i t e  some t r e p i d a t i o n  about  the V a l i d i t y  of  the  A d o l e s c e n t  I n t e r -  

views because  of t h e s e  f a c t o r s ,  the  same. genera [  hypo theses  were made 

a b o u t t h e s e  ~ e a s u r e s ,  " 

~Y~otheses  27 and 28: I t  wns p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  Croup ZA would be lowes t  

on r e p o r t e d  ve rba l  a ~ r e s s i o n  a g a i n s t  peers  and t h a t  Croup ~ would a l s o  

b e  s l ~ l f i c ~ t l y  lower thou Group I on t h i s  measure,  The .data f o r  the  

Adolescen  t I n t e r v i e w ,  p r e s e n t e d  in  Table 10 show t h a t  the  f i r s t p r e -  

d i c t i n n  was wrong,  The PO group and not  Croup EA was lowest~on t h i s  

~ a s u x  e .  H y~>othesls 27 was thus  not  conf i rmed.  Hypothes i s  28 was t h a t  

Croup EA wo~id be l e s s  than  Group X and t h i s  was indeed the  c a s e .  The 

d i f f e r e n c e  h o o v e r ,  d id  no t  approach s i g n i f i c a n c e  wi th  a.R = ~ Thus 

t h e r e  i s  uo d i f f e r e n c e  i n  the  amount of ve rba l  a g g r e s s i o n ~ a g a l n s t  pe e r s  

~iii~ i~i ii~ii ! i i ~ ii~ i ~ !il ~!i~ i ~ i  ~i i~ ! i! ~ i~!~!~ ~iii~ !~ii ~~i ~ :i ~!~ i i~ i ~ !i!iii~iii!ii!~il ~ii~/i!~i~i ~i~iiiii!i~!!~!ii~ill ~I i ~ ~ i 
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t h a t  the boys r e p o r t .  

Hvvotheses  2~. end 30 :  I t  was hypothes ized  t h a t  the EA group would 

be lowest  o n r e p o r t e d  phys ica l  aggress ion  ag a i n s t  p ee r s ,  and t h a t  Croup 

EA would be lower than Group HA on t h i s  measure. Once again the PO 

group being lowes t ,  Hypothesis  29 was d lsproven.  Group EA was lower 

than the HA group, but  the p r o b a b i l l t y  l e v e l  was .319. 

I n s e r t  Table IO about here 

Rwothese s  31.0nd. 32: I t  was hypothes ized  t h a t  the EA group would  

be lowest  o~ repor ted  ve rba l  aggress ion  a g a l n s t a u t h o r i t i e s  and a l s o  

tha t  Croup EA would be lower than Group I on th i s  measure. Both hypo- 

t h e s e s s e r e  in e r r o r  s i n c e  Group ZAwas the h Ighes t  on t h l  s v a r l a b l e .  

The s i g n l f l c a o c e  of t h i s  r e v e r s a l  was t e s t e d  and found to have a ~ of  .580.  

Hvvotheses 33 and ~ :  I t  was p r e d i c t e d  tha t  Group EA would be lowest  

on r epo r t ed  p h y s i c a l  agg re s s ion  aga ins t  a u t h o r i t i e s ,  and a l so  t h a t  i t  would 

be s l g n l f l c a n t l y  lower than Group HA o n t h i s  measure . ,  The EA group was the  

lowest  on t h i s  measure and the d i f f e r e n c e  between Croup�9 and t h e r e a t  

os the sample had a ~ o s  . 065 .  The d i f f e r e n c e  between the FA and HA 

groups had an a s s o c i a t e d  p r o b a b i l i t y  of .082. 

The data  thus show t h a t  only those hypotheses  r e l a t i n g  to r e p o r t e d  

phys i ca l  agg res s ion  a g a i n s t  a u t h o r i t y  s  r ece ived  any. s u p p o r t .  

Xnspec t iou :of  the da ta  shows tha t  i t  was very rare  fo r  any os the boys to 

r e p o r t  phys i ca l  agg res s ion  aga in s t  t eache r s  or p a r e n t s ,  so e s s e n t i a l l y  

the comparison was reduced to  the r e l a t i v e  inc idence  of  those r e p o r t i n g  

any such a g g r e s s i o n .  O n l y  one EA s u b j e c t  r epo r t ed  any such a g g r e s s i o n  whereas 

seve ra l  s u b j e c t s  in  each os the o the r  groups d id  SO. (The r eade r  who 

r e c a l l s  the f a c t  t h a t  two p a r r i c i d e s  are  i n c l u d e d . i n  the EA group might  

~ r~ ~�9 : : �9 : r  : ~kL! i ~ �9  '~ ~::�9 i~ii~ii �84 ~ ~ �9 ~ ~r�9149 ~!i ~�9 ~:i!i~i~ii~'i~ i~i~i~ �9184 �9 ~�9 
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wonder ac ~hls, However, the question was worded as Co whether or not 

the boy had e v e r  h i t  h i s  p a r e n t s  , no t  whe the r  ~e  had e v e r  s h o t  them. 

The t~vo who had k i l l e d  a p a r e n t  had n o t ,  as  would be e x p e c t e d  f rom 

the  ' ~o rm Turns"  h y p o t h e s l s , e v e r  e x p r e s s e d  any l e s s e r  forms os ag-  

g r e s s i o n  a g a i n s t  t h e i r  p a r e n t s . )  

On the  s c a l e s  o f  v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i o n  to p e e r s  end a u t h o r i t i e s  the  

da t a  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  no group admits  to  a g r e a t  dea l  o f  v e r b a l l y  a g g r e s -  

s i v e  b e h a v i o r .  A s c o r e  of  3 i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  the s u b j e c t  admi ts  to  

verbal aggression when angry, yet all but one os the means on the scales 

of verbal aggression are below 3. The 0nly exception is the Incorrlglble 

group on "Verba l  A g g r e s s i o n  to  P e e r s . "  The p a t t e r n  of  r e s u l t s  i n d i c a t e s  

t h a t  t h i s  s c a l e  was markedly  a f f e c t e d  by the s u b j e c t s '  d e s i r e  to  

p r e s e n t  a good i m p r e s s i o n  and hence no t  admit t o  a n y t h i n g .  I n  f a c t  the  w r i t e r  

can r e c a l l  one boy who on the  b a s i s  of  the  c o n t e n t  of  h l s  i n t e r v i e w  

r e c e i v e d  the  minimum s c o r e  on t h e s e  s c a l e s ,  bu t  whose v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i v e -  

ne s s  toward the  examiner  was bo th  c o n t i n u o u s  and h i g h l y  p r o v o c a t l v e .  

The picture i s  somewhat different on the Scale of '~hysicaL Aggzesslon 

A g a l n s t  P e e r s " .  Here a m a t t e r  of  p r l d e  e n t e r s  i n  and is a boy i n d i c a t e d  

be a lways  avoided  f i g h t s  he might  be r ega rded  as  " c h l c k e ~ ' .  Thus the  

mean s c o r e s  on t h i s  v a r i a b l e  a r e  h i g h e r  than  on t h e  two v e r b a l  s c a l e s  

and the EA group r e p o r t e d  about  as ~uch a g g r e s s i o n  a s  t he  o t h e r s .  However, 

the  a b s o l ~ e  v a l u e  of  the  mean s c o r e s  i s  such t h a t  m e r e l y  r e p o r t i n g  the  

os p l u s  one o t h e r  a g g r e s s l v e  i n c i d e n t  cou ld  b r i n g  the  EA s u b j e c t s  

a lmos t  to  the  mean of  the oche r  g roups .  Any a t t e m p t s  to  J u s t i f y  the  

act by saying that aggression is the best way to handle people vould 
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also inflate that score. 

In the case of physical aggression against authorltle0, it has 

been noted that the data show a basic dichotomy between those who 

report some such aggression and those who do not. In this case, the 

differences noted cannot �9 be interpreted as indicating overcontrol 

for the EA group~ since failure to strike parents is fairly normal 

behavior. Instead, it indicates that the other groups contain many 

more people whose value system is such that they will freely report such 

an act. Such a person would be apt to be Habitually Aggressive, and if so 

t h i s  i n d i c a t e s  a g r e a t e r  p ropor t ion  of Habi tua l ly  Aggress ive  s u b j e c t s  

In the o t h e r  groups,  l ending  support  to the no t ion  t h a t  they are  more 

apt  to  be involved in  mild or moderage aggress ion  than in  extreme a s s a u l t .  

Fsvcholo~ical Test Results 

Four Widely used p e r s o n a l i t y  ins t ruments  were admin i s t e red ,  the 

C a l i f o r n i a  P s y c h o l o g i c a l  Inventory  ( (~ I ) j  the Rosenzweig P i c t u r e - F r u s t r a t i o n  

Study ( P u  Thematic Appercept ion Tes t ,  (TAT), and the lloltzman Inkblo t  

Technique.  On t h e  PF and TAT, no s i g n i f l c s n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  Were found; on 

the CPI and on the de te rminan t  scores  of the Holtzman some s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  were no ted .  Both t h e  FF and the TAT can be c h a r a c t e r l z e d  

as being relatively obvious instruments. A juvenile delinquent wanting 

to create a favorable impression on a probation officer psychologist Could 

e a s i l y  r e f r a i n  from s t o r i e s  which are  a n t i s o c i a l  or v i o l e n t .  This a l so  

a p p l i e s  to  the Holtzman h o s t i l i t y  (lis) sca le  on which n o . s i g n l f l c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  were found.  The CPi and the Holtzman:determinant  s co re s  are  

l e s s  s u b j e c t  to  In f luence  by d l s s l r ~ l a t i o n ,  however.  In  the case of  the 

GPI the scales were derived by empirical item analysis so that the manifest 

~ �9 i~�9 ~ : ~ �9 ~i :~�9 �9149 �9149149149 ~�9 ~i~ ~ I~ ~�9149149149149149149149 i�9149 ~II�9 ~ �9 ~ 
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~ m e a n i n g  o f  an  i t e m  may n o t  be c o n g r u e n t  w i t h  i t s  a c t u a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

i n  t e r m s  os t he  s c a l e s  on wh i ch  i t  i s  s c o r e d .  I n  t he  c a s e  o f  t h e  Ho l t zman ,  

i t  i s  u n l i k e l y  t h a t  any  o f  t h e  boys i n  t h e  s a ~ l e  had  any  i d e a  o f  t h e  

significance of such variables as movement or color and hence these 

s c o r e s  were mot s u b j e c t  to  f a k i n g .  

I. The Cal~fcrnla Psu Inyentory 

I t  w a s - l m p 0 s s i b l e  t o  a d m i n i s t e r  t he  CFI to e v e r y  s u b j e c t  s i n c e  

many were  u n a b l e  t o  r e a d  i t  a d e q u a t e l y .  I n  a few c a s e s  t h e  t e s t  was 

r e a d  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t  b u t  l l m l t a t i o n s  on s t a f f  t ime  p r e c l u d e d  t h i s  a s  

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

A f t e r  s c o r i n g ,  a l l  t e s t s  o n w h l c h  t he  C o m ~ u n a l l t y  s c o r e  was l e s s  

t h a n  20 were  d i s c a r d e d  a s  b e i n g  i n v a l i d  on the  b a s i s  o f  p r o b a b l e  random 

answering (Gough, 1960, p. 20). Thls left a total of 46 valid CPI proto- 

cols from t h e  c o r a l  sample  o f  76.  The r e s u l t s  a r e  p r o b a b l y  somewhat  b i a s e d  

by t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  l e a s t  c o o p e r a t i v e  s u b j e c t s .  

$ i r ~ e  t he  s c a l e s  on  t h e  GPI a r e  s u c h  t h a t  h i g h e r  s c o r e s  r e f l e c t  more 

p o s i t i v e  t r a i t s ,  i t  was g e n e r a l l y  e x p e c t e d  t h a t  t h e  EA g roup  would  

s c o r e  h i g h e s t  on  mos t  o f  t h e  s c a l e s .  T h i s  e x p e c t a t i o n  was u p h e l d ,  s i n c e  

t h e  EA group  s c o r e d  h i g h e s t  on 13 o f  t h e  18 s c a l e s .  ~See T a b l e  I1)  

S p e c i f i c  h y p � 9  made a b o u t  0 s l y  a few o f  the  s c a l e s .  

~nsert Table II about here 

Hypotheses 35 and 36: It was hypothesized that Group EA would" be highest 

on t h e  ~ R e s p o n s i b i l i t y  (Re) s c a l e ,  and t h i s  was ,  i n d e e d  t h e  c a s e .  The 

of the dlfEerence between Group EAand the comblned contrast groups 

approached sLgnlficance at .123. 
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~t was also hypothesized t h a t  Croup EA would be significantly h i g h e r  

than Group HA. The small number of cases in each group (6 and 13) 

p r e c l u d e d  an exac t  p r o b a b i l i t y  e s t i m a t e .  A U v a l u e  o f  19 or  s m a l l e r  

i s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  s l g n l f l c a n c e  a t  the  .05 l e v e l ;  the  U o b t a i n e d  f o r  t h i s  

comparison was 27.5 which was not significant. 

-- Hyvoth~ses  3~ ~nd 38: 

It was next predicted, that the EA group would be hi~est on the 

SOClall-zats scale (So). This was not the case, as Crou p EA fell among 

the  o t h e r  g r o u p s .  The s c o r e s  f o r  a l l  g roups  f e l l  i n t o  the range t y p i c a l  

f o r  j u v e n i l e  d e l i n q u e n t s .  This  p r o b a b l y  r e f l e c t s  the  f a c t  t h a t  the EA 

~ whi l e  o u t w a r d l y  c o n f o r m i n g  i s  inward ly  a l i e n a t e d  f r o ~  s o c i e t y  as  

much as d e l i n q u e n t  boys  a r e .  Regarding the  So sca l e~  Cough and P e t e r s o n  

(1952) have moted,  ' ~he  64 i tems appear  to  group t h e m s e l v e s  i n t o  s e v e r a l  

r a t h e r  d l s t i s c t t v e  c l u s t e r s ,  such  as the f o l l o w i n g :  

I .  Role t a k l n g  d e f l c l e n c l e s ,  i n s e n s i t i v i t y  to  I n t e r a c t l o r m l  cues  
mmd the  e f s  of  o n e ' s  own b e h a v i o r  on o t h e r s .  

2 .  R e s e n t ~ n t  a g a i n s t  f a m i l y ,  f e e l i n g s  of h a v i n g  been v i c t i m i z e d  
a~d e x p l o i t e d  in  c h i l d h o o d .  

3. F e e l i n g s  of  despondency  and a l i e n a t i o n ,  l ack  of  c o n f i d e n c e  in  
s e l f  and o t h e r s .  

4 .  Poor  s c h o l a s t i c  a d j u s t m e n t ,  r e b e l l i o u s n e s s . "  (p .  209) .  3 

The EA Ss would be a p t  to load  on c l u s t e r s  2 and 3 w h i l e  the t y p i c a l  

d e l i n q u e n t  would load  on 4.  Both g roups  cou ld  be h igh  on c l u s t e r  1. 

3 The Soc l a~L=a t ion  Sca l e  was o r i g i n a l l y  c a l l e d  the  " d e l i n q u e n c y ' s c a l e  w i t h  
t he  s c o r i n g  r e v e r s e d .  C l u s t e r s  i ,  2, 3, and 4 a re  the  c l u s t e r s  on the 
o l d  d e l l n q u e n c y  s c a l e .  A low So s c o r e  has the same meaning as a h igh  
delinquency score. This ts also the reason for the negative correlation 
between So and scales of neuroticism reported below. 

:i 
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Thus low s c o r e s  on So cou ld  r e f l e c t  n o t  on ly  d e l i n q u e n c y  b u t  n e u r -  

o t l c l s m .  T h i s  n o t f o n  r e c e i v e s  some s u p p o r t  from the  f a c t  t h a t  So c o r r e l a t e s  

s u b s t a n t i a l l y  w i t h  the  B e r n r e u t e r  N e u r o t l c i s m  Scale  ( r  = - . 5 0 )  and the  Bern-  

r e u t e r  ' ~ a c k  o f  Conf idence"  Scale  ( r  = - . 4 9 )  (Cough, 1960, p. 37) .  

Hyvo these s  39 ~nd 40:  

I t  was h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  the  EA group would be h i g h e s t  on the  S e l f  

Con t ro l  ( S t )  s c a l e  and t h a t  the  d i f f e r e n c e  between the  EA and NA grodps  

would be s i g n i f i c a n t .  The EA group was the h i g h e s t .  The s i g n i f i c a n c e  os 

the  d i f f e r e n c e  between Group EA and the o t h e r  groups  had a ~ of  .129.  The 

e x a c t  p r o b a b i l i t y - o f  the  d i f f e r e n c e  between Groups KA and MA cou ld  no t  be 

d e t e r m i n e d .  A U v a l u e  o f  30.5  was o b t a i n e d  which was f a r  above the  v a l u e  

o f  19 r e q u i r e d  f o r  s i g n i f i c a n c e  a t  the  .05 l e v e l .  

I t  i s  a l s o  n o t e w o r t h y  t h a t  the  mean S e l f  Con t ro l  s c o r e  of  26.5 o b t a i n e d  

by the EA s u b j e c t s  was somewhat above the  u sua l  h igh  schoo l  norms,  

H ~ o t h ~ e e  41. 42.  43. ~n~ 44; 

I t  was a l s o  expec t ed  t h a t  the  F.~ s u b j e c t s  would s c o r e  h i g h e r  on the  

t~o ach ievemen t  s c a l e s  o f  the  CPI, Achievement by Confo rmi ty  (Ac) and Ach ieve -  

merit by Independence  ( A i ) .  The F A g r o u p  did  s co re  h i g h e s t  on t h e s e  two 

s c a l e s .  The d i f f e r e n c e  between Croup EA and the combined c o n t r a s t  g r oups  

was no t  s X g n i s  s the  ca se  of  Ac�9 w i t h  a ~ of  .305:  bu t  s t he  ca se  

o f  Ai t he  ~ was .075". Croups EA and HA were compared on both  s c a l e s  and 

Hann-~hi tmey U v a l u e s  o f  38 and 2 2 w e r e  o b t a i n e d  on Ac and Ai r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  

w i t h  a U v a l u e  o f  19 o r  l e s s  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  s i g n i f i c a n c e  a t  the  .05 l e v e l s  

These  d a t a  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  the EA s u b j e c t s  a re  wore o r i e n t e d  towards  

academic ach ievemen t  t han  t h e  o t h e r  g r o u p s ,  bu t  t h a t  i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  t h e y  

tend to  be i n t e l l e c t u a l  non-con[orn~Lsts .  This  might  be one way in  which  
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.~hey  f e e l  s a f e  i n  e x p r e s s i n g  t h e  a l i e n a t i o n  n o t e d  i n  t h e  $o s c o r e s .  

I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  i n t e l l e c t u a l  r e b e l l i o n  migh t  be a p o t e n t i a l  way 

In  ~Ihich t h e  o v e r c 0 n f o r m i n g  p e r s o n  c o u l d  e x p r e s s  h i s  a g g r e s s i o n ;  

however ,  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  t h e s e  p a r t i c u l a r  boys i t  w~s a p p a r e n t l y  

n o t  e f f e c t i v e  i n  r ~ d u c i n g  t h e  m a s s i v e  i n s t i g a t i o n  t o  a g g r e s . s i o n  and  

a l i e n a t i o n  wh ich  c u l m i n a t e d  in  t h e i r  c r i m e .  

O t h e r  CPI r e l a t i o n s h i o s  

I n  e x a m i n i n g  t h e  means on t h e  o t h e r  s c a l e s ,  i t  i s  n o t e w o r t h y  t h a t  

t he  EA g r o u p  i s  m a r k e d l y  h i g h e r  on t h e  Well  Be ing  (Wb)~ T o l e r a n c e  ( T o ) ,  

I n t e l l e c t u a l  E f f i c i e n c y  ( I s )  and F l e x i b i l i t y  (Fx)  s c a l e s .  I f  t h e s e  o. 

d i f f e r e n c e s  had  been  a n t i c i p a t e d  and d i r e c t t o n a l p r e d i c t i o n s  had  been  

wades some o f  t h e  d l s  would have  been s l & n i f i c a n t o  The o n e -  

t a i l  E f o r  t he  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  Croup EA and t h e  o t h e r  g r o u p s  on  t h e  

Wb s c a l e  i f  i t  had been  p r e d i c t e d  would have  been  .O12p f o r  t h e  TO 

s c a l e  . 071 ,  f o r  t h e  l e  s c a l e  .102 and f o r  t h e  Fx s c a l e  . 058 .  However ,  

s i n c e  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n  u were n o t  made and t he  s c a l e s  t e a t e d  o n l y  s i n c e  

t h e  d a t a  s u g g e s t e d  t h i s ~  t h e s e  a r e  n o t  t he  t r u e  p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s .  

N e v e r t h e l e s s  t h e  d ~ s  s h o u l d  be  n o t e d  and d i s c u s s e d .  

The d i f f e r e n c e  on  t h e  Well  Be ing  (Wb) s c a l e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  EA 

s u b j e c t s  t e n d  to  min/Jnize  t h e i r  w o r r i e s  and c o ~ p l a i n t s  more t h a n  t h e  

o t h e r  s u b j e c t s  and  i n d e e d  more t h a n  normal  h i g h  s c h o o l  s t u d e n t s .  P e o p l e  

h i g h  on Wb a l s o  t e n d  to  v a l u e  work and  e f f o r t  f o r  i t s  own s a k e  (Cough ,  

1960,  po 12) s o  i t  i s  n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  t h e  EA s u b j e c t s ,  who a r e  

thou&h~to  be  more C l o s e l y  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  midd le  c l a s s  v a l u e s ,  s h o u l d  

be h i g h e r  on thls s c a l e .  

Th~ Tolerance (To) scale Identlfles people w i t h  permissive, acceptln& 
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non-Jud~ntal soclal beliefs and attitudes (Cough 1960, p. 12). On 
! 

t h i s  s c a l e  t h e  EA group  s c o r e s  a t  t he  normal  l e v e l  f o r  h i g h  s c h o o l  i 

s t u d e n t s  w h i l e  t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e  g roups  s c o r e  below t h e  h i g h  s c h o o l  

no rms .  ~h~s  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  C e l l s  u s  more abou t  t he  o t h e r  g roups  4 

than it does about Group EA. 

The EA group also scored highest on le (Intellectual Efficiency).. 

This variable tends to  be correlated with IQ (Gough, 1960) but the 

mean ~Q for the EA subjects is no higher than that of the other sub-. 

Jects. (See Table 2). Apparently this score is Just another indica- 

tion of the EA subjects greater orientation toward doing well on 

intellectual and academic tasks. 

Fs Group EA scored high on the Flexibility (Fx) scale. This 

scale was designed to measure the degree of adaptability of the indlv- 

i d u s l ' s  t h i n k i n g  and s o c i a l  b e h a v i o r .  N h i l e  the  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  EA 

s u b j e c t ' s  b e h a v i o r  i s  c e r t a i n l y  n o t  a d a p t i b l e  f rom the  s t a n d p o i n t  o f  

m e e t i n g  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  n e e d s  i n  a v a r i e t y  o f  s i t u a t i o n s ,  i t  i s  f l e x i b l e  

i n  t he  r e u s e . t h a t  t h e  o v e r e o n t r o i l e d  p e r s o n  i s  a p t  to c o n t i n u a l l y  mod- 

�9 i f y  h i s  o v e r t  b e h a v i o r  to  meet  t he  needs  o f  o c h e r s .  Whi l e  s u c h  a 

p e z s o n t s  v a l u e s  a r e  q u i t e  r i g i d ,  h i s  b e h a v i o r  as  Judged  by o t h e r s  may 

n o t  a p p e a r  r i g i d  a t  a l l .  (The v a l l d a t i o n  os t h i s  s c a l e  h a s  f o r  t h e  

mos t  p a r t  c o n s i s t e d  o f  n e g a t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  r a t i n g s  o f  r i g i d i t y . ) .  

