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B An altemative mode of personality assessment based upon the Eysencl;QWithers o

‘\ '\\t<

Personality Inventory (Eysenek'. 1965) ﬁmeasunng extraverston and neuroticism in mdivxduals

4

with developmenml disabillttes was developed to suit the needs of a Canadian ot

non‘instltutionalized population ’l'he first step was the revrsion ot‘ the questionnaire verston ‘-
\(Das. Schoktnan Gates "& Murphy. 1986) NeXt a vrdeotaped form of the inventory was -

developedbasedon therevrsed questionnaires ' A '.f' A "" SR
: ,,,“‘“,A‘ ) '1‘* o
N Ia Study One the rehability of the vrdeo version was assessed in the measurement of ‘ '

B ]
.)A Jt‘

extra)(erslon and heg;ottcism in 2 sample of 222 mildly and moderately mentally retarded e _ =
| adolesoents A princrpal components analysis of ﬂle quesmonnau'e ytelded f act%r loadmgs f om’
’f 39 to 67 on 1tems conoeptually conststent wrth thé‘lalﬂ neurottctsm and ﬁO to 74 for the.

; {1 ,’W )"

. extraversmn ttemst The factor loadtngs for the vrde&nstrument were 33 to S7t and 32 to 60

B respecﬁVely Analytsis of variance yielded no signifteant effects for mental age mode of " '~ f b

‘vv\l ' R v i KN VI I |
K St o \i Lo o

V:fpresentatton or scores on the twodimensions Vi $ T ,“,‘~;'.//{‘;

. S ln Sttidy 'l‘wo the same stanstioal prowdures were followed for a ngup oi‘ fg |

Poels . i N .
K LT '

pped adults Factorial analysrs rephcated the results of Study One ’l'he !

!

Syt rgw,,.;

R ‘questionnaire fo;m liad a range of factor. loadings from 48 to 64 on neurotxctsm and( .32 to
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I. lntroductlon

T

Pcrsonality measuremem and researcl\ with mentally retarded (MR) mdivnduals is neoessary
and impqnant as it addresses three kinds\ of issues: (l) to test hypotheses and theones of
personallty thay is, f or theoreucal purposes, (2) to assrst in the selection of mdmduals who
will be more successful (and therefore likely happier) in particular kinds of industrial, social,
educational and recreational settings, and (3) to make éredictions about an individual's future
behavior It is obvious that a personality theory s range of applicauon is relwm to any
asscssmem of its theoretieal or functional utility If a theory can be used as a tool to guide
ohservation (Marx 1970) and if such'a tool in the study of personality includes within its
' realm an aocount of the impact of personality on basic prooesses such.as percepuon learning,
thmking and memory then it deserves to be taken rﬁOre seriously than one that is concerned
only with a descnption of personaltty o , ’ -
The model of personality on whxch the current ‘measurement instruments are based is
| that of H J. Eysenck Eysenck (1967) outlined two personality dimensions, mtroversron-
* extraversion (l E) and neuroucism emononal stabﬂity (N ES) He has since added the
diniension ppsychoueism to the model, The current research ‘however, deals Ghly with the two
‘dimensional model in whlch differences. in extraversxon are consrdered as a product of ‘
dlf fex;ent levels ol‘ cortical arousal mediated by the reucular acuvating system lntroverts are
‘oonsidered to have a higher resung level oi‘ cortical arousal and to develop a slower rate oi‘
cortleal inhibitlon than extraVerts 1'he differencgs in neurotictsm are oonsxdered to be due o E

a

dll‘ferent levels of actwation of the visoeral brain.

’l“ﬂe Eysﬂnok modcl has been vadely used in research with normal (t e.. non- retarded)
. popnlauons Fmdings have shown that' differenees in observable beha\ndr emst among th§

tfour groups partxcularly vnth referenoe to the const,mcts of mtrover;ion and extravers

!

In
_the general population extraverts were found to have better.shbrt- term recall that introvests,

, gi’ﬁht over 2 lonser perlod ot‘ retention this was reversed (Howarth &. Bysenck, 1968) Introverts ,

i='§end to uke more tlme to retrleVe mformation from long term memory than extraverts ,- L

3%
L 8
e . ,




competing responses and distracting".stimuli (M. W Eymnck. 1982). ln studies of academic
| achievement.l‘mildly necurotic introverts generally attain a higher standing academlcally than
the extraverts (Lynn, 1959; Eysenck, 1971b).
Only a few studies have attempted to use Eysenck's model in research with subjects
- considered to have abnormal forms of cogmtlve processtng such as the mentally retarded or
v the‘ mentally ill (ML} Wakef ield, Wood Wallace and Friedman (1978) WOrkmg with a group
of MR adults f ound that the su'b)ects with elther high or low levels of arousal outperformed
the moderately arouSed suhjects Clandge and Chappa (1973) workmg with MI subjects
found that their subjects also demonstrated optimal perf ormancelat very high or very low
arousal levels. The findings are contrary to what is known about mdmduals in the general
populauon who perf orm better at a moderate level of arousal Brengelmann (1978) reported
that extraversion, as described by Eysenck was observed to correlate pegatlvely with learmng N |
in the mentally retarded. : .' : o / o
The need for further mvesugatlons into the relauonshlps between personallty
constructs and learmng in the MR is obvious. Stress has been plaoe{d on ablllty and
achlevement l’actors and the examination of personallty and temperament\ in leamlng,
neglected, especially in the areas of soc1al and vocauonal guldance Part of the dif’ f lculty lies
in tht fact that personallty appears to be a broader rnore nebulous concept than that of
mtellectual f unctxoxﬁng Secondly the' models are less testable because personallty f uncttonmg ~
s less easily quantlflable for no operanonally clear theory currently exxsts ‘
A major problem in any scheme of personahty assessmeut is the lack of an obvious
— —cntenonagamstwhxehioassessahe abllrty of the test to measure what jt clalms to be
measunng While personality does change vnth age it does not appear to do 80 in any
straxghtf orward way. It cannot be saxd that ten year olds are less extravcrted than twenty year ¢
olds. nor is there. any obvious group who mxght agree on a rauk orderlng of people in terms '
of personahty charactensues. o : ‘
While many extraverts are seen as talkative and socxable others are seen as prfmarily

dominating and actwe or as socmble m some contexts and uot in others 'Ihere isa contlnuum



of category membership in that some individuals are "better” extraverts than are otlxers
(Cantor & Mischel'.‘ 1979a). ‘There is no fixed set of criteria with which to compare extraverts
on an equimble basis. | <L ‘ .
Rosen, Clark, and Kivitz (1977) conclnded from their review that while most major AR
theoretical models of personality liave/ potential i‘or use with MR individuals, there is lrttle
" evidence of their actual use. First, these models have been used in a descriptive rathe‘r than in
a predictive manner. Consequently, their relevance for habilitation services, which are
concerned with the prediction of future behavrour is not readily apparent. Secondly
personality assessment instruments are either diff: rcult to administer or dre mappropnate
Most assessment devu:es require verbal or abstract reasoning skills — skills in which MR
individuals are noticeably deficient and therefore do not meet the basic test requirements.
Fraser Leudar, Gray and Campbell (1986) point out the diagnostic limitations of the .
interview techmque w1th linguistically less able or wrthdrawn individuals. In their study of
- psychiatric and behavior disturbance in the MR, the commumoative subjects were seen by the
mtervrewrng psychiatrists as less mtellectually handlcapped less drsturbed overall and more
reliable in the informauon they provrded

The current pracuoe of - obtaming mdxcations of personahty from the results of raung :

scales of adaptive behavror lS unsatisfactory It relies on adaptive behavror as the only
‘critenon of. personal functioning, it is extemally rated and it excludes internal dynamic
considerations (Rosen & Weisz, 1983) Another problem in diagnosis pam::ularly with respect
""to aduits in training centres for the vocationally handicapped. is that it becomes difficult to
dlstinguish between adaptive behavior'that is a fnnction of developmental retar'dntion versus
the f uncuonal retardation which can oocur in mental illness schizophrenia being just one o
example (Kay. 1986). Eysenck (1986) hnnseif points out that personality oonstructs like -
| neuroticism for example, and intelligence should be dealt wrth as separate factors Wthh
' lnteract and jointly may. deterrmne a person 's adaptation to the problems of everyday life.
- In terms of personality research with MR individuals, there is the need for a
theoretical framework which will déscribe and predict the personality of the MR personand

»

b
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1mpltcauons , . : ' , s
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y

also for assessment tnstruments based on'a theOreucal f ramework which do not place exoesswe

‘demands on the verbal and Cognitlve sktlls of MR mdividuals In order to be scientif ieelly

" useful; a theor'y must be testable (Marx 1970). As new techniques and devioes are' developed.

a prevrously untestable theory may well become testable or at least generate some testahle

i
‘

In an’ attempt to meet these crttena the current researcher has examined the relevancel K

of Eysenck's extraversnon and neurotncism constructs f or the mentally retarded Extensnve

: research in, the non -retarded populauon has mdtcated the ef fi tcacy of this approach f or’

explammg and eventually predtctmg human hehavror (Eysenck 197ls 1971b 1971c) A new
techmque that of adaptmg an tnstrument to a f ormat suitable’ f or mdmduals ltkely to be non

or poor readers has been tried in the current projects The current research 1s mouvated by an

' attempt to apply a relattvely well developed theoreucal structure 0 the destgn of approprtate ‘

research tools which could then be applied to an area in need of mvesugauon whtch concerns L

the relevance of the personshty dunensxons of introversron extraversnon and netirottcism-

(,‘r

emononal stability among MR tndmduals (S Eysenck 1965)
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S / g Mental retardation has understandably. been viewed largely asa, matter of intellectual defic

B " ":'j"l'; g or impairment so that the. behavtor of the mentally retarded is primarily attributable to

f "'-';'7. ’ o ’ lowered intellectual functioning Historicaliy. the MR have been reﬁ'r'fed to as more rigtd

- neurotic and exttaVerted than nonretarded persons and less achrevement oriented

P (Brengelmann 1978). Mentaily retarded mdivrduals were considered to Have highly'

. stereotyped personality proi‘iles and were cbnsidered to be ohhvrous to emottonal problems

b - ' (Menolascino 1983) Personahty research with MR mdivrduals was oonsrdered unnecessary.

' Researchers and clmictans assumed that these people lacked suffrctent verbal skills or.

. introspective skills to' make aecurate assessment feasihle (Wachs 1966) There is a measure

| B truth ln this view as Kodman (1983) unwrtttngly demonstrated Kodman admmistered the
Caiiforma P‘sychologit:al Inventory and the anesota Multiphasrc Personahty lnventory
(MMPI) to a group of 38 tnstituttonahzed individuals (mean 1Q < 60) Responses to' the t

AR instruments were charactenzed as immature suspicious alooi‘ defensrve secluded ‘rigid,

L a eonstricted in thought and actron overiy sensmve to the optnrons of others and overly

judgemental Kodmati concluded that the results of the twe personahty measures overlappe

X"
qualitatively and supported other studies whrch characteriz.ed the MR indmduals as.

' subnormal in perisonality assets as weli as m rntellectual endowment. Kodman's research
s potentEIiy vafuable in terms oi‘ iearning more about personality charactenstrcs in a specific
o ,v segment of the pOpuiation. failed to talte into account theconstraints of limited cogmuve
A 2 functioning in response styles comprehension of the- test items and the effects of the hmi
‘ oi‘ an individhai s own awareness when the research instruments were chosen ‘

_ Past theoretieal frameworlts have included the eoneept of eognittve rigrdity. tntema
extemal locus oi' control motivational and cognitive theory. psychoanalytic theory. so_aai |
§ iearnins theorles and trait approaches to personality Several eonsistent oonciusions have




. .'(Silverstem 1964; Holder & Wankowsln 1980)

'541986) The cogmtxve mncuoning of- the MR unqueitronably has a profound ef fect on thelr ‘; i

i 'personality charactenstres Of mterest for the present research was the fmding that tWo

:Mrller 1955.) LT j o

'determmants Balla and ngler (1979) suggest the use, of MR and non- MR persons of

M" evrew oi' longitudmal studres of‘ personality found support for the consrstency ol‘ adult :

assocrated with afy one personality type. such as. ih Down s Syndrome or hydroeephalus

on inay anse as aIthough the groups, ,

" such as those with Down s Syndrome do not appear t have \a distinetive personality pattem'

,vlt

) they do demonstrate some distinctrve cognitrve characterrstres (Varnhagen Das & Varnhagen '. ‘

L

wo!

'
behavior Yet by addmg the considerauons of personality arld temperamené voeauonal

behavror predxctron fi or example mrght become more a(:curate Perf ormanee at many jobs

a

seems to be governed more by personal qualrties such as mtrdversion extraverston than by '~ "

"\

. ",
e rn u,l“

more cognitrve abrlltres (Eysenck 1971b). = ' ;“ o ._..’,'.“

. ,' | A

r‘ , C o
"' A second conclusion i that the behavior of the mentally reta;ded w:th no' T

A | | ' )\ :‘

_ _documented evrdenoe of orgamc bram damage is best understOod/ by the pnnctples l‘ ound to

be generally appheable to nonretarded persons (Zigler 1966 Ballla & ngler 1979 Reynolds &

A aela LR l [ V [ ', H

PRI " o

In separatmg the expenentral determrhants of personalrty from the’ deVelopmental /

/',‘\ .

Ve

eqmvalent developmental level fOr the purposes of compansOn (Equivalent developmental | ,.‘
VN

,, level 1s " most typmlly assessed by a mental age score. ) As the patterns of motor or intellectual

o f unctromng change wrth trme so do the beha.vxors measured through personality assessment oy

Longrtudmal studiee of personality development have not been camed out in the general
populatron. largely beeauseof a lack of agreement on a theoretieal base Oonley (1984) in a

l

B personalrty drmensions. one related to neuroucrsm and the other to mtroverston extraVersion )

b L had moderate 1ongitudmal eonsnstency (approximately 30)«and demonstrated eonvergent and

drscnmmant valrdrty l ‘

personality development in the mentaily retarded beeause

Not one of sueh eommonly purported attrlbutes oi“the retarded as passivity. Vs
impulsivrty. rigidity. suggestibility. lack of persisten" ' ‘lmmaturity, withdrawal. fow




oo " 'ftustratron toleranoe unrea.listlc self oonoept . can be etther substantiated or
1 ,,,‘,‘rel’uted on the basis ol‘ avallable research data (p 319)

- Studtes pf personality development in the MR however have been hampered by both

the lack\of Ia generally accepted theoretieal base and the Iack ot‘ Asswsment instruments based |
‘ on a thedretieal framework\ whrch does not place exoesslve demands °’_‘ the verbal and v s -‘ ) '
oognltive skllls of these lndlvrduals A theoretleal inodel should ‘hate lreunshc 'valae and | . !
considerable f‘”‘bﬂiw Thus a framework shOuld be estal)hshedt wluclt prohdes basrc toptc L

'} "1

r‘;; areas for consrderatmn and systematic research The model should have pradtrcal rmphcattons ‘f" |
/ for assessment and treament if required The lnbdel should also be able to generate R

/ «l‘,t‘ )
. I Nroe !
. .

pr‘edtctions ooneermng future Be‘hav,lors

b

' " . v ) Vs _‘ “ L. [ '
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Psychomtyuc luodel R oy

The psyehoanalytrc model is assumed by its adherents to be equally applreable to the o
| functlonlng of MR persohs. In terms of the basrc assummxons of the psychoanalyuc model,
" .the foregoing statement could be aeeepted as correct. The functtOnlng of MR mletduals ftts

,

: well with one of me fundamental prermses of thts model Behavlor is eohstdered to be the

; result ol‘ the psychlc events :whxeh have prewded 1t All psychtc events are stgnif 1eant for the L
: indivlaual aﬂd their"importanee ls not’.minlnuzed beeduse ! perSon is unavlare of these events
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basrc mtellectua] f unctions (e 8 memory, strmulus discnmihanon) a,nd allov(s one to peroeive
the eonsequences of one 's behavror The ego attempts to satisfy the demands o the id in 4“' "F\ i

i . | .

socrally aooeptable ways The ego attarns lts own umque character vra development of control

g over motor functronmg the acqursitron of memories. thought and affect (Konarski & ; " : N 5
Cavaher 1983) ' o i e «“1 A ‘\,_ "' = ",‘ Y ', ’

o , Ix“ . : ', /// ,.““1” . K Wt . ot y.» .',_ ' s . : “H““

S The superego works m @ self evaluatrve capautyl' exerct\?;\hr-g‘ a kmd of moral control or”

[ R s \

g conscrenoe The superego also manages one 's asptratrons concermng the way thtngs should bc

K | R Progressron through the vanous stages outhned rn the psychoanalyttc model ts ¢
o | consrdered to be slgter and drrectly related to the tndivrdual s level of of cogmtive "

development "I'he mentally retarded are seen, .as more lrkely to become f lxated at a pamcular

'\: ' " \\ Y
[ rstage and thus drsplay the character dtsdrdera specif 1c to that stage For example an " ‘
o ‘ A
K mdmdual frxated at the oral stage wou)d demonstrate passivrty and dependency : S
e , , :
TR ” From the psychoanalytrc vrewpomt mdrvrduals wrth MR would appear hrghly R
Lo O :

I ‘ susceptrble to emotional dtsorders and socral maladjustment Many of the behavrorial

v correlates of mental retardatron suoh as tmpulsmty and drstractrbtllty would he seen as a ‘

4o
n e Fon

o ‘rel’lectron oT madequate ego development In addrtion the number of diSruptrve T actors

’ 5

V
]

surroundmg a person wrth MR such as parental aceeptance and f amilial rnterat;tions offer ,v;:*'

"\
'

: many options for interpretatron usrng the psychoanalytrc model ‘ . KEREN .
AR From the psychoanalytrc perspectrve the MR lndrvrdual is peroeiVedao suffér f rom

. 5

9 ‘.“ madequate ego develhpment a, result of the indrvrdual $ cogmtlve deficrts (Balthazar & 7:,,”‘{-«’ ,

"l I

[

Stevens 1975) 'I'he slower prdgressron through and poorer resolution of the stages ol“ K

"." .'vne,\.

: “Famthal fostermg of dependency may be a factor. ;

n'

frxatron at the earher levels. of gevelopment llkely results m the perslstenee of intmature ways

(S
SO

P
e

.n.

‘of. rxgtdrty provlded

-: psychrc energy rs used leaving llttle energy or 'e

R B
'l,'h,a \ :_ :
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teeting which mterferes with the development of htgher‘ cogmtive functions such as language R ‘
and moral development lt would be antieipated thatumature-egmfunchomng would only '1:\ : .
AN "‘s )‘ "

- oompound the mdivldualsoognltlve dtfftcultles '[ ~, :, TR ‘\'ﬁ.;‘ SR

2

!

- The psYchoanalyttc model is based on Ia comprehensxve conoeptual system ’l'hls theory
presents dlfftculties in the dtstillatton and testmg of hypotheses due to its tmprectsron and ”

| ambiguous explanations With respect to the study of personahty in the MR and non- MR

o aﬁ. many of the theory s features eannot be observed dtrrctly and’ farth is plawd m the ,

acyot‘self reportmeasures ‘ ST G i
"‘l ’, ﬂ C ooy o
- .f‘ Whlle the th@ry itself appears to have relevanoe for the MR tt has major therapeuuc B

l 3

lunitations For example the determmation of. unconscmusfprooesses ls generally made usrng

'\

.q -

indirect verbal techmques such'as free assoctatton and dream analysrs, both of whtch are of ‘
llmited utﬂity when deahng v;tth cltents who often exhrbtt expressrve language dtf ficulttes '

Concrete thinkmg 1s an obstacle to an’ inxtght onented therapeunc ,techmque based on

o X ‘
metaphoneal commumcatxon It 1s therefore tmportant to assess cognitive abtllty and welgh I

NN ' e

i

v

Crowder used the Comprehenslon and Smﬁlantfes On the WAIS R (Wechsler 1981) to assess

«z the consequenoes of oognitive style for therapy (Wetner & Ctowder 1986)). Wemer and

their clients level ol‘ abstract reasomng. They noted that “ . ( - A\ '
R A : o :
' "Whetller caused cultural de eprivation, lack of; educatron or hmtted tntellectual R
;‘ - - “endowment, our rm%noe on these teits siiggests. that they have . '\ SR
' % difficulty. with' abstract reasoning sychotheraptsts. ‘by-contrast,_teason by. analogy - ‘

© .. and frequently commuhicate through simile and metaphor, expecting patients to . _- | L
‘understand: ebs_tract contingent rela onshxps and the ‘as 1f" exphcrt m simrles and e




il

‘ developed They include play therapy and art therapy ) Psychoanal" tic techmques do not

farls to address the broader aspects of soctal learmng Assessment devices and treatment -

more surtable for the MR and mrmmme the necessny f or, verbal commumcation have been

ok

off er ‘a method f or predtctmg future behavnor because One of the postulates m the .

o psychbanalyttc perSpecttve is that understandmg the pattern of- behgwor permrts the predlctton

. .LeamlngModel s '

possrbthues,wtth the mentally retarded. . ! T

'

manner as nonretarded mdrvxduals Classxcal learmng f orrnulatrons pl@ce great emphasrs on

social context Finally psychoanalync techmques do not eas:ly lend themselves to research

' L The basxc premrses of thls model are that all human beings are capable of leaming

: K 'that learnmg shapes hurhan behavtor and that mentally retarded tndtvrduals leam in the same

RN R

SRUES

¥

| o 'mcludmg maladapttve behavror are acqmred (or not acquxred) by the Same pnnciples -

. "of behavror and’ ;t is not known to what extent the MR understand thexr own behavror m a

o
LI

o condmomng asa basrc process in learmng In terms of pelgpnahty development behavrors : '

. The psychoanalytic view does of fer a developmental approach to personallty-b‘ﬁ Co

v o .

