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 PERSONALITY CHARACTERISTiCS or PARENTS oF DELINQUENT.
AND NOWDELINQUEAT ADOLESCEH“ BOYS |
AS MEASURED BY THE MINWESOTA YULTIPHASIC PFRSONALITY INVEMTORY
Prudie L. 0r-r1 and Samuel W. Cochran
East Texas State University

Identity theory holds that the child attempts to mold
his own ego after the one he has taken as a model (Freud,
1955). iidiller and Dollard (1950) in discussing the process
of,personality'development have paralleled Freud in their
enphasis of the importance of the early years of 1life with

'gcrenal agreehent that the child, through 4dentffication
with his parents, learns basic and lastinp behavioral
patterns.

In an attemﬁt to bettet'understand and correet psycho-
pathologisel behavior in children considerable research
has been devoted to the study of perﬂonalitybpatterna of
parents in relation to the disturbed behavior of the child
(Goodstein & Rowley, 1950; Lautsrbach, Luden & Brian, 1961;
Loeb & Price, 1966; and Anderson, 1969). The present
study used the liinnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory

(131PI) to obtain personality profiles of twe groups of

101 at University of Arkansas. Requests for reprints
should be sent to Prudie L. Oryr, Department of Pesychology s

Univeristy of Arkansas, Payetteville, Arkansas 73701.
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parente, (1) parents of delinquenf adolescent males and (2)
: parents of nondelinquent adolescent males, to determine ¢
-f:whether there were significant differences in the malor
| perscnality characteiistics of the.two‘groups.
| Method
Subjects
Experimental Ss (;i=18 couples) were the parents of boys
who were referred by county‘Juvenile courts to the Juvenile
Services Unit (JSU) of a Regional !lental Health/ﬂcntal
Retardation Center for counseliné.as a result of delinquent.
behavior. All of the delinquents were white males, ages 13
through 17 with IQs of at least 8l and free of brain damage |,
or gross physical handicaﬁs. Pifteen of the copples vere
natural parents of thelr sons and three couplss were aécptive
parents. However, the adopted sons had lived in these nuclear
families before their first birthday. All parents were
\ married and living'together at the time of administration of
the iiPI and testing was conducted over a three month period.
.Control'gb (N=18 couples) were parents who meet the same
. eriteria for selection as experimental Ss, except their sons
were not delinquent and had no recopd of delinquent behavior.
Procedure -
Experimental Ss were administered the API by JSU
personnel according te standardized {nstructions. Parents

vere tested in separate testing areas, free of extranedus.







distractions. Control Ss were tested by the senlor author
under standardized testiny orocedure. All scoring of fhe
MMPI‘was performed by Mental Health Ceater personnel in
accofdéhée with standardized procedures and instructions
(Marks & Seeman, 1963). Raw scores were obtainéd.and K-
corrections added according tO'conventionql scoring*tecbhiQues
and the resulting data were converted to T scores.

4 Results . :

The wean scores of the ten clinical scales for erperi-
mental and control mothers are listed in Table 1 and for
experimental fathers in Table 2. The t test for two inde-
pendent samples, corrected for unequal ponulation variances,
demenstrated that differences between the two mothers' gr.ups
were statistically significant on six of the ten scales—-
Hypochondri isis, Depression, Psychopathic deviate, Psychase

thﬁnia, Schizophrenia, and Soclal introversion. In the
fathers' groups, results of the t test showved statistically
signif cant differences on the Psychopathic deviate scale
criy;' In every case where significant differences were
-found they were in the direction of preater elevation of
the scales of the two experimental grouns.

As an index of depree of disturbance, a frequency count
of all clinical scales with scores equal to or greater than