A l l  i n  a l l ,  t h e n ,  t h e  (~FI d a t a  a r e  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  n o t i o n  

t h a t  the. EA ~ s u b  j e t '  ~ more c o n t r o l l e d  and c o n f o r m l n g  t h a R  o t h e r  ~I 

a s s a u l t i v e  s u b j e c t s o r ,  d e l i n q u e n t s  i n  g e n e r a l .  At  t h e  same t ime  !9 

t h e  So s c a l e  i n d i c a t e s  a b a s i c  a l i e n a t i o n  f rom s o c i e t y  t h a t  i s  n o t  

e x p r e s s e d  i n  o v e r t  b e h a v i o r .  T h i s  c o m b i n a t i o n  o f  ou twa rd  c o n f o r m i t y  

" i 
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and inward a l i e n a t i o n  may be the  d i a g n o s t i c  key to the  d i s c r i m i n a -  

t i o n  of  the  p o t e n t i a l l y  dangerous  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  pe r son  from o t h e r  

o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  people  who a re  not  dangerous .  

�9 2. The ,Ro~nzweig Plc~ur~ Frustration Study 

Hypotheses  4~ and 46:  The PF is  p o s s i b l y  the most obvious  t e s t  

used  and t h e r e f o r e  the  one most l i k e l y  to be a f f e c t e d  by a t t e m p t s  to 

impress  the  examiner .  I t  was hypo the s i zed  t h a t  Group EA would be 

lowest  on the E x t r a p u n i t i v e n e s s  aca i e  Of the  PF s t u d y .  This  did  not  

prove to be the ca se  (See Table 12).  I t  was f u r t h e r  h y p o t h e s i z e d  the  

Group EA would be lower than  Group MA. Thls  proved to be c o r r e c t  but  

the  h igh  R v a lue  of  .480 i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  was on ly  a chance z e l a t l o n -  

ship. - 

The mean Extrapunltlveness scores for the four groups ranged from 

35.46 to 42,33. The normative score for boys aged 14 to 19 is 46.4 vlth 

a standard deviation of 12.3. It would thus appear that dlsslmulation 
[ 

I n f l u e n c e d  the  r e s u l t s ,  s i n c e  i f  the  s co re s  v a l l d l y  r e f l e c t e d  the  

amount  of  o v e r t  e x t r a p u n i t i v e n e s s  a c 6 u a l l y  shown by the  v a r i o u s  groupa~ 

i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  some of the  grou p means would exceed the  n o r m s .  This  

f i n d i n g  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  c o n s l d e r a b l e  c a u t i o n  should  be used  In e v a l u a t l n g  

Pu s c o r e s  o b t a i n e d  i n  a c u s t o d l a l  s e t t i n g .  

ZnSer t  Table 12 about  here  

3. The T h e ~ t ~ c  Appercep t ion  Tes t  

Hypotheses 47 - 52: The TAT was ad~nistered in the normal fashion 

with the exception that the stories were tape recorded rather than 

being wTttten down by the examiner. An effort was made to employ the 
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same methods used  by Musses  and Naylor  (1954) in  t h e i r  s t u d y .  The c a r d s  

u sed  ( I ,  3 BM, 4,  6 l~I, 1224, 13 B, 14, and 18 GP) were the  same and the  

c a r d s  were s c o r e d  f o r  need A g g r e s s i o ~  (~  agg) .  P r e s s  pun l shment  (E pun) 

and the  r a t i o  os pun i shmen t  to  a g g r e s s i o n  (P/A Ra t io )  in  the  same manner.  

I t  was h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  Group EA would be h i g h e s t  and s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r -  

e n t  from MA on ~ pun and the  P/A Ra t io  and lowest  on ~ agg- None of  t h e s e  

p r e d i c t i o n s  was c o r r e c t .  I n  f a c t  r e v e r s a l s  were noted  on ~ pun and the  

P/A Ra t io  w i t h  Group EA hav i ng  the lowes t  s c o r e s  i n s t e a d  of  t he  h l g h e s t . "  

The s s  of  t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  was t e s t e d  ( u s i n g  a two t a l l  t e s t )  

and found to  be I n s i g n i s  w i th  ~ ' s  os .674 and .294 r e s p e c t i v e l y .  

These r e v e r s a l s  would appear  to  be the r e s u l t  of a lack o f  independence 

be tween ~ agg and ~ pun.  I t  can be seen  in  Table 13 t h a t  the means of  the 

Eroups  on the  two v a r l a b l e s  a r e  q u i t e  s l m l l a r .  The c o r r e l a t i o n  between 

them f o r  the  e n t i r e  s a m p l e  was computed and found to be q u i t e  h igh  ( r  = . 80 ) .  

ExaminatLon of  the s c o r i n g  i n s t r u m e n t  (See Appendix 6) g ive s  some c l u e  as  

t o  the  r e a s o n  f o r  t h i s .  A number o f  themes such as s u i c i d e  or  l o s s  of  a 

loved  one a re  s c o r e d  as  b e i n g  both  punishment  and a g s r ~ s s i o n .  I n  many caaes  

the  s u b j e c t s  t o l d  s t o r i e s  in  which the  he ro  was c oe r ce d ,  r e s t r a i n e d  o r  

a t t a c k e d  and in  which he r e sponded  w i t h  a g g r e s s i o n .  D e s p i t e  the  f a c t  t h a t  

t he  c o e r c i o n  s e r v e d  as m o t l v a t l o n  f o r  the  h e r o ' s  a t t a c k ,  r a t h e r  t han  as  a 

punls lument  f o r  s i t  was s t i l l  s c o r e d  as  ~ pun. S ince  few s u b j e c t s  gave 

a g g r e s s i o n  themes w l t h o u t  i n d i c a t i n g  some kind of  p r e s s  as  p r o v o c a t i o n ,  i t  

l e  n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  tha~ t h e  two v a r l a b l e s  were c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d .  

4 .  The Hol tzmann ~ n k b l o t  T e s t .  

The Holtzmann I n k b l o t  T e s t w a s  . admin i s t e red  to a l l  the  s u b j e c t s  u s i n g  

s t a n d a r d  p r 0 c e d u r e ,  w i t h  t he  e x c e p t i o n  t h a t  the r e s p o n s e s  were r e c o r d e d  

a s  w e l l  as  b e i n g  w r i t t e n  down. The Holtzman was s e l e c t e d  r a t h e r  t h a n  

�9 ! 





�9 67 .  

the B~rschach because its scoring procedure is more amenable to stat- 

Istlcal mmnlpulat.lon and because the use of 45 cards with one. response 

t o  each vas ~ore  apt to e l i c i t  a large body of responses. Both con- 

t e n t  and d e t e r m i n a n t  s c o r e s  a re  o b t a i n a b l e  from the t e s t  and bo'th were 

Used. 
o .  

HYPotheses 53 and ~4: Zt was hypothesized tha t  the EA group would 

"be lowest  cn the H o s t i l i t y  Scale (Ha) and that  Group EA would be s i g -  

, n i f l c a n t l y  lower thanGroup  HA. This is  a content  sca le  based on the 

one dev i s ed  by M u r s t e i n  (1956) f o r  the Korschach.  The da t a  in Table 14 

show t h a t  on the  c o n t r a r y ,  the EA group had the h i g h e s t  Hs s c o r e  so  bo th  

h y p o t h e s e s  were d l s c o n f i r m e d . '  The d i f f e r e n c e  between EA and the r e s t  of  

the  sample was Inslgnlflcant j with a two-tall ~ of .267.  

This finding was quite surprising in view of the Megargee and Mendelsohn 

( !963)  s t u d y  in  which e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t l v e  a d u l t s  were found to  be s i g -  

n l f l c a n t l y  lower  than  m o d e r a t e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  a d u l t s  on the  Mur s t e in  

Korschach  H o s t i l i t y  S c a l e ,  This  r e s u l t  does not  appea r  to  be due to  

s u p p r e s s i o n  of  h o s t i l e  r e s p o n s e s  on the p a r t  of  the o t h e r  g r oups .  T h e i r  

mean s c o r e s  range  f rom the  47 to 51s t  p e r c e n t i l e s  f o r  normal  s e v e n t h  

g r a d e r s  and While t h i s  I s  n o t  th  e most i dea l  no rma t ive  g roup ,  n e v e r t h e l e s s  

i t  does show t h a t  t h e s e  s c o r e s  a re  no t  abnormal ly  low. The s c o r e  f o r  the  

EA group f a l l s  a t  the  b S t h ~ p e r c e n t l l e  (Holtzman,  1961, p .  159).  

A p p a r e n t l y  the  c o n t r o l s  o f  the J u v e n i l e s  in  th~ EA group a re  not  so  

hlgh that they inhibit the expression of hostility in the unstructured, 

rather neutral, setting �9 of an inkblot test. In this respect they differ 

f rom the  e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  a d u l t s  used  in  the Megargee and Mendelsohn 

(1963) s t u d y .  
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I n s e r t  Tab le  14 abou t  h e r e  

H y p o t h e s e s  55 and 56:  A n a t o m i c a l  c o n t e n t  can  a l s o  be i n t e r p r e t e d  

a s  i n d i c a t i n g  a g g r e s s i v e  p o t e n t i a l ,  a l t h o u g h  P h i l l i p s  and Smi th  (1953)  

as  p r e v i o u s l y  n o t e d ,  f e e l  t h a t  i t  I s  I n s t e a d  a c o n t r a i n d i c a t i o n  o f  

a g g r e s s i v e  a c t i n g  o u t .  

I t  was p r e d i c t e  d t h a t  Group EA would be l o w e s t  on t he  Hol tzman 

Anatomy (At )  s c a l e  and t h a t  I t  would be lower  t h a n  Group HA. The d a t a  

i n  T a b l e  14 show t h a t  t h i s  was t he  c a s e .  The d i f f e r e n c e s  were n o t  

e t g n l f i c a n t  however ,  t h e  ~ f o r  t he  EA group v s .  t h e  r e s t  o f  t he  s a n ~ l e  

b e i n g  .456 and t h a t  f o r  Group EA v s .  Group HA b e i n g  . 409 .  

The d a t a  do n o t  s u p p o r t  t he  n o t i o n  t h a t  At  c o n t r a i n d i c a t e s  a c t i n g  

o u t ,  f o r  w h i l e  t h e  EA group  d i d  have  t he  l o w e s t  s c o r e ,  Group I and HA :' 

had  t he  two h i g h e s t  s c o r e s ,  w i t h  Group PO f a l l i n g  i n  t h e  m i d d i e .  More-  

o v e r ,  t h e  s c o r e s  a r e  a l s o  h i g h  i n  t e rms  of  t h e  norms s  s e v e n t h  g r a d e r s  

w i t h  t h e  h i g h e s t  s c o r e ,  t h a t  s  Group I s b e l n g  a t  t h e  82nd p e r c e n t i l e  

( l l o l t z r ~ n .  1961,  p .  157 ) .  T h e  s c o r e  f o r  Group EA w h l l e  t h e  l o w e s t  

o f  t h e  f o u r ,  i s  a t  t h e  6 7 t h  p e r c e n t i l e .  Thus t h e  d a t a ,  a s  i n t h e  c a s e  ~ 

o f  Re, I n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  EA s u b j e c t s  c o n t r o l s  a r e  n o t  s o  r i g i d  t h a t  

t h i s  t y p e  o f  c o n t e n t  i s  s u p p r e s s e d  i n  f a n t a s y  p r o d u G t i o n s .  

H y p o t h e s e s  57 and  58:  The Bo l t zman  a l s o  y i e l d s  d e t e r m i n a n t  s c o r e s ,  

some os wh ich  may be t a k e n  as  an  i n d i c e s  o f  t h e  l e v e l  and q u a l l t y  o f  

c o n t r o l .  O ~  o f  t h e s e  i s  t h e  c o l o r  s c o r e .  P u r e l y  c o l o r  d e t e r m i n e d  

r e s p o n s e s  a r e  g i v e n  a s c o r e  o f  3 i n  the  Hol tzman  scheme ,  r e s p o n s e s  I n  

wh ich  c o l o r  iS a p r i m a r y  d e t e r m i n a n t  h u t  i n  wh ich  some fo rm e n t e r s  i n  

s c o r e  2p and r e s p o n s e s  i n  wh ich  c o i o r ' i s  u s e d  i n  a s e c 0 n d a r y  manner  a r e  

s c o r e d  1:  T h e s e  r e s p o n s e s  a r e  r o u g h l y  e q u l v a l e n t  t o  C, CF and FC i n  
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the  K l o p f e r  sy s t em  (Hol tzman,  1960, p.  2 I f ) .  People  who a re  i m p u l s i v e ,  

Immature and u n c o n t r o l l e d  in  the ' J r  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  would be 

expec t ed  to  have h igh  c o l o r  s c o r e s  acco rd ing  to t r a d i t l o n a l  Rorschach  

t h e o r y .  I t  was t h e r e f o r e  p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  Croup EA would have the  lowes t  

c o l o r  s c o r e  and t h a t  i t  would be s l g u l f i c a n t l y  lower  than  t h a t  f o r  the 

Croup HA. The d a t a  i n  Table  14 show t h a t  t h i s  e x p e c t a t i o n  was borne  o u t .  

The d i f f e r e n c e  between Croup EA and the  r e s t  of the  sample had a p rob-  

a b i l i t y  o f  .157;  t h a t  be tween the  EA and HA groups of  .248.  

H ~ o t h e s e s  59 and 60: An i n d i v i d u a l  can obt.ain a h igh  c o l o r  s c o r e  by 

E i v l n g  e e v e x a l  p o o r l y  c o n t r o l l e d  C-3 r e s p o n s e s  and a l s o  by hav ing  a 

f a l r l y  l a r g e  number of  w e l l  c o n t r o l l e d  C-I  r e s p o n s e s .  While the  C s c o r e  

would re~min the  same, the  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of  the two p a t t e r n s  would 

d l l f e r .  T h e r e f o r e ,  the  i n c i d e n c e  os u ~ o n t r o l l e d  C-3 r e s p o n s e s  was 

examined,  and i t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  Croup EA would produce  fewer of  t h e s e  

t h a n  the  o t h e r  g roups~  and a l s o  t h a t  the EA group would be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

lower  than  t h e  HA group on t h i s  measure .  

The d a t a  i n  Table  14 i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h i s  p r e d i c t i o n w a s  c o r r e c t .  

The EACroup  d id  have the  c o r r e c t  number Of u n c o n t r o l l e d  c o l o r  r e s p o n s e s .  

The d l f s  be tween t h e  EA group and the  r e s t  os the  sample had a ~ of  

o n l y  . I I I ,  b u t  the  d l f f e r c n c e  be tween Croups EA and HA had a ~ os .045.  

Thus Croup EA has  l e s s  t o t a l  r e s p o n s i v e n e s s  to c o l o r  as  w e l l  as  a 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l o w e r  i n c i d e n c e  of  U n c o n t r o l l e d  c o l o r  r e s p o n s e s  t h a n  the  

o t h e r  g r o u p s  i n  g e n e r a l  and the  HA s u b j e c t s  in  p a r t i c u l a r .  This  i s  

c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  the  h y p o t h e s i s  Chat the  EA s u b j e c t s  a r e  l e s s  i ~ p u l s l v e  

and e x p r e s s i v e  in  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  s i t u a t i o n s .  They a ppea r  t o  be below 

p a r  in  an a b s o l u t e  s e n s e  as  w e l l .  The mean score  f o r  the  EA group i s  
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a t  the  42nd p e r c e n t i l e  o f  the norms f o r  average s e v e n t h  g r a d e r s ,  

and at the 24th percentile of. the norms for average adults (Holtzman, 

i961,  pp.  157, 159) .  

Hyvotheses 61 and .6~: Among other things, mOvement (M) responses 

on the  Ror~chach a re  i n t e r p r e t e d  as i n d i c a t i n g ,  " . . .  an  i nne r  Sys tem 

of  c o n s c i o u s  v a l u e s  of  one kind or  a n o t h e r ,  in  terms of  which the  p e r s o n  

tends  to  c o n t r o l  h i s  b e h a v i o r ,  t o  guide h i s  s a t i s f a c t i o n s ,  and to  p o s t -  

pone his gratifications" (Klopfer et alp 1954, p. 262). It is also an 

index of introversion as opposed �9 to the extratenslve qualities reflected 

by the Color scores. 

The Holtzman mOvement s c o r e  i s  not  s t r i c t l y  ana logous  to  the Rorschach  

14 s c o r e ,  s i n c e  i t  r e p r e s e n t s  the amount of movement in the blot w i t h o u t  

r e f e r e n c e  to  c o n t e n t .  Thus i t  r e p r e s e n t s  s combina t ion  of the human 

movement, animal movement and inanimate movement categories which are 

d i s c r e t e  in the  K l o p f e r  s c o r i n g  sys tem,  lloltzman e t  a l  (1961, p .  18-19) 

h o l d  t h a t  s c o r i n g  two c o n c e p t s  w i th  equa l  energy i n v e s t e d  in  them in  

d l f f e r e n ~  ways depend ing  on the c o n t e n t ,  r e s u l t s  in  s c o r e s  which a r e , " . . .  

o f t e n  h i g h l y  c o n f u s i n g  f rom a psychomet r i c  p o i n t  of  view.  The e s s e n t i a l  

c h a r a c t e r  o f  the  mOvement r e s p o n s e  i s  the energy l e v e l  o f  dynamic 

quality of It, rather than the particular content." .Holtzman has not 

y e t  a t t achec l  any i n t e r p r e t i v e  h y p o t h e s e s  to  his Movement s c o r e ,  p e r h a p s  

c h o o s i n g  to  w a l t  u n t l l  more da t a  have been c o l l e c t e d .  Th i s  w r i t e r  has  

c h o s e n  to L n t e r p r e t  the  Holtzman M in  a manner  s i m i l a r  to  the  Klops  M. 

I t  was t h e r e f o r e  h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  Group EA wo~ld have a h i g h e r  M 

s c o r e  ( r e f l e c t i n g  a c o n s c i o u s  c o n t r o l  s e t  of  v a l u e s  and an i n t r o v e r s i v e  

t endency)  than  the  o t h e r  g roups  in  g e n e r a l  and Group HA In  p a r t i c u l a r .  

~ ~; �9149 �9149 ~iii �9 �9 ! �9  � 9  �9 ~ii~ ~�9149149 �9149 �9 �9 / i i~ ~ �9149149149149 �9149149 i �9 ~i~ ~ 
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The data in Table 14 indicate that Group EA did have a somewhat 

higher M score than the other groups. The pr0babfllty of the differ- 

ence between Group EA and the rest of the san~le was .166 and that 

between the EA group and the MA group was .200. 

H~otheses 63 ~nd 64: In order to better evaluate the notion that 

Group EA is ~ore introverted than the other groups, the relative balance 

of introversive and extratensive forces was assessed by computing differ- 

ence scores of M - C. The higher the score, the greater the introversive 

and controt tendencies. The results in Table 14 show that for Group EA 

the M-C score is clearly highest. The ~ of the difference between Group EA 

and the rest of the sample was .061; the ~ of the difference between Group 
. 

ZA and MA was .059. The investLgator would interpret this flndlng as 

i n d i c a t i n g  tha~ the ZA subjec t s  tend tO be more in trover ted  end w i t h -  

drawn. 

D Dl sc~as ioa  

Before proceeding f u r t h e r ,  the q u a n t i t a t i v e  p i c t u r e  w i l l  be sUn~aar- 

l aed .  Let us reconstruct  the l o g i c  involved in the data :presented above.  

The Wri ter ' s  .basic t h e s i s  i s  that  a s s a u l t i v e  of fenders  can be d iv ided  i n t o  

an H a b i t u a l l y  Aggress iv  e Group and'a '~orm Turns" or c h r o n i c a l l y  over-  

c o n t r o l l e d  group. The t h e o r e t i c a l . d i e c u ~ s i o n  in Chapter One i n d i c a t e d  

that  the former type~ w h i l e  capable of  extreme v i o l e n c e  in  an extren~ 

s l t u a t l o n ~  was more apt to engage In mi lder  forms of aggress ion  so that  

h ie  i n S t i g a t i o n  to aggress ion  r a r e l y  i f  ever reached murderous l e v e l s ,  

The Type Two, i n d i v i d u a l  l l k e  B i l l y  ~ones ,  On the other  hand~ had an 

i n h i b i t o r y  l e v e l  so high that  h i s  i n s t i g a t i o n  to aggress lon  n e c e s s a r i l y  

had to reach ~ r d e r o u s  l e v e l s  b e f o r e  any dlrec~ eXpression of  aggress ion  

could occur. This, plus inadequate repertoire of aggressive responses 

i i 
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made it likely that h-is offenses would be prl~rily of an extreme 

n a t u r e .  

~t was mot possible to test this hypothesis dlrectly by studying 

overcontrolled and undercontrolled people and noting the pattern of 

their responses. Instead, It was inferred that If the hypothesis was 

correct, then an extremely assaultlve group would contain a larger 

number oE overcontrolled people than appropriate contrast groups and 

hence would be measured as being more controlled" and less aggressive, 

as a group than were the other groups. Thusp rather than studying 

overcontrolled and habitually aggressive people, extremely assaultive, 

moderately a s s a u l t i v e  and other appropriate groups of o f f e n d e r s  were 

s t u d i e d  in  an e f f o r t  t o  t e s t  t h i s  de r i ved  h y p o t h e s i s .  I n s o f a r  as 

t h i s  d e r i v e d  h y p o t h e s i s  i s  aupporte .d ,  then  the t ypo logy  on which i t  

I s  b a s e d  r e c e i v e s  s u p p o r t ,  

A t o t a l  of  64 s p e c i f i c  h y p o t h e s e s  were made abou t  v a r i o u s  segments  

of the data. all reflecting the general hypothesis that Group EA would 

be the most controlled and least aggressive group. Of these 64 

d i r e c t l o n a t  p r e d i c t i o n s .  49 os the r e s u l t s  were in  the  p r e d i c t e d  

d l r e c t i o ~ .  Of t h e s e  49.  19 had a R va lue  between .07 and .04 and $ 

had a R l e s s  than  .031 two o t h e r  p r e d i c t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  schoo l  a d j u s t m e n t  

c o u l d  noc be t e s t e d  by s t a t l s t i c a l  t e c h n i q u e s ,  bu t  the r e s u l t s  c ! e a r l y  

i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  the  h y p o t h e s i s  was s u p p o r t e d .  Zn a l l ,  t hen ,  of the  64 

h y p o t h e s e s ,  26 r e c e i v e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  s u p p o r t .  Seven o t h e r s  approached  

s i g n i f i c a n c e  with ~ v a l u e s  l e z s  than  .15. 

The mos t  s t r i k i n g  p a t t e r n  was the a l m os t  un i fo~mly  s i g n i f i c a n t  

z e s u l t s  o b t a i n e d  on t h e  d i r e c t  o b s e r v a t i o n s  of  b e h a v i o r ,  wh i l e  the 

psychological tests did less well. Thls was attributed to the subjects' 
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efforts to present, a good impression, for all teat scales which did 

yield 81gnificant differences Were subtle ones which would be difficult 

to alter by faking. On the other hand, the more obvious measures 

y i e l d e d  on ly  chance r e s u l t s .  

On f o u r  ~ a s u r e a  account ing f o r  e igh t  hypotheses, there were re-  

v e r s a l s ;  t h a t  i s  the  da ta  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  c o n t r a r y  to the  p r e d i c t i o n  

Croup EA was moat a g g r e s a l v e  or  l e a s t  c o n t r o l l e d .  None of  t h e s e  

Id~en s t a t l s t l c a l l y  t e s t e d  proved to  be more than a chance r e s u l t .  