‘ need for self - awareness and verbal expressron skllls (Psychotherapeuuc techniques Whlch are "

et

’l'he indrvrdual with an orgamc or brologrcal abnormahty lS ltkely to have an altered -

C ‘ ‘vresponse funcuon affectmg strmulus respons‘e relationshrps and ultrmately the development of

) . ,_an apprOpnate behavxoral repertoire lnyury to the central nervous system 1s seen as. res‘fﬁ—fiﬁg

: the development ol‘ the mdxvrdual by restncung the opportunitxes for mteractions One kmd

“of restrrctron obvrously. 1s any sensory 1mpatrment Such 1mpatrments result m .

S : Idevelopmental restrictions because the affected mdmdual ls not capable of respond;ng tn the

The development of personalrty 1s affeeted by the mdlvrdual s remforeement and

\~t

dtscnmmation history It does not need to bp stressed that an indtvidual 's, behavior may be

e _usual way. that is. to say. the mdtvtdual s environmental mteractlons may be iﬂapl’r‘)lﬁ'ia“= °'

hmlted L
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determined m part by hisexperienws with those with whom he has the closest ties'such as o .
his family or 1rnmed1ate care takers (Kiefer 1949 zigler 1966 Balla & Zigler 1979) 1r N
‘Q reinforeement is infrequent insuffrcrent or aﬁgm.imstered noneontmgently or if response
opportnnities are limited it would be expected that the MR mdmdual would not develop a . o
useful repertmre of *personal and social skills. Personahty development may be af fected by the‘ :
inappropriate use of punishment Bchaviors needed for soclal adjustment f or example may |
' be suppressed or avoxdanee and Withdrawal behavrors may be strengthened
Learmng. m terms ‘of personality deveiopment may be seen as a function of cogmuve ‘
responses to external stimuh For example. the reinf oroement histones of mildly retarded .-
adults residmg at commumty based mtermedxate care facilines are heavrly dommated by the
épnungencxes of éktrmsxc remf oreement which af f ect their motivational orientation (Haywood“'
&Switzky,1985) S '_' AR g,, s ._.,,_;

o Researclr based on the socral depnvatlon oonstruct has shown that social depnvatmn |
may result m a hcightened mot.ivatton to interact wrth a suppomve adult: (Zigler 1966 Balla § :

& Zigier, 1979) The apparent increased motivauon to seek social remforoement stemming "
from a history of socral depnvat;on does sqem oongruent wnth the sort of behavxor seen in.-

: " some MR mdividuals that of actively seeltmg attention and affection The MR are. also less - .-- ‘
likely to tmst their own resourees m problem solvmg and rather rely on possible solutions
presented by external sourees ’l'hrs relianee on outsrde mfluenees 1s often detrimental to they. o
deVelopment of problem solvmg sltills and strategles The behavior of thementally retarded o N
may also be interpreted as trying to avoxd i'ailure rather than atternptmg to achieve suwess "

Dependency on reinforeement from others may stem from a background of socxal |
deprivation or the lack of appmpriate opportunities for mteraction Closely alhed thh the E i
: eoneept of'dependency in: personality development is the rehanee which many MR persons ,

) laee on external cues to gmde their behavior This aspect of learmng has been descnbed asv"g;_ R
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‘_"? - under their own control aaan tmportant dimensron of mdlwdual varration Thus locus of

| ‘ oontrol (rnternal or external) is regarded as a charactensttc attitude towards the world

ref erred tqfas generalwed expectancy Generalized expectancres have tmportant modif ying
ef fects on the expected relatton between behavror and retnforeement Ftrst people have to
beheve that they have the capabtlity to perf orm the neeessary behalnor to eam the | |

remforoement and also to regard the reward as worth the eff ort bef ore they will act

1
N

Secondly and even more rmportant they have to expect that when they behave appropnately
they wrll actually rwetve the desired reward 'l'hus whether or not a behavior depends
. on. these three condtttons betng met a person must have the' capacity to produce the desired
behavror ‘rnust regard the reward as desrrable and must expect that the reward wrll be
. recetved'if the behavror ts produoed Mentally retarded tndmduals however may not have
the capactty to produce the desu'ed behavror due to Iowered intellectual functtomng or .
| maladapttve behavror and for the' same Teasons: may ‘not be able to predtct f uture everits or .
" ‘, consequences as a result of therr behavtor As the work-of Haywood and Swrtz.ky (1985)
points out, perhaps due to thetr lrfe ctrcumstances the most internally mottvated subjects in "
isi; ’ 4 thetr study had intnnstc motrvatton scores. on the assessment devtce which were about the ‘.
, same as the mean mtnnstc mottvatton scores of extnnstcally motivated subjects m an carher | .‘
» study of nonretarded children.. R o |
Balla and Zmler_(l979) ref er to the low expectancy of success andhtgh expectancy of

: ,“v.,, ‘ fatlure in many MR mdmduals 'I'hese expectancres have beenwtewed as a consequence of

‘ frequent conl“rontanons wrth tasks wrth whrch the MR person is rll equtpped to deal It has . .
i been hypothesrzed that the effects of prolonged farlure expenenees are pervastve and may :
'_'_-'potentrally lead to anxtety dISOrders (Ollendtck & Ollendtck 1983) f' o

There are several hmrtanons to the learnmg models Before learmng can oecur




' ,adapt and react to environmental events dlf?erently from thetr non MR peers (Balla & Ztgler

i . , o . h I . B
[ S . ! o . .‘,u ’ ‘ .t' '
.o .

‘o 1979) Bt | o

’ . A seeond major ltmitatron of the leammg perspecttVe conoerns the learning of cues: If

o ‘an tndividual ls 10 leam when and where to respond approprtately, attentton must be pard to f | 2
both external and internal cuea It is well known for example that. almost 1 vrcanous SOClal B
' vlearnlng occurs among mentally retarded pre schoolers who have been mtegrated mto regular
i pre- school programs Retarded mdlviduals frequently have behavror dtffrcultres such as o -

mappropri&te attentron whtch tnterfere with the learnmg of: cues o o ;
. The learmng models ot‘ personahty, whtle heunstieally usef ul are of hmrted predtctlve
{, C I o G S
utthty for lndivrduals who are mentally retarded SR ’,f‘. o j L TR

‘ ‘Experlential Model - "' - ' SRR S T
Lower cogmtive functromng may mcrease the nsk of emotronal drsturbanoe because lt I

‘creates special adjustment problems whrle hmtting the indtvrdual § abthty to solve these

., problems (Rerss \;,evitan. & McNally. 1982 Jaoobson 1982) Inabrlity to perform self help -
' 'y"skrlls for exanmle may have a prof ound and negatrve effect on self conf idenoe. personalr‘ty
B and ernotxonal stabthty However no reaearch has been performed fhat relates deftcrency or. ';

i | ',proflcrency in these skllls to psychologxeal adjustment (Matson 1985) R RGN

| ” 'l'he eonstruct of self coneept has reeetved lrttle attention in, the mental retardatxon |

:literature One reason for this lack ot' attentton to measures of amuety or self coneept may be

a view that MR mdividuals lack suffrcient verbal ﬂuency and/or mtrospecthe skrllls to_make a‘ .

Zli":.'.",valid measure of the eonstruct possible. Thrs dtfl"tculty has not proved to be msurmoun‘tab
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There is some tenuous eyrdenee that MR persons have more. adverse sell‘ eoneepts Lo

‘""f"“" than do non MR persons However the l‘actor of lntellectual level has generally been . ‘_

‘ ‘ conf Ounded wrth speaal class plaoement or msntuttonallutton making any frrrn concluslons Pt ‘

“ll

&rmpo:tslble As well it is diff: rcult to demonstrate in the MR that low sclf concept leads to low

¥

performanoe It mrght be tnterestmg to mvestrgate the growth of sell‘ conoept from a . .

= developmental phenomenon of increasmgchgmttve drfferenttatton o . 1 .
Much of the work of developmental theortsts in the f 1eld of developmemal handlcap

k has focused on motrvatronal dlfferenees betWeen MR and rion-MR persons (ngler 1966 " ';

Balla & Zlgler 1979 Haywood & Swrtzky, 1985) It appears that often MR mdlvrduals are,

more mterested m tnteractmg wrth an attentrve adult in a testrng srtuatton than they are

"" f‘?‘ mterested m solvmg the given problem Heber (1964) noted™ that the observed dtfferences in~

response style most notably that of cogmttve rtgldrty tn mentally retarded mdtvrduals could

e N ’oe better explatned in terms of mottvatronal factors

| PRI Another construct that, has recerVed relatrvely lrttle attention in the area of MR in -

: f compamton with tts relatJve 1mportance m the general personahty hterature is that ol‘ anxtety ;

K

v . (state and tralt) Thrs mattentron is somewhat surpnsrng since it has long been known that
(e " amuety affects perforrtnance on’ a wrde vanety of tasks servmg to factlttate performance

R under oertatn condmons and to debrhtatc it ‘md“ °mm

An anxrety state 1s a cluster of symptoms based on f ear the souree of wmch is not

recogmzed by the mdtvrdual (Ma.rks & Lader. 1973) State anxlety may be scparated from

\

tratt amuety State anxrety refers to amtrety felt at ‘a partxcular moment whereas trait anxlety
refers to a habrtual tendency tobe anxrous over a long penod of ttme (Marks & Ladef 1973)

" Smoe the ,eiperienee“of,_anrtiety,. isconS1dered a‘ : l’of normal behavro“r i is the employment .-'.

ofa a;copmg strategy (1 e.. d efense mechanlsm) "anxrety‘ 1s seen as a problem only when it goes

Are
¢

-.:beyondime n°fmal mfiponse‘ 0 SLIE85. and an(
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The questton of depressnon among the mentally retarded is mentioned in the literature
based of“the same soclal expenenees eonsldered to’ he anxiety producing Assessment of
depreeslon (anxtety and seIl' eOnoept) should ideally be multtmodal in hature. Assessment

| | peeds to-focus on both oven beha\nors and cognltrons The main problem at this time is that
p srll‘ report measures are the most highly developed forms of depresston assessment They
:; " , requlre conslderable self knowledge readmg and eomprehension sktlls which make thern'
- unsultable in thetr present form, l‘or producuve use wrth the mentally retarded. “
The prmmee of lpersonallty drsorders in approrumately one-fifth of some" S‘Ubjecl
L populatlons (Eaton & Menolascino. 1982 Bensop & Relss 1984) suggests that thts group of
| dtsorders is. not an infrequent accompanying psycho{ogrcal handmp for mdtvrduals with
" 'mental retardatlon Some debtlttatmg psychtatrlc problems however may appear less...
o

S yszko, 1982) Itis ltkely that due to thetr hrgher tncrdenee of cengral rvous system
E g

dysf unction and lowered tnterpersonal oopmg ablliues retard@@ns are at greater than
average risk for developmg assoclated psychologreal dtsorders (Eatc{n & Menolascrno 1982

signif ic)ﬁnt when compared to the generahzed effects of mental retardaiaon (Retss Levitan &

Russell & Tangtl“ay. 1981). . s "
i Blologleel Model |
| ‘ _ Reeearch on the relatlons between personaltty trarts and basic psychologrcal processes
| have been panlcnlarly tmportant to H J. Eysenck who sees these studtes as a technique for
- dtseovenng the biologrcal basis of personaltty Eysenck has consrstently been interested in the
possibllity that observed diff erences in behav:or mtght be ix‘thented An tmpomnt aspect of
N the lnterpretatlon of the personality dimenslons of extraversxon and neuroueism has always
seen An inguiy into thei biological bases It was, Eysenck g hypothesis that individuals differ
f m thetr exeitatton lnhlbttlon balance and that this differenee Is. medrated by something m the .
_‘ e eentral nervous system Currently. his btologrcal theory'emlahasm drfferenees in arousal flevel
‘ ‘_ rather than difl‘erenees m inhihitlon level 'l'he biologieal o

unlque qualltles

j nstructs have grven his theory A
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: In Lhevg"cneral thedry physiological arousal stcmming from the asccnding" reticular
activating system (ARAS) is said to steer introverted and extravened behavnor wmle .
neuroumsm reflects t:cuvation arising from the limbic system often ref erred to as the
emotional brain.

The general theory of extraversion states that diff erenual states of arousal can accoum .
f or an individual's position on the I-E axis continuum. lndmduals with an innate (gencucally
based) predisposition to restu}g pat;ems of heightened wm tend to devemp charactensncs of
mtroverslon whereas individuals predisposed 10 resnng pattems of lowered arousal will
develop characteristics of extraversion. It is also a part of his _theory that the varying states of

A

arousal a1:e~related to the activity §f the ARAS. This part of the theqry is pot'diréctIy testabie
using‘human subjects. The involvement yof th ARAS in arousal has been deduced from )
animal experimentation (Eysenck, 1967) ax':d can be traced through IPaylov‘s conditioning
investigations and Hull's concepts of drive and habit. |

The concept of cortical arousal has raised a great deal of criumsm The criticism is
dlrected at the various definitions of the term itself and at the actual physxologwal measurcs
of arousal employed which f requegtly have only low correlations. For example arousal may
refer t0 rcsponsxvcness attention to sensory mput or even the: bggavnonal intensity of a
mponse Eysenck (1976) -stresses two major points regarding his theory and the associauon
of cortical arousal with I-E. First, his theory refers'to the resung state (but levels of arousal
can vary under dxffcrent condnions) and secondly, a restmg state for one may not be a restmg

state for another. Basncally. then, Eysenck views axousal as a physxologxcal statc rcsulting

‘ from an increased level of acnvxty in the ARAS

' Eysenck (1967) also used the term actxvanon by which he ref erred to autonomic

_ activity mediated by the limbic system and ooordmated by the visceral brain. The introspecuve

correlate to arousal in Eysenck s terms is alertness and to activation, emouon

It is suggeswd that cortical arousal can be produced in two ways I; may be a result of

" sensory snmulanon or of higher mental proowses. in wlnch case there need be no ai'ousal of

the vxsccral brmn or it may be produced by emotion In ihis latter case, there is both cortical

£ <
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“even higher level of arousal than would otherwtse be anticipated. -~ E .

17

and autonomic arousal. Autonomic actiyation and cortical arousal are, therefore, partially

independent, and Eysenck cautions against any assumption that such measures of cortical
. . ‘

. arousal such as EEG or GSR can be used as direct indices ‘of emotional involvement.

Individual differences in neuroticism are related to differential thresholds of arousal in the
vtsoeral brain while behaviorial differences with respect to extraversion are related to | o
diff erentral thresholds in various parts of the ARAS. |

In the laboratory setting, tests a.re destgned to produce a nummum‘of emouonal

actrvation thus, the personahty dimension of neuroticism must be kept in mmd and tts

possrble mteractton wtth I-E. Neurotres have a higher level of chronic visceral hrarn activation

than do stable tndividuals Under condittons oi' extreme emottonal arousal the separation

between the I—E dunenston and the N ES dimension breaks down. The visceral brain can

‘vsupplement the ARAS arousal of the cortex evoking in the neurottcally d1Sposed tndtvrdual an

[N

(4
1In eff ect, the dmenstons of introversion- extraversion and neurotrcrsm emotional

“

stabtllty lose their ludependenoe when the individual is ernotmnally actrve (Eysenck 1967) In

. cases where the fevel of emotional actrvatJon is intense cortical arousal must also have

occurred. Thus in Eysenck s dimensional system the sepa.ratton of \intellectual arousal from

ernotional activation holds only for stable lndrvxduals Neurottcs ev1denoe a capactty for

- emotional arousal to stimuli that would be only corncally arousing to a stable lndtvrdual lt

appears that some of the most dtfftcult conceptual problems for future personality theones lie

at the polnt where these two levels ol‘ neural f unctron arousal a.nd actrvatton meet (Clandge

1986) e o o

. " _Eysenck s«zheory plaees oonsrderahle weight upon the notion of condmonabthty asa
. general personality feature. This is attributed to the relatxvely high level of arousal,in
| introverts However research has demonstrated that introverts seem to conditxon better than
‘ extraverts only under eeftam eondltions namely those of under- arousal whereas under
' eondltions of over-arousal extraverts perfor.m oompa.ratively well (Eysenck 1967). Eysenck
B ,on the basis of his own research and that of others has used as explanations for.these
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‘ dtf f erenoes in conditronabihty tdeas whrch mclude the mvdlvement of the Visoeral brain as well

|
as the ARAS, the mtensity of the strmulr and the organlzauon of condluons whlch ate

' neither t0o0 bortng nor too arousing (opttmal resting state) L

| In summary, Eysedck (1967 1976) has revrsed and extended his basic theory by |
suggesting specific relattonshtps between the personality dtmenslonsof 1- E and the asoending
reticular activating system .of the bratn He has also rooted the drmenstons of N ES in
structures of the oentral nervous system lHts general argument for geneuc predtsposltion to '

the personahty types is that the introvert for example mhents a nervous system easily able

. !

to form condmoned responses and tf thrs perstmallty type also tnherlts an emotjonally reactrve v

!

autonomtc nervous system he or she wrll be in an tdeal posmon to acqmre st'mng neuroucally o

dtSposed responses Lln ef f ect: the mtrove.rt possesses a nervous system predrsposmon to be
acutely sensmve to all forms of stimulation and therefore o become mhtbtted and

wrth‘drawmg i the presenoe of a demandmg soctal envuonment L ,: . ‘ o

1

’ The extravert by oontrast mherlts the type of nervou& system that' is not easrly

condmonable not espectally sensitive to Stimulatron and not prone to withdrawal 1) r0m a

\ 1

demandmg envrronment ln f act the extravert is a stimulus seeker beeause hrs or her ‘

relauvely htgh levels ol‘ mhrbrtory corucal proeesses demand constant novel and potent mput

!

“of extemal excttauon o S SR

1

li(er sinoe the mtroduction of the btologteal f oundauons of Eysenck s theory. there : :

4 ’has been a eontmumg attempt to try to construct the opttmal ooneeptual nervous system ;
. whtch can account for the mdmdual dtfferenees eneompassed by the l E and N ES

-dimensions of personality Given,that the two prooesses of arousal and acuvauon are assigned

|

' structure of the personality dtmensmns

equal status it also allows for the mftmte permutatt‘ons of them demanded by the orthdgonal:,
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Several omlssions from thls theory are worthy of nbte Frrst Eysenck has pursned an ' ' g}; ;

S
O

o emplrieal expeﬁmentally based model of personality ln pursurng this lme of lnvestlgatron he

has neglected feelings. motrves and other experiential data whrch some personologrsts oonsider‘
to be the essenoe ol‘ pemonality Seeondly. the higher mental processes have not been ; ‘.‘s";;'

[

rmplicated in his theory There hkely exrsts a great souree of varianon among mdrvldhals due PN
ii? to the dif f erenee in the orgamzation of the hrgher levels ol‘ the eentral nervous system whrch

through language thought memory and other qognlnve proeesses shapes the expressron of the
underlymg tralts. Eysehck has preferred to usebiologreal eg)lanatrons and oonceptual nérvous’

'
Illll’

system outlines tied to a be.hthoral framework Tradluonally. lnologrcall models haVe utilwed
food r' s v 0 r I» .' . ‘.