70 was made. Thirteen (72:22%) of the experimentsl mothers;







and tvo (11 11/) of the control mothers had T scores. equal to
or greater than 70. In the fathers' Frouo the 1nc1dence ot
38 having high scores was more evenly divided between experi—
mcngal and controls. uine (50“) of: the experimental fathers
and seven (30.88%) of the control fathers had 1 scores equal

to or greater than 70./

Assuming that the mean score for a normal population is
50, a ¢t test for one independent samnle was mide on all scales
for each group. rean 3cores of‘exnerimental mothers, Table 3,
showed statistically significant differences on eipht of the
ten scales--Hypochondriasis, Depression, Hysteria, Psychopathic
deviate, Paranoia, Fsychasthenia, Schizophrenia, and Scclal
introversion. liean scores for control motﬁers, Table 4,
showed statistically significant differences on two scales,
Hysteria and Paranola. liean scores for the ekperimental
fathers, Table 5, were significantly different from 56 on
five scales, Hynochondriasis, Depression, llysteria, Psycho-
pathic deviate, and Hynomania; and mean scores for control
fétheré, Table 6, showed significant differences on gix
sééléé¥~ﬂypochondriasis, Hysteria, Psychopathic deviate;
I‘asculinity-femininity, Paranoia, and Psychasthenla.

Discussion
Group mean profiles for all four grouns of Ss were

compared to the standardized ITiFI population means in order

)
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to obtaln basic interpretations.
f The éontrol mothers' groun showed significant elevations
6n only tuo scqles; liysteria énd Paranoia./ Persona ha?ing
their highest, or nrimary, elevations on these two scélés
ﬁend to repress fheir'feelihhs and are unavare of competitive
impulses. They have a somevhat naive outlook, counled with
a rosy acceptance of thinps as they are. |

In contrast to the control rothers' profile, that of
the experimental mothers showed significant elevations on
eirht of the ten scales when compared to the population mean.
Prirvary elevations were on Depfession, Hysteria, Soclil
introversion and Psychonathlc deviagte scales. Persons uith
thesc scales &s primary elevations have general neurotic
tepdencies; they are immature, use self-blame for their
difficulties and have nrobtlems in retting along with others.
They tend to be denressed and are.nenerally cold, ineffectual
and rejectinr in their internersaonal relaticnships. This
groun alsc had elevations on Paranoia, Psychasthenia,
Schizophrenia and'HypochbndriaSis“scalesl WYhile these
scales”;eré-not 1n§luded”inithe primary elevations they uvere
gtatistically significant in their elevations from the
st&nddrdized mean and afe assoclated with suspiciousness g
aloocfness.

Control fathers had significant elévations, when

compared to the population mean, on Hypochondriasis, Hysteria,

’
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Psychopathic deviate, .asculinity-femininity, Pafanoia and
Psychasthenia scales with primary elevatiocons occurfinﬂ on’
Hysteria and i.asculinity-fenininity scales. Overall profile
for the control fathers vas notable fer 1t$ lack of marked
fluctuations betueen scales; this type brofile is incdlcative
i; of stabllity and tends to aﬁtenuate the significance of the
interpretation of nrimary elevatlons. ]

The experiﬁental fathers had significant elevations on

,{' Hypochondriasis, Denression, Hysterla, Psychovathic deviate

and liypomania scales with nrimary elevations on ngchopathic

1S e

I deviate, Depression and llypochondriasis. The diétinquishinﬁ

high-point or peak on the proflle occurred cn the Psychonathic

o deviate scale. Usual personality characteristics associated
with this pattern include noninternalization of social norms ,

tendency to have noor impulse control and lack of regard for

others. Adherence to soclally accepted conventions may be
verbalized, bdut taese statements are often disrerarded in
actual behavicr. Lxcessive rerard for self is usually nresent,
coupled with emotional isolation, immaturity and hos$ility.

Although comparisons of the grouns to the standardized

means were necessary to demonstrate basic interpretative summaries,
the central purpose of the stuuy wvas comparison of two.different

i

- : groups of parents. Ss were controlled fcr their marital status

‘L (a1l rarried and living torether), for race (caucasian), for







ages of children (13 through 17) and for sex of children (all
males). Exclusion of all but intact families insured
-continuous interaction between narents and sons. Some

- T unconﬁroiléd*factors‘were ares of parents, nunber of children
and ordinal position of the Ss' sons in the family:

Comparisons of ii'PIs between the tuo mothers' groups

revealed that all significant differences were in the direc-
tion of greater pathology for the exnerimental mothers.

;. ' In personality make—up, tie exnerimental mothers, as
compared to controls, exhibited egsentiallv the same charac
7 teristics as described in their comparison to the nopul&tion
e norm. They demonstrated coldness, lack of ability to have

meaningful and close relationshins with others, and an

{rmature and unstable outlook. . They had a tendency to have

- a preat deal of concern for themselves and thelr own vell-
being (to the exciusion of cthers) and to react to stress
with symptoms of depressioh. The contr.l mothers displayed
more stability and\emotionél maturity in all single scales
as well as in inter-scale relatlonshins.