1"he da t a  t h u s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  the EA group i s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  

from the  c o m t r a s t  g roups  of  J u v e n i l e  d e l i n q u e n t s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  mode ra t e ly  

a s a a u l t l v e  cmes,  s lnce  i t  i s  measured as be ing  more c o n t r o l l e d  and l e a s  

a g g r e s s i v e  in  a v a r i e t y  of  s i t u a t i o n s .  This  p r ov ide s  s t r o n g  e m p i r i c a l  

ev idence  f o r  t he  e x i s t e n c e  of  the typo logy  p roposed  in Chapte r  One. 

A d e t a i l e d  c a s e  s t u d y  of  two of the s u b j e c t s  w i l l  I l l u s t r a t e  these  

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





C h a p t e r  

The q u a n t i t a t i v e  a n a l y s e s  in  t h e  p r e c e d i n g  c h a p t e r  have  s u p p o r t e d  

t h e  n o t l o u  t h a c  t h e r e  a r e  tVo q u i t e  d i f s  t y p e s  o f  p e o p l e  who g e t  

i n v o l v e d  l a  a s s a u l t i v e  c r i ~ s .  Hove re r ,  a b s t r a c t  m e a s u r e s  os c e n t r a l  

t e n d e n c y  and d L s p e r s i o n  a c h i e v e  p r ~ I s l o n  a t  t h e  C o s t  os t h e  f u l l  

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

c h a p t e r  p i c t u r e s  o f  t h e  two t y p e s  o f  a g g r e s s i v e  o f f e n d e r s  w i l l  be g i v e n  

d e p t h  t h r o u g h  a c a s e  s t u d y  o f  one os t he  HA $._8 who can  be c l a s s i f i e d  

a s  H a b i t u a l l y  A g g r e s s i v e  and o f  t he  c ~ s t  a s s a u l t i v e  o f  t h e  EA ~s  who 

can  be c l a s s i f i e d  as  t h e  ' ~ o r m  T u r n s "  t y p e .  

Abraha~  L i n c o l n  J a c k s o n ,  t he  H a b i t u a l l y  A g s r e s s i v e  boy i s  a 17 y e a r  

o l d .  5 e 9 ' ,  151 pound Nes ro  boy who l i v e s  i n  t h e  ~eg ro  s e c t i o n  o f  0ak land~  

C a l l f o r n l a .  R i s  p a r e n t s  were  born  i n  t h e  Deep South  and m i g r a t e d  t o  

C a l l f o r n i e  two y e a r s  b e s  Abrahasa ' s  b i r t h .  They were d l v o r c e d  v hen  

Abraham was f l ~ e  y e a r s  o l d .  S i nce  t h e n  he h a s  l l v e d  w i t h  h i s  mothe~ 

and two s i b l i n ~  w i t h  t h e  e x c e p t i o n  o~ t / ~ e  s p e n t  i n  J u v e n i l e  H a l l  and 

C a l i s  Youth  A u t h o r l t y  s  

A b r a h a m ' s  . ~ l z s t  J u v e n i l e  Cour t  a p p e a r a n c e  was i n  I 9 5 8 w h e n  he  was 

13 .  At t h a t  t i m e  h i s  t e a c h e r  a t  Crove r  C l e v e l a n d  J u n l o r  High S c h o o l  ~ 

e n t e r e d  t h e  b o y s '  ~ e s t  room and fo  r t h e  s e c o n d  tlm~ t h a t  day s a y  

Abraham s  w i t h  a n o t h e r  boy.  lle t o l d  Abrahs~  he  wou ld  have  t o  

s t a y  as  s c h o o l .  But  Abraham r e f u s e d  t o  s t a y  and an  a r g u m e n t  e n s u e d  

i n  t h e  h a i l s  o f  t h e  s c h o o l  v h i c h  c u l m i n a t e d  i n  Abraham t h r o ~ i n g  a book 

a t  t h e  t e a c h e r  ~ h i c h  h i t  h im unde r  t h e  r i g h t  e y e .  

IThe name of ths school as well as ~Ii other na~es used is fictitious. 

;? 
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The F r o b a t i o n  O f f i c e r ' s  r e p o r t  t o t h e  Cour t  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  b o y ' s  

m o t h e r  y e s  an  o v e r p r o t e c t i v e  woman who i n  some ways f e l t  he  was J u s t i f i e d  

i n  t h r o w i n g  t h e  book a t  t h e  t e a c h e r .  She had s t a t e d  t h a t  he  was a 

good boy whose b e h a v i o r  was e x c e l l e n t .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand  t h e  s c h o o l  

r e p o r t  i n d i c a t e d  he  had  b e e n  s u s p e n d e d  f o u r  t imes  a l r e a d y  t h a t  y e a r  

f o r  h i t t i n g  o t h e r  boys  and  b e l l i g e r e n c e  to  t e a c h e r s .  

Abraham waa s e n t  t o  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  Youth A u t h o r i t y  f o r  an  i n d e t e r -  

m i n a t e  p e r i o d .  He was p a r o l e d  a f t e r  s i x  months  i n  F e b r u a r y ,  1959.  I n  

December Of t h a t  y e a r  he  was  c i t e d  f o r  b a t t e r y  and r e l e a s e d  w i t h  a r e p -  

r i m a n d .  I n  May, 1961,  he  was found  w i t h  h i s  p a n t s  o f f  i n  t h e  s t o r e r o o m  

o f  a d r e s s  s h o p ,  p e e r i n g  a t  t he  f ema l e  employees  t h r o u g h  an o p e n i n g  s 

t h e  w a l l .  ~le was r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  Gu idance  C l i n i c  t o  d e t e r m i n e  If .he 

had any  abnorma l  s e x u a l  t e n d e n c i e s .  The p s y c h o l o g i s t  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  he 

d i d  n o t  show any  s u c h  t e n d e n c i e s .  " R a t h e r  he shows an e x o r b i t a n t  q u a n t i t y  

o f  normal  o n e s .  The p r 0 b l e m  i a . . . t h a t  t h e y  a r e ~ e x p r e s s e d  t oo  o p e n l y  and  

v i t h o u t  s u f f i c i e n t  c o n t r o l s . "  The r e p o r t  went.  on to  n o t e ,  ' + H o s t i l e  im- 

p u l s e s - a r e  l i k e l y  e x p r e s s e d  w i t h  a m L n i ~  o f  r e s t r a i n t . . I n  g e n e r a l  

(Abraham) h a s  poor  c o n t r o l s  and  h a n d l e s  h l s . f e e l i n g s  i n  an  e r u p t i v  e e x -  

p l o s i v e  m a n n e r . "  

Once eq~Ln A b r a h a m ' s  m o t h e r  e x c u s e d  h i s  b e h a v i o r .  She s t a t e d  to  t h e  

p s y c h o l o g i s t  t h a t  ye  a l l  h a v e  f a u l t s  and  no one " . . . n o t  e v e n  C h r i s t  h a d  

the r i g h t  t o  j u d g e  a n y o n e ,  o n l y  Cod.*' The p s y c h o l o g i s t  c o n c l u d e d ,  " I n  i:: o 

v i e w  o f  t~e  a l m o s t  b l a t a n t  c o m p l i c i t y  on  t h e  p a r t  os t h e  m o t h e r ,  i t  i s  

no wonder t h a t  (Abraham) s  c o n t i n u i n g  t o  get  i n t o  t r o u b l e  w i t h  a u t h o r i t y : "  

Two ~ n t h s  l a t e r ,  Abraham was c i t e d  f o r  b u r g l a r y .  His  p a r o l e  was 

r e v o k e d  and he was r e t u r n e d  to  t h e  Y o u ~ h A u t h o r i t y w h e r e  he  was r e l e a s e d  

i n  Hovembez, 1961 a f t e r  a two m o n t h s '  d e t e n t i o n .  F i v e  mon ths  l a t e r  he  
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h~ was a g a i n  c i t e d  f o r  b u r g l a r y  and a month l a t e r  f o r  us.lng p r o f a n e  

l anguage  i n  p u b l l c .  His  a t t i t u d e  when he appeared  in  the  r e f e r e e  c o u r t  

o n  the  p r o f a n i t y  cha rge  was " b e l l l g e r e n t  and d e f e n s i v e . "  HiS mother  

once more took  h i s  a lde  a g a i n s t  the  c o u r t  a u t h o r i t i e s .  The Cour t  

O f f i c e r  no t ed  t h a t ~  " . . . s h e  made no e f f o r t  to  d i s c u s s  the  m a t t e r  o b j e c t -  

i v e l y  b u t  i a m e d l a t e l y  took  an a g g r e s s i v e  p o s i t i o n  i n  d e f e n d i n g  the  boy 

a l t h o u g h  Lt deve loped  she  had no knowledge of  the c i r c u m s t a n c e s  o f  the  

o f f e n s e ,  n Abraham was r e p r i m a n d e d  and r e l e a s e d ,  

D u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d  A b r a h a m ' s  s choo l  a d j u s t m e n t  Cont inued to  be .poor.  

His b e l l i g e r e n c e  i n  one s c h o o l  n e c e s s i t a t e d  h i s  t r a n s f e r  to  a n o t h e r  one 

fog  more d i f f i c u l t  b o y s .  F i n a l l y  he dropped out  a l t o g e t h e r  bu t  mad~ no 

e f f o r t  to  s e e k  employment .  

By the  age of  17 Abraham had few i n t e r n a l  or  e x t e r n a l  l i m i t s  on h i s  

b e h a v i o r ,  lie had no male a d u l t  model w i t h  whom to  i d e n t i f y  or  from whom 

he c o u l d  i n t r o J e c t  a normal va lue  sys t em.  His o v e r p r o t e c t i v e  and i n d u l g e n t  

motheg d id  l i t t l e  to  s o c i a l i g a  him. F i n a l l y ,  he deve loped  conte,~pt f o r  

the  e x t e r n a l  a u t h o r i t y  o f  t h e  law when a t  the time of  h i s  f i r s t  o f f e n s e  

the  most  s e v e r e  p u n l s b ~ n t  p o s s i b l e ,  c o m l t m a n t  t o t h e  Youth A u t h o r i t y .  was 

meted o u t  and he found  he cou ld  e a s i l y  w i t h s t a n d  i t .  Th i s  made t h r e a t s  

o f  p a r o l e  g e v o c a t i o n  h o l l o w  and in  f a c t  a p a t t e r n  deve loped  where the  

J u v e n i l e  Cour t  would  commit him to  the  Youth A u t h o r i t y  and the  Youth Au tho r -  

i t y  would r e l e a s e  hl~% f i r s t  a f t e r  t~o ,~ontha, nex t  w i t h i n  a week, and 

f i n a l l y  a f t e r  t h r e e  d a y s .  Th i s  c o m b i n a t i o n  of  J u v e n i l e  Cour t  s e v e r i t y  

and C a l i f o r n i a  Youth A u t h o r i t y  l e n i e n c y  led  to  contempt  s  the J u d i c i a l  

s y s t e ~  J u s t  a s  i n r  p a r e n t s  undermine each o t h e r ' s  p o s i t i o n .  Thus ,  

Abraham l e a r n e d  no t a b o o s  a g a i n s t  e x p r e s s i o n  of a g g r e s s i o n  e i t h e r  a t  home 

or from the authorities. He had minimal controls s within or without. 
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, On Sep tember  20,  1962,  t he  Oakland  P o l i c e  D e p a r t ~ n t  r e c e i v e d  a 

r e p o r t  t h a t  some f i f t y  to  s e v e n t y  boys  and g i r l s  had t h e  t r a f f i c  s t o p p e d  

on  t h e  c o r n e r  o f  Oak and 32nd S t r e e t .  Abraham L i n c o l n  J a c k s o n  was one 

o f  e l g h t  boys  who was i n  a b e l l i g e r e n t  ~ood.  In  t h e  l l n e  o f  c a r s  c h a t  

was s l o w i n g  down and comi ng  �9 a s t o p ,  Abraham saw F r a n k l e  S m i t h .  & 

5 2 - y e a r - o i d  w h i t e  m a n  w i t h  whom he had bad an  a rgumen t  s e v e r a l  weeks  

e a r l i e r .  Abraham q u i c k l y  s t e p p e d  up to  t h e  o p e n  window of  t h e  c a r  and  

s h o u t e d  a t  Mr. $ ~ t h ~  "You a r e  i n  t h e  wrong Goddam p l a c e ] "  He t h e n  h i t  

h im i n  t h e  hea d j  k n o c k i n g  h im o v e r  i n t o  t h e  p a s s e n g e r  s i d e .  The c a r  

r o l l e d  o~ s i x  c a r  l e n g t h s  b e f o r e  Smi th  c o u l d  b r i n g  i t  u n d e r  c o n t r o l .  

1 4 e ~ L l e ,  Abraham and h i e  gang had s p o r r a n  J o h n  Brown, a t w e n t y -  

y e a r - o l d  Negro D who, i n  a t t e ~ p t l n g  to  s t o p  a f i g h t  t h e  day b e f o r e ,  had  

a r g u e d  v l t h  Abraham and h i s  ~ r l e n d s .  The group t u r n e d  and c h a s e d  J o h n  

�9 i n t o  h l e  ho~e ,  w i t h  Abraham l e a d i n g  t he  c h a r g e .  B r e a k i n g  t h r o u g h  t h e  

d o o r ,  t h e y  g r a bbed  Brown, t o r e  t h e  c l o t h e s  f rom h i s  body a n d  were  s m a s h -  

s  t h e  f u r n i t u r e  when t h e  p o l i c e  a r r i v e d ,  Abraham was a r r e s t e d  and  

t a k e n  t o  J u v e n i l e  H a l l .  D u r i n g  h i s  d e t e n t i o n  he was exams i n  c o n -  

~ e o t l o n  v l t h  t he  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  as  an  a s s a u l t i v e  s u b j e c t .  

Axwthe r  s u b j e c t  was Thomas D o n e y .  1~omas,  a 16 y e a r  o l d ,  5 ' 9 " .  

148 pound  w h i t e  boy~ l i v e d  i n  a w o r k i n g  c l a s s  s e c t i o n  o f  O a k l a n d .  His  

s  a g e d  55,  was a , ~ a c h l n l s t .  He and 1~aomas ' m o t h e r ,  aged  47 .  had  

moved t o  C a l i f o r n i a  f r o m  Oklahoma i n  t h e  e a r l y  1 9 4 0 ' s  a l o n g  w l t h  t h e i r  

two young  c h i l d r e n .  C h a r l e s  and  E ~ a .  

l ~ a o ~ u  v a n  b o r n  i n  1946 a l t e r  a d ~ f f s  l a b o r .  He was an  u n -  

w a n t e d  c h i l d .  Hi s  m o t h e r  had  r e f u s e d  to  c o n s u l t  a p h y s s  o r  f o l l c ~  

a n y  p r o g x ~  o f  p r e n a t a X  c a r e ,  and he~ r e j e c t i o n  c o n t i n u e d  ~n a more 
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c o v e r t  f a s h i o n  f o r  the  r e s t  of  her  I l i a .  During h i s  e a r l y  y e a r s  Mrs.  Done y ' s  

a l l e g i a n c e  was n o t  to  h e r  husband and c h i l d r e n  hu t  tO h e r  p a r e n t s  and g r a n d -  

p a r e n t s .  She ~sde a number of  t r i p s  back to the  Hidwes t  to  c a r e  f o r  them. 

In  1957 she  v a s  i n j u r e d  i n  a t r a i n  wreck on one o f t h e s e  t r i p s  and neve r  

f u l l y  r e c o v e r e d  e m o t i 0 n a l l y  o r  p h y s i c a l l y .  

To~ kep t  to  h i m s e l f  and by the  second grade was d e s c r i b e d  as  a q u i e t  

c o o p e r a t i v e  boy who, " . . . l l k e s  to  be by himsels se ldom c o m p l e t e s  h i s  

y o r k ,  l i k e s  to  r e a d . "  His conduct  In  grammar schoo l  was a lways  r a t e d  

" e x c e l l e n t " .  Tom's p a r e n t s  became concerned  about  h i s  I s o l a t l o n  and when 

he was n ine  o~ t e n ,  t hey  a r r anged  f o r  him to  take c l a r i n e t  l e s s o n s .  H e  

did q u i t e  w e l l  With a l o c a l  muslc group,  bu t  when he l e a r n e d  he ~as e x -  

p e c t e d  to  t ake  p a r t  in  p u b l i c  pe r fo rmances  v i t h  the g roup ,  he q u i t  

~ o r t h v l t h .  About tvo y e a r s  l a t e r  he made a n o t h e r  a t t e m p t  to  l e a r n  to  

p l a y  an i ~ s t r u m s n t .  He made two p u b l i c  a p p e a r a n c e s  a t  which he ~s s  q u i t e  

~ e l l  r ece lved~  bu t  s u f f e r e d  s eve re  s t a g e  f r i g h t  and gave up ~ s l c .  ~s 

t i m i d i t y  e x t e n d e d  to  a l l  s o c i a l  c o n t a c t s  and he had s s  He never  

had a da t e  and~ Indeed~ on h i s  Sentence  Complet lon T e s t  v r o t e  . '~40$T GIKLS= 

f r i g h t e n  ms . "  

~o t  o n l y  was he i s o l a t e d  from p e e r s  bu t  he was a l s o  i s o l a t e d  ~ i t h i n  h i s  

own f a m i l y .  Both h i s  s i b l i n g s  v e r e  a good de~l o l d e r .  By the  t ime he ~as 

e i g h t  t hey  had moved o u t  o f  the  home l e a v i n g  him as the  on ly  c h i l d .  The 

o l d e r  Doneys were q ~ i t e  Uncon~unica t lve  and p r e o c c u p i e d  w i t h  Chel r  ob-n 

p r o b l e m s .  H r s .  Doney was a p e r s o n  vho ~as a f r a i d  t o  v e n t u r e  f o r t h  i n t o  

any type  e i  s o c i a l  l l f e .  ~hen she  sag  Tom d e v e l o p i n g  the  same a n x i e t i e s  

and f e a r s  she  r e a c t e d  ~ i t h  i r a s c i b l e ,  c a r p i n g  c r i t i c i s m '  14r. Doney,  r e -  

J e c t e d  by h i s  vL~e ,  r e t r e a t e d  i n t o  h i s  Own ~ o r l d  of  ~ork  and became a 

~:!: ~ ~ ~ +~: ++: +i ~:~' ~:~:i~i~!/i ~i '~: ? ~ / : ' ~  !i~i~ ~ '!~:!~=~i i ?  . . . .  + :~.~ 
i~ �9 ~"~++~/: :  !~: :~:i�9 :~ ~�9149 : :  ~ :  ~ :  +~!i~!i, � 9  �9 ~,,i:+ ~ ~ ~ ~�9 i:i~i~i~i ~+i:~i~ii~�9149 
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d i s t a n t ,  p reoccupied  f i g u r e .  He was too t roubled  by h i s  w i f e ' s  emotional  

abandonmen~ of the family  to help h i s  younger son. He did take Tom on 

some o u t s  in  which they f i s h e d  or shot  a t  t a r g e t s .  However, comu~n- 

/ c a t i o n  Was ~os t l y  by g e s t u r e s  wi th  few words, and no f e e l i n g s ,  being 

exchanged. By the age of  16 Tom was unable to remember ever  having 

been husked or k i s s e d  by anyone, inc lud ing  h i s  p a r e n t s ,  in  h is  e n t i r e  

1 l i e .  Tom's f e e l i n g s  of  i s o l a t i o n  and f r u s t r a t e d  l o n e l i n e s s  are  wel l  

e x p r e s s e d  by the fo l lowing  Incomplete sentences  he f i l l e d  out :  

"l LIKE: s o l i t u d e .  

f o r  

daydreamed of eomehov g e t t i n g  away from t t  a11. 

TILE HAPPIEST TIME Z i s  when I am alone.  

I 7XEL; lone ly .  

FEO~LEz d o n ' t  unders tand  each o t h e r . "  

In the ~,o y e a r 6 1 p r e c e d l n g t h e  o f f e n s e ,  Thomas became more wi th-  

drawn and p reoccup l sd .  The p s y c h l a t r t a t ' s  r ep o r t  t e l l s  the s t o r y  of 

t h o s e  yea r s ;  

Thomas d e s c r i b e s  h imse l f  as becoming p r o z r e s s t v e l y  more withdrawn 
du r ing  the l a s t  two yea r s ,  dur ing which time t h e r e  was p r o g r e s s i v e  
fa i - iure  L n s c h o o l ,  s daydreaming, r e ad i n g  m a t e r l a l w h l c h  
i s  I c o ~ c l a e t l c  (The Ug lyA~er l can ,  Brave Hew Hor ld) ,  and more 
l a t e l y  books OnMarxism to suppor t  h i s  s ta tement  of '~ have a 
SrleVaa~e ~ga ins t  e v e r y t h l n g .  ~ His world srew narrower and more 
r within himself and growing frustrations during this 
t~olyear period. The brother~ recognlging some of thisi attempted 
to help by taking him on trips. These were helpful because, as 
Tom s t a t e s ,  'They took me away and I f e l t  more f r e e ,  but when I 
r e t u r n e d  home, I again  f e l t  depressed  and f r u s t r a t e d . '  At hom~ 
.him p a r e n t s  f e l t  changes were tak ing  p lace  in  t h e l r  son and used 
the o~ lymeana  they had to improve b l s  i n c r e a s i n g  i s o l a t i o n  and 
f a i l u r e  ~ I t h l n  t h e i r  unde r s t and ing ;  namely, t a l k l n g  in  a p e r -  
suasive, fnult-flndlng, upbralds manner. 

I~ beca~ increasingly frustrated and dlssatlsfled wlth others, often 

behavior he recognized as being similar to hle own. In his room he 
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Zn the f a l l  of  Tom's jun ior  year in high school the c l a s s  was �9 

to  try  to ~rrite something c r e a t i v e .  He thought of  w r i t i n g  a nove l .  He 

sald~ "I thought of a main character ,  and he was a person who f e l t  

contempt and d i s l i k e  aga ins t  s o c i e t y . "  He sa id  he had an i n t e r e s t  

in  the mind and wondered, "what psycho log ica l  thoughts and e f f e c t  

there  would be i f  a boy became'so d i s ~ s t e d  he k i l l e d  h i s  parents  and 

went o f f .  ~ Re did not at  t h i s  tlJne i d e n t i f y  h i m s e l f  wi th  t h i s  f i c t i o n a l  

c h a r a c t e r ,  but by l a t e  October he had decided " . . . t o  ~odel  the character  

a f t e r  myse l f .  ~ He descr ibed  the character  as ,  " . . . a n  i l l o g i c a l ,  i r r a t i o n -  

a l  p e r s o n . . . h e  had no excuse for  such ideas ,  he Just  wanted to r id  

~ h ~ e l f  Of t h e  t i e s  he had to s o c i e t y . "  

:~ Thomas ~egan ~hinking more and more of ge t t ing  away from everyth ing  

permanently .  He br ie f ly  cons idered running away, but r e j e c t e d  the not ion  

s i n c e  he would only  be brought back and.the  pat tern  would  s t a r t  a l l  over 

I a g a i n .  In am i n t e r v i e w  l a t e r ,  the probation o f f i c e r  asked what he de-  

i ~ided todo the~. 

i TOm r e p l i e d  . " l  decided to do something to get  away from them 

permanently l l k e  g e t t i n g  into  t h i s  Juven i l e  Hall" o r J a l  ! or something 

l i k e  t h a t .  ~ h i s  f i t t e d  in  f ine~ I ' d b e  alone by myse l f .  I l i k e  to be 

by a y s e l s  and where I can s i t  for  an hour or ~ or three alone and 

r e a d  o r  th ink  about something,  and t h i s  seemed to work out  p e r f e c t l y .  

~ ~ But I dLdn't cons ider  murder a t  the t ime." 

~ / h e n d i d  you s t a r t  Chinking about that?" the o f f i c e r  asked.  