‘ only low level bram structures possibly beeause they mostly rely on animal datar ' .

ol The t.heory also leqves several gaps in its npplieatron- 10 mrlwldnels wrth mental L -
\ ‘. / { e 2 el - . a

' ” X l F
retardatton "For example.,l_nria (1963) suggested that the m are'less responsrve to Stimuh

»‘ i : a

than are n’on retarded mdwidttals Do these MR indivl uals have defrcits in the ARAS? Is it

.~‘»
'|
h

jassoci_;ted WiTh orgamc development" :‘ ‘
,the cues or wammg slgnals thld it!
'."t;,_] : :

"r‘f 'value to stlmull"’" |
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. is destrable to be able to predtct potennal suooesses or fatlures The predlcttve valtdlty of the PR R

'

)‘, ‘

- . . ‘il. wh t',::
’ . \ .

personahty type Most researchers would admlt 10 the llkelihood that mentally retarded y R P

J 4o e

mdividuals both demonstrate the full range of persbnality traits and charactenstlos obseryed in e o “

4o oy L

the non-retarded populatton as well as bemg susoeptible to the full range of psychologrcal AR '
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By whatever critena one mshes to apply. there are Vanatrons m degrees of suwess and

failure in areas of socral funcuomng, voeattonal adjustment and S0 on ln many tnstanoes it \ et

' Y B

7

IQ for eventual vocattonal and social adjustment in the MR has never been very htgh (Oohb ' !
. The second observation is. that< sucwss or failure is not stmply mherent in the natureu . - ! e

of the mdmdual but is a. result of mteracuons among at! leasv three. sets of va:nables the o L, ‘ )
properttes of the person the enyironmental tnte;vennons and /thej‘social aocommodauons o o /
At the present ttme. no rehable means of predxc/ttng success or fmlureon the basis aof
personahty factors has been establishedl/ faoets of personahty such as sell‘ ¢ane\pi‘\ '{f ) i
motryauon and an;uety are extremely complex and are strongly lnﬂuehwd by vanables such as : :
parental mt'luenoes *’peer group pressures’ ethmd baek;round and socral class"to namc only ay o ‘
few Everyone agrees ém' the 1mportance of personahty l‘actors in determlnmg'adult :’ i ") ; "i} R
adjustment but no oné has yet estabhshed valld.a‘nd reltable methods of measunng and ; - / y ,
ally (Amdtviduals; The tmpom,nce,of AR

PRI SR . o

investigatmg personahty fdctors Iied m the relattonshtp of ihese constructs to the psychological

adjustment ~or the mdiyidual ‘ meany’.f, irect or;"oné té';,one' rétanonsui'ﬁa ought to exist which
can then be shown to apply to memse of d ,Specxfrc sub group or popul;ttion ~=,"} ; .

arf
'l/‘

lt has been estabhshed that the"oomponents'ol‘ personahty are stgnlftcantly lnterrelated
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separate but related ways (1) a theory based,understandms of personality ean be used to S

behavior patterns of MR persons are affected by cogmtion as well a8 personaﬁty e o /‘i;,.‘ '

"",- i

4 The relationships between personality and real hfe behavior ean be explored m two 1

predict thesocial behavlor of various personality types ot (2) an assessment can be made of ’ 4‘;‘
,‘%‘ , s

th° relevance Of persoﬁality to indlvidual diff erenoes in behavlor in soctal oocupational and /%ﬂg o

educatlonal settlngs (Eysenck & Eysenck 1985) Constderation has to be given 10 the, , /" -

: Y/'v

lrkehhood that important aspects of social or workplace behavror are ot sxmply af fected\by i

one facet or dimension of personailty. but rather 2 combtnatron of personahty dimensxons and
the sltuational et)mpdnentsl As Bysenck and Eysenck (1935) pornt‘ out, it is mrsleadmg to try IS

' \m‘v f !

to neeessanly separate personalrty and social behavror as personahty ;nay detemune at least
in part the soctal sttuatrdns (and by extension work situatrons) ,m whrch mdmduals ftndh_

i < )
bt 7

thcmselves ln the P

of the mentally retarded they may suffer in work plaeements because

\’I

4,,."1 8 '
o Ly e ' S

the current vocauonal traimng systems/rn place in most eentres do not’ allow for a wrde range

of plaoement chorce on the partof the eltent., R ;;' o
. 4 .a "/ .)‘ i l l « : ! f " .
Soctal skills and developmentaf delay have been tWo condmons hnked to 145; ooy 'L

N

[

/

; 5
X }“ psychopathology However these areas deserve further study with respect to the rarml' 1eat10ns

,H

f or quallty ctf life Matson (1985) would argue that emotmnal problems can af fect the qualtty

A of ilfe just as substantrally as phystcal deformiUes‘ ‘or other brrth defects, and thus should

receive sim;larlemphasis and attenuon in the developmentally handreapped Yet it would be
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.:;,;“ of disungmsmng hetween individuals in thesense that they are believed m_bepreséntm 8l
greaterextentrnsome people thanmothers) o I L C
T T ST T T
G ‘¢ Operaﬁonallzing the Models e : | ‘
P s ' ' ‘
. «(’-‘ _;\‘,.“ \Xg theory offers the best descrrpuon of personalrty" Thereare no simple rules for
i ' assessmg €. relatrve ments of the numerous personalrty theones and certamly none upon.

whrch theorlsts would agree Theref ore thsnurrent research has. chosen to use two dif f erem. -

B " l. f \ '
apnroaches as each shows its 0wn advantages and as both have demonsuated heunsuc value rn
Cats ) } ) } KR
e ’the amounvpf srgmfrcant research whrch they have generated L R o ,51
’ & aat. . ) /" '/ <o, '1" . . z N N " “v‘y i\ . AR \r,ﬁ“, .
S - SR L - : N L PR S
B The Blological Model Questiohnaire Format 1 e A
'....“\ P ‘ o o VR "‘ 1‘,".‘
' . f . Eysenck s descnpnve model was frrst pur forward iny 1947 The current research n '\". o
) ' howevep rs based on the model descrrpuons prowded f rom ‘1967 onward (see Frgure 1) \ .
. h “' ) v W . \
e Eysenck's theory of personahty may best be descnbed as an hierarchrcal model havmg
~ ) . . u L *
'a rmmmum of three levels At fthe observable level (pnmary factor level) the personalrty
i , types of. mtroversion (I) extraversron (E) neuroucrsm (N) and emotronal stabrllty (ES) are
descn"bed in terms of measurable trarts such as persrstence socrabihty. amuety and so on. E
._"* These dimensrons are basreally rndependent of one other These tratts are usually measured
C th'page' r and pencrl mstruments o
: N Eysenck descnbes the dunensrons of I -E and N BS as T | |
N S a o Extraversron Introversron - o i S
S l-hgh E scores are mdreatrVe of extraversron Hrgh scormg indrviduals tend 0
o . be outgomg. rmpulsrve and unmlnbited havmg many socxal eontacts and frequently
et takmg part in_group, activitiés. -
e ‘j - The typical extravert is sociable. likes ﬁanies. has many friends needs to
. : have people to talk to,’and does-not like reading: or studyingby- himself. He craves
. excitement takeg chanees. ‘often. sticks  his neck:out, acts on.the-spur ‘of the moment
Py and is genérally an‘isiipulsive individual. ‘He is fond of: practical jokes, always hasa--
ready. answer, and- generally likes change. He is carefree, easygoing; optimistic, and

likes to "laugh-and-be;merry.” He prefers to keep moving and doing thmgs. tends 16,

‘be aggressive and to lose his temper quickly. His' feelings are: ’ot kept under tlght .‘_ -

'f, ‘control; and l;eisnot_ alwaysa rellablem ot - N
g | ical"introvert is a ‘quiet; g ‘rt oﬁ.person introspectiv, , fond of

_»rather than people; he is reserved and distant except: to,_intir_ngte,friends,_ He "

10 plan ahedd, “looks béfore-he laps," and distrusts th impilee of the
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L \ moment He does not hke excitement takes ‘matters of everyday life with proper
.. seriousness, and likes a well-ordered mode of life. He keeps ‘his feelings under close

‘ oontrol seldom behaves in an aggressive manner, and- does not lose his temper easily.

- He ts relrable somewhat pessimistrc and plaoes great value on ethical standards o

i Neurottctsm
C l-hgh N scores are mdieative of emotronal lability and overreactivlty l-hgh
scoring individuals tend to be emotionally overresponsive and to have difficulties in
- returning t6-a normial state after emotional experiences. Such individuals f requently
+complain of ' vague somatic upsets of a minor kind, such as headaches, drgestive o
" troubles, insomnia, backaches, etc., and also report, many worries, anxieti¢s, and =
. other disagreeable emotiona} feelmgs Such individuals are predr:posed to'develop
" neurotic disorders under stress, but such predrspositions should not be conf used with -
" ‘actual neurotic breakdown a person may have high scores’ on N while yet f unctionmg
adequately in work sex, f amily. and soctety spheres.
\1'»'4,'. , ) AR (Eysenck & Eysenck 1968 P- 627)

k'. o | : ; People wtth high neurotrcrsm scores wouid appear 10 have as théir mam disungurshmg - '
| cha.ractenstics a marked tendency to experrence strong mood alteratrons to. become | &
drsorgamzed under stress and to frnd it stressf ul to adapt to new situations mcludmg in .
' pamcular those sttuations whrch mvolve mteraction wrth other people, while the individual
hrgh on extraverston ls actrve mdepefdent outomg and opttmisttc Anxiety measures have
been shown to oorrelate ‘6 to 7 wrth measures oLneurotrcrsm (Eysenck & Eysenck 1985)
Most people fall somewhere in between the extremes on these dtmensrons smoe the scales are

eonceived of asbemg bi- polar m the sense that\they are desrgned to f acilrtate arrangmg people

(
)

P ﬂ' ‘in order between two opposmg extremes Thus t@t term neurotrcrsm refers to the name given
K ny,

' '. to one end of a measurmg scale ‘the opposrte end of whrch is concerned with emottonal
. stabihty Simrlarly. the opposrte to extraversron is defmed as mtroversron [ 1_ , f"“ - ,~ \‘ )
. The neutral pomt on all Eysenck § bl polar drmensignst, 15 def med m tetms ol‘ the ," '

relevant populatton mean Sinee the drstnbutions eOneemed seem all to Be bell shaped rt I

follows that extreme mtroverts or extraverts for example are comparatively rare~while the & .- |

majority of the people tend to one end ol‘ the seale or the other only to a modest degree g

At the seeond level of the hrerarehy. performanee on laboratory tasks like mOtor A

movements conditionmg. and vrgilanee 1s used to define the dimensions of introverston' end
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’I‘he third level the eausal factors in the theory. are rooted m biology and are hrghly N

(v

’ oomplex as. they rnclude physiologieal f unctronmg and genetic predrsposittons’ The brologrcal ‘
aspects of the theory attempt to lay the: basrs Yor thrngs such as the assumed dtfferenees m the

\
\ !

condrtionability of introverts and extraverts for example ' N L_L o . ‘ " L
| " The physiologrcal basts for this drfferenoe in eondttionabtlity has been related to ‘the ?
3 functions of the asoending retrcular activatmg system in thc brain The main funcuon of the
ARAS appears to be to maintarn the mdrvrdual m an optrmum state of arousai or alertness .
Emotionahty or neurottcism is related to the reacttvity of the autonomrc nervous ‘ .‘ :
system Indivtduals with more ia\brle autonomrc nervous systems are hable to respond strongly |
- to’ unpleasant or fnghtemng expenenoes by rncreases in heart rate, muscle tensron etc .
Individuals hr;h on neurotrcrsm wrll tend to have low thresholds of emouonal arousal. This '
will lead to the more frequent activauon of therr autonomrc nervous systems whrch in turn
will trigger the RAS Thus the RAS is assumed to be more often ina state of arousal for .
. mdividuals who soore hrghly on the neurotrctsm drmensron Thrs means that such mdrvrduals . .
K will tend to resemble intrr' 'ts who are- generally more aroused than extraverts |
The ease and stabihty wrth whrch an rndmdual forms condrtroned responses rs

'.1

considered to be related to the baianee between excitatron and inhibition proeesses wrthrn the S ’

./\

eentral' nervous system The Iearning of strmulus response oonnectrons rs favored by a strong
and rapid butldup of excitanon m the nervous system and a tendency for r‘nhrbmon to develop
slowly and weakly Introverts are considered to haye mhented such a nervous system and are e
therefore capable of strong and rapid eondruomng Extraverts on <the other'hand are | - n '
eonsidered to form eoﬁ'ciftioned responses slowly and weakly However, not :ll studres of

eonditioning have found the expectedsdifferenoes bet,ween introverts and extraverts that rs
that introverts eondition more easily and tn a more stable fashion when eompared with

extraverts This may be even more true of individuals sueh as. the mentally retarded who. i 3

o :, _. atypt eal fo rms of eognitive prmsmg* may have demonstrable oentral

« .
.




o . personallty and the expenmental tnvestrgatton of condmomng. leammg. and perceptual

o ""with MR mdlvrduals

o : studies eoncermng prediction of sqholastxc attmhment based on Eysenck 4 model and'

e Secondly. a list of questrons 0 which an mdmdual simply answers yes or no can

" ‘the question of whether or, not the respOnses to the neurotictsm 1tems are af fected' by the . o

‘ subject sconeerns about soctal destrabihty . L C .1 oo

‘ accounted for by three tIalts whxch can be recogmzed by the tttles emotional stabrlity. social

extraverston and conscrousness (whrch tmphes a kmd of moral eff ect on behavior)

| '-"_f? Eysenck model for explaimng and predtcting;humanbehavior (Eysehck 1971b) Results of

| A major souree of error m testtng Eysenck s theory is- to treat the trait conoepts in
‘lsolatron drsrega‘rdmg the fact that no. indtvidual 1s a pure exemplar of a tratt category and

that personalrty conoepts are hkely to interact wrth a person s ability level .

hardly be expected to do Justrce to all the completutres ol‘ personality For example there is, o

/4 N : ; .
: IR /\

l

Thrrdly, Eysenck s theory tends to emphasrze the role of classtcal conditrontng in -

j social behavror to the neglect of socral learmng varrables However the theory may be better . N

‘ v"vrewed as an attempt to bndge the gulf between the study of tndrvrdual dif} f erences tn S 5 .

»

-
v S

L
t

processes - C ‘ : ) ' . ‘ “" :| ' ) “'3 :\;v_ I

Eysenck s theory has: been useful tn generatmg testable predtctrons The theorettcal C
h?,t ) *

f ramework of the model allows the researcher to address the question of the’ relatronshtp o

) between personahty vartables and task perf ormance Eysenck s theory has been related to a

vast range of pherfomena mcluduig socrahzatton condruomng and cortical actryrty Secondly.

»

o the basrc theory consrders the drmensrons tntroversion extraverston and neuroticism emotional ,-; 3
| , stabthty. constructs whrch appear in most wnttngs on personality (Brody, 1972) As Sells R
" '( 1973) pomted out the greatest amount of varianee in factor analytlc studies has been | '

v N

Fourth Eysenck (1970) has hypothectzed that mtelhgence is uncorrelated/with the

rnajor personality dtmensmns of E and L 'l'hrs Vtew has been supponed m‘ several studtes .
0 (Eysenck 1971 Saklofske 1985) and 1s of partioular relevanoe to the present study as lt deals =

AT

Frnally, extensive research in the heneral populatton has mdieated the effiéaey of the




(Wakefleld Wood Wallace. & Frredman l978) and the mentally ill (Clandge & Chappa
1973) found that thetr subjects demonstrated opttmal performanoe at very hrgh ot very 'low '
arousal levels The optimal performanee {or non handieapped subjects was at: the mtddle level

of arouSal The general fmding forsthe adult populauon is that the anxxous mtrovert generally o

9

atiains a hlgher standtng academmny than thd xtravert (1 1959) Brengelmann (1978)

reported that extraverston as measured by E" i
., ‘\ o ‘. ' ’ ‘v‘ L L
learmnginthementallyretarded Coe S ,:j‘.;'-, ST BORER

o 3\' v pirlcally, ysenck s model has been shown to have relevanoe in explarmng a wrde
vanety of - human behavrqr This approach also permrts the feastbrhty of examimng whether
mﬂuential personahty factors in the general populanon have the same relevanoe for an MR

populanon ln habtlitation semoe programs more appropnate cl.ient task or chent job

matching may be one result of the applteatton of thrs model For example mtroverts may be j'-‘; 5

bektdr plawd in srtuauons lnvolvmg repetitrve tasks or, it could he pred1<:ted that those
lndividuals vgho score very hrgh on ueurottcrsrn would find ad]ustment to new ]Ob demands

employing subjects cor;sidered to have abnormal forms of oogmuve prooessmg such as the MR' B

was' bse vto corrclate negatrvely wrth ‘

."‘.",‘
Lo




charr and compare that with the knowledge or appreciatlon of the superordinate eategory
extravert ‘) The prototype approach rs presented as an alternative eoologieally based method |
\\of personahty assess‘,ment whrch mcorporateé the prxncrples of cognitive proeessing with i |
¥ espect to how people ﬁfentally orgambe categones (Rosch 1978) mcludtng personahty
categOnes (Cantor & Mtschel 1979b; Broughton 1984 Broughton 1986) ;' . ' '}' R |
' Rosch (1978) clearly states that the prototype should not be confused wnth any
| : ‘spectf ic mtegory member nor ls 1t ued to any pamcular form of mental representatlon Rosch

. also avords descnlnng or alludxng to specrftc processes for judgmg eategory membershrp nor

o does she clarm to know the proce?ses by whrch prototype is acqmred ; - '," |

|

1

S lnvestrgatlons (Cantor & Mischel, 1979a "1979b; Broughton 1984 Fumham 1984)

B suggest that mdmduals possess well deVeloped 1mpltc1t rdeas about the trarts and behavxors "

v
i

o that g0 together m eategonz.mg certam personalrty types For example most people would
| descnbe the prototypxc extravert as a generally outgomg, socrally talkatlve and perhaps
‘ confrdent or dominatlng mdlvtdualh As Semm Rosch and Chassern (ul981) pornted out

| ".sctentrftc and common sense concepuons of personahty overlap. at least in thetr phenotypxc

.

' -accounts of personahty |

\

The prototype approach assumeo t:ategory membershrp 1s based on a number (never

exphctt) of correlatronail atmbutec A specifrc hst of quahf rcattons for. eategory memberslup ls

.\~ e

not requrred and thus borderlrne mstanees or weak exemplars ean be aocounted fOr 'l'he | :

: S

v

- : prototype approach also makes sense of. rndmduals who do not invanably exhibtt a ‘
‘charactensuc mode of behavl’or as outhned by a tralt Several lines of lnterpretatmn are then
\available. The person under observanon that is the target may exhlbit the trait in'a relatively

| Awrd’e vanety of srtuauons or the target may demonstrate that behavxor to an extreme degree i B

s, T

- ' ~when it is, exhiblted This ':ould take mto account theoxample of an extravert at a pany
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effl ort has ‘been expended to try to use proven theoretical constructs o dl:vrse new assessment

insrruments specif ically sulted to the nwds of speciai groups withln the general populauon

who may have dil' f 1culty responding to the assessment devrees as they are now oonsu‘cted

-For example the extensr(in of a provel}} personallty theory to the mentally tetarded may lead

to more socially relevant goals includrng new methods for voeatxonal and habilitation training.

Most expenmental work in the area of mental retardauon is focused on the t.pphed area;’

that is, it is based on opersnt oonditionmg or behavror modrf ication techmques The work has

- presented visually (Driscoll ‘368) Vrdeo is consrdered a more appropriate test ‘modality as

proven useful but lacks the directronal unpetus of a generahzed theoretwal backmg

The development of a videotape version ol‘ a commonly used, questionnaire format

I

personality mventory has incorpbrrated rnany of the condmons known to unprove the «°

homae

responsiveness and the quahty of the responses obtmned from mentally retarded mdivrduals

" Video (a.k.a. televrsion) isa most appropnate medium f or an audrenee whrch spends a great

deal or fts leisure time in front of a. televrsxon set Sllbjects of limited vetbal ﬁhty and
(g
mtelligenoe have been shown tn be able to generalize rules of behavior f rom 1d& and stories

‘ mentally retarded persons tend to rely on vxsual-spaual and vrsual audrtory strmuh in

P aJ-

-“.\

‘Fetarded subjects S

. rnformatlon,prooessmg (Ashman '1985). In terms of lnformatron processrng the vrdeo also

' compensates for dif ﬁculues in memory and f or what 'l‘ annock Kershner and Ohver (1984)

> ﬁ

referred to 88’ verbal memory overload Ellrs and Wooldndge (1985) interprered the results of . |

Gloa
thelr mernory task f Qr pactures and words as demonstrating the greater retennon of

information wrth an imagrnal m*mory oode than wrth E:3 verbal code m a group of mentally

O Prctures were found to, increase responsiveness and to elrmrnate the slight bias towards
choosiﬂg the latter -of. two options (Sigelman Budd Spanhel & Schoenrock 1981). 'I‘he use of

the final freez.e frame to eapture the facial expressrons of the two mam actors m the video B

. f verslon of the inventory also functlons to assist the MR subjects m ehoosing an appropnate

reeponse as the MR have been shown to be ess adept than non-retarded mdividuals in
reeogniﬂng*l‘ecial expreeelons of emotlon (Gray. Fraser & Lendar 1983)

~

13



]
v

*

A I

IR

One of the benefrts of the vrdeo is that the scenes used to descrlbe the theoretlcal

 constructs have face validity in that they are based on the everyday experiences of “the

individuals under rnvesttgauon and can be viewed as more than a laboratory peculiarity. (A

r

more complete descrrption of the video itself is contained in Chapter V. ) o

Rationale for the Study".

L

' 0 A number of theoretrcal approaches to the description of personahty dimensions in- the

mentally retarded were revrewed in the precedtng chapter. The rationale behmd the present

- study was an attempt to measure personality traits in the mentally retarded f rom a clear ; '_',v

' theoretical base. Secondly, the current research sought to develop a bnef personalrty measure "

specrf rcally surted to the needs of the mentally retarded as tradrtronal assessment techmques I
o

not have proven usef ul Specifically, the current study sought to valrdate the video a5sessmem
device which was based on, the revrsed Eysenck questionnatre (Das, Schokman -Gates, & 7
Murphy, 1986) The vidéo f ormat was mtended to reduce the verbal and cogmtrve demands ,

requrred by most commonly used personaltty measures

Whrle no explrcrt h)'potheses were off ered it was antrcrpated that comparable f actor -

1'

;o structures as well as predomtnantly srgmf reant eorrelatrons would emerge from the -

'

.v’

]

' ) those items would be unclear in a factorial analysis (r e cross loadrng

questronnarre and video versrons of the tnStrument Secondly’ it was expected that the MR
subjects would be able to categonze themselves as behavrng more llke one of the other of the
actors/actresses in each scenarlo of the vrdeo If the characters protrayed in the vrdeo were

seen as weak exemplars of the mtended trart drmenslons‘ by both the prototyprealrty raters and .