. The«oﬁly between-proup difference for the fathers was
‘found 15 the Psychopathic deviate scale, 1n t he direction. of
grcater pathology for the experimental fathers. Mmile .-

control fathers did have 2n elevation of the Psvchopathic

”}E deviate scale (p<.05) when compared to the population w@ean,
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they did not display elevation of this scals in r@léticn to
their total urofile.

"' The ?aychobathic deviate scale was importont in that 1t

was found to be elevated in both the fathers®' experimental -~

" group and in the mothers' experimental -group. The mothers®
Psychopethic doviate was elevated-slgﬁificantly from the
population mean.{p<.001) as well-as being-higher. {pz01): than
she' coAtFol: mothers' score. Experimental fathers had
Psychopathic deviate 28 their primary elevation, migmifgcant
at the p<.001 level compared to the population mean, an@‘ati
the p<.01 level in comparison with control fathers. Eiéva-
tiong of the scaie are indicative of poor impulse eontzol -
and a tendency to display anti-social behavior, c@mplaaiwiﬁh
lack of concern for others. It is notable that élthough
no direct MIPI comparisons were obtained for sons, delinquent
behavior i3 often associated with the characteristics
descriptive of elevated Psychopathice deviate scales.

While many interpretations of these data mgy be made,
. onepossible conclusion is ﬁﬁat*the'delinquent gens , through
’-idéntifi@&tionﬁwith*theirvpsrehtsg“adOpt'the paraats®
personalﬁty-pattefns 1n¢lud1ng the tendency to have poor
impulse eontrol and disregard for social conventicnz 890
etrikingly displayed by the fathers, end to a lesssy
though significant extent by the mothers. Purther, the

immaturi%y, eoldness and concern for self found im the

Y
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mothers, combined uith the fathers' lack of regard for others,

their hcstllity and tendency to 1mpuluive behavior 1s
productive of an atmosphere lacking in affection; companion-
ship consistent aiscipline and varmth. Such an atmosphere
is analagoﬁsffo the conditions described by Glueck & Glueck
(1962) in their formulation of familial interaction factors
correlated uith juvenile delinquency. f |

This study sugpests the possibility of use of the TMPI
as a screening device for early detection of parents whose

-
personality characteristics are likely to foster fpture

delinquent behavior in their sons.
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- Table 1 _
Mean MIMPI Clinlcal Scale T Scores for Two Independent Samples
Mothers - ‘
4 f . _Experimental Group Control Group
MMPI Scales Mean Standard Mean _Standard t test
' Deviation o ~ Deviation

Hypochondriasis 1 60.00 13.50 51.61 6.03 2.l4o*%
Depression - 66.72 13.03 51.00  7.62 4, y3en
Hysteria ‘ 66.33 12.48 £8.17 5. 49 .86
Psychopathic-deviate 63.28  10.54 52.72 7.41 . -3.07%0
Masculinity-femininity 47.178 9.55 46.27 9.21 .bo
Paranoia 0.61  12.93 56.50 7.16 1.18
Psychasthenia 59.94 12.09 48. 8% 8.59 3.16#%
Schizophrenia 60.11 12.82 50.94 5.7% 2.76%
Hypomania 59.487 9.83 50.50 6.15 .30
Social introversion 63.16/ 10.05 4g.uy 8.30 4, yquue

fl”ﬂ = 18, each group
ar =3y
¥p .05
#2p .01

{'ﬁﬁa .001
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nean iaPI Clinical Scale

Tatle 2

Fathers

Experimental Groun

MMPI Scales
liypochondriasis

Depression

ilysteria

Psychippathfcideviate

riageulinity-femininlty

Paranola

Psychasthenia

Schizophrenia .

ilypomania

1

Social introversion

ii = 18,:each group

g_f;u 34
“Pp .01

Mean

59.89

60.11

60.0¢

65.00

51.44

52.22

54.22

57.17

54.72

52.00

Standard

Deviation

16.42

12.97

10.75

8.72

8.13

14.61

11.47

15.47

8.37

8.35

!