"Actua l ly  i t ' s  been about two w e e k s o r s o  ofs and o n . . . t ~ o  weeks 

ago I bought the box of  s h e l l s . . . l l k e  I sa id  I thought about i t  o f f  and 

on and Ocher t h i n g s ,  anything  to  get  avay from them and get  them away 
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f r o ~  ~e.  And then  t h e r e  have been s e v e r a l  mornlngs when I have g o t t e n  

up ~nd w a i t e d  f o r  them to  ge t  i n t o  the  c a r  as  I had done t h a t  ~ o r n i n g ,  

F r i d a y .  But a t  t he  l a s t  minvte  Z dec ided  t he r e  must have been some- 

t h i n g  e l s e  and F r i d a y  I r a n  ou t  of  a n y t h i n g  e l s e  I c o u l d  have done 

b e s i d e s  murder  I c o u l d  t h i n k  o f ,  I g u e s s . "  

Z a r l y  t h a t  F r i d a y  m0rning Mr. Doney l e f t  the house  and  went  to the  

ga rage .  He s t a r t e d  the  f a m i l y  ca r  and drove i t  up b e s i d e  the  house .  
i 

Then he s h u t  the  i g n i t i o n  and e n t e r e d  the  house .  He was unaware of  

the  f a c t  t h a t  Thomas has  loaded h i s  .22 r i f l e  and was w a i t i n g  in  the  

basemen t .  At 6 :40 A.H. Hr .  and H r s .  Doney l e f t  the  house  and go t  in  

t h e  c a r ,  on t h e i r  way to  work.  Mr. Doney leaned  fo rward  and i n s e r t e d  

t h e  ke~ in  the  i g n i t i o n .  Behind the c a r  the  baser~.nt  door  opened.  

~Yes, I came ou t  of  the  basement  doo r ,  t h rough  the  basement  door -  

way a f t e r  a w h i l e - - w l t h  the  gun loaded in  the  chamber and I w a i t e d  t i l l  

t hey  bo th  go t  i n  the  c a r  and I aimed the  r i f l e  to  the  back window, and 

I f i r e d  Once, ! t h i n k  I f i r e d  twice  t h roug h  the back window. I ' m  n o t  

s u r e . ,  

"Do you remember who you were e lmlng  at?" 

"~o,  [ d o n ' t .  I t  was p r o b a b l y  my f a t h e r . "  

~ r o b a b l y  your  f a t h e r ,  Then you f i r e d  two s h o t s ,  you r e c a l l ? "  

nT~'o s h o t s  t h r o u g h  the  back window, yeah .  And t h e n  I . . . t h e y  b o t h  

s t a r t e d  to  g e t  ou t  t h e  s e p a r a t e  s i d e s  of  the  c a r  and as  my mother  

s t e p p e d  o u t  I a /~ed  t h e  r l f l e  a t  h e r  head and s h o t  h e r . . . l  saw h e r  

lunge  f o r w a r d  and [ took  my eyes  o f f  of h e r  and i knew I had h i t  h e r  

and I g l anced  over  a t  By f a t h e r  and he was s c u r r y i n g  beh ind  the  h o u s e . "  

"V~.at d id  you do then~"  

" I  went in  the  basement  and I l a l d  the  r i f l e  down on the bed and I 
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vent  u p s t a i r s  to the back door and I got t h i s  money o f f  the t a b l e ,  

k i t chen  tablep and I went out  the back door and up the driveway where 

the s t a t i o n  Wagon was and I only no t i ced  one hole in the back wlndow. 

I 10oked down on my mother t s  body and I th ink  she was s t i l l  b r ea th ing  ~176 

I could hear  a moan.** 

"UOw did  t h a t  a f f e c t  you when you saw her  on the groundX" 

" I t  d i d n t t  e f f e c t  me a t  a l l . . . l  u sua l ly  get  queezy and s ick  and you 

know these  movies they  havej ' S igna l  30*, d r iv ing  educa t ion ,  about a l l  

these  a c c i d e n t s  had s t u f f .  X almost passed out when Z saw tha t  once in  

d r i v e r  edu~ationp but  t h i s  d i d n ' t  e f f e c t  me at  a l l . "  

Thomas did not  go b e r s e r k  or lose  c o n t r o l .  N ev e r t h e l e s s ,  he was an 

o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  person  f o r  whom a murderous i n s t i g a t i o n  to aggress ion  had 

accumulated over t ime.  Tom was unable to a r t i c u l a t e  the bas ic  cause os 

the cr ime,  p a r e n t a l  r e J e c t i o n j  o r  even po in t  to  any s p e c i f i c  p r e c i p i t a t i n g  

e v e n t .  The o f f i c e r  ques t ioned  him e x t e n s i v e l y  about hl~ mot iva t ion .  

"There were Small t h ings  they did tha t  Jus t  i r r i t a t e d  nme," he r e p l i e d .  

'*I'm not  pos i t ive~  I guess ,  but the s l i g h t e s t  thin& Jus t  i r r i t a t e s  me." 

' ~ h a t  s l i g h t e s t  t h ings  fo r  exmnple?" 

"Oh, my mother - - she#d  t e l l  me something and then s t a r t  to do i t  and 

then she*d t e l l  me again  and theu ahe*d go through t h i s  about 15 t imes-*  

and she was J u s t * - l l t t l e  t h ings  l i k e  t h a t  b u i l t  up.*' 

*'~our f a t h e r  do t h a t  tooT*' 

"Yes [ would th ink  sO. I have these  t r a i t s  too ,  I g u e s s - - i f  Z don*t 

do i t  r i g h t - - I  can*t  t o l e r a t e  i t  in  o t h e r  people.* '  

"YO~ havenSt specified what these irritations were with your mother." 

" [  never  r e a l l y - - I  c o u l d n ' t - - l l k e  I s a i d  I t I s  funny eve ry th ing  she d id  
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a l m o s t  i r r i t a t e s  me. I g u e s s  i t  was an e x c u s e  to  g e t  mad a t  he r  or  

s o m e t h i n g . "  

"Did a n y t h i n g  happen  J u s t  b e f o r e  t h i s  tha~  c a u s e d  you to  g e t  wore 

i r r i t a t e d  t h a n  b e f o r e T "  

' ~ o j  n o t  r e a l l y ,  I g u e s s  I l l s  J u s t  been  b u i l d i n g  up ,  i f  t h a t ' s  p o s -  

s l b l e . "  

A number o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  In~nedla te ly  a p p a r e n t  be tween  Abraham L i n c o l n  

J a c k s o n  and  ~homas Doney;  i n  f a c t  t h e i r  o n l y  s i ~ s  i s  t h a t  t h e y  b o t h  

c o m ~ I t t e d  a s s a u l t i v e  c r i m e s .  Abraham came f rom a b roken  home w i t h  an o v e r -  

I n d u l g e n t  m o t h e r  who condoned  e v e r y  a n t i s o c i a l  a c t  he was e v e r  c i t e d  f o r .  

His  s u b c u l t u r a l  p e e r  g roup  a l s o  r e s p e c t e d  him f o r  h i s  a g g r e s s i v e  b e h a v i o r .  

T h e r e f o r e  he e x p r e s s e d  h i s  a g g r e s s i v e  f e e l i n g s  d i r e c t l y  and s p o n t a n e o u s l y  

a t  t h e  s l i g h t e s t  e x c u s e  a g a i n s t  any t a r g e t  i n c l u d i n g  t he  C o u r t ,  J u v e n i l e  

a u t h o r i t l e s  and t e a c h e r s .  One c a n n o t  c o n c e i v e  o f  hi~n p a s s l v e l y  a c c e p t i n g  

o n e  f r u s ~ r a t l o n  a f t e r  a n o t h e r  in  t he  wanner of  B i l l y  J o n e s  o r  Thomas Doney.  

His  i n s t i g a t i o n  . to  a g g r e s s i o n  r a r e l y  summated ove r  t ime  a s  he d i s c h a r g e d  i t  

i m m e d i a t e l y .  I f  he were c o n f r o n t e d  w i t h  a s i t u a t i o n  in  which  �9149 had 

t o  l nh ibL~  h i s  p r e p o t e n t a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e ,  t h e r e  were a number Of o t h e r  

v e i l  l e a r n e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e s  a v a i l a b l e .  As migh t  be  

e x p e c t e d ,  Abraham was d i a g n o s e d  by t h e  e x a m i n i n g  p s y c h o l o g i s t  as  $ o c i o p a c h i c  

p e r s o n a l i t y  d i s t u r b a n c e ,  D y s s o c l a l  r e a c t i o n .  

Thomas on  t h e  o t h e r  hand came f rom an i n t a c t  home. He i n t r o J e c t e d  h i s  

p a r e n t s '  Val~e  s y s t e n m  and a d o p t e d ~ t h e  same c o p i n g  mechan i sm  of  w i t h d r a w a l .  
, , . '  

However,  t h i s  was i n s u f f i c i e n t  to  d e a l  w i t h  t h e  e x t r e m e  f r u s t r a t i o n  i n d u c e d  by 

a r e j e c t i n g  m o t h e r  and  a w i t hd rawn  f a t h e r .  The r e j e c t i o n  was n o t  s u f f l c l e n ~ l y  

o v e r t  So t ha~  Thomas c o u l d  ~ u s t i f y  an  a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  and t h e  I n s t i g a t i o n  to  

f r u s t r a t i o n ,  a s  h e  h i m s e l f  p u t  i t ,  " b u i l t  up"  ove r  t i m e .  When i t  e x c e e d e d  h i s  

J 

~::i!~ i~ i i!i:~ :~ i~!ii~i ~ ~i i~:ii ~ i~:~:! :i ii~, ~ i :  ~i~:i : ~ ! !!  :: i~::~ ~ ~ i ':ii ~ :  ~i!ii ~'I,/I: ~ i!!ii~ ~ ~ :!i :: :: i~:: i / i  !i~ J,!: !ii 





" 84. 

inhibitions, he was unable to think of any other solution than elimina- 

ting the frustrating agent. He had had no opportunity to learn any other 

effective aggressive responses. The diagnosis Was Personality pattern 

disturbance, Schlzoid personality. 

The results of the psychological tests and research observation 

were consistent with the personalltleS of the two boys as they have 

been described. Abraham was consistently observed and measured as 

belns aggresslve and Tom as being overcontrolled. The major surprise 

is that teats such as the TAT which showed no reliable quantitative 

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

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

T h e i r  b e h a v i o r  in  the  u n i t  d i f f e r e d  as would be e x p e c t e d .  Abraham 

had a~sco re  os 63.7 on T o t a l  P h y s i c a l  A g g r e s s i o n .  Thonms had a s co re  

o f  O. Oa T o t a l  Verba l  A g g r e s s i o n ,  Abraham sco red  163.8 and aga in  Thomas 

s c o r e d  0. On a l l  the  R a t i n g  Sca l e s  Abraham was c o n s i s t e n t l y  r a t e d  in 

the d i r e c t i o n  of  g r e a t e r  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s ,  r e b e l l i o u s n e s s  and qua r re l some*  

hes s  w h i l e  Thomas was r a t e d  as c o o p e r a t i v e  and f r i e n d l y .  N e i t h e r  boy 

was a t  the  ex t reme o r  a t y p i c a l  of  h i s  p a r t i c u i a r  g r oup .  

On the  A d j e c t i v e  Check L i s t ,  Abraham had a . ~ a n  s c o r e  of  ~.5 a g g r e s -  

s l y  e adJec tLves  a t t r i b u t e d  to  him by the  c o u n s e l o r s .  They inc luded  the 

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

i m p u l s i v e ,  l oud ,  m i s c h i e v o u s ,  ou t spoken ,  q u a r r e l s o m ,  r e b e l l l o u s ,  show- 

o f f ,  and t ough .  Thomas, on the  o t h e r  hand had a mean s c o r e  of on ly  0 . 2 .  

Only one o f  t he  s iX  ~ c o u n s e l o r s  used  any a d j e c t i v e  f rom the  Aggre s s ive  

List i n  describing TomJ, (This adjective was "assertive.") 

On the O v e r c o n t r o l l e d  L i s t ,  Abraham had s mean s c o r e  o f  0 . 8 .  Tom 

on the other hand, had a mean of 7.2 overcontrolled adjectives attributed 

e, 
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I t O h i ~ ' t h e  ~ I g h e s t  s c o r e  i n  t h e  e n t i r e  s e ~ p l e .  They i n c l u d e d  t h e  

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

m a n n e r l y ,  n e r v o u s ,  p e a c a b l e ,  qu l eC ,  s e l f - c o n t r o l l e d  s h y ,  subm~ts s ive ,  

t i m i d ,  and  ~ i t h d r a v n .  

T h e  (~L,  w h i c h  i s  r e p r o d u c e d  i n  Tab le  i S , c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t .  

Abraham i s  b e t t e r  a b l e  t o  cope  w i t h  o t h e r  p e o p l e  t h a n  Thomas .  His  s c o r e s  

on Dominance and $ o c l a b i l i t y  e x c e e d  Tom's  by o v e r  20 T - s c o r e  p o i n t s .  On 

t h e  o t h e r  hx~d t h e  ~ o  boys  a r e  q u l C e  c l o s e  on t h e  s c a l e s  r e f l e c t i n  8 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  s o c i a l i z a t i o n ,  and  s e l f - c o n t r o l .  D e s p i t e  t h e  v a s t l y  

d i f f e r e n t  r e i n f o r c e m e n t  h i s t o r i e s  and  v a l u e  s y s t e m s ,  Tom i s  somewhat  

lOWer on t he  So s c a l e  t h a n  Abraham.  T h i s  c a n  be p a r t l y  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  

A b r a h a m ' s  e f f o r t  to  " f a k e  good ~ as  r e v e a l e d  by h i 5  h i g h  Good I m p r e s s i 0 n  

S c a l e  s c o r e .  But  t h i s  a l s o  r e f l e c t s  Tom's  i n n e r  a l i e n a t i o n  f r o m  and 

d i s i l l u s i o n  r i c h  s o c i e t y  d e s p i t e  h i s  ou tward  c o n f o r m i t y  end  a p p a r e n t  

a c c e p t a n c e  e f  s o c i a l  v a l , , e s ,  ( I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t ha t  t h e  ~ So s c a l e  m i g h t  

p r o v i d e  a v~y o f  d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  p e ~ l e  l l k e  Tom f rom o t h e r s  who a r e  a l s o  

o u t w a r d l y  r169 b u t  who a r e  no~ i ~ t e r n a l l y  a l i e n a t e d . )  

The ! m t e l l e c t u a l  s c a l e s  o f  t h e  CPI show g r e a t e r  c a p a c i t y  t o  a c h i e v e  

On Tom's  p a r t .  This is l.n p a r t  a ' r e f l e c t i o n  o f  t h e  d l f f e r e n c e  I n / n -  

I 
t e l l I E e ~ c e ,  f o r  Tom had  an  l q  o f  125 w h i l e  A b r a h a m ' s  was 107.  B u i l t  

a l s o  i n d i c a t e s  Tom' s  g r e a t e r  i n t e r . e a t  i n  l i t e r a t u r e  and  p h i l o s o p h y .  

The d lacrep~Jncy  b e t w e e n  t h e  At and  Ac s c a l e s  shows Tom to  be  an  i n -  

t e l l e c t u a l  m c n - c o n s 1 6 3  who ws s t r i k e  o u t  and d o  w e l l  on  h l a  own, 

b u t  who would h a v e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w i t h  r o u t i n e  o r  t e d i o u s  i n t e l l e c t u a l  

m a ~ e r l a l .  ~nua  Tom was q u i t e  w e l l  r e a d  i n  t he  a r e a s  w h i c h  i n t e r e s t e d  

hlm~ b u t  he  g s r e l y  t u r n e d  i n .  any  a s s i g n m e n t s  and had  v e r y  p o o r  g r a d e s  i n  

. ~ : ~ : _ ~ . . ~ I ~  �84 ~.~ ~ .  - .~ 





86.  

, h igh  s c h o o l .  Abraham, on the  o t h e r  hand, i s  ~ ,ch l e s s  o r i g i n a l  and 

better able to cope wlth run-of-the-mill learning, tasl~ which do not 

tail s individual initiative. In any case, his interest in acad- " 

emJ.c mactezs is quite low and he does not use his intellisence in an 

efficient manner. Tom's high score on flexlbillty indicates he is 

more likely to change h~s behavior to meet the needs of others. It 

a l s o  shows h i s  g r e a t e r  i n t e l l e c t u a l  l i b e r a l i s m .  2 

Thus on the  C~X, Tom appea r s  a s s  more i n t e l l e c t u a l  person~ somewhat 

lndependen~ i n  h i s  mode of  t h o u g h t ,  who has a d i f f i c u l t  t i ~ e  Coping w i t h  

i n t e r p e r s o n a l  s i t u a t i o n s .  Abr~la~ on the o t h e r  hand can dea l  e f f e c t -  

I v e l y  w i th  o t h e r s  bu t  has  l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  i n  a b s t r a c t  or  t h e o r e t i c a l  

B a t e r i a l .  Both boys  a r e  d e f i c i e n t  in  s o c i a l i z a t i o n ,  bu t  in  q u i t e  

di f fe re~t  ways.  A l so  b o t h  a re  low in  t h e i r  sense  of  we l l  b e i n g ,  s h o ~ I n g  

d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e i r  c u r r e n t  s i t u a t i o n .  HOWever, i t  i s  l i k e l y  

that this ~s chronic for Tom whereas it is situational for Abraham. 

On the  PF bo th  boys  have remarkably  low E x t r a p u n l t l v e n e s s  s c o r e s .  

Tom's  was 20.3 and Abraham ' s  even lower w l t h  a s c o r e  o f  14 .6 .  A b r a h a m ' s .  

i n  f a c t ,  s the  f i f t h  lowes t  s c o r e  in  the  e n t i r e  sample .  T h i s ,  as  we 

have s e e n .  b e a r s  l i t t l e  r e l a t i o n  to  h i s  o v e r t  b e h a v i o r  where he i s  

no th iu& i f  no t  e x t r a p u u i t i v e ,  Th i s  a long  w i t h  the  e l e v a ~ e d C l  s c o r e  

on the  ( ~ l .  would  s u r e s t  d i s s l ~ l s t i o n  on Abraham's  p a r t .  

t he  T .~ ,  b o t h  boys had Pun i shment :  A g g r e s s i o n  r a t i o s  o f  1 . 0 0 ;  

A~raham ws 5 ~ a ~  and 5 R pun r e s p o n s e s  and Tom w i t h  2 o f  e a c h ,  I n  

~ d h e n - a r r e s t e d  t r y i n g  to  c r o s s  the  l~exican b o r d e r ,  Tom had 77@and  
s e v e n  p ~ e r b a c k  book.~. ~ t e r  be ing  apprehended he v e n t  and s a t  i n  a 
c o r n e r  and r ead  Aldous  ~ u x l e Y ' s  Br~vr New World, c o n f i d i n g  to  t h e  
police os *~fhat kind  of ~rritiug fascinates me." 
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some r e s p e c t s  the  s t o r i e s  t o l d  by  e a c h b o y  were r a t h e r  s i m i l a r  h u t  

t h e r e  were 8o~e n o t e w o r t h y  d i f f e r e n c e s .  On Card 4 bo th  had s t o r l e s  
�9 . . , �9 

Of an ang ry  ~an go ing  o f f  to do someth ing  d r a s t i c  who i s  be ing  

t a l k e  d Out o f  i t  by a woman. I n  Abraham's  s t o r y  s h e  s u c c e e d s ,  b u t  

in  Tom's the man ' ~ o n ' c  l i s t e n  to  r e a s o n . "  On 8BH ~ h i l e  Abraham 

g i v e s  t he  t y p i c a l  s t o r y  of  an o p e r a t i o n ,  Tom d e p e r s o n a l i z e s  the  

a g g r e s s i o n  by t e l l ' i n g  a s t o r y ,  of  a boy dreaming o f  becomlng, a s u r g e o n .  

Th i s  d e p e r s o n a l i z a t i o n  i s  even more extreme in  r e s p o n s e  to  18CF. Here 

Abraham t e l l s  a s t o r y  of  a mother  ho l d i ng  up a d a u g h t e r  who has  f a i n t e d ,  

a theme which c l o s e l y  r e f l e c t s  h i s  own c l o s e  r e l a t i o n  w i t h  h i s  m o t h e r .  

Tom, on the  o t h e r  hand~ t e l l s  a s t o r y  of  a woman do ing  some th ing  to  a 

m a n l k s  the head on o r  t ak i ng  i t  o f f  o r  a r r a n g i n g  the  h a i r .  

The p e r s o n  hen t h u s  become a mechanica l  o b j e c t .  

F i o a l l ~ ,  the  d i f f e r e n c e  In  moods between she two young men i s  v e i l  

b r o u g h t  o u t  o~ Card 14, Here Abraham s a y s ,  "Looka l i k e  someone k inda  

l i k e s  to  s i t  ou~ a t  n i g h t  on the  window s i l l  and s i n g  o r  some th ing  

l i k e  ~hat  e~d look  up a t  the  moon J u s t  t o  p a s s  the  t/~n~ away."  

"]lOv does  he f e e l T "  the examiner  asked.  

*'He p r o b a b l y  f e e l s  p r e t t y  good- -he  d o n ' t  f e e l  bad o r  n o t h i n g . "  

" ~ o v ~ i g h t  the  s t o r y  endT" 

"HeSl l  p r o b a b l y  J u s t  c l o s e  the  window and go watch  l~V or  s o m e t h i n g . "  

I n  r e s p o n s e  to  the sa~e ca rd  and wi th  the  s a ~  exanLtner, Tom s a l 4 ,  

R~ala Ls a young man a t a n d l n g  a t  the  wlndov of  h i s  a p a r t m e n t ,  l o o k i n g  

o u t  t he  vs and wonder ing  a b o u t - - e v e ~ y t h i n g  i n  g e n e r a l . "  

" A n y p a r t i c u l a r  f ee l s  

"ConfusXon ."  
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"~ow might  t h i s  end?" 

~ d o n t t  knot*." 

While Abraham ' s  hero  looks a t  the moon a n d l l g h t h e a r t e d l y  s l n g s ,  Tom's 

s e a r c h e s  f o r  meaning and  f i n d s  on ly  Confus ion and an unknown end ing .  

Thus t h e  TAT examined in  a q u a l i t a t i v e  f a s h i o n  i l l u m i n a t e s  some 

of the  e s s e n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  between the two boys .  Abraham has  e cap-  

a c i t y  to r e l a t e  to o t h e r s  and I s  in  many r a y s  a normal boy.  The sou rc e  

of  h i s  d i f f i c u l t y  i s  f a m i l y  and s o c i a l  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  v h t c h  have led  t o  a 

f a i l u r e  to adopt middle c l a s s  v a l u e s .  Tom on the o t h e r  hand t s  c u t  o f f  

from o t h e r  ha~ans and i s  unable  to  f i n d  m e a n i n g o r c n h e r e n c e  in  h i s  wor ld .  

These t V o p a t t e r n e  of  r e sponse  a ! so  s u g g e s t  t h a t  the  r e a s o n  no group 

d i f f e r e n c e s  ve re  found on the  TAT might be due to t he  f a c t  t h a t  the  

q u a n t i t a t i v e  s c o r i n g  sys tem Is  too g ross  to d e t e c t  d l f f e r e n c e a  which l i e  

in  the m a t e r i a l .  

Both boys v e r e  d e f e n s i v e  on the Holtzman I n k b l o t  Techn ique '  Tom 

rejected 30 os the 45 blots and Abraham 32. The quant i ta t ive  p a t t e r n  

was q u i t e  s i f i a i l a r v i t h  the  e x c e p t i o n  of the  Color s c o r e .  Re re Abraham 

had a s c o r e  of  5 vhe reaa  Tom had no co lo r  detera~tned r e s p o n s e s .  One Of 

Abraham's  c o l o r  r e s p o n s e s  vas  a C-3 and the  o the r  a C ' 2 ,  i n d i c a t i n g  r e l a t i v e l y  

poor c o n t r o l  of  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  i m p u l s e s .  Aside from the  h i g h  number o f  r e -  

J e c t i o n s  t h e  tvo p r o t o c o l s  were no t  remarkable .  The most  no tewor thy  

t h i n g  about  Tom's  r e co rd  I s  the  absence  Of s i g n s  o f  s e r i o u s  p a t h o l o g y .  