"the subjects rt was expected that the conf’ usron of the subjects would be demonstrated by the

absenee of srgmf 1cant item correlatrons between the two forms of assessmenL It was also ;i

,expected that 1f the vrsua,lly presented behavroral prototypes were unclear/ the responses to

/
/ or fio loadtng)
In terms of the prototype approach it was, expected that the prototype raters would

t | be able to categorize the majority of the character portrayals in the vldeo ln/to the appmpriate |
_'eategpnes I-E md N:ES and that these eategones would mateh the intended portrayals It

; 1 | - -
- 4 R ; : i
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: III Study One: Initial Assessment of the Revised Questionnaire and Video Instruments
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\

A lntroduction
Al convenuonal Brmsh quesuonnatre the Eysenck - thhers Personalrty lnventory (S
Eysenck 65) measunng extraversxon and neuroticism in adolescents in the mild to
moderat'e range of mental retardanon was revrsed 10 suit the needs of a Canadian ‘
- non- mstnuti naltz.ed populatton (Das et al 1986) Based on f actor analyttc and item
reltabtllty f mdmgs the scale was revrsed to mclude only 32 items (13
lntroversnon Extraversron 13 Neurottcrsm Emotronal Stabtlity 6 Social Desrrabtlity)
, The vxdeo f orniat was developed in an attempt ) a) reduce the verbal and cogmtrve
- processmg demands rfqutred by most commonly used personaltty measures, b) more .
effectively hold anx /inamtam the mterest of the parttctpants as MR individuals have been .
noted to have a vis al spattal modahty pref erence (Ashman 1982) and c) intrease -
responsweness (Sig lrnm Bﬁdd Spanhel & Schoenrock 1981)
A prevtous stu y (Thorpe. Bardecki & Balaguer. 1967) had questtoned the reliabtltty

of the Eysenck -Withers ersonaltty lnventory (EPI) in terms of test-retest rehabihty as well

iner effects for use wrth MR subjects ’I‘hetr analyms involved two

‘.«

types of admmistrations o exammers test- retest reliabtlxty and tnter examiner relrabxlity

'as admxmstratton and e

. The resilts mdtcated that (
Y Jcommented on the frequcncy dtstnbutlon. parttcularly of the“?xtraversron scores Whlch were -

markedly negatnvely vskewed. ( e data reported in the EPI manual appears to have a stmilar

drstnbutton ) The purposes of e study, were therefore a) to eompare the questionnalre and -

vrdeo forms of the Revrsed Ey ! -Wrthers Personality In‘(entory (Das ‘et al 1986) b). to o

-

‘ assess the stability of the respo » to the questtonnmre format over tlme and c) to assess the

external vahdrty of the students ¢

~
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o The 222 adolescents who took part in this study were attcndmg a speciahzed ’ 3 -
- junior/senior high school in/ a largc urban settrng. the same school tn which the revised
y questionnaire had been developed IQ data for these subjects was obtained frorn the school ,?"‘." :

' records The mean mental age for the subjects was 10 44 ycats.'wrth a range of 5 96 to 15 .86

. iy
years. The mean chronologteal age was. 15 .68 years (i‘ange 12 33 to }9 33) The mean J.Q was |
o goetanE ' ",fl Yo L
- 6675 (range 210 84) s / e A L / il
- ) »‘ ; iy b, ! . v ",“‘ : : (." TR 1‘ 0' .“,‘f‘ - 'Iv
- “ . i K ,":- o ) /"A' " .,‘ o ;,‘./ - .‘ “ : ; f,“.z/l,/" A.'{ ‘.‘ kl . ‘t, ‘:;I'i‘
: -‘Tests and Procedures . A K - AR |
" The test mstruments were the, Revised Eysenck Withérs Personahty Inventory (REPI)

and the video based directly on the questron! qf the REPI The two forms were adnnnisitered'
{

ina counterbalanwd design by the same exammer over a two week period The quesuonnaxre ;

1\,[ l/"'

form of fhe instrument is a 32 rtem printed lrst of questions with 13 questions each for,

o

'.’|"’ /

introverslon e;travers:on and neuroticrsm*emotional stqblhty as well as a 6 rtem social -

‘"desirability seale (see Appendix A) The“ queeuons were all read aldud 7I'he responses to the 7

i
C A

. extraversion and neuroticxsm The itenm correspondvdirectly to the questxonnatre yersron but .-

‘v : ¢
q et ¥ '
A . 5 ;-‘,‘rn‘ .‘ ‘ ; / IR . . RS
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of the main actors are presented in a freeae frame splxt screen irmlge and held for 15 seconds ’.""
The response sheet has a left nght spht box for each question which parallels the split screen
(see Appendrx B) The parucrpants recorded thetr responses by marking the box which '

3 “I‘(’

Quest[onpalre Protocol“ AN o e TR

3 ‘;_th,emselvers.. el

Lo '

Q.l

A , " eorresponded to the posttron of the character whtch they pereetved to behave more like

..’v ; . . Y

' ' ' . , W : L . ‘e
! ! e : ,, A R
B TN ERAR Do » A L
N ‘\ .

" o [N
o “The followm\g mstructions were read aloud to the participants Pl )- g

/On these tWo pages are some quesuons about how people usu,ally 1 eel Stnee no two

7

"./r

it
i
.

i

/

people feel the sarne there are no right of wrong answers tOfthese questmns What

we would hke you to do rs to answer each questton about how you usually feel Let 5 . |

a’- <

' ‘ ¢ stant with questton #1 It asks "Do you hke lots of excmng thtngs gomg on around

.,1"
Lo, (

hITs
o

'lr i

you"" If you usua!ly llke to have lots of excrttng thmgs gomg ou around y’ou then

please put an 'x’ on the t‘lrst hne in t.he "Yes column If you do not usually like lots

; of excttmg thmgs gomg on around you. then please put an 'x' on the ftrst lme m the

Lt B D . i N B N .
- o v (. , e \ o ST i "
K . N i . , o . RN . '
. . - Coa A ! ' s . Ca R N s
. o

¢

Video Protocol

"No column We want your true feehngs. mark the first auswer you thmk of

af ter you hear/read the questton Now look at ciuesuon #2. ..etc

‘

Onthe vrdeo we are gomg to watch some short seenes showing how people

‘act and feel Af ter each seene 1s a quesuon about how people usually feel Smee 10’

s .two people feel the sarne. there are no nght or wrong answers to these questions

- What we would hke you to do ‘g to answer each question about how you usually feel

Let s watch the mtroduction and seene 1 together. (Present tntroducuon and

‘ »‘.seene 1 ) It asks "Do you sometrmes feel that life rs not worth hvmg”" and Whtch “
: .:-person is more like you. Lmda or Mary"" If you sometlmes fi lfthat lil'e is just not

,/

ey
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' thc box that is o the same side of the screen as Linda If you do not feel like anda ” .

, \
.

then put an X in the box that is on the same side as Mary Itis not necessary to

thlnk hard about the question 80 quickly mark the box for the person that feels more » A '

. ) ) . o T o i'f '.“ N
likeyoudo o e “ R i L N |
Administration took place in the music room of the school and was dQne by classroom LR
g R
v groupings 'i'he total tcsttng titne for each group was approximately one half hour for the ' ',‘ hy
. _.,A_Lw_.’. e \ “,:",/,‘ —
questionnatre format and one hour for the vrdeo format R L " Sy
’Additionally the teachers awompanyxng each class' were asked to rank all of the class j ’
/ ' Y “: “,w} i
mcnrbers in attendanoe that day from most to least outgomg and most to least anxious R
v ; , o o o ( o “‘ :. / o ."',‘.\ :l',/l 1 o
C Resuls Sy Y R j G / SNV '.;;‘ ’,-‘,;':
‘ "j Responses to the 32 1tem questionnaire and 26 1tcm vrdeo (the/tem s i

components analysis wrth vanmax rotations Iniual mspection of the factor matrxx"for"the :

¢ &
' . /i*' !
PN X

questionnaire indicated the presence of 8 factors usms the conventronal cntena of ergenvalues X

greater than one For the vxdeo format the mmal f/ or matnx indxcated the presence ?f 9

/,tu

factors nsmg the criteria of ergenvalues greater than one (see Appendix C) ln each of the /!

*sl

finstrumcnts two factors cmerged which oould be interpreted in the ] ght .of Eysen‘,
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n and vahdatron were necessary j_ .

. i .' o

/ famrllar wrth the students . ‘, 7
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In companng the two forms of the mstrument it appeared that there were weaknessec
m the vrdeo It was felt that perhaps the characters (prototypes) presented were bemg ‘

i ‘\l r

i mterpreted drfferently than was the mtent of the vrdeo developers However the inihal
1\ ' !‘

" vahdrty of the vrdeo f orm was denved from correlauons between the stable questjonnarre and

I/ l

the vrdeo whrch were wrthrn an aweptable range (see Tables 3 and 4} In short the two f orms :

AT ) ooy
of the revrsed mventory were considered to be somewhat cqm‘parable but ,f urther comparison

r
l

e

A second arm of thrs study had been to assess the stabthty of the responses to the B

questmnnarre form oves. trme Tt was f ound that the scores Were mdwd consrstent over a 14
. 4’ l‘ ' .
month penod thus lcndmg support to the relxablhty and vahdrty of the questlonnatre f ormat e
S oy o

(see 'I‘able 5) Thq negatrve skewlfor the EXtr

. Yo -
w_ion scores was noted , }"_ e il

\‘ i

Analysrs ‘of vanance yrelded no srgmf lcant effects for mental age mode of

: o ‘ R ‘ wobe N
presentauon oty scores on the two drmensrons “ o . RTINS
e AR

Frnally. the results of the teacher rankmgs were unusable as some of the classes had ;‘"

'

: as’ f ew as two srudents in attendance on a grven day and also becausc approxxmately one hall‘

of the teachers accompanyrng the classes were substrtute teachers who theref ore were not

- R . i . o B el ) nt

RV I R TN



, , " Table3 ‘ ) ‘
| ;mversion. Co};eiations between the Questlonnaire and Video Forms (N- 185)
Qt_x_u_o_ PR T S %@ o - |

Are you, usually happy and cheerful" . PSRN R 7

‘ Doyou foel that if thmgs go wrong at fu'st they vnll\ usually S - 0490 C 54
work out.. - " : e o O

. right later on” - ‘ R S
Do you. usually feel that. you can do the thmgs you have o 0315 335
Cdo? ‘ o L
Doyou like talkmg wnth people" A " o Do 1637 See 013

‘ ‘ ' '/ ' o " ," Sy [ e Y P

Do you usually want excifmg thmgs to happen" | Nf,;". oo )U‘ 1030

Do other people thmk of you as bemg someone who is. A
.. always doing lots of things? . <" - 4 Co o ”z)-

Doyou hke go;ng outalot" ‘ ) , » -,i',“/r:,./ ‘6.1637 o ’;‘-011} /

"

Do peoplc th;nk that havxng you at meu party makcs n ”',."v,: " ',2329_ e oo 001
~more fun? - - % y PR .

Do you iike tellmg jokes or funn) ston&s to your frieﬁds" ,;' 2953 ‘ “f 001 :

When you go to a party do you usually have a lot of fun" Y ) 2359 L *e001
“ a ‘ .‘ AR
Doyou enjoy talking to Other peopic a lot" . ?' L v“(;.’ 1552 ;- ‘ﬁf‘_ Lo

Do you usually answer nght a’Way when people talk to you” i f‘ 1557 e 017
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= e
Neurotiéism Correlations Between the Questiounalre and Video Forms (N= 185)

[ ) : \‘

v uo | y. »‘ ‘ ’ . '» . “‘I"‘, .. ""“H - I ‘n‘ ) “r ‘,‘ ‘ . \p )

-~ Do you sometimes feel thar life is just nor worth livmg" .. 388 . “"‘.00‘1 o

Do you fmd it hard o get to sleep ar mghl because you are - .26_51' ~ v *** 001

- worrymg about things?- K o . .

A n

’P

" can' R sleep"

Srgmfrcanoe Level o y

Dolots of thmgs bug,you" SR | L o9 o 436 3

Doyou someumes feel all. shaky mside" ‘ | ; SR : .1667 3 ““.012‘

Doyouever feel justrmscrable for no good reason"/ | Rz 1449 ‘ .025

Do ou ofen feel e i Lm0
Are you'u;iuolly'rrervous'or j:rmpy'? Do "' ' ‘./‘ : ’ ‘ ‘.?585 | o v“”.OO] ‘
Do youfoiften‘ feels guilty about_ things? * R ’ o - 0419 o | 286 o
Dovou often feel lonely" [ T | A 2744 'I "‘f'.OOl ‘

)
. -f'
l ¥

Do you worry about awful rhmgs that mrght happen" : o -.0516 ;243’ |
Are your feelmgs easrly hun'l AR S o 2303 eee 001
“ ' R . , ] ' . s

Do you worry ‘for a long ume if you feel you have made 2 S 1482 | R 7. '
fool of; yourself" L .

- Do thxngs keep runmng through your head so that you ,ir,,,,; o AT6 s ** 008 - )
" uv: ‘ r ( : ‘ ‘ B o

g. ' . ' : . ' : o




» _.TnbleS kN
Results from Stndy One R

Questionname Scom

1984 (N = 229).0.

Medn

Emavcrsion‘ 9 99

Neurouc:sm‘

s

696

" 2.59 R

| Des;nibﬂityf' ]

3

IR VN

"Medxan

10

120‘."

N Range

0wl 62

o6 249

013 999

222)

o t0'13"

‘Range,

0to13
066

~*13 items
. ®® 6 items

*. @es Refers to resuits reportedby Das et al., 1986. \




: “’-\ e hand there are posrtive reports Whlch never get rephcated ) IR " |

IV Study Two. ‘Rellabﬂity Assessment of the Questiounaire and Vldeo ;nstmment :

,«n

! %
v L ,fx '\' . ) [ ) J

‘(‘ i ' . '

A Introduction R L o D
' "In an earher mvesugatmn (Kabzems & Das I986) the rmual rehabrlity and vahdity of “ ‘} '

o ‘the tWo forms of the Revrsed Eysenck Wrthers Personahty lnventory were assessed The | R .

. personahty drmenarons of extravers;on -and neuroucism were demonstrated to be measurable m»‘ .

I »r *

no

: -mstituuonahzed mentally retarded adolesoents Although there was evrdegoe f or the

4

. .from personahty rnventones due to weaknesses m constructmn f or example On the other ‘

". .»‘ B
AR

‘.‘.

o | The obJectwes of the second study rncluded a) a comparrson of the two forms of the »

nevrsed personahty rnventory based on factor analysrs b) to see lf the quesuonnatre and the '

S,
N | Kl

: _vrdeo could be applred to a more repres}Entanve sarnple of vocatronally onented MR subjects

T,

' v(adults rather than adolescents) and c) to uttlrze external ratmgs of the parucipahts in an

V8

: ‘attemnt to gauge the \'{%ﬂidit‘y of therr self - reports

n,l

Reassessurg the two f orms of the mventory meets the reqmrernent f or cnterron

A

S "'vahdxty as it examrnos the relatxon between a test (vrdeo versron) and an already available !

R
N

g

»

: 3," cntenon the questronnarre format whxch was shown to be stable in Study One 'I'he second

)A

o _‘study ‘was. 1n a, .posrtlon to prqérde add;tional evrdence of content valrdrty as obtamed f) rom

. AN
.4"‘ )

'_"‘correla'tmg sebres between tests consrdered to be measunng the sgne content area
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’I’ge 84 pamcipants who took part in thepsmdy were chents of a ypcational training -
ccmre for persons with ’varying mental handicaps whxch were consndened to substarmally hmn

Lheir opuons in oompetiuve employment situations. The memal handwqps included,

." !

developmental dlsablhties memal 1llncss and brain n;j{ry :
With respect to th‘e‘turrent parucxpants approxunately one quarter of the clients of

the traming centre agreed 10 take part in the study, 47 malm and 37 females The mformation

!

conoeming the client's pnmary dlsabilny length of time at the centre, referral agent

. rcsidenual status guardlanshlp status attendanoe record and ‘work skills acmeved was taken

I's

f rom the informauon avaxlable in the chent f iles and can be seen in Appendix D.

¢ .fg ,

I
!

Chronologicnl Age
 The pamcipams ranged between 17 a5 and 52. 2§ years of age The average age was .

,l ‘
o Q{:«

31.32 yebrs. o Co

| (Primary Disablllty S I R RN "
' Since one of: the guxding pnncxples in the develobmem of the vxdeo format has been
‘lts eventual use with the menmny re;arded (as well as memally illor dmexate samplw) it was

decided that for i‘eponing purposes the results would be presented for the ehure sample and
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‘Primary Disabilitles | © . :
v A : e g
Primary . Numberof R |

Disability %Chents - % o
. . o . I— ' - , ‘," \ ‘ . “IY

Mental lliness , : 16 A 19
' ’ ‘ . "~ : O ‘f/» /‘//" . '
Mental Retardation ) ' , 63 ' o h 75
. . \'}5 ‘ ) ’ : ' .
' _Ph)'eical Handicap | . 4 o \ 48
Brain Injured } ‘ 1 . 12

\ oA

[

 Average Work Skills Achieved

b

° An evaluation of 30 basic.work skrlls which determme the vocational competence and
employment potential of a client was carrred outina number of industrial setungs generally

wrthm the training centre ltself These ratings are made by the setting 8 supervrsor and are

used as a basxs f or decision makmg concerning the client's employment opportumties or

" dnecnons for future training. Each setnng uses the same list of 30 basic work skrlls

A scbre of 0-12 would plaee the ’elrent in a work activity program where training in
attending to work tasks and in socral skills related to work is provrded A score of 13-20_

Tesults i ‘placement in the work adjustment trammg pomponent ina variety of industrial type

| settmgs The focus turns to the aoqutsruon and maintenanoe of the work skills necessary for

eompentrve employment With 21 23 skills, the clrent beeomes ehgible for eommunlty based
tralning programs The focus is now on specific skrll trarmng social skills and rate of

-prod'uction The last §tage. when the client has aclneved 24 or more of the work skills, is job

Y

1
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,plaoement Thls levcl consists of pre employment classes job seeking "clubs”, job plaoement

‘ refe,rral. an appropnate plaeement and follow- up (see Table 7 )

| ," S Tahle 7 ,
S Number of Work Skills Achleved by the Subjects ;o
L . B Number of
~ Category '~ “;':,,“' .Work?‘Skt'lls,.‘ . Clients - - %
: A . . yr ! o
Work ;Activx:ty," | ( 0 12 S 6‘! T A
Work Adjustment - R 1. % S 572
: "KI VI “;':,'/ . . ," : I "" N . ‘u .
""" Corhmunjty Based Eligibility .=~ . -21-23 ‘ 22 262
! '.",'-’"_" ’ . B : ' L ?
'.jJ‘d/b,'Ptaeemem--Bligibmty . S 24-30 g8 95
N RN L N " Yoy ‘ ' . . L
/' r‘ . . -»' -';: ‘~‘ " .
-4+ CyTests and Procedures ’ Y i \
' :It-"/" ,’ Co -
J !'J', i ) / , ) ;
. ‘///v" Test Matgrials SR 0 o -

’I'he instruments descrtbed helow were adrmmstered to all subjects usmg a
oounterbalanwd destgn The mStruments were the Raven's Coloured Progresswe Matrices .
, (Raven 1965) and the questionnaire and video forms of the Revrsed Eysenck *Withers
B Personality Inventory (’Das Schokman Gates & Murphy. 1986) The mo;ie of presentanon ot‘
' the instruments was ina group setting. usually numbenng four clients Due to holtdays o
absenteeism or productton lme oonstraints the groups oeeasronally consisted of' 2 rmmmum of

. quetoa ms.ximum of six partlcipants The same exammer admmistered all of the mstruments
Rsven 5 Coloured Progreeslve Matrlees (RCPM) T RN ,
'I'his ls a tradltional test of general nonverbal reasomng (Raven 1965) The subject is

required to indteate whlch of six alternatlves eorrectly eompletes a given. nonverhal pattern

'} “ “

.
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The RCPM is an nnalogy test of observatron and clear thmlnng which oonsiats of three;
© gets of twelve items each It was desrgned for children aged 5 to 11 years and for clinical
worlr The instrument also oontatns norms for the mentally retarded, extrapoiated tnto tlte '
adult xears In. the current study it was used as a qurck non- verbal non threatemng estimate
of mtellectual f unctiontng since this tnf ormatton was of ten not avatlable f rom the client '

records The test was grven in order to ascertain the general levekof mtellectual f unctronrng

; and to malie oertatn that the vocational clients were mtellectually within the same range as the

subject populatton used m Study One so that direct comparts0n of results could be made

Lok
- "‘

;
S

Revised Eysenck-Withers Personality lnventory (REPI)

. The Revrsed Eysenck Wrthers Personalrty Inventory is an mstrument derived from the
Eysenck thhers Personalrty lnventory (S. Eysenck 1965) whtch was mtended to measure
extraversron and neurotrctsm in non- mstrtutronaltzed Canadrans wrth developmental disabrltuet
(Das et al., 1986). 1t has been developed into two forms questronnarre and vrdeo and conststr
of 32 and 26 items respectively. The social desrrabtlrty scale was not tncluded in mt video

(See Chapter II] for a more detarled explanatron )

- ‘.— )5 =

Lo ac " e

v ' ! T ' » ‘r': ' Ky Vo ' ‘- .
" Scoring .

T

| '“On the questtonnatre versron of the REPI the I-E (extraversron) items and the N ES
(neuroticism) items are worded as m the Eysenck Wrthers Personality Inventory (Eysenck
1965) so that each afﬁrmative answer ts credited to rts respective scale Negauve responses
recelve 1o credit. Because the theoretteal basis. for the tnstrument consxders I- E (and N ES)
to be ona continuum a low Ezttraversron SCOTE would mdicate that the mdivrdual is more
mtroverted than extraverted and simrlarly a low Nenroticrsm soore Would mdrcate that the -

person is more emotionally stable The range of scores 1s from 0to 13 SR h

.



Adjective Checklist' Snpervisor Ratlngs

lv,‘,l“'

'l;\

‘one set fox each of fthe four personahty dimensions taken from

‘ J Five polar adjectheS.
Eysenck s (1967.. 1919) pemnality, ciassiﬁeauops were given to ea¢h parucipant s current

‘u

0 o N r'_. \ .

. ‘work supervisor in order to obtain an mdependent externally based ;neasure of eaéh/ roo T )
. i L

s participant 8 personality traits (see Table 8) The eleven supervisors were asked to decxde

[ 4 JOR !
whether or not any adjectives in the hst ’prthded eohid be used to aecurately describe the *

I, —

participant wrth Whom the superyisor was directiy af fihated One 'checklist was obtained for )

!

each partictpaut and the total nunibere Of adjectwes checked yes 'in each oi‘ the four

categories was tabulated The time nwded to check yeé' ’Or no for the 20 adjectives was

¥ " \’ . J |:f ‘t, ’

" generally iessthan3minutes * ,j‘ T ,,,'I‘ ST S ‘
I ; S a o Ip 7 s '
8 In order o plaée the stipemsors raungs m pempecuve with the clients’ self-ratmgs
tad xr v”"f:m 'l l ‘A

i the categories withrp the sanie dimensron were combined For exampie the maxrmum number

r/ '.,ﬁ. ,'/

“of adjecuves m any one category ,was 5 and the rmmmhm 0 ’l'hus a dunension was construed

a8 havmg a range of 5 to +5 Extravers;on and neuroticrsm were marked as positive mtegers

K
®
T

v
[N
4

[

'_;

°

"while introversion and emotional stability were marked as negauve mtegers for example if

1/‘ i )‘ '

the supervisor checked yes o5 adjectives in ‘the category extraversion and yes——to—}—~ S e

l

adjecnve in the category mtroversion the partxcipant would be assigned p score on the I E.