|
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T Scoeres for Two Independent Samples

Control Group

Meaﬁ Standard t test
: Peviation
56,55  8.28 77
53.39 13.58 1.52
57.17 5{5; .31
i“ 5.2 9.07 | 3.13%
57.65 12.09 1.64
54.50 6.60 .60
55f05, 9.03 .24
53. 44 7.20 .88
52.72  10.60 .62
47.50 6.37  1.54
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uéan ii'PI Clinical Scale T

Tahle-B

Scores for

One 3ample: . llypothesls that HeanAof Ponulation is 50

W PT

Scales
Hypééggndriasis
Depfession
Hys;efia
PSychgbathic deviate
Mascullinity~femininity
Paranoia
Payobasthenis
Schizoph%enia
HQﬁomanialJ

Social introversion

i = 18
Ldfie A7
#p ..05
#ip .01

avep 001

Experimental Hothers‘,

llean Standérdfzéd, 'ﬂean ofl
erbulation Scére >"Samn1e
50 60.00
50 | 66.7é
50 56.33
50 63.26
50 N%;TB
50 EO.Gi
50 59.94
5C 60.11
50 49,67
"~ 50 63.1€

16

sS.bh.,

Samble

13.50

12,82

9.83

10.05

3.14%

5. L5k
5.55#38
5, 35888

.99




.
4t

"3
5

¥
¥

H
“
N
“
s N
- - - o Coege e e - .. . -
. . o - Lo e P . ERER S T f £




16

_ Table 4 J
ilean MMPI Glinical Scale T Scores for _
One Sample: Hypothesis that Mean of Population is 50

Control lMothers

MMPI Mean Standardized HMean of S.D., = L
Scales POpulatién Scaré " Sample Sample: test
Hypochondriasis ‘ . 50 51.61 - 6.03.

Depreasion 50 ’ 51.00 7.62
Hysteria ' 50 58.17 5.49
Y
Psychopathic deviate 50 52.72 T.41
AM&aculinity-feminiﬁity o 50 k6.27 9.21
Paranola = 50
_Psychasthenia R 50
Schizcphrenia L ‘50
‘ Hypoménia : SN 50
Social introversion .- 50
N = 18
caf = 17
#%p .01
sRop  ,001
I’;







Mean Mi’PI Clinical Scale T Scorés for

Table 5

17

One Sample: Hypothesis that lean c¢f Population 1s 50

Experimental Fathers

THPI
Scales

Hypochondriasis
Depression
Hysteria

Psychopathlc deviate

Masculinity-femininity

Paranoia

Psychasthenla
Schizophrenia

Hypomania -

. Social introversion _

N = 18
af = 17
*p .05
B2y .01
»a2%p .001

liean Standardized

Pobulation Score

50

50

50.

50

50

50

50

50

50

50

Mean of

Sample

159. 59
-
£0.11
60.06
65. 00
51. 44
52.22
54.22
57.17
5u4.72

52.00

S.D.,
Sample
16.42

12.97

11.47

15.47

8.37

8.35

t
test
2.56%

3. 30§§
z:zgghﬁ‘
';75
.65
1.56
1.96
2.40%

1.02
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Table 6
iiean HMPIf011n1cal Scale T Scores for
One Sample: liypothesis that Heah of Pbpulation is 50

AControl'Fathers

MMPI Mean Standardized Mean of  S.D.,
Scales Population Score Sample Sample»
Hypochondriasis 50 56.55 8.28
Depression 50 53.39 13.58
Hysteria 50 57.17  5.51
Psychoprthic deviate 50 55,72 1 9.07
Masculinlity-femininity 50 57.05 12.09
Paranoia ' 50 - 54,50 6.€0
Psychasthenia 50 - 55.05 - 9.03
Schizophrenia , 50 53.uu 7.20
Hypomania . 50 ‘ 52.72 = 10.60
Soélal introversion 50 ' 47.50 6.37
N = 18

af = 17

“g .05

ewp .01

Bhép .001

13
. / i ,

’ s .:.,'/ ] /’, A ) . : . 5 - 7/‘ .

test

3. 36i§
1.06

5.525&0

2f67ﬂ“.

2.478
2.88¢
2.37%
2.02

1.05

1.67

.