As the  eXam~Lmlng p s y c h o l o g i s t  r emarked  in  h i s  r e p o r t ,  i t  i s  remarkab le  

t h a t  Tern, v i t h  h i s  h i s t o r y ,  h a d  not  become s c h l z 0 p h r e n i ~ .  The adequacy 

of  the  p r o t o c o l  I s  ach ieved  a t  the  expense of a d e u l a l  o f  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  

r e spouSlveneee  a s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  1or c o l o r  and movement s c o r e s ,  few Human 
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r e s p o n s e s  and a h i g h  number of  r e j e c t i o n s .  While Abraham's  record  i s  

a l s o  c o n s t r L c t e d ,  t h e r e  i s  more ba lance  among the r e s p o n s e s  he does 

g ive  wi th  b o t h  movement and co lo r  be ing  qsed more f r e e l y .  When Abraham 

sees  two people  he �9 them in coope ra t i ve  or coordi .na ted  a c t i o n ,  

such as d an c ing .  Tom, on the  o the r  hand, p l a c e s  them in  o p p o s i t i o n  

with a precept of two people pulling at so~ethlng. 

�9 he Adolescent Interview crystallized the boys' attitudes toward 

the expression of aggression. Both boys were asked how they dealt with 

the guy who "Ipushes people around." Abraham answered. "I don't ever 

say  n o t h i n g  co him t i l l  he s t a r t s  push ing  me a round . "  

' ~ h e t  i f  he s t a r t s  p u s h i n g  youT'  

" I  push h / ~  back . "  

Tom's x e p i y ,  on the  o t h e r  hand,  was, ~'I J u s t  i gno re  hba . "  

The e x t i n c t  a sked ,  "Suppose he s t a r t s  on you?" 

" I  ignore  h i m . "  

'~f he keeps pushlng'/" 

"Well I f  h e ' - 1  might  ge t  kind of  angry .  Otherwise  I can take wha tever  

he  wants  to p u s h y . . I  se ldom i f  eve r  ge t  mad a t  anybody, r e a l l y  mad." 

The boys Were a l s o  asked how t h e y  coped w i t h  s o , c o n e  who blew h i s  

top .  Abraham's  answer was guarded wi th  a v e i l e d  t h r e a t e n i n g  q u a l i t y .  " I  

t e l l  h f ~  ~o s t op  i t  and i f  I see  be c a n ' t  s t o p ,  ~aybe,  m a y b e , - -  I d o n ' t  know 

- - I  t r y  to p r e v e n t  i t . "  

To ~ ' s  r e sponse  was moat remarkable  f o r  the  e x t r e ~  o v e r c o n t r o l  

b o r d e r i n g  a iQo s t  ou r e a c t t o ~  rotation which i t  r e v e a l e d .  " I  guess  I 

d o n ' t  r e a l l y  s hLm, I s o r t  o f ,  h e  u s u a l l y  ~cools o f f  soone r  o r  

l a t e r ,  lle co o l s  o f f  soone r  or  l a t e r .  I had a f r i e n d  l i k e  t h a t .  One 

minute  h e ' d  be the  n i c e s t  guy in  the world,  the  nex t  minu te  herd  blow 
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h i s  top .  I ' d  j u s t  s o r t  of  shy away from him and two mlnutes  l a t e r  I ' d  

come back . "  

" W h a t  k ind  of t h i n g s  would he s ay  to you?" 
; 

' ~ e l l B  . . . .  I have a tendency  to t a l k  a l o t .  Sometimes I am-- 

e x c e s s i v e l y  gabby, and h e ~ l l  say ,  'Why d o n ' t  you s h u t  up or  s o ~ e t h l n g ~ '  

And I d o n ' t  know. I t  d o e s n ' t  r e a l l y  i r r i t a t e  me. I t  makes me r e a l i z e  

I am g e t t l n  8 i r r i t a t i n g .  I guess  I should  thank h im."  

When asked what they  did when they  got  angry wi th  t h e i r  p a r e n t s ,  

Abraham i n d i c a t e d  he spoke to  the  p a r e n t  about I t ,  whi le  Tom r e p l i e d ,  

" . . . l l k e  e v e ~ y t h l n g  e l s e .  I keep i t  to m y s e l f . "  

T h e  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  t e s t s  and r e s e a r c h  o b s e r v a t i o n s  thus  bear  out  the  

i m p r e s s i o n s  K~Ined from the  case  h l s t o r s  Abraham Linco ln  Jackson  i s  

m r e l a t i v e l y  normal boy whose u p b r i n g i n g  has  l e f t  him d e f s  in  the 

u s u a l  s o c i a l  v a l u e s .  He has  l i t t l e  m o t i v a t i o n  to  achs In school  and 

t h e r e f o r e  d o e s n ' t .  He has  been rewarded s a g g r e s s i o n  in  the p a s t  
.r  

t h rough  1)  the  i n n a t e  s a t i s s 1 6 3  Of h i t t i n g  someone who annoys one.  

2) I n c r e a s e d  ma te rna l  a t t e n t i o n  and sumpathy,  and 3) r e s p e c t  of  h i s  f e l l ow 

gang members, He h a s t h u s  developed s t r o n g  a g g r e s s i v e  h a b i t s  which b r i ng  

hi~n i n t o  c o n f l i c t  w i th  the  law. 

I n Custody a l s o  he was a g g r e s s i v e  to  o t h e r  iv-~ates and to  s t a s163  a l t hough  

l e s s  ao~ no doubt ,  t han  he would have been o u t s i d e  a c u s t o d i a l  i n e t i t u t s  

lie was s u f f i c i e n t l y  guarded  in  the  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  examina t ion  so t h a t  he 

d id  n o t . o b t n i n  abnorma! ly  h i g h h o s t i ! s  s co re s  on the  mOre o v e r t  

measures  Such :as t he  Pu and TAT. Nor i n  the  i n t e r v i e w  did  he say  h e  

felt Justified in using aggression in any situation, although hints of 

this attitude came through. On the more covert measures, however, such 

" , . " - i  
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.as the  e~q>s de r i ved  C~I s c a l e s  and the  Holtzman d e t e r m i n a n t  s c o r e s ,  

Abraha~n's g r e a t e r  l ~ u l s i v l t y  shoved th rough .  

To~, who commit ted the  most v i o l e n t  o f f e n s e  in  t h e  sample ,  was on 

the  o t h e r  h a ~  a model p r i s o n e r ,  lle yes  un i fo rmly  r a t e d  as  be ing  p o l l t e ,  

c o o p e r a t i v e  an~ p a s s i v e .  On the t e s t s  and I n t e r v i e w s  he ye s  as  open and 

fraDk as h i s  l e v e l  of  i n s i g h t  p e r m i t t e d ,  The p s y c h o l o g i c a l  e xa mlna t l on  

showed Tom to  be nn,ch mOre d i s t u r b e d  than  Abr#ha~. W h i l e  not  p s y c h o t i c  

be yes  d e f i n i t e l y  s c h i z o i d ;  The t e s t s  showed him to  have extreme d i f f l c u l t y  

i n  I n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t l o n s ,  to b o t t l e  up the  e x p r e s s i o n  of h i s  f e e l l n g s  

i n c l u d i n g  h o s t i l i t y  and to be u n s u c c e s s f u l l y  s e e k i n g  meaning in  a e o n f u s e d  

wor ld .  Unl ike  Abraham, he used i n t e l l e c t u a l  a c t i v i t i e s  such as f a n t a s y  

and r e a d i n g  as d e f e n s e s .  Horeover ,  he used  such  t r a d i t i o n a l  d e f e n s e s  as  

i s o l a t i o n  ~nd r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n .  Unl lke  Abraham he had ~ c h  l e s s  a v a r e n e s s  

of  the  ~ t u r e  end q u a l l t y  Of h i s  r e a l  f e e l l n g s  toward o t h e r s  d e s p i t  e h l s  

v a s t l y  more i n t r o s p e c t i v e  a t t i t u d e .  Abraham knew he d l e l l k e d  h i s  v i c t i m  

and he knew ~hy.  Tom did  not  know he ha ted  h i s  mother n o r  co~Id he say  

why she rea l l~  " i r r i t a t e d "  him. 

Tee ca se  s t u d i e s  of  t h e s e  two boys~ a long  v l t h  the  q u a n t i t a t i v e  d a t a  

p r e s e n t e d  i n  Chap te r  f o u r ,  i l l u s t r a t e  t h a t  a ~ r e s s l v e n e s s  i s  no t  a s i ~ > l e  

u n i t a r y  p h e n o ~ n o n  v a r y i n g  only  i n  degree :  A s s a u l t l v e  o f f e n d e r s  c a n  

d i s  w l d e l ~ I n  the  mot ive  and q u ~ l l t y  of  t h e i r  c o n t r o l s .  The e x t r e ~ l y  

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

wh i l e  the  moderate  o r  ~ l d l y  a g g r e s s l v e  p e r s o n  i s  a p t  to be u n d e r c o n t r o l l e d .  

Th i s  i s  a t  ~ s rked  v a r i a n c e  wi th  ~os t  p s y c h o l o g l c a l  t h i n k i n g  vhlCh r e g a r d s  

a l l  a s s a u l t i v e  People  as  hav ing  e s s e n t i a l l y  s i m i l a r ,  b a s i c a l l y  s o c i 0 -  

p a t h i c  p e ~ s o ~ s l l t i e s .  





Chapter 6 

In the first chapter the w~iter proposed that assaultive offenders 

could be divided Into two distinctly different types: the habitually 

aggressive person who because of the social and familial conditions 

in whlch he was reared expresses his hostile feelings directly and with 

a minimum of restraint, and the chronicaHy overcontrolled person who 

Is pathologically unable to express aggression. 

The habitually aggressive person is most apt to commit mild or 

m o d e r a t e l y  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t s  s i n c e  he d i s c h a r g e s  h i s  h o s t i l i t y  b e f o r e  

i t  r e a c h e s  h o m i c i d a l  p r o p o r t i o n s ,  lie I s  c a p a b l e j  howeve r ,  o f  e x t r e m e l y  

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

o r  i f  h i s  s u b c u l t u r e  demands s u c h  b e h a v i o r  i n  c e r t a i n  s i t u a t i o n s  s u c h  

as  " r u m b l e s " .  The c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  type~ on t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  

r a r e l y  i f  e v e r  e n g a g e s  i n  m i l d  o r  m o d e r a t e  a g g r e s s i o n .  : I f  t h e y  do 

a g g r e s s  IC i s  i n  an e x t r e m e  o r  h@mor f a s h i o n .  The r e a s o n  f o r  t h i s  

i s  t h a t  t h e  I n h i b i t i o n s  a g a i n s t  a g g r e s s i o n  a r e  so  e x t r e m e  i n  t h e s e  

p e r s o n s  t h a t  t h e  I n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n  mus t  r e a c h  an  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  

l e v e l  to  overcome t h e  i n h i b i t i o n s .  T h i s  p r o p o s i t i o n  h a s  been  e x a m i n e d  

f i r s t  by a r e v i e w  o f  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e ,  s e c o n d  by a wide band  �9 q u a n t i t a t i v e  

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

and f i n a l l y  by a c a s e  s t u d y  o f  two a s s a u l t i v e  p e o p l e .  The d a t a  s u p p o r t e d  

t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  t y p o l o g y  e x i s t s  and t h a t ,  moreove r  , i t  

I s  t h e  c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  t ype  wh i ch  i s  a p t  t o  be I n v o l v e d  i n  

more s e r l O u s  a g g z e s s l v e  o f f e n s e s .  

I t  s h o u l d  be ~ p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  I n s t r u m e n t a l  a g g r e s s i o n  i n  w h i c h :  

a g g r e s s i o n  Is  a means r a t h e r  t h a n  an end ,  as  I n  t h e  c a s e  o f  s t r o n g  arm 
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r o b b e r y ,  h a s  been  e x c l u d e d  f rom t h i s  t r e a t m e n t .  Nor s h o u l d  t h i s  

t y p o l o g y  be c o n s t r u e d  as  b e i n g  a p p l i c a b l e  to  s o c i a l l y  s a n c t i o n e d  

a g g r e s s i v e  a c t s  s u c h  as  k i l l i n g  i n  t he  l i n e  o f  d u t y  by t he  s o l d i e r ,  

p o l i c e ~ a n  Or e x e c u t i o n e r .  The h y p o t h e s i s  i s  r e s t r i c t e d  to  i l l e g a l  

acts in which the primary goal of the aggression was apparently to hurt 

o r  i n j u r e  t h e  v i c t i m .  

The a u t h o r * s  p r i m a r y  c o n c e r n  has  been to  e s t a b l i s h  t he  e x i s t e n c e  

o f  t h e s e  two t y p e s  and to  show t h a t  the  a g g r e s s i o n  o f  t he  c h r o n i c a l l y  

o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n  i s  a p t  to  be o f  an  ex t r eme  n a t u r e .  I n  v a r i o u s  

s a m p l e s  o f  e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  o f f e n d e r s  t he  r e l a t i v e  p r o p o r t i o n  

o f  o v e r c o n t ~ o l l e d  and  u n d e r c o n t r o l l e d  t y p e s  w i l l  Vary .  The more p r o v o c -  

a t i v e  the  envL ronmen t  and the  more t h e  s u b c u l t u r e  demands e x t r e m e  

a g g r e s s i o n  f rom i t s  members ( a s  i n  some J u v e n i l e  g r o u p s ) ,  t he  more 

h a b l t u a l l y  a & g r e s s l v e  p e o p l e  w i l l  be i n v o l v e d  in  e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  

o f f e n s e s .  On t he  o t h e r  hand s u b c u l t u r a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  w i l l  n o t  i n f l u e n c e  

o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e o p l e  to  coumi t  m i l d  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t s . .  For  t h e n  t he  r e s p o n s e  

a l t e r n a t l v e s  seem t o  be an  e x t r e m e  or  h o m i c i d a l  r e s p o n s e  o r  no a g g r e s s i v e  

r e s p o n s o  ~ h a t s o e v e r .  

The~e a r e  a number  o f  i m p l i c a t i o n s  to  t h e s e  f i n d i n g s .  TheY c a n  be  

r o u g h l y  8 r n u p e d  i n t o  t h r e e  a r e a s ,  t he  I m p l l c a t i o n s  f o ~  p r a c t i c e ,  t h e  

i m p l l c a t l o n s  f o r  r e s e a r c h  me thodo logy  and  t h  e i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  t h e o r y .  

T h e r e  a r e  s e v e r a l  I m p l l c a t i o n s  f o r  c l i n i c a l  p r a c t i c e .  I n  t h e  a r e a  o f  

d i a g n o s i s ,  i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n  o~ a g g r e s s ' i v e  b e h a v i o r  i s  n o t  

a s i m p l e  t a s k .  I t  i s  n o t  enough  mere l y  to  a s s e s s  t h e  c o n t r o l s  and  p r e -  

d i c t  a&gressEve  b e h a v i o r  i n  t h o s e  c a s e s  where  a d e q u a t  e c o n t r o l  a p p e a r s  

l a c k l n ~ .  The p s y c h o l o g i s t  or  p s y c h i a t r i s t  mus t  a l s o  be a l e r t  f o r  t h e  
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p o t e n t i a l l y  h o m i c i d a l ,  c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n  who everyone  

f e e l s  " w o u l d n ' t  h u r t  a s  The p r e s e n t  s t u d y  does no t  i n d i c a t e  any 

d e f i n i t i v e  way in  which  the  p o t e n t i a l l y  homic ida l  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n  

such  as Thomas Doney o r  B i l l y  Jones  can be d i s c r i m i n a t e d  from o t h e r  

O V e r c o n t r o l l e d  peop le  who a re  no t  dange rous .  There i s  a s u g g e s t i o n  t h a t  

the  key may be the  c o m b i n a t i o n  o f  c h r o n i c  o v e r c o n t r o l  o f  a g g r e s s i o n  i n "  

c o n J u n c t i o n w s  b a s i c  a l i e n a t i o n  from s o c i e t y .  

The da t a  a l s o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  the  u s e f u l n e s s  o f . p s y c h o l o g l c a l  t e s t s  i s  

a p t  to  va ry  w i t h  the  s e t t i n g  in which they  a r e  used .  I n  a c u s t o d i a l  

�9 s i t u a t i o n  such  as t h i s ,  where the p a t i e n t  i s  h i g h l y  mo t iva t ed  to impress  

the  examiner ,  the  r e s u l t  os r e l a t l v e l y f a c e  v a l i d  or  bbv ious  t e s t s  such as  A 

Rosenzweig PF or  the TAT must be i n t e r p r e t e d  ~ i t h  g r e a t  c a u t i o n .  The da t a  

i n d i c a t e  t h a t  b e t t e r  r e s u l t s  are o b t a i n e d  by u s i n g  more s u b t l e  measures  

such  as e m p i r i c a l l y  d e r i v e d  s c a l e s  of  p e r s o n a l i t y  i n v e n t o r i e s  o r  d e t e r -  

minant  s c o r e s  os i n k b l o t  t e s ~ s .  

In  t e r ~  os t r e a t m e n t  Of the c o n v i c t e d  c r i m i n a l ,  i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  

t h e  t y p i c a l  c o r r e c t i o n a l  f a c i l i t y  does no t  meet the  needs  os the ove r -  

c o n t r o l l e d  o f f e n d e r .  A b a s i c  goal  of  most c o r r e c t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  i s  

t o  f o s t e r  c o n t r o l s  by r e w a r d i n g  con fo r~L ty  and p u n i s h i n g  d e f i a n c e ,  a s s e r t i v e ~  

h e s s  o r  a g g r e s s i o n .  ITnile t h i s  i s  a p p r o p r i a t e  fo r  an h a b i t u a l l y  a g g r e s s i v e  

Of f ende r  l i k e  Abraham Jackson~ i t  i s  no t  apt  to  he lp  the  p r o b l e m a o f  an 

o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n  such  as Thomas Doney. What he needs ,  among o t h e r  

t h i n g s ,  i s  t o  l e a r n  to cope wi th  and e x p r e s s  h i s  f e e l i n g s  of  a g g r e s s i o n  

~n ways s h o r ~  of  homic ide .  T h e r e f o r e ,  he sho u ld  be i~  a m i l i e u  in  which 

mi ld  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t i n g  ou t  i s  encouraged and rewarded.  Is  p s y c h o t h e r a p y  "~ 

is successful and he s t a r t s  making assertive responses, however, such ~ 

�9 
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responses a re  ap t  to be punished rather than rewarded s163 he is i n  

a typical correctional facility. The s further s u g g e s t  that 

t he  dea th  p e n a l t y  i s  u s e l e s s  as a d e t e r r a n t  f o r  t h e  v e r y  p e o p l e  most  

l i k e l y  to  c o - - i t  homic ide .  The o v e r e o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n  does n o t  need 

ext reme e x t e r n a l  p u n i t i v e  measures  to i n h i b i t  h i s  a g g r e s s i o n .  His  

i n t e r n a l  c o n t r o l s "  a re  a l r e a d y  more than  adequa te .  I n  f a c t ,  e x i s t e n c e  

o f  the dea th  p e n a l t y  might  induce him to make a h o m i c i d a l  r e s p o n s e ,  

as  opposed  to  som~ o t h e r  r e s p o n s e ,  s imply  because  i t  no t  on ly  s e r v e s  

to  e x p r e s s  h i s  h o s t i l i t y  bu t  a l s o  c a r r i e s  wi th  i t  a p e n a l t y  s u f s  

s e v e r e  t o  r e s o l v e  h i s  r e s u l t i n g  g u i l t  f e e l i n g s .  

There  a r e  a l s o  i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  r e s e a r c h  methodology.  First ,  the  

findings indicates that themethod of studying aggresslon by examiuing 

a s s a u l t i v e  and n o n - a s s a u l t i v e  c r i m i n a l  and d e l i n q u e n t  s u b j e c t s  i s  a 

f r u i t f u l  one .  I n  the  p a s t � 9  of  our  da ta  r e l a t i n g  to  t h e o r i e s  of  

s g g . r e s s / o n  h a s  come from l a b o r a t o r y  s t u d i e s  u s i n g  normal  S u b j e c t s  and 

�9 mi ld  forms oE a g g r e s s i o n .  The f i n d i n g s  from the se  s t u d i e s  have t h e n  

been e x t r a p o l a t e d  in  an e f f o r t  t o  accoun t  f o r  the more s e r i o u s  fo rms  of  

a g g r e s s i o n  s~ch  as homic ide .  The p r e s e n t  s t u d y  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t he  

dynamics i n v o l v e d  i n  e x t r e m e l y  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v i o r  a r e  a p t  to  be q u i t e  

d i f f e r e n t  f r o a  t h o s e  I n v o l v e d  in  ~ t l d e r  forms Of a g g r e s s i o n .  E x t r a -  

p o l a t l o n  o f  ~ar.a conce ' rn ing  mlld  forms of  a g g r e s s i o n  tn  an e f f o r t  t o  

- accouu t  f o r  n o t e  v i o l e n t  a g g r e s s i o n  i s  thus  ap t  tO l e a d  to  e r r o r s .  

Ano the r  i m p l i c a t i o n  c o n c e r n s  t h e u s e  o f  a g g r e s s i v e  s u b j e c t s  i n  

t he  v a l l d a t i o a  o f  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  t e s t s .  I t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  a s s a u l t i v e  

s u b j e c t s  s h o u l d  no t  be i n d i s c r f m l u a n t l y  used as  a c r i t e r i o n  group  f o r  

s c a l e s  o f  h o s t i l i t y  and c o n t r o l .  At the ve ry  l e a s t ,  the  s u b j e c t s  s h o u l d  





-- g 6 .  

be d i v i d e d  i n t o  mOderate and extreme a g g r e s s i v e  g r o u p s .  I f  t h e  

ex t reme  group ge t s  a low s c o r e  on a s c a l e  of  h o s t i l i t y  o r  a h igh  

s c o r e  on a ac~ le  o f  c o n t r o l ,  i t  does no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  mean cha t  t he  

t e s t  i s  i m v a l i d ;  i t  may on ly  mean t h a t  the re  Was a h igh  p r o p o r t i o n  

of overcomtroLled subjects in the extremely assaultive criterion 

g roup .  The i n v e s t i g a t o r  i s  s a f e r  u s i n g  a c r i t e r i o n  group o f  moder-  

a t e l y  a s s e u l t l v e  s u b j e c t s  s i n c e  I t  i s  l e s s  l i k e l y  such  a group c o n t a i n s  

many o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e o p l e .  

I n v e s t i g a t o r s  s h o u l d  a l s o  b e r a t e  of  p o o l i n g  da t a  from the  two t y p e s  

of  o f f e n d e r s  t o g e t h e r  in  a s t udy  of  t e s t  v a l i d a t i o n .  I f  t h i s  i s  done.  

no d i f f e r e n c e s  in  c e n t r a l  t e n d e n c y  might  be found between the  a g g r e s -  

s i v e  g roup  �9 and a c o n t r o l  group s l n c e  the  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  and u n d e r -  

c o n t r o l l e d  s u b j e c t s  tended  to cance l  one a n o t h e r  o u t .  The i n v e s t i g a t o r  

might  v r o n g l y  i n f e r  t e s t  i n v a l l d l t y .  