» ' ‘ g R ‘
dimensionof4(5+(~1) 4),, B T ) 'q-:,,';,

/
. $ S ™ . L vy .

‘.‘ . ) . “'-'._‘ ! v,‘-' o i N I

: e . K (




i o lonely -

| .a‘dministér'ed:durih' : e_same sesslon 2 thg quwtionnaire format Of the mventory The tqtalf

o

{0 inhibited y L
i sensitive . \ _
K 7 - .reserved »\*73 Lo —_—
/‘ ;o © -« passive ’ SRR

oo even-tempered /

Tnbie 8

of

Adjective Checklist: Supervisor's Ratings -
' S N | “ ‘No I
ﬁcﬁvé;' o ..

independent N :
sociable | : L

" optimistic
.outgoing

. LN
a . B .
B 1 B

" ) 2

Suspx ous . I S,
.unde‘pendable v B i
“moody S

stable IR
objective . " .

responsible, IR

i



| questipnnaire version indicated the presenee of 8 factors usmg the conventronal criter/'xon of
R vl

g ‘_"eigenvalues greater than one (see Appendix E) I-lowever based on theoretreal eonsrdératton

. I/ sy ‘:’

i z_ and the ou,tline of the scree plots a two factor solunon was mewed as the most meamngful

or the present study 'I'he oblxque rotanon (promax) drd not produce more mterpretable

\ Lo

. j‘ results than was presented ‘by the orthogonali ;'otanon. 'I'he only one to pOSSlbly reach a srmple

o solution was the varimax rotation for the total group on the quesuorﬁmre whxch eonverged m

R

o 12 iterations. For the total sample and the MR subgioup.

Jthe pattem matnx of the promax
- 1’“ob1iqueanalysis oonfirmed the'dimensions obtarned in the, frthogonal analysts winch was ‘, :




P " } mcluded itetrf§ such as "Do you sometimes feel that lii‘e rs just not worth living"' The second

o mmor factor mtght hesrtatmgly be constdered escape from boredom a8 it covered ltems such

x

Tt as, “"Do you Irke tellmg jokes or funny stones to your fnends"" 'I'hese two potentlallyl L fg L

P mterpretable f actors e on shaky ground as in"a doublé scree.. that is the split of thie scree [

A —_—

ime mto two dtstmct slopes the empfrrcal rule has simply been to take the higher scree and .

' rgnore the lower The prmcipal components solutrons f or the questronnaire data are presented
‘. : S ¢

. mTable9 0 e oo

1 ‘ - »

_,‘ It can be seen from thts analysis’ that the f irst component was almost enurely def med '
' by marker irariahles f rom the neurotrcrsm subseale. wrth acceptable loadings of above 30
appearmg on ali of-’the rtems FactOr 2 can be 1dentrfred by marker vanables from the .

’ 'extraverston subscale The factor structure is clean to 0" IR i

Gtven these fmdmgs the same process was applred to the 26 vrdeo ttems The o

‘

: questton was whether or not the vrdeo items would relate to f actors in the sarne general
: 4

mhanier as did the questronnatre 1tems Thus the pnmary coneern was the extent to which the :

"\two korms of the assessment devrce would show sirmlar factor structures since they were based |

Vupon the same items - j ; f o ‘, A o ,.‘ ,
' . . ' ' . /,l ' [ ' f
o lmual analyses of the data frOm the admrnrstratron of the vrdeo mstrument mdica'ed

: f} SR the presence of 9 factors using the convehuonal onterion of eigenvalues greater than one using;
the prmcrpal oomponents approach (see Appendlx ,E) 'l'he. princxpal axes approach indicated
. the presence of only 5 factors with ergenValues greater than One but the factor loadtngs were

!

. ,"_consxderably lower ( 53 to .30 agamst 67 to 34 for the princlpal wmponents)‘as We“ as
' ' lower etgenvalues and cumulstive percentages Thus, again based on both the scree plots and

- g ",theorettcal constderations the orthogonal rotatton produwd more mterpretable results than

,. 3 ' ‘ ':'; _-"~were produced by the obhque rotatron The principal components solutton for the video dara
L M‘;J”‘;f"ls presentemeable 10 't T RS SRR
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w‘:lmtt'of 13\instancee. Fr\fe of tbe items load negatively on the neuroticism factor ‘ -

1 - “ <,,'l‘\»v‘ ‘ o v
'lf one keeps in: tnind the orthogonal nature of the personality constructs in ﬂysenck 5 S

'a negative !oadmg on the neuroticrsm factor suggests the possibthty that these ttems -

‘,""‘ s

.\\ ) o

' shed 6;,: this oume in the protdtyptc at;aiygxs df the vtdeo_where there was consrderable
b Ve dou A\ - " . .\"\

extraversion and emottonal stability ) . ‘ ,‘1:. :

L“'

; overlap in the pereeptjorits of;

i ’:7“\ ,'-1,~~ , o ,‘,,

ln an attempt to outhne more;
data was reanalyzed -after de{ tmg thqse variables whicb'had appeared as cross loaders in the S
’ S ¢meriet 'o of whtch aocounted for 36 5 peroent of the :

l ’l N
1/1'

5 fo extraversion oontinu - to prove troublesome wrth cross

cAt ,‘,\-l.‘».
At

t"n
A%

: broadly named mood and mpe from boredom were not mterpreted

L : "‘d'level of mtellectual funettohing of the .
s sttfdy was the extent o svhtch the questionnaire and vrdeo -
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- ‘ Usmg Cronbach s alpha (Stanley, 1971) as the most appropnate reliabxlity measure

- : mternal consrstency analyses were carried out on each of the two subscalw for each of the two .

| mstruments The alpha coeff n:tents are presented m Table 11 These values are conststent with \ :
the values found for the quesuonnane verston REPL (Das et al 1986) based on an adoleseent :

: sample of MR subjects ( 84 and 73 for neurottcxsm ‘and extraversxon respectively)

: B / . L N ; . oMy
oy . » ) . ‘ " ‘! ,. , N .

¥ . . !
|

T Tablell

\ : e M . . B . ' .
' . L o . ‘ . . L
[N TRRTI s ! N . . .
X ) s i 1 n . 3 R K " .t: . . .
[ P ' . ‘ ' ‘ o B i
- ) . ¥ R L : ) . o

Alpha Coefﬁclents

N ‘ . r—“ T N T " ‘“_‘ “; N
o Quesuonnaxre S R “Video NS

“Sibscales - /Total Group\“‘ ‘MRonly - Total Group ' MR only
ST (N=sa) o (N=63) S

" Exitaversion . 80 . 8% . 4 o e

g neurotmsm subscales on the quesnonnarre vemon for both the total group of subjects and ¢ Iy ' s

. Newoticsm . . 8 .8 - umto . am

,‘L*‘

. ~“.:~; ' lt can be observed that the mternal consxstency forr both the extraverslon and

\ '

Lk K

R the MR subjects is wrthm the aoceptable range whereas the mtemal consxstcncy fOI the

: ‘-l;,«%ubscales as presented m the v1deo are not. : !"
‘,‘“ﬂ w ; .

The questlonnatre subseales m the present study had means of 10 43 (SD i 2 68) for g _‘ o

extraversion and 6 42 (SD i 3 60) for neurotmsm The video subscales had means of 8 54~
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d subscalw with the exoepnon of ‘

Tolal Group
(N 84)

T
¢

‘,. ‘thraversion
: “Neurotxcism




\ };i;i-':' ! "‘S ":l
_ “on the adjecuve checlths; eorrelated s:gmfieantly w1th the clients self ra. i ,‘ for neurotieism .
\ “on both the quesuonnarre (p < ,92 and’ vtdeo (p < 003) forms There 00 signlfieant ‘
o correlauon f or extraversron on etther of the f orms when compared with the supemsor‘
rauhgs.- e - L e | r
Self-Ratings T s a S o oo

o

lt is noteworthy that the client' 's own self raungs were stgmftcantly correlated (p < ‘

’

001) over the two forms and thetr respectlve suhscales The correlauons f or the subscales of
v

« extraverston were strong (r= 61 for- the tothl group and r‘- 63 for the MR group) The -

,on ' ,_,r-«

correlatrons for the subsd.tles of neuroueism were weaker but stlll sngmf 1cant for the tOtal ,

group (r = 40 P < 001) and for the MR group (r =34, p < oy, ' f

j'} f' Lookmg at the correlauons and companng them wrth the cross loadmgs f rom the
subseale of | extraversmn on the v1deo there is a srgmf 1cant (p < 001) negattve correlatlon
(r = .53) between the extraverston and neuroucxsrn sulyales of, the vndeo mstrurhent ' |
Therefore itis suggested that contammatxon of the items is oecumng as the people who ‘; |

’ ‘ onstder themselves to_m_emned also percetve themselves as demonstrating the |

t charactensuds of emouonal stabrhty or aJternatxvely are. perceivmg the ES characte&txcs in
‘ the v1deo portrayals as reﬂecung extraversron o | |

_'(r o f‘_. .

'.‘/ o '1

of Eysenck s trart factor model ln xts applxcauon to a entally retarded sample Secondly. it

’ supports the rehabilrty and mmal valxdity qf the questlonnaire form of the ,personality

‘, E. Discnsslon R R S T o 4
R . | The second study has demonstrafed several thmgs so far. First it Supports the coneept
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IR 'rhls i‘indmg has led the current researcher to speculate that there niay mdeed be. some j.
: ,v substance to the seoondary factors suggestetf by the scree plots iit that the subjects may be
‘ seeking stimulation (a more exclting hfe) when rq actuality. their darly achous ar not - l |

(

similarly peroeived by’ thetr respectiVe work supervisors P

It Was enoouragingqto see ‘a stronger clearer rm'qf outlme emerge f rom the

Y tvquestiounarre format des ‘, limitations imposed by a smaller more homogeneous sample

than was the ease in; the e ,’"study (Homogeneity m sdbject samples tends to lower B

R
i

N corre(leuons 80 the factors become less clearly def'med ) A secon potenttal diffrculty was the
- rauo of subjects to variables 'l'he secoud study follo%l"ed the mle o{ matmt algebra that there o
. should be at least twice as many subjects as vanables ih a factor analysts (Kline 198l)

‘ / Commonly utilu.ed crrtbna for subject to variable rattos WOuld have made this type of a study
dlfflcult to carry out for practical reasons The fact that repltcation of the factor analysrs was
possible after the imtial study which had moré than 200 suhiects lcnds support to the second |
study If the factors are clear. they should emerge desprte the norse created by defrcrent

o . r,» }.JH ‘ ’\

methods ‘; L SRR ,,' v PRI <o T

R ‘w v “r

,‘: \ ln justlfyu;g the aceeptance oi’ ﬂ!cmnhogonal rqtauon factor structure rather than the-

| mach ones oonoeptuallmtiod or ihe vanables (Magtage“ wss). Secondly, a5 Catell (1965)

o
e

pointed out it is ply pragmatic to use a two ractof solut’ion m thi? case, as the variables = |
{what is especially

extraverSlOn teores. Several ‘posSible reasons foi“»;his oonsrstent fmding are suggested keeping
in mind that exuavexstoals p;tmrny eontposed of soctablllty and impulsrvity (impulsivity
‘ eln be further subdlvfded}lnto an, impulslvewmponmt Whlch seems to be related to failure to

l
e f ; W
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i : . Table 13

Pearson Product Moment Correlations
between Questionnaire and Video:N
. £

'Nedroticism Scale ‘ a ~ Total Group MR only '
1 ~ ' : N = 84 ' ~ N= 63 ’
, I , P r P
< .
/ Do you sometimes feel that hfe is justmot - .1711 " 060 1880 . - .070
worth living? : :
Do_you Tind it hard to get 10 dleepatnight 1926 00 48 a2
because you are worrying about thmg" . o _ o
Do lots of things bug you? C 38 131169 a8l
Do you sometimes fee all shaky inside? 068 .. 3% 0037 233
Do you ever feel just mxscrable for no -.0186 433 -.009 . .470
good reason? ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
Do you often feel fed-up? | 2613 veo0B. 0085 474
Are 'you usually nervous of jumpy? . 1R69 o .04 .0965 .- .60 '
Do you often feel guilty about thirfgs? 88 330 2067 °052
Do you\oflen feel lonely? ST 4005 eee001 2082 054 .
‘Do you worry about awf ul thmgs that mnght ~1210 136 -.0841 .256
happen" - , . | 3
Ate your feclings easily hurt" . 123 S aam e 195
Do you worry for a long time if you feel  ,.1436 .09  .0741 28

youbhave made a fool of yoursclf 7

| ‘Do things keep runmng through your head 2585 . 015 Q00 a5
50 that you can t sleep" '

— . Swnificinc Level  *<.05 . .
- - Y ,
e 001 T %

T
.
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Table 14

_ Pearson Product Moment Correlations
‘between Questionnaire and Video:E

/
Extraversion Scale o - Total Group : ‘MR only
o . , N = 84 N = 63
. r p o ’ P
Are you usually happy and cheerf ul? _ 3316 “‘A‘.OOI \ .392D‘ - se* 001
Do you feel that if things go wrefigat fisst 2434~ **.013 1203 14
they will usually work out right later on? L o :
Do you usually feel that you can do the - 3336, ***.001 Jeglr - .093
things you have to do? b i
Do you like talking with people? " 3146 o002 2907 ** 010
-- Do you usually want exciting thmgs to ’ .47 091 1183 O Am
happen? ’ : : e ' L
Do other people thlnk of you as being - 0780 ~.240 .0800 | ‘ .267
.+ someone, who is always doing lots of thmgs" o 3 .
Do you llke gomg out a lot? <. 4034 . ee* 001 . 3721 ss* 001
Do people think that having you at thexr 2093 ° *.028 - .3162 C e 006
party makes it - more fun? t ) L
*Do you like telling jokes or funny stories to 3025 - . 003 2337 . e033
~ your friends" . , - . C < S
P T - R #
. 'When you go t toa pany do you usually have  .3735 el A157. eee 001
" alot of fun" ‘ '

'mmmmmnmmwpleﬂo@———ma.*_u os:/ 0430 ‘,‘369

" Do you usually answer right awey when - 0535 ..315 | %0679 298
people talk to you" o ‘ o o

Do yqu llke lots of excitmg thmgs gomg on 1865 e 045 ) *.0540 ' 337
around you" o - —_— . o B

—

 Significance Level © % <.05
. N C ..<.01 e ) - c o '
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evaluate the potential danger or risk of a-situation and an irnpulsive cornponent in which the , |
mdtvidual is aware of the rtsks but chooses 10, gamble ). t | |
The drsttnction between tmp‘llﬁtvtty and’ socrabihty s. important Experimental

* methods have shown that the two components have dlf ferent patterns of results ln a variety |
of paradrgms (Roclthn & 'Revelle 1981). Impulsivity appears to be more dtrectly related to

_ _arousal mechamsrns than sociabthty For example, tmpulsivrty bears a systematic relauonshtp
to vrgilanee decrements whereas soctabthty doesnot. - o .

Eysenck (1964) noted that the theory rnatntatns that brain damage increases the total '

amount of inhibition aff ecung the cortex and consequently predrcts that brain darnaged
o tndmduals will behave in a more extraverted manner than w8 hormals. Persons within the
| moderate range of memal retardation are fretmently found to have some form:of ol'gamc

mental trnparrrnent It would follow therefore that mJury to the brain might.interfere wlth vthe'

rectprocal exchange of neural trnpulses between the cortex and the RAS thus increasing the v

ef f ects of any suppressor mechamsm The results of brain damage then would be related 10

tncreased cortical mhtbttion and lead to behavroral effects such as the slow f ormatron of

condmoned rcsponses and the- raptd butld up of reactive tnhtbttton and hence. extraversnon,

(Eysenck 1967, cites studies wlnch provrde support for the existence of a. relattonshrp between |

extraversionandbramdamage) L R . s '
Often persons with mental retardauon are constdered to have poor soctal or adaptive .‘ o

behavtor slnlls Impulstveness isan aspect of extraverston whteh shows some eorrelauon wrth

a poor adJustment (Eysenck & Eysenck 1969) Agam, the obtained extraverslon scores may
- stmply bea function of vahd self-reports. I RN R
- In phystologreal terms; extraverston 1s related to dif ferences in eortrcal arousal Low :
levels of arousal (assumed to elust m mentally retarded indmduals pamcularly those wlth ‘_
s 'some organlc eomponent) leads to poor classieal eondltioning vt/hich ean be held responslble ‘(,
- for the acquisxtion of eondruoned and socrahzlng responses Low levels of arousal are also ~»

. assumed to lead to sensation seehng

,Pm," . - » . . . , ,"“ ERIEI
P . . . . e . ' R B



To suni'ntariu.‘the results ‘obtained in tne two studies reported thus far suggest that .
the Revised Eysenck-Withers Personality Tnvéntory, particulasly the questionnaire format, s
: reliable instnlment for evaluating the personality dimension“s of extraverston and neurotrcrsm .
in mildly and moderately rnentally retarded adolesoents and adults The factonal validtty of
the questionnaire format has been clearly demonstrated as well as the durabthty of its items in
a new sample Construct validity has Ireen demonstrated as a positive relationship has been |
-~ shown to exist between the test scores on the two forms of the assessment devrce The
‘ question of external validity has been partially addressed tn that the supemsbrs client ratmgs
were accurate with regard to the dlrectiou of the chents self ratings along the dtmensron of
'neuronmsm ) o ' | o
ln terms of usefulness. including ease ol’ adminlstration the questtonnatre format has
some staustical advantage over the video format ‘The MR subjects have shown themselves to
. be reliable and oonsxstent in their self reports Reproducible results between vartables have
_Abeen donstrated lending support to the applieatton of I:Wsenck ] theory of personality o
*'the mentally retarded PR o
. - The results obtatned in’ the present study and Study One suggest that. the Revrsed
_‘ Eysenck Personality Inventory questionnaire is potenqatly a reliable and @i‘ument for

",assessingthepersonalitydimenslonsoflEandNESinMRadoleseents d voca onally

handieapped adults ‘I’he study has also demonstrated the potenttal use of a novel form of
g personality,assessment. namely the video, but with some reservations R

.« " .
. . . . . ‘ . .
> Coe . . . h e



"V S}t'udy'Three: Prototype Analysis of the Video ﬁmenﬁﬁon . T
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A A Scientifie and Cominon Sense Petceptions of Personality
Some of the rnost appeahng msights into personality are to be f ound outsrde the |
grounds of theoretieal or apphed psychology Rather these msrghts are unearthed in drama . Q. |
and hterature Few of us wouid claimto be novelists or playwrlghts ‘but many would lay ‘ ‘l
Iclaim 0 the rank of amateur psychologist Our lexicon abounds with trait descrrptors which ,
-are used in everyday speech ’l'he general public often uses psycholo ical coneepts and terms in, ‘
" their daily activities. One frequently hears referenee being made to level of intellectual T
1 functiomng. mental illness and ascribed personahty traits . o ‘
Recently interest has been sparked in cogmtive approaches to_t_hi stt_idy of personality‘ .
_as the rmplictt and exphcrt theorres appear to be overlappmg ’l'he exphcit theones of |
reséarchers tested on objective and behmb'ral data have generally begun as lmpllClt theories ;
based on partrcularly astute obsei'tiations in daily life lt has been argued that personality
traits function as cogmttve &ototypee that is as imphcrt belief 5 about personality which are
' not made exphcrt and yfhich are used m an mformal and of ten unconscrous way These
, 'prototypes affect mformation proeessmg both for the perception of others (Cantor Smith
.Q—‘“"""French & Mezzrch 1980 Mrschel 1984) and for the self (Erdle & Lalonde. 1986)
Semin Rosch and Chassem (1981) demonstrated that there rs a coneeptual overlap
: : between the unphcit and explicit (r Loy normative and screntific) COH\.C ts of extraversxon and
" .'._jit_,introversron First order models such as Bysenck s eoneeptualiz.ation of introversion and
- ¢ extraversion. are based on and denved from second order theones whrch mclude the common
R ‘sense peroeptions of mtroversion and extraversron. Furnham and Henderson (1983) also B
E . ,_ vpointed out that introversion and extraversion were ooneepts that were both well used and

understood by tbe lay person or narve subject Further investiptipn by Furnham (1984) into

B : lthe lay person‘ s eoneeption of neuroticrsm dethonstrated an overlap between the explicit




T
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While the. experts attempt to provlde rational explicrt and hopefully parsmlomous

. r
¥

theoriee for the existenee of thege peraonality traits mdrviduals in the nonscrentiﬁc domarn L

' eontinue to claasif y and categorwe the people around them based on peraonahty attnbutes

. inferred f rom everyday behavror and socfal interaction A comprehensive approach to-the .

classification of individuals mist take. into aeoount the natural earegomruon which occurs in

social and occupational roles (e - the absent minded profeesor or used ear salesman) as well

- as more abstract or higher order eonstructs such as introversion and extraversxon

> Categonzation can be an orderly proms despxte its probabilistrc nature -Asin

| .lansuase. categorizatlon tmplifies what mlght otherwrse be an overwhelmmg amount of data

o problem. however. how does one define category membershrp when there are no hard and fast . o .. {
. ‘natural rules" Thrs diff 1culty is reflected in the ommpresent debate conoermng the selectron of - '; o
L the appropnate criteria for vahdating personality constructs (Anastasr 1976 Cronbach 1971 i
_(j‘Hampson. 1982 Lanyon&Goodstem 1982) e e |

E j | B The Prototype Approach

»':"i:"::c“'" and M‘“““ ‘1979&) have mducted studxes Which-sUggest that Rosch s view of the f- e
iy we categorize natural objects such a5 fumitire, fruit aind anirmals can also apply o i

.

- ‘and serves to give eoherenee and a form of eoonomy to our person peroeptrons There isa

\,-v. e

1

Roseh (1978) referred to the conoept of prototypes as a oonvement grammatxeal

'f; “ -. 1-flctlon to signify that pmtotypes do not exist m nature Rather. prototypes refer to
- 'l_"‘_judgeménts about elass members in terms of their goodness of fit mto natural eetegones

B ':‘f"’_people such as the intclhgent person, the cultured person. the emononally unstable pet‘son and




Bl o "‘a‘

drstinct or critical features with the category prototype o ! o
Further generalization of the prt)totype approach in persbn pereeption: has been
carned out m the areas of social srtuations (Cantbr. Mischel & Schwartz 1982) in the area
of psychiatrrc dragnoses (Cantor Smrth French & Mezzrch 1980) m the construction of
personahty asSessment devrces (Broughton 1984) and in self perceptrdns (Erdle & Lalonde' )
1986) A probiemmnses as new 1tems or events require categom.ation and a judgement call’

/ Lol "\ o Sy VAN

,awdstobemade o R B :,»_-.,:/v 3

o _ Until reoentiy, the study of natural classrf lC&thn‘ sfstems includmg impiicit theones
| "' has been gulded by the classrcal vrew whrch maintains t‘hat membera;of a particular category
'Lall poitsess a\small set of cntical features (Vygotsky, 1965) Thus the decrsxon regarding ,‘aa

Ty v;‘eategory membership is based on an all or none cntenon An object either has all the deﬁning o

v

: f eatures of a category, or it does not Membershtp depends on having all ;of these Cl’lt.lfal
"('features Allcritrcai i‘eatures are consrdered equaliy 1mportant - ’ R
T"hese cnterra however eannot e met in real hfe there are penguins bats an‘d hydra |
o ‘as well as semantic categones Whl(:h vrolate the elassu:al all d one position Implicit and o

_' explrcrt theones despite some overlappmg remam drstmct Implicit theories are related to R
stich thmgs as word meamngs. cnitura@a.rgon and media usage. ylhiie expheit theories attempt |

| ito define and measure comphcated f orms of behavror thought to persist over time (Furnham

: 35‘1984)

L fmteg'rate the twoperspectivw.“ o " |
: The prototype vrew of traits .as é:teg ries is in a




assistanoe of statistical tools sueh as factor analysis

Semin Rosch and Chassetn (1981) found evrdence to support thetr contentlon that lay
and expert oonoeptions of l B were overlappmg Cantor and Mischel (1977) ustng a eogmttve D ‘ ,‘

'inf ormatiqn proeesstng model demonstrated t:he existence and use of the I-B prototypes m

person peroeption as well as tn memory for personal attributes Fumham (1984) found lay

. persons to be moderately accurate in the detection of personality questionnatre ttems '
/ . o Lo o ., “; 1- "'. . L '

I b

} h

measurtng neuroticism

It would appear that natural classrftoatton systems are utiltzed by members of the

general public and that these imphcit theories appear to be socially shared beltefs Thts also

suggests that commonly used terms (usually adjecttves) allow for commumcatton concemmg

/ perceived behavrors and tratts of the tndivrduals themselvest and others ’I‘he tmpheattons of
. |
prototype theory for personality assessment are important m two areas begmmng w1th the

A
development oi‘ better assessment deinws and seoondly the deVelopment of more useful
r R

socially vahd assessment cnteria
‘ St r

.\

| ;ciﬂ Determinfns Prototypicality

v someone else or to make predtcttons which requtre reeallmg our tmpressmns oi' a person and - ;'

using them to make judgements. Therefore expenments eoncemed thh how tmpresstons are




Vanatrons m prototyprcality oecur beeause category membership 1s not an all or none -

af f air Membershrp depends on the new stimulus bemg at an equrvalent level in a taxonomy. s "

i€, at a srmilar Ievel of abstraction and it depends on whether or not the new stimuius T )

possesses a greater number of the crxtieal f eatures of one category than those of another o
Cantor and Mischel (1979a 1979b) have proposed that the eategones for ciassif ymg
person pereeptrons may be hkened to object classrfication Person categones wrll then be

characterized by membersmp which rs more or less prototypical aiong a continuum of

-

prototypicahty Thus when presented wrth i new person a companson would be made of thns -

person 's features and those assocrated with the prototypical member of the personahty type o :
determme the goodness of fi 1t and hence category membership Havmg categonzed the person . L

a8 a more or less prototypical member of a category. thrs judgement will have 1mpllcations f ori L

f uture mf ormation proeessmg connected wrth this person

Although the features of category members can vary. some f eatures ‘are more

e

assocrated with the eategory than others Ihe presenee oi‘ the more associated f catures in a '

eertam mstanee make that rnstanee typml of the category The typicahty ofva given instanee -

lS a. crmeal determmant of‘ eategonzatron smce xt has been shown that the more typlcal a gwen
mstance. the more accurately, quickly and rehably 1t can be categorized (Cantor Snuth
French & Mezmch 1980) ln a sense. prototype theory off ers an mterestmg alternanve to

more classxcal rehability theory Instead of assummg a specxfic true score and a single set of

. '- conditkons. the focus turns to the generahzabrhty from one set of ratmgs or observations to " :

Sl
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gntﬁed v, of th }ars tsas ga e

ical httrovert and the other two as. bemg unrelated to E

"‘-'.':"',n t‘r ; / EA

»

) the original deseripuons. they also gave ore confldent reoogniuon' ra{mgs w thg"h(;v'd A

traits hrghly related tp the prototypes than to the less rmated or unrelated trar :

P ! AT A

Further studies by Cantor and Mrschel (1979b) eenfrrmed and extended these - g

prototypicality ef fects by varymg the degree of prototypreahty of the targets They usec‘ , . |

pure target descnoed with all E or all I characteristlee. a mrxed target who appeared as partly

)

E and ptrtly I and an mconsrstent target who had eontradretory E and I charactensucs N

)

_‘ SUects perfonned two reeall tasks "immefliate an | delayed.gri whrch they had to write down“ RO
""-{. as' much of f th' dds’cﬁption as tg) ‘could remember They also wrote a short personahty Lo

'3||

".\
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Ly on hmited or easual observations attention maybe drrected towards more spectl' ic oentral

category attributes Under such limited or rest'i‘rcted vrew conditions the prototypieaiity

.j" Coe A
o f‘ L estrmate may be more sensrtive to sttuatiOnal vanables\' Is the situauon itself conducive to'the -

display of the attribute under observation" For example 1t would be consxstent to. expect loud

K AERE

”-"" borsterous behavror at a party rather than ata symphony conoert At what level ol‘ abstraction ‘

,‘ 'v ' ‘»' i :' t : ,, “
L 1sthecategonzauon beingmade" , o ‘ ‘ T S
! : ! ' t B Y "

. Cantor Mtschel and Schwartz ( 1982) outltne an abstract f eature set prototype Whlch

."

- ', seems useful m the descrrpuon or eategonzatndn of persons functtonmg, in a socral context It

ts less restncted than 4. prototype system based on only a few exemplars An abstract

‘,,/ ot

. prototype system is better able to represent the vanety of f eatures that the peroeivers assocnate

wrth dtfferent persons or srtuauons For these reasons the current research has chosen to use

l

the abstract feature prototype system (i L. l E N- ES) as it seems best suited to deal vnth

the compleruty of socral knowledge and person pereepuon IR “ .

" R o b y
A B . A

D Prototypilcality Judgements | ,‘;

.\ .
" 'v\/ll .

g The expectatron that judges emphasrze ‘eadth oi‘ f eatures and consider the goodness .

TR of frt when assessrng a target S prototypit:ality is m lme wrth the trend in personahty researqh

. ‘1 ot : b

| v to search for general coherence 1n a person s overall behavror ‘I'he imphctt pers'Onality .

EI
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: closely related to the central traxt attribute Presumably. a target mdmdual svho is

Ttis more likely however that prototypreality judgements will be made on the basts of
. less avaﬁable tnformation conoeming the target ‘3 restncted rather than expansrve view.

BRS \ .

Judgements are often made on the basis of only partxal fragmented data obtained under " /;."

l,.—

restricted view condittons prototypreality would be increased when‘the’ :target indmdual

exhibited the most disunctlve eategory attnbutes consxstently and mtensely across srtuauons . ‘

In l / -_uri

(pameularly in’ nnusual nonvnormative situanons For example, under ltmited condmons ll rs

Hvl\ : \v

the behavxo tharare commonly 1dentif1ed as being&most central to the abstracnon of

I 1
o

extravetsion However. a focus on the mam trait attribute of attrihutea doesi‘ 'ot mean to

= [ AR Lo W . u", o ’A/"’ e f\‘ ‘

unply that all dategory members must demonstrate the exact same pattems of vbehavxor m the
, . ,l\ !

same sttuatron rather that the targets should exhrbrt ’as much behavrou as'possible that ts
judged to.

Coat
l val-\w,»‘

prototyprcal in. situa}lons where such behavrot is expected and perhaps:routine.

¢
a

f tntensrty and consxstency wrth whxch distmcttve features of a

!

ey

conditions of limited observatron Cantor and Mischel (19l9a) h)"pothés‘iz.ed that under such o
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- members are organized (Broughton 1984)

L ! .
N r:‘-’\

indtvrdual ln the v1deo presentatton reeemblee the implicit prototype The closer the target ls

‘—._,

pereeived as. betng to the eore the more prototypteal the personality type Moving away fr0 rom '
the category exemplars ie., the prototypes or supet‘ordtnates membership becomes less and .

less clear. Thus members can be ordeted along a contmuum of prototyptcalitf'ﬁ imphcxt | | SR
() o

personahty theory, the prototypes provrde a semanue pivot around whtch other eategory

.‘1/

| measurement devree suitable to the nwds oi a speetf ic populauon the mentally retarded the .\/

’ vxdeo format provrdes both a semantic and a visua,l pivot ,for categoriunon Therefore a '/\/

......

category in terms of lts pereerved resemblance to an urtpliett personality prototype
| Prototype strategy was mtroduwd mto the current st‘udy as a check on the degree of
prototyprcahty of the trait exemplars whrch we were attemptmg 10 portray m the video ‘: o

Versron of the revtsed personahty mventory (Das SchoclEman-Gatesf ﬁurphy. 1986) Earlxer

' results reported m Study One (Kabzems & Das, 198'6.5“‘ had lpd to the concern that some of

i
|

the exemplars (actors and scenes in the video) were.. Tu; -sets that lS that the actors were

bemg pereerv@s mconsistent in thetr portrayals Or out of step wrth the background of the ; -
seene These problems it Was suspected were leadmg the judges to consider the targets as

dtsplaying eontradrctory eharactensncs when a clear prototype portrayal was tntended A
consensual prototype was desirable m the vrdeo portrayals parttcularly when the matertals

' B were intended for a population wluch has difficulty with cogmtive processrngeskill j" f"~ e

In the current study*ltwasdecrded that a vanatron.of gl e'trait tnference technique




o inventory dcveIOpmcnt research to date hhs not had the bcdeftt of the video, that is the

o

fntegration of nonlmguistic tnfOImatio as an mq in mtegomation A potential problem in-

5

any personality rcsea.rch has &c;n }hé relia,noe on adjectivos as strmuh The provrsron of
descnptors (adjecttvos) which pouit to rtam trait labels may supply raters with trait
prototypea og eonocpts that otherwise might dot hava-,been used ( Erdle & Lalonde, 1986).

'H

Sincc I-E and N- ES are oonsrdered as merordmate traits thcre is dlf ficulty in findtng
/‘ \
N commoo adjethcs whtch could be usod as\superordmate d[alt descriptrve terms (Goldberg,

v‘y‘

‘ 4",‘4‘ K "‘n\‘ n‘_",‘ PR . L4
1982) jd c e L'f. v f\ “c' - "
ot . .
vJ*'.‘ Y .1. : .n};

',’_.rtu ,

Prchous categorization stttdres have suocessfuny dealt wrth the trajt of extraversion in -

\ -/Sgth naive and cxpcrt raters\F ;" m (1?84) was able to outltne an lmphClt theory of
VOON maﬂ"- o

neurotrcism in a non-expert éroup Furnham dtscnsséd the dlfflcult!es ‘most textbooks have m

‘/ ' \

* 114'

. 7 arrivmg at clw dcf‘ mtions I-E N—ES parttcularr the latter dtmenswn For example the

'

3 '_ tcrm neuroticitm has been dropped amd replnwd hy the term neurotlc dlSOl‘del' m. the 1atest
Diagnostic aﬁd Statistical Manual of’ Mental Disorders (DSM III) in, 1980 A neurottc dtsorder .

|/, '1‘v

is described inthe. DSM-III as

o A mentalﬁisorder in: whiq:h the .predommant d‘t‘st‘urbanoe is a symptom or group of .

%% symptoms that is distressing to;the: individual_ and,is recognized by him or heras

T _j‘ -unacceptable and-alien. (ego'dys’ionic) reality testing is grossly intact. Behavior does -

s enon actwely viohte. gross socigl- horms (though it may be quite dtsablmg) The . .

DRSS ditmrbanee is relatively: endunng o récurrent without treatment, and-is not limited -

{0 3 transitory reaction 16 sttusors ere, is noklemonstrable orgamc ettology pr 5
SV

3 factor (p 364) . N .
v Aooording to thc'-',i)SM -III dcscnption. neuronc dxsorders are not normally drstnbuted .

.'r \:

in the pogula'uon ‘l’hey are also considered to bg symptomatm rather than an actual" :

", "
A e
Vo

Al' ugh “ ysencEadmits ambiguitiw in the oonoept of ttéurotioiam- ‘hefoffers'a ‘

[N ‘ oo . R
¥ e ‘.' L™ Y b ‘ i
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ual,‘m f‘::yandfrequcntly depressed Heishkely 0
s P6Y atic disorders.. He_is overly




emqtional reactions interfere with hrs proper adjustment making him react in
irrational, sometimes rigid ways. . . . If the highly neurotic individual has to be
described in one word, one mrght say that he was a worrier; his main characteristic is
a constant preoccupation with things that might go wrong, and a strong emotional
reaction of anxrety to these thoughts. (pp. 9-10) , '

A For Eysenck. neuroticism is just one prominent personality trait 'whlc'h is normally
distributed in the general population. This use of the term is merely descriptlye and doés not
rmply pathology : ‘. ; o K . )

In Eysenck ) theory, the dtmenslon of neuroticism is concexved in terms of individual
differences in the mctmty and habilrty ol‘ the autonomrc nervous system Subcortical brain
'Structures of the limbic system and the hypothalamus known collectlvcly as the ‘visceral brain,
have been hypothestzed to ¢ derlie the dimension of neuroncrsm Neurottcs are deemed to |
'have a hrgher level of chropic vrsceral brarn actwatron than do emottonally stable mdivrduals
- Under condxtu;ts of extreme emotnonal arousal the separatxon betw&n the dimensions of
-extraverston and neuroticism break down The vrsceral hram may supplement the reticular
activating s'ystem s arousal of the cortex, evoking in the mdivrdual with a predrspositlon
tbwardg nsurottctsm an even higher level of arousal than would otherwrse be possxble ln
general, neuroticism is ued to task performance ﬁt that it can mcrease'rnottvatxon or it can
dxsrupt performance by producrng worry or task melevant behavnors

| As.the eategonzanon of neurotrcrsm ts\not precrse in these commonly utihz.ed k

defmmons it was of mterest to see whether or not eategonzatron of the targets would be. |

8 chreved m the vrdeo ratings. The crux of the matter ts that the: seale. in this case the video,

. composed of items high in prototyprcallty should be a more valid assessment devlce than-one
fee wmcmm nnt talten prototvpreality ratmgs into account Itis assumed that a’ seale chnstructed '
, 'aooordmg to a prototype strategy would demonstrate greater predtctive strength than one
Ar‘developed srmply on the basrs of factor analysis. j 'f D T r_t} . : : ', "
test cOnstruction stratégies need to be compared na and rational

an el‘ againstrie Rocii crxtcna, Protntype analysis appears to be an appropriate tool
.:;-}\; ;&-,..q B
i e}astssment and developnsent“bf rthe vrdeo technique. A strategy lncluding the use of

_ or evaluating each lteniand 'then usfng

. K.\,-.t m(}"}

A,AA._‘“_KA'
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only the best items for inclusion in the final instrument should, in rational methodology

produoe the best scale of its class 'I‘he implications of prototype theory for personality
= assessment are twofold: (1) the deveIOpmeut of approprrate assessment devices and (2) the

‘ validation of such devices against important social criteria. To begin, one needs to discern the
‘ goodness of fit regardtng the abstract prototype sets (superordmate traits) presented in the \
: 2

N video instrument

~

. The use of raters with rega;d to the trait dimensions of the character portrayals in the

—

\

video is bawd on the use of conceptual prototypes in person perceptron The rmphcatron is
that although the fi eatures of extraversion and neuroticism can vary considerably. some
features (supposedly the trait adjectives) are more associated with these eategories than
others. The presenoe hf the more assocrated features in a given instance: (i L. 8 character “

: portrayal in the Video) makes that instance typml of the category The typrcaltty of an
instance is a crittcal determinant of eategonzatton since t«he more typtcal an instance, the more
accurately, qmckly and rehably it can be eategorized (Cantor et al 1980). - |

- ; The raters were to judge each character tn each scexie based on d hst of exemplar trait
adjectlves for. lntroversion extraversron hd neurotictsm emotronal stabtlity The trait | '
-_-_aTj'e_c_tiTes were drawn from Eysenck 5 orgamzatioﬂof selected trarts The prototyprcality

L ratings were combmed along dimensions 10 give an estirnate of how the character portrayals ‘
e oompared with the oonoeptnal prototype for the' parttcular tratt as outhned by the trait

T o T . f - ‘ : . \ . .
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F. Method

Subjects o

. The students and instructors of two spnng seasxon umversity courses agreed to
participate. in the prBtotype ratings of the video instrument. One group consisted of
undergraduate drama students and the other a group of doctoral leyél studcnts in edueational

.psychology The age and group data can be seen in Table 15.

s R  Tabess
Means. Standard Deviations. Ranges of Age and Gender
e for Prototype Raters (N u) . ;
o A'ge‘“ L '_‘. éender‘
‘Raes N Meam . SD  Ramge - Male “Female

‘Drama 1 .21 - 59 . Wi 4 1B

Psychology - 7 D387 w68 ' 2642 ccc 20 5
Total # 28 . 298 68 . 19t04 6 B
f

y ‘ Agersm years ..“ ‘




. G. Inséruments and Procedure

?

TheVideo S AUt S
' The vrdeo version of the Revised Eysenclf Personahty Inventory (REPI) consists of 26.
questions. 13 questions each for extraversion and neurotrcrsm The items oorrespond directly

. to the questionnaire Version but without the sociai desirabihty seale 'I'he set of short video -

,.._’

episod'es was developed by members of a professionai theatre oompany based on the REPI

quesﬁons and after observational penods spent in home and work settmgs common to

- indtviduals with mental disabxlities residing m a large metropolitan community Each seenano

invoives the presentation of two opposmg types of Behavror such as an introvert and an

: _ extravert at the breakfast tabie\ One of the two hosts appears at the end of the soene to ask

. both the questlon as it appears in the questionnarre versron and "Whrch person is more hke

you"" The faces of the main actors are presented m a freeze frame, spht screen nnage and

heid for 15 seoonds The freeze frame 1 eggence was representmg the vanables

_'\. . N N ' ' . s ..‘.

Adjective Checklist | ?f

B



. M

. active

independent |
sociable .

_"“"Tﬂﬁmsttc'

s

~ outgoing

" inhibited -
", sensitive,
-quiet

Teserved
passive ¢

' lonely

disor‘ganized

susprcrous b
undependable-

moody

stable »
—calm -
ob;ectw‘

-
‘

.

o

even- tempered . ;'

responsrble

“

/,»\\

T able 16

Character A

o

‘ Adjective checklist (4 forms) used by the video prototype nters

Character B




. i “-’l‘abie 17)

/,.w'

,‘making their prototypieality judgements on a limited vrew basis They Were not asked to

attempt to store the details of the actio \presented but in essence had to generate a prototype

based on thcir percepttons of the video seenes The video ratmgs were not stmply a reeord of - '\ |

,".- Do o

-

T
A
.

E Admlnlstratlon AR g
; KN g ; RN
Admrmstrattdn trme Wi approximately one and a(quarter hours Th'é data from the R

- adjective checklists (trait ratmgs) ivas tabulated There were no‘ sxgmfrcant differences

E ‘;between the two groups of raters in their prototypicahtu judgements deaprte the fact that the
2 'educatxonal psychology graduate students mtght be expected to have a more exphcrt tlfeory of
ik personality ava‘ilable to them Based, on a two thrrds majonty rating only the trait of ‘
R extraversxon in:i'ght out of thirteen instances Was clearly percetved as the mtended trait :

- portrayal ln one instance xt reeeived equal wexght thh emotional stahthty and thus cannot be

ex.

. '.cqnsidered as clearly identified Usmg the same ma;onty ratrng. only one other trart
. emo&onal stability. was clearly tclgnifred and then only m on_',mstanee out of thrrteen (see . f:_\
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‘ Perhaps a better way to loolt at /the data is to take the simple rank regardless of the
percentage endorsement (see Table 18) (The letters A and Bi in this chapter refer to the .
character portrayals on the left and nght frames of the screen respectively ) Thls view

. demonstrates clearly that extraversron xs the most commonly judged tratt aspect which

o corresponds to the intended portrayal of a trait aspect in the vrdeo. If one mcludes the

Q .

N4

- mstances tn whtch E received equal wetghttng wrth ES then all the prototype judgements for
the extraversron trart aspect correSpond wrth the mtended trait portrayal Neuroucism receives

o the fewest matches between the raters Judgements and the mtended portrayal Looklng at the

~

data yet Another way. from the pomt of vrew of the 'ml' ratings (1 e..no adjectives were

tﬂ' -

[

o checked f or that partmular trait aspect by the rater) a dxf f erent picture emerges (see Table ,

When one looks at the tralt charactensttcs constdered to be mcompatible or . -t .-
l{ .