There  a r e  a l s o  i m p o r t a n t  b n p l l c a t i o n s  f o r  t h e o r y ,  s i n c e  the  f i n d i n g s  

s u p p o r t  t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  pu t  s  In Chap te r  I .  I t  w i l l  be 

r e c a l l e d  t h a t  in  t h a t  c h a p t e r ,  the ~ r u s t r a t i o n - a g g r e s a i o n  h y p o t h e s i s  

and the  ML11er c o n f l l c t  model were ex tended  to a c c o u n t  f o r  the  deg r ee  

o f  v i o l e n c e  o f  the  a g ~ r e s s l v e  a c t .  I t  was s t a t e d  t h a t  the  n o t i o n  p u t  

f o r v a r d  by Bandura and W a i t e r s  (1959) among o t h e r s  t h a t  the  deg r ee  o f  

v i o l e n c e  s p r o p o r t i o n a l  to  t he  n a t  s t r e n g t h  of  the  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  

a g g r e s s i o n  runs  i n t o  s e r i o u s  d i f f i c u l t i e s  in a c c o u n t i n g  f o r  t he  c h r o n -  

i c a l l y  o v e r e o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n .  S ince  s t h l s  ' ~ o r m T u r n s "  type p e r s o n  

inhibition is excessively high and instigation builds up in small 

increments over time by means of Cen~oT'a1"aummats the resulting 

a c t  i s  o f t e n ,  a s  i n  the  ca se  o f  B i l l y  J o n e s ,  our  o f  a l l  p r o p o r t i o n  

~�9 � 9  � 9 1 4 9 1 4 9  ~�9149149149149149 i �9149149 . . . . . .  �9 �9 . . . . . .  ~ � 9  �9 / i � 9  i ~ ~�9 
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to  t h e  n e t  s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n .  . I t  s e emed  much 

more a d e q u a t e  to  s u p p o s e  t h a t  t he  d e g r e e  o f  v i o l e n c e  os t h e  a g g r e s -  

s i v e  r e s p o n s e  i s  p r o p o r t i o n a l  to  t h e  a b s o l u t e  s t r e n g t h  os t h e  I n s t i -  

g a t i o n  t o  a g g r e s s i o n .  On t he  o t h e r  h a n d ,  t h e  f a c t s  o f  r e s p o n s e  

g e n e r a l l z a t l o ~  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  a11 a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e s  to  a t a r g e t  

a r e  Dot p r o p o r t i o n a l  t o  t he  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g r e s s i o n .  T h e r e f o r e ,  a 

s p e c i a l  c l a s s  o f  r e s p o n s e s ,  c a l l e d  " p r e p o t e n t "  r e s p o n s e s  y e s  p r o p o s e d .  

T h e s e  r e s p o n s e s  a r e  d e f i n e d  as  t he  r e s p o n s e s  u~Ich  would Occur  i n  a 

g i v e n  s l t u m t l o n  is no i n h i b i t i o n s  were o p e r a t i n g ;  I [  t he  i n s t i g a t i o n  

o u t w e l g h s :  t h e  i n b i b l t f o n a  which  do e x i s t ,  t h e  p r e p o t e n t  r e s p o n s e  i s  

the one t h a t  o c c u r s .  Is  on  t he  o t h e r  hand i n h i b i t i o n  Ou twe ighs  I n s t l -  

g a t i o n ,  a ~ e s s e r  a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  o c c u r s  t h r o u g h  r e s p o n s e  g e n e r -  

a l i z a t i o n ,  o r  the  a g g r e s s i o n  i s  d i s p l a c e d  on to  a n o t h e r  l~arget~ o r  i n  

t h e  e a s e  os c h r o n i c a l l y  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e o p l e ,  no a g g r e s s i v e  r e s p o n s e  

o c c u r s  aLnce  i n h i b i t i o n s  p r e v e n t  r e s p o n s e  g e n e r a l l z e t i o n  o r  d i s p l a c e m e n t  

| t o m  o c c u r r i n g .  Bo th  h a b l t u a l l y  a g g r e s s i y e  and o v e r c o n t r o l l e d  p e o p l e  

t e n d  t o  u s e  P r e P o t e n t  r e sponses~  when t h e y  do a g g r e s s :  t h e  [ o r m e r  

b e c a u s e  t h e i r  l e v e l  os i n h i b i t i o n  i s  so  low t h e r e  a r e  Jew c o ~ p u u c t l o n s  

a g a i n s t  s u c h  r e s p o n s e s ,  and t he  l a t t e r  b e c a u s e  t h e y  hav~ n o t  l e a r n e d  t h e  

a l t e r n a t i v e  r e s p o n s e s  o f  d l s p l a c e m e n t  and r e s p o n s e  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n .  F o r  

n o n - p r e p o t e ~ t  r e s p o n s e s  t h e  deg ree  os v l o l e n c e  i s  h e l d  n o t  t o  b e  

p r o p o r t i o n a l  t o  t h e � 9  o f  i n s t i g a t i o n  a g g r e s s i o n .  ~ t  may be  a 

s  os t h e  n e t  s t r e n g t h ,  b u t  t h i s  i s  n o t  c l e a r  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e .  

Ths  t h e o r e t / c a l  s t r u c t u r e  ~a s  e r e c t e d  on t h e  s u p p o s i t i o n  t h a t  

an  o v e r c o n t r o l l e d g r o u p  ~L~ght e x i s t .  Now t h a t  i t  h a s  been  e s t a b l i s h e d  

t h a t  s u c h  a g roup  d o e s  e x i s t ,  t h e  t h e o r y  r e c e i v e s  s0~e e m p i r i c a l  s u p p o r t .  
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In an indirect fashion the existence of this overcontrolled group 

also supports the notion of Dollard et al (1939) that there is such 

a phenomeno n as temporal summation of the instigation for aggres- 

81on.  No o t h e r  c u r r e n t  t h e o r y  e x p l a i n s  t h e  b e h a v i o r  o f  t h e  o v e r -  

c o n t r o l l e d  p e r s o n  as  w e l l  a s  t h e  n o t i o n  t h a t  t h e i r  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t s  

a r e  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  s l o w l y  a c c u m u l a t i n g  i n s t i g a t i o n  as  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  

s u c c e s s i v e  f r u s t r a t i o n s  ove r  t i m e .  Tom Doney, h i m s e l f ,  t r i e d  t o  

e x p l a L n  t h i s  when he  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  murde r  o f  h i s  m o t h e r  was n o t  

the result of amy specific provocation but Of many little things 

that Just built up over time. " ~ 

F L n a l ! y  . t he  d a t a  s u g g e s t  t h a t  a t t e m p t s  to  f i n d  a s i n g l e  " c a u s e "  

f o r  J u v e n i l e  d e l i n q u e n c y ,  ~ h e t h e r .  i t  i s  as s i m p l e  as  " t o o  many comic  

books" or as complex as anomie theory, are apt to he fruitless. We 

have seen chat the personalities of boys engaged even in a hlghly 

restricted form os delinquency, namely assaultive behavior, can 

d i s  s l g n i f i c a n t l y  f rom one a n o t h e r .  I f  t h i s  s i n g l e  c l a s s  o f  

b e h a v i o r  c an  be t h i s  complex ,  t h e n  o b v i o u s l y  the  f u l l  r a n g e  o f  j u v e n i l e  

c r ime  f r o ~  runaway t o  m u r d e r ,  f r om a r s o n  to  n a r c o t i c s ,  f rom t r u a n c y  l 

t o  p r o s t i t u t i o n ,  c a n n o t  be f i t t e d  i n t o  any s i n g l e  s i m p l e  e x p l a ~ a t l o n .  

The p r e s e n t  a u t h o r  f e e l s  t h a t  wha t  t h e  f i e l d  r e q u i r e s  I s ,  f i r s t  o f  a l l  

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  d e l i n q u e n t s  i n t o  v a r i o u s  t y p e s  o r  c l a s s e s ,  and  

s e c o n d l y  e m p i r i c a l  r e s e a r c h  on t h e s e  c l a s s e s .  Then  we w i l l  be s a 

p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e o r i z e  b u t  n o t  b e f o r e .  T h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  r e p r e s e n t s  a 

b e g i n n i n g  to  t h i s  t a s k  o f  e m p i r i c a l  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  
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with their perceived similarity, l~hen inhibition outweighs instigation, 
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TABLE ! 

~lean Rorschach Hostility Indices for Three Groups of Crln~inals 
Fron, I|egargee and Mendelsohn (1963) 

Gro_~ 

Extren~ Ass~ualtive 

I$oderate Assaultive 

~on-assaultive 

N ~leaxl RI|I 

21 4.134 

21 7.137 

27 6.197 

s_ 

3 .1o  

i o ..i 1 

5.31 





w 

Group 

Vaz f, able 

B 

Age-range 

A~e 

7, Nesro 

7, u  Deten t i on  

Xq Range 

TABLE 2 

$USJECT COF2OSITION OF THE FOUR GROUPS 

EA I'O I P,A 

102. 

9 
14-11 to  16-9 

14-5 

44.5 

77.7 

93.8 

73-.125 

26 

11-1 Co 17-4 

15-5 

57.7 

23.0 

91 .8  

67-107 

20 

11-2 to  17-9 

15-3 

60.0 

25.0 

97.3 

64-160 

21 

l l - 3  to  17-7 

15-6 

66.7 

28 .5  

97.0 

71-167 

. it 
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TABLE 3 

Incidence  o~ F i r s t  Offenders  

Extremely Moderately 
Assau l t iye  ASsaultive 

Total  

F i r s t  " 

d e t e n t i o n  

Recidivist 

~ota l  I 

7 6 13 

2 15 i7 

9 21 30 

* Corrected 

Chi Square a 4.37 





Alone 

Group 

To ta l  

* C o r r e c t e d  

104 

TA~ 4 

Inc idence  of S o l f t s r y  v s .  Croup Of fender s  

Extreme Moderate 
Assaultlv~ A s s ~ u l t i v  r 

9 

17 

21 

Tot~l 

I0 

20 

30 

t 

(:hi Square = 4 .43  
jp~ .o l  
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~ x t Y ~  
~ssaultivr 

~ABLE 5 

School  Attendance Records 

OutstandlnR Sg~C~O~Y PQor ..Tot~l 

1 6 

39 Zest  os sample  16 23 

t o t a l  , 2 19 24 45 P r 
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TABLE 6 

School Conduct Records Of EA Co~Pared With 
The Rest of the Sample 

Outstanding Sat t~fac~o[y Unsatisfactory Tota ~ 

rJ, 

PO, I ,  & HA 

ror ! �9 

13 

15 

3o 

33 �84 

6 

43 

49 
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TABLE 7 

Mean Sco re s  os the Four.Groups on the Behavior  Check L i s t  
With ~ Values of  the Tes ted  D i f f e r e n c e s  

V a r i a b l e  

EA 

T o t a l  ~ 74.41 
Verbal  
AggressLon s 79.04 

Tota l  
Physical 
A g g r e s s i o n  s 

27.04 
25.84 

Cr~.p score8 
B A v s  

PO I PO + I + H A  FA vu I HA 

113.44 137.43 103.80 

88.52 92.85 73.07 

32.78 4+.~7 51.o2 
50.26 49.23 58.31 

21 i9  26 

.058 .05 

g a y s .  HA 

.374 .255 
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1. 

2. 

TABLE 8 

HearLs, S t anda rd  D e v i a t i o n s  and p_ Leve l �9  of  Tes t ed  Compar isons  
On the  F ive  Ra t ing  Sca le s  and Combined Sca le  

Croup Scores  VJLV~ u e �9 
gA v �9  ~ "  vs  

SCALE EA P~} I HA P01 I & HA HA 

Uncooperat ive-x 3.29 3.20 3.13 2.99 .05 .01 
Cooperative �9 ,33 .48 .32 .30 

Amiable- x 2.61 2.82 2.86 2,90 .073 .051 
quarrelsome s .33 .54 .52 ,47 

3 .  A g g r e s s i v e -  x 3.17 
Submles ive  �9 .40 

m 

4. Doci le-  X 2.54 
Rebellious �9 .44 

5. 

3.00 2.96 2.96 . !19  
.32 .27 .36 

2.85 2.84 2.83 .064 
.57 .52 .59 

,073 

.133 

A n t a s o n i e t i c  x 2.93 2.86 2.80 2.70 
Fc ie ,d l y  8 .44 .32 .44 .29 

6 .  Combined x 16.11 15.36 14.96 14.80 
Scalea �9 1.97 1.98 1.52 1.77 

.179 .02 

N 9 21 2O 26 

.O6 .045 
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TABLE 9 

Neasure  

Heart # over- x 
c o n t r o l l e d  s 
a d j e c t i v e s  

Heart # a g g r e s -  
s i v e  a d j e c t i v e  

~ 0 ,  o v e E c o n -  
t r o l l e d  minus 
Bo. a g g r e s s i v e  

a d | e c t f v e s  

Means~ S t a n d a r d  D e v f a t i o n s  and E Values  of  T e s t e d  
Comparisons on the Gough A d j e c t i v e  Check L i s t  

Group Sco re s  

~A P0 I ~A 

3.86 
2. O0 

x 1 . 4 4  
s 1.33 

x 2 .42 

s 3.07 
I 

9 I 

3.04 
1.9o 

2.48 
2.23 

0.56 

3,98 

26 

2.48 
1.18 

3.26 
2.43 

-0 .78 

3.29 

20 

2.67 I 1.64 

3.24 
2.71 

-0.57 

4.15 

E A v s  

.065 

.047 

.028 

v Values  

E A v s  HA 

.076 

.071 

.055 

19 
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TABLE 10 

Keans ,  S tandard  Dev ia t i ons  and p Values of  Tes ted  
Con~ar isons  on the Adolescen t  In t e rv i ew  Sca les  

Cr~ Scores R Values 

E A r s  E A r s  E A v s  
PO 1 HA PO, I ,  b l,~ I HA 

I 
Reported v e rb a l  x 2.77 2.70 3.08 2.801 Not t es te r  
mggress lon a g a i n s t  
,eera s 1.13 1.04 1.19 1.02 

~eported p h y s i c a l  x 3.39 3.11 3.45 3.50 Not t e s tec  
mggres~ion a g a i n s t  
,eer8 s 1.24 1.31 1.31 1.16 

w 

~eported v e rb a l  x 2.36 2.03 2.29 2.08 .580 
ag g re s s io n  a&aiast 
~ u t h o r i t t e a  s .96 .67 .96 .75 

. . . .  i 

~ p o r t e d  p ~ y s i c a l  ~ 1 . 0 8  1 .20  1.34 1.19 .065 
a g g r e s s i o n  against 
authorities s .21 .26 .36 .30 

1 N 9 23 20 20 

3.78 

not  
~es t ed  

3.19 

.082 

t Two T a l l  tea~ used s i n c e  da t a  are  not  in  hypo thes l zdd  D i r e c t i o n  





. . = ,  

~", Sca les  

Croups : Do 

~ 21.0 
(N=6)s 5.85 

Po ~ 21.7 
(~=15)a ~.60 

m I x 20.2 
(N-z2)s 5.7~ 

(~=13)  s 

C8 

15.2 
4 . 0 4  

14 .6  
3.32 

14.8 
3.34 

20.3 
4.31 

i 
21.61 
4.47 

22.0 
4..56 

T.ABI~ll A 
Means and S tandard  Dev ia t ions  of C . P . l .  Raw Scores 

33.7 
4.99 

32.6 
4170 

�9 f 

33.1 
6.18 

Sa t~b Ra ~So Se To Ci Cm Ac Ai  l e  Py Fx 

19.0! 
2 . 8 4  

18.3 
2 . 2 5  

35,5 
4,57 

30.3 
4.99 

28.8 
.5;26 

24.5 
7 �9 9! 

21,3 
4.95 

18.5 
3.80 

30.01 26.5 
6.191 6.13 I 

29.3 22,5J 
5.44 6.42 

26.0 21.8 
.5.66 6.6.8 

18.2 
6.6.1 

14o9 
3.91 

14.0 
5.04 

15.7 
3.25 

16.1 
5.62' 

12.6 
.%14 

23.8 
3.13 

23,7 
2'59 

24~6 
2.33 

23.0 
.5.66 

20,7 
5.79 

18.5 
4.91 

17.7 
6.62 

i3.7 
2.87 

13.0 
3.74 

34.0 
6.71 

30,3 
5.65 

30.9 
5,22 

9.3 12.2 
3.40 3.85 

9.4 9.5 
2.06 3.36 

;9.4 8.9 
2,66 4.33 

Fe 
! 

16.5 
3.25 

15.1 
3.72 

14 .4  
3.92 

16,6 
3.48 

TA~IZ I I  B 

Values  0s ~ For Tested  Comparisons on S e l e c t e d  C . P . I .  Sca les  

C o ~ s r ~ s o n / S c e )  ~ l~, So A~ 

s vs ~ot 
~a, P0 & I .123 R e s t e d  .129 .305 .075 

'k ,A, I 'A' '~' 
Not 

~A vs NA N . S .  Tes ted  N,S. N.S. N s 

* Exact p r o b a b a b i l i t y  Tent  not  p o s s i b t s  bsc:auae of smAtl g ' s ;  ~ , 0 5 ~  
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TABLE 12 

Hearts ,  S t a n d a r d  D e v i a t i o n s  and ~ Value o f  T e s t e d  Comparison 
�9 .On Rosenzweig P-F Study 

E x t r a p u n l t l v e n e s s  S c o r e s  

~ e s  

Extrapuniti~eneaa j 40.6  

s 7.72 

I 

N 9 

F~ PO I 

39.71 

1 13.90 
i 

18 

35.46 

15.61 

20- 

R Value 

V 8  
HA HA 

42 .23  .48 

19,74 

26 
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TABLE 13 

H e a n s ,  S t a n d a r d  D e v i a t i o n s  and ~ Va lues  For  T e s t e d  
C o m p a r l s o n s  on the T.A.T. M e a s u r e s  

V a l u e s  

EA PO I HA 

m 

Need a g g r e s s t o n  x. 
S 

m 

P r e s s  p u n i s h m e n t  X 
S 

P u n i s h m e n t  x 
Aggreset0n s 

r a t L o  

N 

8.33 8.52 
2 .79  3.50 

7.77 8.87 
3 .32  4 . 1 3  

9 4 . 3  I 123.95 
25.08 69.23 

9 19 

10.05  8 . 1 0  
5 .08  4 .51  

10 .20  ~ .26  
4 .93  3 .93  

117.17 109.16 
6 .96  31 .96  

20 2'3 

EA vs. EA vs. 

P0, I, b MA MA 

Not 
.774 Tes ted  

. 6 7 4 "  Not 
T e s t e d  

.294"  Not  
Tes ted  

* Two t a i l  t e s t  Used S i nce  d a t a  a r e  n o t  in  h y p o t h e s i z e d  d i r e c t i o n .  

. -  
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TABLE. 14 

Fleans, Standard Deviations and ~ Values o f  Tested 
Compar isons .  on C e r t a i n  Ho l t z~an  I n k b l o t  V a r i a b l e s  

V a r i a b l e  

Group S c o r e s  

EA PO ][. HA 

m 

R o s t i l l t 7  (lls) x 
S 

r 

Anatomy (~t)  x 
s 

Color (c~ 

10 .33  6 . 8 4  8 . 8 0  7.86 
6 . 0 0  5 .02  6 .09  5 . 3 6  

2.33 2.56 3 .60  3.57 
2.11 2 . 6 7  2.71 5.04 

m 

1 0 ; 4 4  12.32 17.45  12.67 
~ .70  9'14 1 8 . 6 1  7.30 

N o .  C-3 ~ e s p o n s ~ s  
x 1 . 1 1  

s 1 . 5 9  

Hovement (H) ~ 24./~ 
. .  s 11.59 

t l o v e ~ n t  ~ 14 .00  
minus C o l o r  s 8.79 

(H-C) 

1.86 
1.46 

2o.~o 
14.90  

8 . 0 8  
14.91 

9 21 

2 .85  
5 . 9 7  

22 .95  
13'98 

I 5'50 
23.99 

1.86 
1.46 

z0.86 
13.75.1 

v a l u e s  

�9 EA v s .  E A v s  

no t  
.267 t e s t e d  

~/~o t&~l test'used since data 

- . " ." 

. . .i~ . . 

.456 .409 

.157 .248 

.111 .045 

.166 .200 

8.18 .061 .059 
12.94 

i1 19 26 

are not in hypothesized direction. 





Abraham 

Jackson 

thomas 

Doney 

• W  
.Scores 218 

T- 52 
i Scores 

Raw 
Scores 16 

T 29 
Score8 

18 

46  �84 

19 

49 

T.~Bw, 15 

Q'Z Scores of "Abrahv~ Lincoln Jackson" and '~homas Doney" 

30 30 18 

61 ~2~ 4 7  

! 8  31 16 

37 44 4 1  

30 34 

3i 56 

31 34 

34 56 

33 

43 

31 27 

40  

31 

50 

22 

45 45 

15 26 

33 60 

17 

45 

26 26 

54 47 

23 25 

40 44 

1i 32 13 

32 34 57 

26 41 I0 

68 54 46 

6 

41 

.17 

73 

1~ 

20. 

60 

19 

57 

i I 
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Appendix I 

ACCRE$SION SCALE 

(s) 

( I )  S u b j e c t  showed good r e s t r a i n t .  Reso r t ed  to  a g g r e s s i o n  only  when i t  was 
c l e a r l y  d i c t a t e d  by c l r c u ~ s t a n c e s ,  i . e . ,  -h i t  back w i t h  equal  or  l e s s  
f o r c e ;  B e l l  d e f e n s e .  

(2 )  a .  Less  r e s t r a i n t  shown bu t  degree o f  a g g r e s s i o n  s t i l l  q u i t e  a p p r o p r i a t e  
b.  I n s t r u m e n t a l  a g g r e s s i o n  ( i . e . ,  a g g r e s s i o n  whose p r ima r y  motive i s  

so~et /~ing o t h e r  than  i n f l i c t i n g  p a i n  - s t r o n g  arm r o b b e r y ) ,  enough 
v i o l e t s  to accompl i sh  the end goa l ,  but  no more.  

(3)  a .  A g g r e s s l o u  exceeds  p r o v o c a t i o n ,  bu t  no t  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  in s u b c u l t u r e .  
b.  X n s t r u ~ e n t a l  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t s  where degree  of  Vio lence  beg ins  to  

i n d i c a t e  cha t  d e s i r e  to  i n f l i c t  p a i n  i s  a l s o  a mo t ive .  

(4)  a .  Ag@resaion exceeds  provocat~ 'on, ,even more bu t  would not  be viewed as 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  r e s p o n s e  by !members of  s u b c u l t u r e  
h i t t i n g  p e r s o n  who c a l l s  d e f e n d e u t : a ~ m a ~  o~ gan&iog up on v i c t i m .  

b.  I n s t ~ n t e l  a g g r e s s i o n  which c l ~ a ~ l y  ~xceeds amount neecled to  
a c c o = p l / s h  a c t .  

($)  Ac t s  o f  a g g r e s s i o n  c l e a r l y  m o t i v a t e d  by des�9 to  i n f l i c t  pa in  o r  
i n j u r y .  C u l t u r e  and s i t u a t i o n  l e s s  s u p p o r t i v e  of  degree of v i o l e n c e  
u s e d .  Wo~Id p r o b a b l y  be r e j e c t e d  by a d u l t  ~embers of  s u b c u l t u r e  but  
no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  by p e e r  group,  i . e . ,  h i t t i n g  when down. Violence  
a t  t h i s  p o i n t  s t i l l  no t  l i k e l y  to  s e r i o u s l y  o r  p e r L a n e n t l y  i n j u r e  
V ic t im ,  a l t h o u g h  s e v e r e  i n j u r i e s  might  o c c u r  a c c i d e n t a l l y .  

(6)  V ven l e e s  J u s t i f i c a t i o n  than (5)  - v i c t i m  weaker o r  f r a i l e r .  MOre ap t  
to  do s e r i o u s  harm ( s t o m p i n g ) ,  o r  use  Of weapon v e r s u s  s u p e r i o r ,  un-  
armed a n t a g o n i s t .  