;":""‘fchnsistent wrth the portrayals in the vrdeo, rt can beis seen frornsthe results that the raters -

- : 'have a'better developed 1mphc1t theory of neurotictsm or what mrght be considered the typical

S behavror of a neuronc type mdrvxdual The raters appear to have no dif ficulty ur specifytng

R :_g shared frame of reference The same appears to be true for the coneept of rntroversxon but 7' B

- the prorotypes They appear 1o hold a shared xmplimt personality theory of some °°mm°“‘>‘ e

Ao

""




Table 18 -

o Perceived Trait Characteristics by Rnnk and Percent (N 24)

-
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L (11%), N(5%)

U UES(54%). 1(29%)

o 1(15%), N.(33%)

. E-ES-(46%) - -
' E<ES(71%).

. I(50%), ES (38%)
. ES-E (54%)
S (63%); E(3%)

' E (54%).ES (38%)
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- 'ES (58%). E (38%) -
Ce N (42%); 1.(25%)
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T 1(58%), N, (25%)
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. E(63%), ES (38%)
. ES (46%), E (38%)

CE(9%), ES(46%)' o
E (50%). ES (42%)

BS (58%), I'E (42%) |
+E(54%), ES: (46%) i

E(OTRLE ES (54%)..

B(%%) ES(42%) :

f(%é%) ES (4%)

1(58%). N (29%)
- 1(33%), N (25%)
"N (39%)

‘E-ES* (58%)

N (58%), 1(29%)' -

<1:(54%), N (29%)
A (58%) ES (33%)

“‘1 (%), N (46%)

+E (88%) .

- N(50%) '
<N (42%), 1 (33%)
E (42%). 1 (38%) "

-E (63%), ES (29%),; Sty
JES (54%). 1 (33%) *'"
N(33%) E(29%) .
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ES (19%), E(75%)"

E(15%) .

“E (96%), ES 50%).

ES-E (58%)

E (19%), 55(46%)" i‘,.' |

' ES (50%). 1(46%)
“ES-E (63%)

TES (50%), 1(29%)
| BS(46%) 1(33%)
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. Intended Portrayal ‘Incompatible Trait Characteristics
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seant evidenee and under tirne pressures as the ratlngs were done ina group srtuanon wrth the
items appearing in a continuously rollmg format with limrted opportumnes for stoppmg the T Lo

| vidw- I ‘.‘ u“‘ . l‘ . “ . ".-‘v“ ) . ' ‘ o f‘ ‘ ‘f ' " ‘A’ - ,’ o

o . . - . .

K Due to the fact that the trait aspects associated wrth extraversion seemed tobe the o oo
| mdst readily identified and had the greatest correspondenoe wlth the mtended Video i -
portrayaIS. the posslbrhty ofﬂwhat might be termed percepnon overlap wrth regard to the o

trait aspects of I- N and E ES was examined Cantor and Mrschel (1979a) had found that . -

peroerved prototypreality was highly related toa "breadth drfferentiation score Breadth | o

d.fferentration referred to the breadth or number of a éutes possessed by the target R
drvidual and assomated wrth that particular cqtegbrynzhus the greater the numbelz of

relevant attnbutes. the greater the prototypieahty of the target Tlns approach emphasrzes the

number of attnbutes observed m the target not neeéssanly mcludmg specrfrc entreal features ‘, f "“ i o ; .
considered neeessary in the classteal view of eetegory membershrp Tlns approaeh also R
attempts to focus on molar characterization rather than molecular behavror

The breadth«drfferenuatron seore was eomputed by subtractmg the number of ‘:‘ 4 1 ,
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close up shots"eye eontaet wrth the eamen and so en) acting btas (the quality ol‘ " '

d
n 't o

dramatrc presentatron) and wrmng bras (the qualrty of the scrtpt) No predlctable e&nslst;nt S
‘- ;I portion of the Drama Department raters rapngs was found that agreed with the various o

PeCtS of the protot)'prcality raters Judgements on other than a chance basts C ': | o

:;, o Items judged to be poor ‘thatv ts reeervrng o ratmg o a score of two or less on at : /
| lea'“ t"{d ofi the three crrtena (vrsual balance acung. ,wrrung) drd ,not demonstrate any ) - N
pat'm.‘.h‘m facmr loadmgs The POOI ltems as selected by the Drama Department raters L

did however farl to show any s;gnifrcam correlatlon wrth the quesnonnatre f orm of the

personalrty mventory \

H. Dlscussron ST L lr-‘; SO :
\ v ‘ I‘Il' I'v.
ff ' “An Ob]ecuvs of the stndy was to try and estabhsh whether or ‘got the two oupg of“y .
‘ ' st s

raters undergraduate drama students and doctoral level educatlonal psychology students
would agree on the prototypreal f eatures of the trarts presented There Were no srgnif 1cant '

‘ cohert differeneee Secondly, the raters appeared to be able to dectde whrch portrayals or " | .

] A ' o >

behavrors they would not consrder to be of the neurouc vanety. but the*appea‘ed to have

e

)



N\

Qo

some categories (E-ES) would be overrepresented. In the carlier review of the literature,

N refereni’was made to the study by .Praser, Leudar, Gray and Campbell (1986) regarding

) C. N
PossiQIc vanations in the f ullncss or nchncss of the network structure for the two traits may

accoum f or the dif’ fcrcnocs obscrvcd by Cadntor ard Mischel in thctr study rcgardmg the degree

ol‘ bnased processing of traiu%tenal In this sgnse the current results appcar to support tms

v

-

\
prcmlsg: If lay persons (m terms of personality theory) were expected to make judgements
VD w0t n
éonoeming the presence or absence of certain personaligy characteristics in some sort of a

{ N
ref crral prooess based on an adjectivc chccklist, it is obvious based on the present results that ,

Al

£ A 1 . . : )
psychiatric and behavior disturbance in mental handicap where it was found that psychiatric

‘and behavioral‘indtccs of disturbance were not strongly relz‘ttod. Thus, the cﬁapcés of a highly
neurotic individual bcixtg identiﬁed.and referred for appropriate trainit\g or habilitattoo
services on the basis of a naive rater's j'udgemem Woold likely be tow. In tl}e same vein, there
would be an ovcraburtdance of either extraverted or emotionally “stable types because the
number of "hits” would be greater. (A similar parallel can be drawn with“rcgardto accuracy
in tcacher initi‘ated referrals for intellectually talented school chii'dren.) Pethaps what has
- occured here is an error in stereotype accuracy (.Artastasl, 1976). 4
According to Cantor and Mischel (19793) a reliance on conceptual pro)t‘mypcs to
structure one's perceptions of people has its costs as well as its va\lucs. In the process of

\

categorization, homageneity within groups tends to be emphasized (tarred with #re same brush

"

as it were) and there is the possibility that intergroup differences become magnified. Attention
to detail becomesvless significant and Yaria_bility or inconsisteﬁcios in the stimuli may go
unrecognized. In person perception, this type of *error might be called stereotyping and may
encourage f uture distortions in perception and memory. On the pgsitive side, reliance on
conoeptual prototypes can provide economy in cognitiye processing. Daily functioning can be
facthtated as the amount and complexity of stimuli can be limited. Categorizatjon ‘of stimuli
can simplify the cncodmg. storage ; and retrieval of information concerning the particular
stimulus as well as assxstmg in the makmg of mfcrences judgements and predxcuOns

concerning the stimulus.

e .8

\

-
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In social interaction and person perception research, the problem has often been

def inod as one of oxplaining the ga.ined ix_npression by the variz;tion in non‘trbal behavior.‘
"Thus, a videotape method had the potential of increased valiolty since the ;ecording could
incorporate more of the numerous aSpects<ot“the sitoation which might be relevant as well as
being able to take into account that the typw of contexts also affect pcrocive'd prototypicality.
The validity of judgemental ptings is by no means simple, Naive raters were chosen for this -
study‘ pecause the eventual viéwcrs of the video will be expected to havp some acquaimance at
,Jeast jmplicitly, with the prototypes or superordmate traits so that they may compare thcxr ‘
own perceived charactenstxcs )h relanon to those presented via the video, The question then
arises for our target populauon the memall)’ retarded, concemmg the boundaries of
relatedness f rom wmch items might be chosen to represent 1 E and I\ES Moderate category
exdmples may not prove to be appropnate for a populauon such as Me MR Wthh has
difficulty’ with social perceptions.

A second ouesu'on regarding mé potential validity of the video instrument has to do .
with the differences in judgement which can arise from the judges’ (Iratersv and subjects)
attcmionv to diffeTent areas from the same stimulus portrayed in the vidoo. Part ofil;e
rationale behind trying to develop an alternative method of assessment has to do with '
variations in cognitive processing. befween retarded and non-retarded groups. ;l'he retarded
tend to rely on simmtaneou§ rather than sequential information processing strategies. An.
aniﬁcial situation may arise since Lttge.video raters are likely to rely more o'n the dialogue
(sequential in nature) than would be the MR when making their prototyplcahty judgements
The MR subjects may rely on facnal or postural clua only. (Should the fac:al cues in thc
v:deo presentation be made more salient by provxdmg addmonal close-ups within the .
'soenarxos?) ’ \ '

Sévefal sources of error exist in the reliability of the raiets' judgements. A standard
issue is how :repmcntative the raters wcré with rogard to the pdssible populationof judges.
'I'he reply is that they. were not repmentam from the populnuon at large, but they were felt

to be tepmenmive of the group which usually panicipatw in these types of expcnments



, i _ ‘
Further differences can always occur due to gender, familiarity with matenal to be judged in
terms of culture access to Qipcnmemal hypotheses, fauguc from lengthy sessions, lhe ‘ ’
*difficulty of maintaining reliability at real time speed and in addluon the recogmzed problem

of the inadequate def inition of the adJecuves used. All of t@ above problcms were recogniz
and dealt with as requrred. (In the case of cultural famihanty with the materials, the rcsponsc /

sheets of two of the raters from the educational psychology group were not used due to

ddubts about the " accuracy of their cultural percepuons) -

Also dealing wnh the reliability of an assessment instrument is the fact that the more
jtems in a test, mc grealer'the ‘r.ehabrhty of the test, ;thlc this may hold rme‘ for a paper and
pcncil Iypc measure there is some question as to whethcr or not it would hold for ilcrrrs in rcal
life (or in the vtdeo) asa prototype may alrcady have been generated lmproved rellablllly
depends on ‘developing criteria which can be asscsseg with mmlmal inference.

The current regearch has attempted to use several approaches (prototypc strategy,

factorial analysis) in the development of an assessment instrument which could both expand
the scope of the theoretical model and also providi an impo‘rtant; technologically appropriate M
advance in the area of personality research. Validation of prototypical features js also a
preliminary step in the development of adequate definitions which may then be utilizcd

. effectively in the description and diagnosis of personality disorders.



VI. Discussion ,

A. To Phases of the Validation Procedure |
In Study One the two forms of the revised inventory were given to 222 adolescent |
" MR subjects. Factorial'analysis using varimax rotations and prindpal components‘ factoring
indicated that two major factor§ accounted for 26 5% of the variance m the questiennaire
version and 22.5% of the vanance in the video format.
I Study Two, the two forms of the mventory were given to 84 adult, vor:attonally
handicapped subjects The same statisucal prooedures used in Study One were applied and it

was f ound that two major factors accounted for 34. 7% of the ,vananee in the questionnatre

- ¢+

and 31.3% of the variance in the video for the subjects whose: primary disability’ was given as

mental retardation. ;}'lte resuIts are oonststent'wrth Eysenck's personaltty theory, thus

demonstrating support for the appheatton of the trait categories I-E, N- ES to the mentally

| ~retarded. The two studies have demonstrated the generality of the factor structure l E and

, N-ES. | | ,\ V - ’ . |

| The second studs' served .as a vehicle for eyaluating the durability of lbOth_the

| questionnaire and video items for a new sample. Rcs ts dernonstrated the durability
(cross-valldation) of the items, particularly for the tionnaire trersion The results also
mdicated that meamngful responses could be obtamed from mdmduals thh mental
retardation in both a context free (questlonnatre) and a stimulus Spe(:lflc (vndeo) sxtuatton

‘ Eysenck 8 seales for the measurement of the dtmenstons of personality have been

subject to a gradual prooess of refmement It can now ,be assumed with the current :
supportmg evrdenee that (l) there exist in the mentally retarded differenees in personahty
(traits) wmch can be measured by questionnaire data (2) persouality factors in the mentally
retarded can be identifled via factor analysis. (3) that persons with mental retardauon can
respond reliably and eonsistently to self report measures (for . a drscussion of theeje of
self report measures with the retarded (see Kabzems 1985) 4 that the mentally retarded

share‘ some imphctt prototype pereepuons of pemonality dxmensxons with nonretarded lay -

NI N Y
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" to measure extraverston lmttally, it also appeared that there exrsted an agreement on thé

8

.persons Therefore, if personality traits in, line‘ with Eysénck's theory can be outlined ina
’ mentally Tetarded and voeattonally handrcapped group, then by extensron it should alsq be -
' worthwhile applymg the prtncrples of I-E, N ES to vocational habilttatton techniques i’ or ..

these mdmduals The advantage of Eysenck s theory is that it allows for concrete predtctioné‘

and tests of its valldtty lnf ormation on personality should assist m fi ittmg wor{ assignments

<A

_or vocatronal tratmng procedures to mdtvnduals In dealtng with the vocattonal habtlttatton ol‘

the mentally retarded personaltty dtf ferences may be regarded as cssenttal complements\to
£ ) . o ty o : ‘ X

cogmtive differences | L t o .

[ . o u\ ' . ‘ : \ \ 'I, ‘
, | : ' ’ ‘t o e
B. The Prototype Analysis of the Video Portrayals R A
.o ) LN i
Preliminary analyses identjfied a htgh correspondence between. the Taters’ trattl

-

rankings and. the tntended ‘portrayal of the trait of extraversron Iﬂitrally it appeared that th‘

raters were reasonably accurate in their a.brlrty to detect the video 1tems whtch .were mt ‘

prototypteal features of extraversron as presented in the video. These results seemed 1o fall'in

L4 N

line with previdus studxes using naive and experf raters, whtch concluded that the\tratt of

extraversron was readily 1denttftable (Broughton, 1984 Cantor & Mlschel '1977 Cantor &

Mischel, 1979b Cantor et al., 1980) According o Cantor and Mrschel (1979a) perceived |

prototypiealtty mcreases wrth increases m the rauo of category consrstent attrrbutes dtsplayed
relative to 'the total set of attributes displayed by the target portrayal or mdlvrdual '

Smee only one portrayal other than those: for extraversron had obtained a match

" bétween the intended portrajal and the percewed portrayal rt was. decided to look- at the

pattern of mrsmatches and mstances wpere the raters had not marked any of the adjectwes rn‘

a trmt category The new perspectives revealed results much drfferent than the initial analyses." -
| _In the pattem of' mismatches it was found that the trart eategones of extraversion and |

- emotional stability were frequently paired by the raters The traxt eategories of introverSion -
T | and neurotretsm were mfrequently parred and were more often rejected as tralt categones for

" the vrdeo'portrayals In eontrast to all but one of the prevrous researchers (Furnham 1984)

YL
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; the current .esults suggest that naive raters do indeed have some xmpIrf ‘\theorles about -
personality. and that these lmpllcit theones are clearer or more exphcit for the trait eategones \
- {of mtroverslon and neuroticism partlcularly rlburouclsm Conversely. whether due to the e \
| particular groups in. the sample of raters or the dlff iculty in. portraytng emotional stabrltty as

‘ bemg dlstinct from extraverston ln a dramanc portrayal the raters seemed to have a larger IR,

more loosely deftned basis for the eategorizatton of extravers:on and emotional stability. .

L]

! partlcularly Ektraversion L o
. - ‘Sevcral pracncal and theoreuml imphcauons anse from these 1§ mdmgs In a practreal L
| vem f nalve raters (e g supervisors) were asked to 1dentify mdrv;'duals for voeatmnal N -.@:
| plaeement on the basts of l E N ES (to be discussed later in thts chapter) there w0uld likely
be a greater proportion of m}viduals inaecurately 1denttfled as emottonally stable extrasrerts
. than as neurouc tntroverts Strll in a practteal vem if the pfbtotype raters Tean towards ratmg ‘
‘the video portrayals as E- ES would the vocauonally handte‘ped partlcularly the mentally - ' ; |
: retarded subjects hold srmilar soctal pereephons resulung in a skewed response curve" Thls 1s ‘.
what happened in the actual responses to the test mstrumentsﬁ'lhe response curve was ’- AN
ncgatively skewed suggesting that the non- MR raters and the' MR subjects hold sumlar %
prototype conceptualtzanons Alternaturely. the MR groups may be af f ected by rherr own .
| perceptions of socrally desirable behavior and tfy to place themselves m’the best possrble hght
g - Two‘theoretieal quesuons emerge, Does the vxdeo mstrument better nnrror natural |
‘ person percaptlou" Methodologieally it 1s tmportant to ensure that the 1tems on the measuring
’ instmment are mtervpret:dﬁsumlarly by all groups In‘ the present case its seems that both the
N rater and subject groups share stmﬂar pcrceptidns thh regard 0 the’ vrdeo mstrument o
| The second quesuon concerns the blendmg of a cogninve socxal theory wrth a . f L
biologreally based theoryéas complementary strategres{n the development of’a smctﬁc_type of

_‘Q.
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C Theoretieal lmplications for Occupational Periormance
. Ve ' :
a One of the traits most characterrstic of extraversron is bility Another major
\

~ characteristic is related to tmpulsrvrty (a ataracterisuo frequently ascrihed to thc MR 80 .

I

operhaps rt is no surprtse that they should rate themselves highiy on extraversionl) The current -

assessment devrees the questtonnatre and the vrdeo were based on the Eysenck Personality
‘ lnventory (Eysenck 1965) which, accordmg to Rockltn and Revelle (1981) isa scale whtch
3 measures extraverston asa mtx of socrabtlity and rmpulsrvrty The Revrsed EPl has attempted
‘:m avord a burlt in-tendency for introversron to correlate with’ neurotrcrsm R
ln earlier versrons of EPE the extraversion seales and tlig neurottcrsm scales were . \
‘slrghtly negauvely cor‘related ‘even among normal subjects (Brody, 1972) This negative

, xcorrelauon between measures of allegedly orthogonal drmensrons led Bysenck to eonstruct the

. EPQ but Rockim and Revelle (1981) pomt out that on thrs latest revrsron the cxtraversron -

subscale is composed of*rtems whtch marnly measure soctabilrty

-~
"r'

In terms of Eysenck s theory, rntroverts are. expected to be supertor to extraverts in -

‘ vigilanoe tasks beeause the persrstently herghtened arousal level.of introverts l‘acrlitates vigtlant ,

o attentron and prevents peri‘ormanoe decrements which result from mhrbmon increments and
F

conseéi’uent lowered afousal. 'l'hus if. one. assumes that mtroverts are chromeally more aroused

; 8 than extraverts (Eysenck 1967) it l's reasonable to predict that tntroverts wrll outperf orm

DR

those requinng greater spwd on a productron lme 'l'hrs mteracuon has been reported at least
etght trmes in the lrterature (Eysenck & Eysenck 1985) Based on the disttnctions between i

"

extraverts and mtroverts that is,- those who seek soctal sumulation and those who can deal

‘l

‘ '; " wrth 1t effectrvely but do not neeessarily seek out socral tnteractions. there are eertam jobs . :'

‘ :\i"

5 ;5 attendants lt would seem that eertain types of oecupational eholces and job perl‘ormanee

\eould be aceotmted for tn Bysenek s personahty fheory However. there has been little

‘ - f . L RERA ‘.‘ >,w . " . "v\
! ’-.4“.! \‘\" ‘-‘« .' t Av' ool : ."' e e . » . R :

" [P D v :
A e
A . o

extrayerts m stmple learmr;g tasks but that the Teverse will oecur ‘an drffrcult tasks such as .

which WOuId seem to be more desrrable for certatn personality types For mstanee. soctal s
tnteracuons seem fo ra.nk higher in occupations such as food servree workers or kitchen , _‘ a

4
helpers who work in close eontact wrth oo workers tban do cleaners or locker room ., '{»
: |

~
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At this point. several hypotheses oould be put f orward Smoe aocording to the theory

| ‘neurouc individuals in- generaha\nd neurotic mtroverts m parucular would be susoeptrble to P ﬁ ) .
‘ s

stress they miglrt be expected to prefer jobs whnoh are low m stress. lf lt i$ also true that .

extraverts are likely to prefer occupations whlch involve greater socrai contaot then rt stands t0

‘ .reason that mtroverted individuals would beoome overaroused and ineff eetive in therr jOb
performanoe if the job involved a relauve ab;enoe of routine and’ oonsrderable mterpersonal
“ ‘contact (Dn the opposite side of the com it may be that e;rtraverted workers would not
perf orm as WQll as they might ina job requrnng routme acuvmes |
Cooper and Payne (1967) mves ted the premise that introverted workers are better
o able to handle routine work activmes  are extraverted workers They looked at hght |
o repetiuve jobs in a"tobaeco factory Voeatrbnal adJustment Was found to be negatively related
> o extraversion and neurotrcrsm Neuroucrsn\r was also related to absenteersm Other studres
' reported by Bysenck (1971b) aﬁd Eysenck and Eysenclt (1985) pomt toa better person- ]ob
" match. with non Ineurotrc extraverts m lugh stress jobs mvolvmg dnvmg and flying |
Research l;as‘ identifred a number of -boba-wors that are related to the employment
o success of mentally retarded workers These mvestrgatrons have usually been confined to .
T production or, task related behavrors Personality. rnotivatron and socralzvgeatronal behavror |

T 'have simply not been inveetigated as the task rtself appears to be more important than the

: tion-og'tamed from compeutive employment settmgs, found that the prllhary concern

e

A

i pgrson job match A reoent study by Salzberg. Agran and Lignugans/Kraft (1986) based on

I
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| What happens if an mdividual flnds himself in a posldon that is badly suited to his ‘
, personahty If he remams in that position his job perf ormance is likely t0 deteriorate For "
the mentally retarded who o/t ten are not able to exercise much oocupauonal cholce. attempts
1o match vocational placements wrth speciﬁc personalrty charactcnstics may prove fruitf ul: .
especrally now that the present research has demonstrated the presence of certan( personality

charactensttcs whrch are amenable to empirical mvestrgatlon S ~‘—, | B

o ‘ - S
Retarded persons are today assxgned to resrdenttal educauonal and voca onal
~settings more as a.reflection of somebody's sociopolitical philosophy conce g co
where they "have a'ight” to be than as a result of any -systematic-effort to achteve A !
individualized matches between their person characteristics, iricluding both assets and '
needs, and the advantages and requrrements of vanous settings.
. ‘ .« Haywood, 1986 P. 18

f )

The practrcal relevance of the current study needs to be mvesttgated in order to .