(7)  S e r i o u s  a ~ r e s s i o n  w i t h  inadequa te  p r o v o c a t i o n .  Apt to  r e s u l t  in  s e r i o u s  
i n j u r y  t o  w l c t l m .  Hos t  members of  s u b c u l t u r e  would f e e l  use  of  t h l s  
much ViolenCe i n  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  u n j u s t i f i e d ,  a l t h o u g h  i t  .might s t i l l  be 
s u f f i c i e n t l y  p r o v o c a t i v e  to  c a l l  f o r  a l e s s e r  p h y s i c a l  r e s p o n s e ,  i . e . .  
u se  oE weapon when c a l l e d  name or  in  gang f i g h t  v e r s u s  unarmed 
opponeot~  o f  e q u a l  o r  l e s s  s i z e .  

More s e r i o u s  a g g r e s s i o n .  -rDeath. oz permanent  d i s a b i l i t y  q u i t e  l i k e l y .  
There  may be soma e x t e r n a l  ~ t i v a t i o n  a p p a r e n t  f o r  a c t  but  i t  c l e a r l y  
does  no t  J u s t i f y  t h i s  degree  of  r e s p o n s e .  

Ex t r eme ly  s e v e r e  a g g r e s s i o n  w~th s e r i o u s  consequence  p r o b a b l e .  Would 
be r e j e c t e d  h y  a l  ! :in s u b c u l t u r e  as u n j u s t i f i e d .  Some glimmer o f  
e x t e r n a l  r ~ t l v a t i o n  s t i l l  a p p a r e n t ,  i . e . ,  a murder Or a s s a u l t  w i t h  a 
�9 dead ly  weapon 1,~th l i t t l e  m o t l v a t i o n ,  bu t  i n  hea t  o f  ange r .  
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Appendix I (Cont'd) 

Completely externally unprovoked, extremely serious aggression 
~ith extreme physical harm probable. No external motivation 
X . e . ,  a " s e n s e l e s s "  murder o r  a s s a u l t  wi th  a dead ly  weapon, 
no t  even done i n  the  h e a t  o f a n g e r .  





Appendix 2 

BE~VZ0R CHECK L~S___~T 

1IS 

Name of Child Date 

Counselor or Teacher Unit 

In making these reports check th0se types of aggressive 
behavior you have noticed during that psrticular period. Be sure 
to look for the less obvious and mor----~ secretive or subtle types 
of aggressive behavior, as well as the more obvious kinds. It 
is important that you turn in these sheets at ~he end of the 
third and tenth day as they are completed. 

I. Physical Attack 
starting f----fl-~ts, hit- 
ting, pushing--unpro- 
voked by verbal and 
physical attack of 
other children 

2. Bragging 
assertively , wlth 
show of bravado--"I 
can do this better 
thanyoU" sort of 
thin E 

.~. Threatenln~ 
specific, hostile 

verbal or physical 
threat or threatening 
act 

4" ~ d i n g  specific" 
acts which appear de- 
signed to annoy or 
Irritate, hurt, or 
humiliate 

5. ~ ,  Imoertinent 
�9 "smart-alecky" 

6. Insulting, Name-Callin~ 
direc~fahe-to-fac4 
with object of hostility 

7. Ridicullng, MocklnB, 
Making-Fun, Of 

8. BuliyinK 
-,another who is 
smaller or weaker, or 
who for some reason 
can't defend himself 
effectively 

9. Verbal Csstigatign 
cursing, upbraiding, 

"blaming, "Eiving Some- 
:body hell,, verbally 

I0. Mellc~ous Gossip, Deore - 
ciat~ng, D ~ g ,  or ~ 
~ r r y l n g .  ( ~ t  tY'6- 

ll. Destructive ~. 
brca~s t-~Ings, defaces 
walls, tears or dir- 
ties cloth!rig or bed- 
dJng, e t c .  

12. Temper Tantrums 
fits of rage, screams, 
kicks,�9 scratches, etc. 

I~. Ru~uln~Away 

14. ' I have not observed this 
boy at all due to my 
schedule or due to the 
fact he has been in iso- 
lation the whole time. 

>/~! ~ii i~ ~ ~/i~i ~ ~i~ ',!~/ ~ iil : ; i<i~/~ ~. i ~ L!~:// !~: i i > ;/~ ;/;~ ~/~ii ,~~ �9 i ~ 
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See Rolled Sheet 

Name o f  c h i l d  

~ a t e  

Cc~rmelor  

Unit 

.Check the point on each scale which in 
yc~ur opinion best describes the behavior 
of this child durin~ the past week. 

In making the~e ratings, try to compare 
hi, with all the otLer children you have 
~own. Judge him with respect to each 
quality independentlyl that is, Judge 
objectively and try not to be influenced 
by your general impression of him. 

You may check any place on a scale. 

~ Be sure to r a t e  him cn all five scales. 

Ec~h child is to be given a ratin~ 
t h e  3 rd  day and iOth day of c u s t o d y .  

UNCOOPERATIVE 

�9 RATING SCALE 

COOPERATIVE 
I. 

Extremely uncooper- 
ative; refuses to 
�9 follow any sugges- 
tions; unwilling, 
antagonistic. 

AMIABLE 

2, 
Uncooperative; re- 
plies perfunctorily 
t o  questions; in- 
different. 

Takes situation for 
granted; responds 
willingly but volun- 
teers little. 

4~ 
Likes being asked to 
do things; volun- 
teers.occasionally. 

5. 
Very c o o p e r a t i v e .  
V o l u n t e e r s  h e l p  
r e a d i l y ;  ~uc ious  
d o  a n y t h i n g  asked 

QUARRELSOM 
1, 

A c t i v e l y  d i s l i k e s  
quarrels. Acts as 
Feacemsker. Good- 
humor ed. 

2. 
Has sunny disposi- 
tion. Quarrels less 
t han  a ve ra ge .  

Quarrels under real Quarrels more than 
provocation; occa- average child. 
sionally starts 
quarrel. Generally 
amiable. 

~. 4. 
Complies with nor- Gives in readily; 
mal authority; re- cbjectsto violence 
acts with violence with "StopP', but 
o n l y  When provoked,  not  with blo~s. 

AGGRESSIVE 
le 

Thre a t e ns  o t h e r s ;  
dominant ;  reacts to 
reproof v i o l e n t l y ;  
o v e r t l y  aggressive; 
s t a r t s  t r o u b l e .  

2 .  
Seldom or reluctant- 
ly gives in; reacts 
to violence with 
v i o l e n c e .  Threatens 
others. 

DOCILE 

~e 
Pronounced  tenden  
t o  be q u a r r e l s o m e  
has a "chip on th 
shoulder." 

SUBMISSIVE 

5. 
Complies with all 
requests ; submlts 
to Violence withe 
d o i n g  any tKs  a~  
i t .  

REBELLIOUS 
I. 

Passively agrees to 
everything; no sign 
ofresistance or un- 
willingness. 

ARTACONISTIC 
1. 

2e 
Tends to  accep t  s u g -  
g e s t i o n s  and do what 
he i s  t o ld  wi thout  
resistance. 

2 .  

~" 4- 
Conforms no rma l ly  Tends �9 to r e s i s t  a u -  
to  a l l  r e a s 0 n a b l e  t h o r i t y  but  w i l l  
r e q u e s t s  and a c c e p t s  conform i f  enough 
a u t h o r i t y  as  n e o e s -  p r e s s u r e  i s  pu t  o n  
s a r y .  him. 

3- "- 4. 

5.  
Hostilely defiant 
rejects all su~gg~ 
tior~ ar~l resists 
any restraint. 

FRIENDLY 
5.  Marked h o s t i l i t y ,  

s u s p i c i o u s n e s s ,  o r  
u n f r i e n d l i n e s s .  

Not as marked as I, 
but less friendly 
t h a n  the  average  
c X i ld .  

About like the av- 
erage. Has both 
likes and dislikes. 

More f r i e n d l y  and - 
ou tgo i r~  t h a n - t h e  
&verage c h i l d ,  bu t  
~t as marked as 5- 

E x c e p t i o n a l l y  out.  
g o i n g  and  f r i e n d ] ,  
L i k e s .  p r a e t i c ~ l l y  
e v e r y o n e  and wan~ 
them to  l i k e  h im.  

i 
i 

i 
/ o ~ : ~ ~ / �9 ~ - :/ /: ; :~L~ ~ �9 ~,~- ~ /,~ ~ . ~ ;, ~ ....... ~, ~/~! :~ .... ~ >  ~<~>~T:~:'~ ~ 
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Appendix  4 

A d o l e s c e n t  l n t e r v l e w  S c h e d u l e  I 

4 .  

H a v e  y o u ! l i v e d  w i t h  y o u r  p a r e u t s  a l i  you r  l i f e ?  
a .  (11 z NO) Hov d i d  t h a t  come abou t?  
b .  Mov l o n g  were  you away from your  home ( m o t h e r .  f a t h e r ) ?  
c .  Mave you been  s e p a r a t e d  from e i t h e r  o f  you r  p a r e n t s  a t  

~ a y  tLme? (For  how long? Hov abou t  d u r i n g  t h e  v a r ? )  

How do y�9 f e e l  a b o u t  your  ( h i g h )  schoo lT  How a r e  t h i n g s  coming  
a l o n g  there7 

as  ~ a t  k i n d  os g r a d e s  do you ge t ?  
b .  Have you e v e r  f e l t  y o u ' d  l i k e  to  move to  a n o t h e r  s c h o o l T  
c .  Mov a b o u t  t h e  t e a c h e r s  y o u ' v e  had7 How do you s  a b o u t  

them? 
d .  Bo you t h i n k  h i g h  s c h o o l  t e a c h e r s  a~e i n t e r e s t e d  i n h e l p i n g  

. ~ou7 Why do you f e e l  t h i s  way?) 
e .  Are  t h e r e  any  t e a c h e r s  you e s p e c i a l l y  d i s l i k e ,  and f i n d  

i t  d i ~ f l c u l t  to  g e t  a l s o  8 wi th~ (What have  you. d i s l i k e d  
a b o u t  them?)  

f .  ~ave  t h e r e b e e n  t e a c h e r s  y o u ' v e  r e a l l y / e n j o y e d  w o r k i n g  
w l t h 7  {What d i d  you l l k e  abou t  themT) 

How O f t e m h a v e  you f e l t  t h a t  a t e a c h e r  ha s  8 i r e  n you an u n f a i r  &rade7 
a .  AXe t h e r e  any  ( 0 t h a t )  ways y o u ' v e  [ e l t  t e a c h e r s  have  

" b ;  t r e a t e d  you u n f a i r l y ?  
t ~ e n  t h i s  s o r t  o f  t h i n g  h a p p e n s ,  v h s t  do you do7 Say~ 

c .  Suppose  a t e a c h e r  p u n i s h e s  you u n J u s t l y ~  what  do you 
do a b o u t  t t ~  (What do you s ay~ )  

d .  ~ h a t  s  h e  81yes  you t o o  much homework? T e l l s  you t o  
d o  s o m e t h i n g  you t h i n k  i s  u n r e a s o n a b l e ?  (Do you e x p r e s s  
~ e u r  f e e l i n g s  a b o u t . t h i s  to  him? ~ h a t  do you s ay?  

Zs you d l s ! i k e  a t e a c h e r ,  do you  e v e r  t r y  to  8et .  b a c k  a t  h / ~ ?  
(What do you d o ?  ~ov o f t e n ? )  

a .  ~ e n  dLd you l a s t  g e t  mad a t  a t e a c h e r ~  (What  d i d  you  do?)  
" .  k~hea was t h e  t/~ae b e f o r e  t h a t ?  (What d i d  you do t h e n ? )  
b .  ILsve you e v e r  s t r u c k  o r  thrc~ra s o : e t h L n  8 a t  a t e a c h e r ~  

(~Ov often) 
c .  $ ] a ~ e d  doo r s  o r  d e s k s  and t h l u g s  l l k e  t h a t ,  ( l lov o s  
d .  $~orn  a t  them~ Answered  them back? 

- e .  ~[ov o f t e n  u o u l d  you s a y  you g o t  mad a t  a t e a c h e r ?  
~ .  ~ h a t  have  you f o u n d ' t h e  b e s t  way o f  d e a l l n 8  v~.ch a t e a c h e r  

7 o u  d o n ' t  l l k e ~ .  
8 -  f l a re  you e v e r  t r a n s f e c r e d  o u t  os a c l a s s  b e c a u s e  y o u  d i d O ' t  

l i k e  a t e a c h e r ?  (Compla ined  t 0  t h e  v i c e - p r i n c i p a l  o r  a 
r 1 6 2  

I c o p l e d  f rom ]~andura and W e l t e r s '  Adole~cen~ A~v~ress!on.  
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h. When you've done Something to annoy ateacher , how do 
yo~ feel about it af-tervards? (Do you Just forget about 
i t ,  or  do you sometimes t r y  to make up fo r  i t  i n  some way?) 

sometimes do t h i n g s  openly  in  school  for  which you know 
g e t  t o l d  o f f  or  punlshed7 
What s o r t  of  t h lngs7  (Hqw or ienT)  
Have you evern  been to ld  o f f  fo r  clowing in  c l a s s ?  (W ha t  
s o r t  o f . t h l n g s  have you done7 How o f t en?  

r  Hov about  a s k i n g  s i l l y  q u e s t i o n s  on purpose~ Making funny 
remarks~ 

d .  Are t h e r e  any o t h e r  t h i n g s  of  t h i s  s o r t  t h a t  y0utve done? 

~ow, I ' d  Like your op in ion  os the f e l l ows  you 've  met a t  h igh  s c h o o l .  
"How, in  g e n e r a l ,  do you f e e l  about  them~ (Do y o u ' e n j o y  t h e i r  
companyT) :. 

a .  What kind of t h i n g s  make you l i k e  a fe l low? 
b. ~/hat k ind  of t h i n g s  make you d_~l ike  a fe i low? .(How do 

you deal  wi th  t h i s  kind of guyT) 
c .  How do you deal  wi th  the kind of guy who l i k e s  push ing  h i s  

weight  around? What do you do i f  he s t a r t s  on you? 
" (SupP0se he keeps on a t  you?) 

d. W~at about  the  s o r t  of f e l l o w  who blows h i s  top a t  you or 
s ay s  t h i n g s  about  you you d o n ' t  l lke?  (How do you dea l  
wLch him?) �9 ' 

e .  When d id  you �9 h i t  a guy7 (How.did tha t  come about?) 
H o ~  Of ten  do you f i n d  you do t h i s ?  

f .  How o f t e n  have you g o t t e n  i n t 0  a f i g h t  61ace you 've  been 
a t  h igh  school?  (How about grade school? )  

$. Bow about  blowing your top a t  a .guy? When was the l ~ t  
t ime  y o u ' d i d  t h a t ?  (How o f t e n d o e s  t h i s  happen?) " 

h.  Do o t h e r  fe l lceas  ever  ge t  mad a t  you because  of t h i n g s  
y o u ' v e  s a i d  to  them? (Examples?) How o f t e n?  

i. Do you ever feel like doing somethlng mean c0another 
f e l l o w ?  (What s o r t  of  t h i n g  makes you f e e l  t h i s  wayT) 
~ a =  do you do when you f e e l  t h i s  way~ (How o f t e n  does 
th~a happenS) 

J .  When y o u ' v e  got  .mad a t  a guy and h i t  him, how do you f e e l  
~ f = e r w a r d s ?  (what i f  YOu've s a i d  someth ing  u n p l e a s a n t  to 
h i ~ )  What do you u s u a l l y  do i n  a case  l l k e  th i s~  

Suppose some f e l l o w  p l a y s - a  r e a l  d i r t y  t r i c k  on you. "How do you go 
a b o u = g e t t L n g  even w i th  him? (Can you g ive  me some examples? ) 

a .  What have you found the b e s t  way of d e a l i n g  wi th  a guy 
who g e t s  yo u I n t o - t r o u b l e ?  (Suppose he  d id  t h i s  on purpose? )  

Do you c a r e  ve ry  rmach what o the r  guys t h i n k  of you? (Wha~ about  
your  r e a l l y  c l g s e  f r l e n d a ? )  

a .  Hcra do you go about  t r y l n g  to  ge t  them to  l l k e  you? 
b. Among the fellowa you go ardund with, what sorts of things 

make ~ guy respected and looked up'to~ (How much do you 
t~y  to  c~. t h e s e  things?) 

5. Do you 
y o u ' l l  

a .  

b. 

6 .  

7. 

8 .  
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c .  I f  your  f r i e n d s  donet  l l k e  some ways you a c t ,  do you t r y  to 
change ,  or  do you th ink  t h a t ' s  your b u s i n e s s  and not  t h e i r s ?  

d.  Do you ever  f i n d  t h a t  y 0 u . c a n ' t  be qu i t e  hones t  to your  
f r i e n d s  about  t h i n g s  you 've  done or how you f e e l ,  because  
they  migh t  d i s l i k e  you i f  you were? (About w h a t s o r t  of  " 
t h i n g s ? )  

Have t h e r e  ever.�9 been t imes  when you,ve  f e l t  you 've  g o t  to do some th ing  
f o o l i s h  J u s t  f o r  the  h e l l  of  i t j  f o r  e x a ~ l e ,  d r i v i n g  s ca r  a t  90 m . p . h .  
or  s t a r t i n g  a brawl o r  smashing  up? A r e  the re  any (o the r )  t h i n g s  of  
t h i s  s o r t  t h a t  you 've  done7 ~How of ten7 Row do you f e e l  a f t e r w a r d s ? )  

When you do someth ing  your  p a r e n t s  d o n ' t  l l k e ,  or h a v e n ' t  done some th ing  you 
shou ld  have done~ who u s u a l l y  handles  t h i s ,  your mother or  your  f a t h e r ?  

a.  I f  you do someth ing  your f a t h e r  d o e s n ' t  l i k e ,  s 6 ~ e t h i n g  
he t h i n k s  wrong, whet s o r t  of  t h lngs  does he do7 (What 
i f  you d o n ' t  obey h/Jn?) �9 

b. Has he eve r  s l apped  you or g i v e n  you a i l c k i n g ?  (}low 
o f t en?  How about  when you were younger?)  

r  Taken someth ing  away from you or s topped you doing 
Something you wan~ed to  do? " " 

d. Made you look s i l l y  in f r o n t  of  o t h e r  people? (Ca l l ed  
you a baby or  s t u p i d  o r d u ~ b  and th ings  l l k e  t h a t ? )  

~ r i e d  t o . ~ k e  you f e e l  r i d i c u l o u s ? )  
e .  Does he grumble a t  you v e r y  =ach~ Keep o n n a g g i n g  you 

about  t h i n g s  u n t i l  you do-as  he wants? (About. what 
things? How n~ach?) 

f .  Has he somet/J~es ignored you or r e fu se d  to speak to you 
u n t l i  you d id  as  he w a n t e d ?  Told you you were u n g r a t e f u l  
or  t h a t  you d i d n ' t  a p p r e c i a t e  him enough or to ld  you a l l .  
h e ' s  done f o r  you?- Told you he d i d n ' t  want to have any more 
to  do w i th  you u n t i l  you changed? 

g.  When h e ' s  d i s p l e a s e d  w l t h y o u  whlch o f t h e s e  t h i n g s  i s  he 
meet l l k e l y  t o  do? 

h .  I f  you do someth lng  your - ~ t h e r  d o e s n ' t  l l k e ,  what 1 0 r t : o f  
t h i n g s  does she do~ 

i .  lLas ~he eve r  s l apped  you or g iven  you a l lcks (How 
" Often7 How abou t  when you were younger? ' )  
J .  Taken someth ing  away from you or  s topped you dolng s o m e t h i n g  

yo~ wanted to do? 
k .  }Lade you look s i l l y  in  f r o n t  os o the r  people? (Ca l l ed  you 

b e b y i s h . o r  dumb or  a n y t h i n g  l l k e  tha tT)  (Tr ied  t o ~ m k e  
you f e e l  r i d i c u l o u s ? )  

1 .  Does she grumble a t  you very  nmch? Keep on nagging  a t  
you u n t i l  you do as  she wants~ (About what t h i n g s ~  
l ~ N ~ u c h ? )  

m. l l as  she some t lnms  ignored you or r e f u s e d  to  speak to  you 
~ n t i i  Fou d id  as  She wanted? Told you you were u n g r a t e f u l  
o r  d l d n ' t  a p p r e c l a t e  he r  enough or t o ld  you a l l  s h e ' s : d o n e  f o r  
yc, u7 Told you she  d i d n ' t  want to have any more to do w i t h  
you u n t i l  you changed? 

�9 , : ,  �9 . 
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n. When shels displeased with you, which of these things 
she most likely to do? 

o. How do you feel about the way your mother has dealt, 
with you in regard to punishment7 (Do you think she's 
been pretty reasonable, or do you think she's given 
Jou a rough t:f~e~) 

l l o  Row h o n e s t  do you f e e l  you can be co your mother  about  where  you have 
been and what  t h i n g s  you have done? 

a.  How h o n e s t  do you f e e l  you can be to  your  f a t h e r ?  
b. Does i t  eve r  seem e s p e c i a l l y  I m p o r t a n t  no t  to  t e l l  

your  mother  where you have been and what s o r t  o f  
t h i n g s  you lve  been dolng~ even though you know she 
w o n ' t  d i s a p p r o v e ?  (How o f t e n  do you f e e l  t h i s  way~) 

r  Do you somet/J~es f e e l  t h l s  way wlth  your  f a t h e r 7  (How 
of ten?)  

d. A f t e r  j o u ' v e  don e someth ing  cha t  your  mother  d i s a p p r o v e s  
o f  wILhout  he r  knowlng about  i t ,  do you eve r  f e e l  s o r r y  
and 8o and t e l l  he r  a f t e r ~ a r d s ~  

e .  What i f  you f a l l  to  do someth ing  you were supposed  to  
do,  how dor t h i s  make you f e e l ?  What do you say7 What 
do you do7 

f .  What . l f  you do someth ing  you k n ~  your  f a t h e r  d i s a p p r o v e s  
o f t  (Do you ever  f e e l  s o r r y  and go and t e l l  him a f t e r -  
wards~)  

S. What I f  you fes co do someth ing  you were supposed  t o  
do~ What do you do? What do you say7 

12. X guess  everybody  8 e t s  angry  Wlth t h e i r  p a r e n t s : s o m e t i m e s .  Whet s o r t  
of  t h i n g s  make you angry  w l t h  your  f a t h e r ,  f o r  exau~ple? 

a .  What do you u s u a l l y  do when you  get  mad~ a t  hlmT " 
b .  flare you e v e r  s t r u c k  your  f a t h e r ?  Thrown t h l n g s  

a round the  house7 Sworn a t  him~ Shouted  a t  hLm? 
Talked back? Stomped ou t  o f  the  house7 S l ~ d  
door6 and t h i n g s  l i k e  t h a t ?  

c .  What s o r t  of  t h i n g s  make you angry  w l t h  your  mother7  
d .  What do you u s u a l l y  do when you get  angry  w l t h  h e f t  
e .  What o t h e r  s o r t  of  t h i n g s  have you done When y o u ' v e  

been ang ry  w i t h  her7 (Repeat  p r o b e s  used  f o r  f a t h e r . )  
f .  Elo~ o f t e n  would you say you ge t  angry  a t  your  mother~ 
g .  A f t e r  t h i s  happensp do you s o . t i m e s  f e e l  v e r y  s o r r y  and 

t r y  t o  make i t  up, o r  do you u s u a l l y  J u s t  l e t  t h i n g s  go? 
.(How do you do thisT) 

h. llow often do you get angry with your father? 
s Do you somet imes  f e e l  ve ry  s o r r y  a l t e r  g e t t i n g  a n g r y  w i t h  

h L m a n d  c ry  to  make i t  up~ (Eov?) 

13. Suppose  you c o u l d  change anythln& in  your  l l f e ,  what  would you f i r s t  
l l k e  to change7 (Why do you pu t  t h i s  f i r s t ? )  

a Are t h e r e  any o t h e r  th~ngs you*d very  much li~ce t o  change7 
b .  Are t h e r e  any ( o t h e r )  t h i n g s  abou t  y o u r s e l f  y o u ' d  v e r y  

much l l k e  to  c h a n g e ?  
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Are there things about yourself �9 proud of, and 
would.St want to change~ 
Are there things about yourself that make you feel 
angry, or ashamed? 

124. 

. �9 r . 





125. 

/ Appendix 

Rat ing Scales  Applied To The Adolescent Interview 
(Bandura & Nalters, 1959) 

Scale 1, Boy's  r e p o r t  os d i r e c t  verba l  agg res s ion  a g a i n s t  t e a c h e r s .  
(Q. 3,~) 

This s c a l e  measures the ex t en t  to :~hlch  boy expres ses  agg res s ion  d i r e c t l y  
tO t e ache r  by ve rba l  means, e . g . ,  swearing,  argplng back. r e foss  d i r e c t l y  
to obey orders, p r o t e s t i n g  against t rea tment ,  e t c .  

l .  No I n s t a n c e s .  
2, Some i n s t a n c e s ;  i n f r e q u e n t ,  mild.  
3. 0 c c ~ s l o n a l l y  Objec ts  or argues ~I th  t eacher .  
~. F requen t ly  obJects~" p r o t e s t s , a r g u e s .  Hay ex p re s s  anger .  
~. Frequent  a t ron  s ve rba l  p r o t e s t s .  Loses c o n t r o l .  

Scale  2. Boy's  repo~c of  d i r e c t  phys lca l  aggress ion  toward t e ach e r .  
(Q~ 3,4) 

Inc lude  on2y i n s t a n c e s  of  boy*s s t r i k i n g  teacher  or chrowlng t h i n g s  a t  h/in, 
o r  o t h e r  s i m i l a r  f o r ~  of  phys l ca l  a t t a ck .  

I ,  ~O Ins t ances*  
2. One or  two i n c i d e n t s  of t h i s  kind.  
3. A few incidents.  
4. Occurs o f t e n ;  t h r e e  or  four  times every year .  
5. Occurs very  o f t e n .  

Scale  9. Boyt8 r e p o r t  of  ve rba l  ag ree s ion  toward pee r s  ( c a l l l n g  na~es,  b lov lng  
h l s  top ,  teass  e t c . ) .  (Q. 6 , 7 )  

Take account  of �9  a l s o .  

1. No i n s t a n c e s  of ve rba l  aggress ion  r epor t ed .  
2. One or  two i n s t a n c e s ,  but these  mild in  na tu re .  I n  genera l  avoids t h l 8 ,  
3. AduLts to v e r b a l : a g g r e s s l o n  when angry.  
4 .  Severa l  i n d i c a t i o n s  of verba l  aggrgss ion  given.  AdaPts to  provoking 

o t h e r s  on o c c a s l o n s ,  or  r e t o r t s  s t r ong l y  when angered .  
$. Severa l  s  o~ verba l  aggress lon .  Boy on Occasion provokes 

o t h e r s .  
Scale  8 .  1B'0yl, a r e p o r t  o f  p h y s i c a l  aggress lo  n aga ins t  p e e r s  ( f i s t - s 1 6 3  

hs pushs e tc . ) .  (Q. 6,7) 
Take acco~n~ of  q .  8, a l s 0 .  

I .  Ho i n s t a n c e s  of  p h y s i c a l  aggress ion  r epo r t ed .  
2. ILls been In  one or  two f i g h t s  during high school  yea r s  and r e p o r t s  no 

other instances of physicai aggression, or has been in n o fights and 
r e p o r t s  one or  ~ o  Other i n s t ances  of phys ica l  a g g r e s s i o n .  

3.  Has been In  one .Or t~o f i g h t s  in high school and r e p o r t s  one or  two 
o t h e r  i n s t a n c e s  of  phys i ca l  aggress ion ,  or r ep0 r~e  :several  i~Stances  
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of  p h ~ s i c a i  a g g r e s s i o n  o t h e r  than  f i g h t i n g .  
Seve ra l  i n s t a n c e s  of p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  r e p o r t e d '  i n c l u d i n g  f i g h t i n g .  
Not aS f avo red  a response  as in  ( 5 ) .  
Repor ts  s e v e r a l  i n s t a n c e s  of f i g h t i n g  and o t h e r  k inds  o f . p h y s i c a l l y  
a g g r e s s i v e  b e h a v i o r .  E x p l i c i t l y  says he i ~ i t i a t e s  a t t a c k s  on o t h e r  
boys ,  o r  would respond v l t h  p h y s i c a l  a t t a c k  when h i s  opponent  i s  
only  V e r b a l l y  a g g r e s s i v e .  "Best  way of d e a l i n g  w i th  p e o p l e , "  e t c .  

35.  Boyts r e p o r t  of  d i r e c t  v e r b a l  a g g r e s s i o n  tova rd  ~o the r .  
(q. 12) 

NO i n s t a n c e s ~  
Some i n s t a n c e  s ,  mi ld .  
O c c a s i o n a l l y  o b j e c t s  or  argues  wi th  mother .  
F r e q u e n t l y  o b j e c t s ,  p r o t e s t s ,  a rgues .  May exp re s s  anger .  
F requen t  s t r o n g  v e r b a l  p r o t e s t s .  Loses c o n t r o l .  

37. Boy ' s  r e p o r t  of  d i r e c t p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n  toward mother .  
(q .  12) 

HO l n s t a u c e s .  
One or  two i n c i d e n t s  Of t h i s  k ind .  
& few i n c i d e n t s .  
Occurs o f t e n  ( t h r e e  or  four  t imes every  year)  
Occurs ve ry  o f t e n .  

36~ Boy 's  r e p o r t  of  d i r e c t  ve rba l  a g g r e s s i o n  toward f a t h e r .  
(q .  12) (Same as  s Scale  35) 

38. Boy 's  r e p o r t  of d i r e c t  p h y s i c a l  agg reas lon  toward f a t h e r .  
(q .  12) (Same as f o r  Scale  37) 
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TAT S c o r i n g  Sys tem Used by Mussen & Naylor, 1953 

Directions for So_~sEI~ETAT 

~The b a s i c  s c o r i n g  p r i n c i p l  e [ s  t h a t  on ly  the p r e s e n c e  of  any p a r  T M  

t i t u l a r  e s g r e s s i o n  need o r  pun i shmen t  p r e s s  w i t h i n  one s t o r y  i s  checked ;  
f r e q u e n c y  w i t h i n  one s t o r y  i s  d i s r e g a r d e d ,  e . g . ,  "He broke i n t o  the  
s t o r e  and t~ok f i v e  d o l l a r s  from the  cash  r e g i s t e r .  Next n i g h t  he went  
back and robbed  the  s t o r e  a g a i n . "  ~ A c q u i s i t i o n  i s  s c o r e d  o n c e ;  t he  
r e p e t i t i o n  is d i s r e g a r d e d .  

Score  o n l y  what  i s  e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e d .  We a re  i n t e r e s t e d  in  s c o r i n g  
m a n i f e s t  co �9  o n l y ,  hence i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  I s  avoided.  Analyze  o n l y  
in  accordance  w~th the  d i r e c t l o n s  f o r  use of c a t e g o r i e s  g i v e n  be low . . . .  

Our f o c u s  of  a t t e n t l o n  i s  the  h e r o .  We are  o n l y  i n t e r e s t e d  in  h i s  
b e h a v i o r ,  d e e l r e s ,  and d r i v e s  which may be termed a g g r e s s i v e  ( s c o r e d  as  
a g g r e s s i o n  ~eed, n~;  and the  env i ronm en t a l  s t i m u l i  imp ing ing  on him, 
i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  m o t i v e s ,  and b e h a v i o r  of o t h e r s  in  r e g a r d  to  
the he ro  which may be termed p u n i s h i n g  ( s c o r e d  as pun i shmen t  p r e s s ,  R) .  

ACCP.ESSION NEEDS 

~. P h y s i c a l ,  ~ .  To f i g h t  o r  k i l l  i n  s e l f - d e f e n s e  o r  i n  
de fense  o f  e loved one .  To k i l l  someone a c c i d e n t a l l y  w i t h o u t  h o s t i l i t y ,  
e . g . ,  w h i l e  h u n t i n g .  To avenge an unprovoked ( u n j u s t i f i e d  or  c r i m i n a l )  
l u ~ u l t  o r  i n j u r y .  To f i g h t  f o r  onees  c o u n t r y  in  a war .  To p u n i s h  a 
misdemeanor .  A g g r e s s i o n  e x p r e s s e d  in  game form:  box lng ,  mock w a r s ,  
cowboys and i n d i a n s .  To c a t c h  and i m pr i son  an enemy o r  c r i m i n a l .  

A z 2 r e s s i o u  ~. Phya ic~ l ,~_q_qls  Cr imina l  a s s a u l t .  To ho ld  up ,  f n j u r @ .  
o r  k i l l  a human b e i n g  u n l a w f u l l y .  To i n i t i a t e  a f i a t  f i g h t  w i t h o u t  due 
c a u s e ;  to avemg, s f e l t  i n j u r y  w i t h  unusua l  s e v e r i t y  o r  m a l i g n a n c y .  Hero 
i s  d e s c r i b e d  as a g a n g s t e r .  I f  he ro  i s  d e s c r i b e d  aLn~ly as  f i g h t i n g ,  n s E 
~ and E a ~  ~ a re  both  s c o r e d .  

ARREeas~r ~. Emot iona l .  ~ .  To ge t  angry or  to  h a t e  someone ( even  
though the f e e l i n g  i s  no t  e x p r e s s e d  in  w ords ) .  To engage i n  v e r b a l  
q u a r r e l .  To c u r s e , c r i t i c i z e ,  b e l i t t l e ,  r e p r o v e ,  blame, r i d i c u l e .  To 
excltg_aggression against an individual or group by public crltleiam. To 
accuse falsely or report activities o~ someone. To testify against some- 
one. To make someone " f e e l  bad" by v ~ r b a l  means. 

AR~ress ion  ~ .  D ~ t r u c t i o u .  To a t t a c k  o r  k i l l  an an ima l .  To b r e a k ,  smash ,  
bu rn ,  o r  d e s t r o y  a p h y s i c a l  o b j e c t  i n t e n t i o n a l l y .  
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~Self vun ishm~nt  l- Ph__~. Su ic ide  o r  s e l f - i n j u r Y .  

pun i sh~en~  Z- V_V_~_C~. S e l f - d e p r e c a t i o n ,  s e l f - r e c r i m i n a t i o n .  

S_g_~vunish~aeuC ~. E m e t i o n ~ .  To s  a n x i e t y ,  a p p r e h e n e i e n  o r  to  wor ry  
abou t  some tho~Bht or act already committed or being contemplated. To 
f e e l  g u i l t y ,  d e ~ ? a i r i n g ,  d e p r e s s e d ,  s ad ;  " t o  f e e l  bad" f o r  t h e s e  r e a s o n s .  

pUNISHMZNT PRESS 

A z z r e e s i o n  ! .  ~ ,  s o c i a l .  The he ro  i s  in  the wrong (he  i s  an 
aggressor or a criminal) and an individual defends himself, retaliates, 
p u r s u e s ,  o r  p e r h a p s  k i l l s  the  hero .  I f  he i s  k i l l e d  o r  wounded in  a war 
t h i s  is scored E AKKi. 

~ 2 .  Punishment. The Sta te ,  p o l i c e ,  a p a r e n t ,  o r  some o t h e r  
legltimate authority punishes the hero or threatens punishment for mis- 
Conduct. I t  i s  s t a t e d  t h a t  the  h e r o ' s  p a r e n t s  a re  ve ry  s t r i c t  and t h a t  he 
fears punishment for misconduct. "Ks stayed out  late and tried to  sneak 
into the  house because  h i s  p a r e n t s  were ve ry  strict abou t  t h i s . "  

A s ~ r e s s i o n  ~ .  ~ ,  ~ .  A p e r s o n  o r  gan 8 a s s a u l t s ,  i n j u r e s  or  
k i l l s  the  h e r o .  Ano t he r  p e r s o n  s t a r t s  a f i g h t  and the  h e r o  defends  h i m s e l f .  

A ~ g r e s s i o n  ~ .  E ~ i o n a l ,  ~ .  Someone g e t s  angry a t  the  hero  o r  h a t e s  
him. Someone a r g u e s  o r  q u a r r e l s  w i th  the he ro .  ~Thus, when the hero  
engages  in  a q u a r r e l  w i t h  someone, t h i s  i s  s co red  nKKK ~ and ~ fls ~. 
The h e r o  c u r s e d ,  c r i t i c i z e d ,  b e l i t t l e d ,  r ep roved ,  r ep r imanded ,  r i d i c u l e d .  
Someone s l a n d e r s  the  hero  behind  h i s  back o r  f a l s e l y  a c c u s e s  o r  u n j u s t l y  
s u s p e c t s  him of  b e i n g  g u i l t y  of  a c r ime .  Someone t h r e a t e n s  the  he ro .  
Someone r e p o r t s  h i s  activities or  misdeeds .  

A ~ e r e s s i o n  ~ .  D e s t r u c t i o n .  Something b e l o n g i n g  to the  h e r o  i s  i n t e n t i o n a l l y  
damaged or  d e s t r o y e d .  

A c o u l s i ~ I o n .  To s t e a l ,  c h e a t ,  sw i nd l e ,  take  someth ing  by f o r c e  o r  a g a i n s t  
h e r o t a  will from h e r o .  

D e o r l v a t l o u ~  @he he ro  i s  dep r i ved  of  o r  has w l t h h e l d  some s p e c i f i c  p r i v -  
i l e g e ,  o b j e c t ,  f ood ,  o r  c o m f o r t .  He i s  d e p r i v e d  of f reedom,  f o r b i d d e n  to  
go o u t ,  l ocked  up ,  oz p u t  in  J a i l  f o r  some misdeed.  

Dominance ~. ~ .  Someone f o r c e s  o r  t r i e s  co f o r c e  the  hero  to  do 
something he doesn't want to do. He is exposed to harsh commands, nagging, 
hypnosis, or strong arguments from a parent or an authority. 

Dominance ~. R e s t r a i n t .  Someone p r e v e n t s  o r  t r i e s  to  p r e v e n t  the he ro  f rom 
d o i n g  s o m e t h i n g .  He i s  exposed  to  chack~, p r o h i b i t i o n s ,  and r e s t r a i n t s .  
H e s i t a n c y  l a  g r a n t i n g  a r e q u e s t ,  t empora ry  d e h l a l .  
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Acquisition. Asocla~. To steal, to cheat, swindle, forge �9 check. The aim 
may involve money, a valuable object, or even a Person, es in kidnapping. 

A_A_A_A~~. ~ .  To escape of avoid regions of restraint or coercion. 
To escape from some confining space, to break out of prison. To run away 
from ho~e, or school. To quit a job because of restrictions, obli~atlons, 
duties. To leave or break off with someone in order to escape the obligations 
of relatlonshs The determination to remain independent, avoid all en- 
tangling allia~ces or limiting prohibitions. To go off and do something which 
is l e g a l  amd yet contrary to parents' wishes. To resort to t r i c k s  and deceit 
to escape the ~ituation or environment. If hero leaves to go to war, ~. an t  ~ 
i s  s c o r e d  as  Ye l l  as  ~ a22 I .  

~ ~ .  l ~ e s l s ~ n c e .  To r e s i s t  c o e r c i o n .  " The he ro  r e f u s e s  to do o r  
s l i m l y  does n o t  do what  i s  demanded of  hlm, To argue a g a i n s t  the Judgment 
o f  a s u p e r i o r .  To be c o n t r a r y - m i n d e d ,  n e g a t i v i s t i c ,  a r g u m e n t a t i v e  , un-  
y i e l d i n g ,  r e s i s t ~ n t  to a u t h o r i t y .  The hero  l eaves  or  goes some p lace ,  ln  
s p i t e  of  a n o t h e r ' s  d e s i r e  to  keep him from go ing .  The he ro  d i s o b e y s .  

A_M_LQ_~P_~y~. ~ .  To do someth ing  t h a t  i s  n o t a l l o v e d ,  s e v e r e l y  C r i t i c i z a b l e ,  
o r  p u n i s h a b l e  to a s e r l o u s  e x t e n t .  To misbehave,  to be d i s o r d e r l y  or  u n r u l y .  
To run  c o u n t e r  to  s o c i a l  o r  moral  s t a n d a r d s ;  l y i n g ,  c h e a t i n g ,  gambling,  d r i n k -  
i n g ,  go ln  8 ou t  w i t h  o t h e r  women, e t a y l n 8  out  l a t e ,  e t c .  To ge t  i n t o  " t r o u b l e "  
o r  do something ' ~ r o n g . ,  

Dominance ! -  ~ .  T o  t r y  to i n f l u e n c e  o r  f o r c i b l y  change the b e h a v i o r ,  
o r  s e n t i m e n t s ,  o r  ideas  o f  o t h e r s  a g a i n s t  t h e i r  w i l l .  To command, to h y p n o t i z e  
sc~neone, t o  domineer  o r  b u l l y  o t h e r s .  

DQms162 ~. Res t r a~n~ .  Hero p r e v e n t s  o r  t r i e s  to  p r e v e n t  someone f rom 
d o i n g  some th in  B. K e s t r a t n s ,  checks ,  p r o h i b i t s .  

L o s s .  Love o~%e~ .  ~ a r e n t s  o r  o t h e r  love ? b J e c t s  a re  dead or. die  in  s t o r y .  
MUSt be s t a t e d  t h a i ' p e r s o n  i s  loved o r  t h a t  so r row or r e g r e t  i s  f e l t .  

L o s s .  Ocher .  Someone f o r  whom the hero has not  e x p r e s s e d  love ,  conce rn ,  o r  
r e s t e r  i s  dead o r  d i e s  in  s t o r y .  

~ L L ~ ~ .  Love o b l e e r .  Some love o b j e c t  o f  he ro  i s  t h r e a t e n e d ,  exposed  
t o  s i c k n e s s ,  p h y s i c a l  i n j u r y  o r  danger .  Must be s t a t e d  t h a t  p e r s o n  i s  loved 
o r  t h a t  a n x i e t y  or  f e a r  i s  f e l t  f o r  p e r s o n * s  s a f e t y .  

~ ~ ! J L ~ .  O t h e r .  SomeOne f o r w h o m  the  h e r o h a s  n o t  e x p r e s s e d  love ,  
c o n c e r n ,  o r  r e g r e t  i s  t h r e a t e n e d  b y p h y s i c a l  dange r .  

Re l e c t l o n .  The he ro  r e J e c t s i  s c o r n s ,  l o s e s  r e s p e c t  f o r ,  r e p u d i a t e s ,  o r  t u r n s  
away "from s o n ,  one.  Hero r e f u s e s , t o  pay a t t e n t i o n  to  demands of  someone o r  
r e f u s e s  to h e l p  ~ h e n  ha l  p s needed.  Hero sends p e r s o n  away, t e l l s  him to  
l e a v e  Or '*gate,OUt." 

~ ~ ii I ~ r ~ :  i j~/ ! i :  ..... r z ~ i : ? : / /  ~ : ~ i ~ i ~ i ~ : ~ i k ! : ~ : : : / i ? ~ ! T ~ / i / ~ L i  ~ ~~�84 : 
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L o s s .  Love o ~ _ _ ~ .  P a r e n t s  or  o t h e r  love o b j e c t  a r e  dead o r  d ie  s 
the  s t o r y .  ~lero l o s e s  one o r  bo th  p a r e n t s  th rough  d i v o r c e  o r  s e p a r a t i o n .  
Must be s t a t e d  ~hat  p e r s o n  i s  loved o r  t h a t  s o z r o r  o r  r e g r e t  i s  ~ e l t .  

~ d n _ _ d # _ ~ .  ~ .  The h e r o ' s  p h y s i c a l  w e l l - b e i n g  i s  t h r e a t e n e d .  
lle i s  exposed  to  s i c k n e s s  o r  p h y s i c a l  danger  and i n j u r y  f rom h u ~ n  o r  
non-human o b j e c t s  ( a n l m ~ l s ,  au to  o r  .plane a c c i d e n t s  o r  mechan ica l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  
s t o r m s ,  f a l l i n g ,  e t c . ) .  ~he he ro  d i e s .  

~ ~ .  The h e r o  ~s  handicapped  in  some w a y - - c r i p p l e d ,  b l i n d ,  
dea f  . e t c .  I~  Ls s t a t e d  t h a t  the  he ro  i s  h u r t ,  has s o r e s ,  b roken  l i m b s , ' o r  
i s  v e r y  t l r e ~  o r  i11 .  

~ d n _ ~ .  ~ ~ .  Some love o b j e c t  o f  t he  he ro  ( p a r e n t ,  c h i l d ,  
V l f e ,  s w e e t h e a r t  , p e t )  i s  t h r e a t e n e d ,  eXposed to  s l o w n e s s  or  p h y s i c a l  
i n j u r y  o r  d a n g e r  f rom human o r  nonohuman s o u r c e s  or  o b j e c t s .  Hust  be 
s t a t e d  t h a t  p e r s o n  i s  loved  o r  t h a t  f e a r  o r  a n x i e t y  i s  f e l t  f o r  p e r s o n ' s  
s a f e t y .  

R e | e o t l o n .  A p e r s o n  r e j e c t s ,  s c o r n s ,  l o s e s  r e s p e c t  f o r ,  r e p u d i a t e s ,  t u r n s  
away f rom,  o r  l e a v e s  the  he ro .  Someone r e f u s e s  co pay a t t e n t i o n  to  the  
demands o f  the  h e r o  o r  r e f u s e s  to he lp  when he needs h e l p .  The he ro  I s  
~ent  away f rom ~ome o r  i s  no t  a l lowed i n t o  h i s  home o r  p l a c e  of  e ~ I o y m e n t .  
H e r o * s r e q u e ~ t  la d e n i e d .  The hero  i s  noc g lven a t t e n t i o n  a t  home. The 
h e r o ' s  v i f e  i s  ~ a f a l t h f u l  to  him. HeIo has "no one l e f t  i n  the ~ r l d . "  

S e l f  RUois~ne~t  ~ .  P ~ v s s  Su ic ide  o r  s e l f - i n j u r y .  

s e l ~  pun i shmen t  ~ .  V e r b ~ .  S e l f - d e p r e c a t i o n ,  s e l s  

S e l f  V u n i s ~ n t  ~ .  E m o t i o n a l .  To f e e l  a n x i e t y ,  a p p r e h e n s i o n ,  o r  to  wor ry  
abou t  some ~hou~ht  o r  a c t  a l r e a d y  committed or  be ing  c o n t e m p l a t e d .  To 
f e e l  gus  ~ e s p a i r i n g ,  d e p r e s s e d ,  s ad ;  " t o  f e e l  bad"  f o r  t h e s e  reaso~/s .  

L � 9  �9 
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No. 

28 

43 

45 

49 

85 

100 

111 

129 

146 

149 

158 

171 

191 

207  

214 

230 

253 

268 

297 

299 

Appendfcx 7 

" O v e r c o n t r o l l e d "  and "Underconrrolled'Adjectlves f rom 
t h e  Cough A d j e c t i v e  Check L i a r  

Ovczconcro l led  

Cautious 

C o ~ c i e n t i o u s  

Cons ide ra t e  

Coopera t ive  

F ea r fu l  

Cent le  

Helpful  

I n h i b i t e d  

Mannerly 

Meek 

Nervous 

Peaceable 

~let 

Retlrins 

SeLE-co~t ro l l ed  

Shy 

Sub=Lssive 

Ti=Ld 

MLChdrawa 

Worrying 

131. 

No. Undercon t ro l l ed  

7 Aggress ive  

14 Argumentative 

17 Assertive 

23 Boas t fu l  

24 Bossy 

52 Cruel 

59 Demanding 

10 Dominant 

114 Hostile 

121 Impu ls i ve  

138 I r r i t a b l e  

l~ Loud 

152 Mischievous 

168 Outspoken 

188 Quarrelsome 

197 Rebe l l ious  

210 Rude 

211 S a r c a s t i c  

227 Show-0ff 

271 Tough 
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