\

develop some srmple applred predtcttons tn a vocattonal traimhg settng Do indivrduals wrth .

.

high self ratings for. extraversion do better in JObS requtrtng a htgher level of socxal '
-mteractton" Do they stay longer at the job” Do they respond more qutckly to changes in
routme" Conversely. do self rated introverts have a htgher rate of productrvity on production :‘
‘ lme type tasks of a repeutrve nature? Is the time on task greater,or rnore conertent for o
introverts than f6r extraverts" Do extraverts perform better m tasks under heightened ‘
condmons of norse" Are extraverts more successful candtdates for shrft work add changes in.
. cucadtan rhythms as would be predicted by ?ysenck 5 theory" (Note that all of the above .’ |

e suggesuons st111 nwd to be assessed m the hght of the mdmdual s level of cogmttve |
functtomng) o " - ’

. D: Improvements to the Video Instrument ‘ T

One nwds to approach the toptc with a proper respect for the tdiosyncracres of human " :
g perceptton What may be construed as an anomaly. namely the lack of agreement between the i
| prototype ratmgs and the members of the drama department as to the eonstltutron of a good
‘ scale ttem, should not bar the aeceptanee of the vrdeo mstrument as a vxahle method of

-
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ln the present study the video mode has been an approprlate method of assessment

‘for a specific predominantly non reading group, the menthlly retarded A number of the
{questions especially on ‘the questionnatre version have demonstrated good factonal validity

and correlations across the two measures. Several of the questions even in the prototipe

" P
analysis have been shown to be rogust across the vanous measures Finally. the instrument

| partlcularly the questionnaire form has demonstrated generahzabihty m two difterent groups

of mentally retarded subjects — adoleseent and adults

| in the. main roles allows for the deletion and insertion of revrsed jtems.

R—

R

“as well as ecologically valid to contmue the use of natve raters in generatmg personality r

RS

The cdnstruction techniques employed in the vrdeo namely the story line which .

follows tlie time frame of a day from wakmg until retrrmg and the use oi“ multrple characters \

' ) " The segmentation of the yignettes parallels the format of many televrsion programs SO

the style of presentation was appropriate for the medium

-

oy

Sinee the mtended audienee for the vrdeo mstrument was the’ MR it would be prudent

-~
N
o

| prototypes 'I'he prototypes generated would be more likely to be alhed wrth the person \

peroeptions obtamed in.a mentally retarded subject populatmn .
Several suggesuons are listed below as methods i‘or obtarmng clearer examples of the.

.,mstrument LT . AN '. A

A naNe 'group of nonretarded raters would each be asked to list all the behavrors and

traits they associate with the terms introversion. extraversion neuroticism and emouanal

' stabillty Out oi‘ the lists generated those descriptors whrch were mentioned a predetermmed

N :number of times (depending on the size oi‘ the rater group) would be oombmed into a

c'“ TN

,,’. g

s wrmr lst. The desmptors on the geveloped list would then, be rated again ona i‘ive or

————

desired prototypes whrch could then be meorporated mto a revrsed version of the vrdeo ‘- ,

\’ .
P

‘ '; seven point seale of promtypicality by the raters Thus a rankmg of behavrors/behefs/trait | |
e "deseriptors would be obtained indieating rtems most and least charactenstic of the target trarts |
" _through the eyes of naive personologists 'l'he final tabulation eould be used as the eoneeptual
' besis for the devel‘:i heat of new video seenanos. That 1sto say. that the narrower/shorter



i

' reflect a wrsh to: be" in'a stmulus bound sttuation whereas the questionnaire in a'context.
X4

L
:

»

list of descriptors would be tsed by the individuals responsible for d'evisin’g\me revised

scenarios asa conoeptual base for the scripting an: 'direction of the scene. The question item

.1tself would not be changed rather the attempt ould be to make the character portrayals in:

the scene purer examples of the' personality ensions Centralizauon of the type of

personality characteristrcs portrayed ean also be assisted usmg the mf ormatton provided in the _

’breadth drfferenuatwn analysis Whlch mdicates an estimate of the degree oi‘ overlap between ‘

two personality drmensrons

\ . \ | 95 !

‘__‘ - Secondly. regarding the use the vrdeo instrument it needs to be remembered that L

personality traits do not ex1st in i
is not sufficrently ref med at present to be constdered a truly ob]ective mstrument not subject

to socxal dlSlOI'UOD “The it need 1o be desrgned $0 that the mstrument can be presented in

the' same way to many pe ons in many places. (Techmeal advaneements can generate '

. problems as well as reh e them ) The vrdeo may suffer from a normal bras towards

' . extraversion, for example s0'it nwds to bedrsoerned whether the difl"erences between the

questlonnaire and deo versrons are a result oi‘ the video items ‘being weaker or do they |

'

free srtuation ilows the respondent to deny the ° true response lt might be asked of future

, responden t0 answer in terms of what they typtcally do versus what they might itlte to do

mally, it was felt by the developers ol‘ the vrdeo that a reworking of the.weak items

'woul7 possrble grven the new knowledge partmularly f: rom the prototype ratmgs — that rs

th7 it should be possrble to control the vrdeo expenenee

latlon from the sttmuli that tngger the response. The test

\
A



VII Smnmary nnd Concluslons
The current research has mdieated that mntally retarded adoleseents and adults can

o .

‘respond in a reliable way to a structured inventory Desprte a negatwe skew in the dxstnbutlon - |

© o oof their responses identifiable rndividual differenws were produwd It was shown that
mentally retatded mdividuals possess a sense of self awareness ‘and that they are generally

consistent in their responses both over time and across’ mstruments Theref ore, predrcnon

I‘studresarenowrequired R , -
| Personahty mventories mrgt be recogmaed as mtnnsrcally crude mstruments and thelI ¢

appllcation restncted aeeordmgly (Anastasi 1976) SThe behavrors measur@ by personalrty N
tests are known to be more changeable over ume ‘than those measured by tests of abrhty ‘

N ) Personality, as generally measured probably has much to do wrth the sort of work and

- personal relauons an mdivrdual seeks but may have little to db with hrs or her competence

““whenplawdtnaeertamrole | o . T
| Anastasr (1976) refemng to questlonnatre type personahty inventones pomts out

t their construction and use are: beset wit@pec:al diffrcultres over and above the common ‘.

,pro ems encountered in all psychologlcal tesung For example personallty rs a product of

“ rical conditrons whereas temperarnent is more a psychologlcal phenomenon ‘

’ resulting “rom biological evoluuon yet still suscepuble to’ external factors Drmensrons of

ﬂbehavior such as. introversion extraversion neurotrcrsm anxrety and rmpulsivrty are very close {

- to the coneept of temperament coneelved as a result of genetrc mfluences | L T '_,

| | ln the current worlc rmtial rellabllity of the mstruments themselves was demonstrated .
‘ The questionnaire format consxdered to be eontext free produwd the cleanest factor .

i structure The quesuonnmre appears to be a ‘useful instrumeht for the assessment of

6 personallty drmensions m the mentally retarded On the basrs of both the factonal anal '1s L B




'sense is not an lnt-rmsu: property of f actorrally derrved scales but must be demonstrated

cmpu’imlly ‘ . ,f , ';jf’-,-m". o = o | e o s ‘H“: A

" pon- retarded raters and mentally retarded adults share srrnilar 1mpltcit pr otypes with regard

o
‘

P

ln terms of person éategonzatron based on the current results it appears that naive ‘

‘!‘\ Lt '

. to the personahty dtmensrons of extraversion and. neurotictsm No one has yet been able to

] l

‘descrtbe how tmphcrt prototypes eome to be acquired §o it ts of tnterest to note that the

W

non MR ahd 'MR groups evrdenwd sumlar percepttons based on imphcrt prototypes Of the

deftned Judgtng by the breadth dtf ferenUauon scores of the prototype raters and the

‘ srgmfrcant correlatton of the supervrsOrs raungs wrth the chents self ratmgs on. both of the

mstruments Extraverston seemed 10 be the most readrly categortzed drmensron but

conelauons between the mesl&ures and the extemal raters were not sngmf 1cant Yet raungs of

L ‘workers by supervrsors can reasonably be regarded as reports of typtcal behavror in the usual

- all directly work related

srtuatron of which the supervrsor isa part It may also be that the video responses gtve a more

accurate predrctlon of actual behavror smce they are tred to specrf ic sxtuations whrch are not

[N . ‘. X B e

The next step in assessing the rehabrhty and vahdtty of the personahty assessment

mstruments should tnvolve the apphcauon ol' Eysenck s model of personai:ty in vocattonal

tratmng settmgs of in, the workplaoe Now that rt has been shown that der’tain personality \%

- U ”Chents Thus there is mterest m the generauom of testable 1mplieations ansmg from the. l L

e ‘.",,aehievement factors which could go some dtstanee m malnng vocational predictions more

tratts ean b@asured in adolesoent and adult rndrvrduals wrth mental retardatton behavioral

R “ responses based on the theory can now be empu'ieally evaluated The rdeas put forward by

.- <A

| Eysenck over the last forty years ean be assessed in thetr applrcabthty 'to vocational i ; ‘i

addmon it may be of value to aseertain the areas of vocational mterest for the tra?g eentre L '. "

i

, personahty dtmensrons presented m the measures neurottctsm seems 1o be the most precrsely o

W

' placements for mentally retarded persons who evrdenee specifte personahty characteristtcs ln

o'._e'\' N - R N I

-~

d

Personahty dimensions in mentally retarded workers can nova be added to ability and
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aoeurate. In the general population, extraverts were found to have better short tertf recall
than lnttoverts_ but over a longer period of retention, this was found to be reversed (Howarth
& Eysenck, 1968). Since the mentally retarded have been shown to be capable of responding
to pcrsonallty measures, this has implications for lurther work in the measurement of
self - ~concept or anxiety. The results of the current i‘.esearch also have implications for research
into thg relationship of personality variables to psychopathology or psychlatnc tmpalrmem in
‘the mema&ly retarded, 4
ln Eysenck's theoryk, as applied to the gener"al population, there is fairly general

agreement that there is a predictalﬂe relationship between actiyation and behavioral eff iciency,
‘St'isoeptibility to stress has been reported in neurotic individuals and neurotic introverts ln
particular (Eysenck &Eysenck, 1985) so it may be of use to try to control levels o'f. stress on,
the pxoduftion line and then assess the functioning or productivity of the vocational clients.
There is also a promising alvenue of research in task performance under monotonous
conditions, analogous to laboratory research on vngtlanee which suggests that certain
personality types (introverts) are better able to maintain arousal under these types of
conditions. Conyersely, the cognitive style in highly 1mpul$xve persons (extraverts) is
consistent with assu’mptions of reduced efficiency m recording of information in terms of
linkage with verbal Sym_bols' and meniory . Oné of the predictions to be forecast here is that
people who score high on eatrayerslon' (impulsiyity,) will tend to' rely less on semantic aspects
in the processing of stimuli and ntay require. nioie non- '\"'rerbal ches in skill acqiiisition
Secondly. assocxated with tmpulstve behavior are defxuencxes in conical and bram stem
activatmg systems leadtng to lowered arousal and diff; iculties in mamtaimng appropriate
vngilanee levels in moﬁotonoﬁs situations. Irr the prediction of performance perhaps two
groupyéf self - rated introverts and extraverts could be monitored under conditions of noise on
a production linb éMuzak or the noise of machmery) and then productivity. levels measured
Othe; manipulations of arousal could be studxed in the workplaee as well.

‘o ’i‘he investigation of personality characte@istics and vocational habilitation in the )

mentaliy retarded is potentially fruitful. The abihty to acqmre and maintam skills may be
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related to ocrtain"pcrsonalily characteristics Which can be measured. There are some pitfalls
however in the dx\recl applicat’ion of Eysenck's theories and the w<-)rk. of researchers using

" subjects in the general population, For exaniple, the stﬁdies to date have é’ecn rclal?d to
occupational choices (e.g.. engineering, business) which are not accessible to the mentally
retarded who are more likely to be employed in "blue collar” or service industry work. On the
other hand, these kinds of occupations are more open to specific behavioral (i.e.,
non~cognilive) iptencntior{s.zlg the discussiop of the appliéation of previous research to the
mentally retarded, the reader should refer back to T;ble 7 in which it can be seen that 64.3%
of the cunént\ samplp would be ineligiblé for community based training programs, Thus, only
35.7% of the current sample would be appropriate candidates for initial studies based on
Eysenck's theory,

All is not so glum, for further testing may demonstrate that the predictive validity of
the video instrument better mirrors the actual performance OF vocationally handiéa};ped
subjects in an-appropriate job placement because of its stimulus bound natute,

Finally, if scientific accuracy is to be further enhanced, researchers must aim for

progressively closer and more accurate approximations of the theoretical model by

experimentation.
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S ,.‘26 Do you often feel lonely" (N)

A

s

1. Do you lrke lots of excmng things gomg on around you" (E)

"9, Do you usually answer nght away when peopleoalk to you" (E)

8. Do people thtnk that havmg you at their party makes it more fun" (E)

l 13, Do ybu ltke talklng wrth people" (E)

| v 15 When you go to a party do you usually have a lot of fun" (E)
) " '16 Are your feelmgs easrly hurt? (N)

1. Awe all your Babits good ones? (L) ~ g
s 18 Do you like gomg out a lot" (E) |

: 21 Do you someumes feel that hfe is Just not wotth hvmg" (N)
‘22 Do you usually feel that you can do the thlngs you—haw—te»do" (E)

JUTEEER (LR I P D BT S ; ey | S i \ [AEART AN S SR NN # 3 . Y At
R . S NN . : o B - ) e Vi ) s

.....

Rewsed Eysenck Personalrty Inventory

3. Do thmgs keep runmng through your head 80 that you 'can’'t sleep" (N)

4. Do you ever feel Just mrserable for no. gond.reasoh" (N) . Lo o .
5. Do lots of thmgs*bug you? (N) | | |

6. Do you always do what your parents and teachers tell you to do? (L)__

1: Do you worry abou; awful thmgs that\mrght happen” (N)

'9. Do you hke telling Jokes or funny stonee to your friends? (E)

\

- 10 Have you ever told a lre" (L)

"ll -Are you u§ually happy and cheert‘ul" (E)

12 Are you usually nervous or ]umpy" (N)
"1

14. Do you often feel fed up" (N)

‘."“20 Do other people thmk of. you a8 bemg someone who is always dorng lots of thxngs” (E)

- p—

, ‘ ‘23 Do you fmd 1t hard to get to sleep at mght beeause you are worrylng about thmgs'? (N)
S 24 Have you everbeen late for anythlng" (L) e .' i "
'25.. Do you feel: that rf thrngs £0 wrong at. first they will usually work out right later on""(E?

N

......
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If you say you will do something do you always keep your prormse” (L)

. Do you usually want cxcitmg thmgs to happen" (E) «. .
. Do you often feel gnilty about things" (N)
. Do you somenmes lose your temper and get angry" (ry -

. Do you enjoy talkmg to: other people a lot" (E)

Do you' somenmes feel all shaky msude” (N)
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\

Demographic Information (N = 84)
|

Length of Time at the Centre

Number of Clients %
< 6 months: 9 107
6 months - 1 year’ 8 9.5
1 - 2 years 16 19.0
. 2 - 3 years SN 3 36
3 - 4 years - 7 8.3
4 -5 years 5 6.0
6 - 6 years 6 7.1
> 6 years 30 35.7
‘ Refefral Agent »
Number of Clients 0 %
- r ‘
Services for the Handicapped 8 9.5
Edmonton Assoc. for Community Living 3 3.6
Parents . 30 35.7
. Mental Health Services' 7 8.3
Other 14 16.7
Catholic Social Scrvnces 8 9.5
Self -Referral . . 3 - 3.6
~Alberta Hospital o _ 5 : 6.0
Skills. _ . .4 4.8
Westfield Correctional Servno&s - - 1 1.2
,Physicxan C , , ' 1 1.2
v . _ ’ . ‘\ .
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Primary Disability :
oo g Number of Clients %
| ‘ o ' Y ’ . T‘ B
Mental Health A 16 © 19.0
. Developmental Disability ‘ L, 63, ‘ 750
Physical Handicap o B R & . S
Brain Injury * o g I W
\ . \, Ty
. ‘ \ i . N .! \ l‘ ’
" Residential Situation .
. t . . —‘ |
‘" | - Number of Cliefits: , %l
( R ;o
Lives with Parents : PR 35 I W
Hospital : L o 3 , 36
Group Home . - R L ., 16T
Independent Apartment a ‘ v : 12 143
Approved Home ) , w6 7.1.
Other _ T o . 3 3.6
Room and Board : ‘ - ’ i 131
[ ' i \‘ . ,“ .
\ ' '
Guardianship Status = -
| . Co o o | Number of Clients . . %
e : ‘ ) O . < X .r" ‘ ‘
Independent S " ‘42 50
Partial Guardianship ‘ ) oo 0 119
Public Trustee o ’ ST 4 . " 48
. Total Guardianship - ! e P 10 o 118
Trusteeship ‘ . ‘ 13 B
: o
. /- ‘ ". . . ) }
N
- o . !
) ‘ o :
’ , - . 3 » |
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a Attendance Record  ° R
.. Number of sClients' . %
\ ' , —_— " '

Less than 50% I . o4

50 - 80% . - o1 ‘ "
80-9% . o L oL a1y
91 - 94% ' S | I

95 - 98% I ] o200 .
99 - 100% - . A . e 24 o

-

DW= oo K
cwoxniwo . -

AR S )

Mean attendance . el " 89.6% - . L R
Median _ 4 o 95.5% ' ‘ ' \

" Explanation of Absence

| Numberof Clients .~ ' % .

e

lliness - 3 Y TP Y. 3
No absence = .’ ‘ ' . L 9 ]
Suspension T T S
No reason L .24 ,

" [ . o

- _
2SS
[~ RNy

.. Work Skills Average'(30) | "1,

M
’

- T A A .. Numberof Clients: * == . %

0-12 [ 7.1
13- 20 L 572



. 7- . ‘ ‘ S 2 . s o : Ly g "
. \ ooy, o " : ! 117 c
. o ' o o , .o : o '
. , L
A

. Supervisor's Ratings

12 clients rated as primarily introverted. g :
” , | . o ',“I ‘.v | . .rb .‘ '| . " . " o .
" 12 clients rated as showing no characteristics of introversion , oo | ,
. . " , ' L { y ) ' ,
o . \ . . . ‘. - ‘ . . [ " N

21 clients rated as primarily extraverted. . C o )

, o ) > . K ’
5 clients ratedas showing no characteristics of extraversion. e

- [

S clients rated as primarily neurotic. - ‘ o o o
19 clients rated as showii)g.np characteristics of neuroticism. ',
. . " ‘ ] - o ‘ S L "
15 clients rated as primarily stable e e

~

' - ' . . Lo i M
' - e ' . \
A t - g

9 clients rated as showing no characteristics of stability.

Y ot , ' . e L
: . . ! .y.‘ ' . .

! a
AN " ’ t Lo . ‘ b :
. . - R y ! B ©oon ] 11 " o " N )
v Al v ' . v
\ ) s 1 . . R . . "'
s ) L ) [ B ' . L \
' ] o o ‘o
Raven's CPM' (Raw' Scores) . . Tt "
) 0 . ~.-A__"> ‘. A
) ‘o . N ! . . ‘ " A w
L - , © ' " Number of Clients. ' ' %
o Lo . : L ‘ L A K : '
M " ' 1l . ' “ "‘ ! » ' ‘. t |‘ K

[ . o

" 10-or less. L e s e

over 30 A ) S ' 79 s 10.7-
i ."Av'~'.. ' e ’ Lo ,
Méan~1‘8.88" " o e .-S.D. 753 .
. o e { I ,
_ oo S ) . *
Median .17.00 e "
,";" '," . . R : B
[ . . ‘-/'/ ' . o “ .
B el e :



. v ’ v " C . Ea [ o ' "
o . . U N R e S . N
~ “ v -~ . Raven's IQ (Extrapolated) - . o )
. . ' o ! ) N } "y ' “.:" -“.‘ \ ' ¢
b o ‘ . . R ! .
N . ! ) . o " . A K ." o !
Mean 64.88 Lo ' , ~ S.D.=2103 - /
‘ . Cp e
e ' . ' . ’ o ' )
\ ' ‘ ! P
0. Median ST.00 *
. f" ‘ , 1 | N ," v ,.' ‘ ' ‘ ! ”
L ) | \ : " STy |
. N ‘ ' ‘
= LR o . " o
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*  APPENDIXF T | |

3 . o '
: S'um‘mary‘ of Qués‘iionnziirg and Video Scores Across Studies |

) C . +Questionnaire Scores
1984 (N'=241) " 1985(N = 222) . .' 1986'(N = 84) .
Mean ~S.D. Median Mean = S.D. Median Mean  S.D. Mediah

9.99 . 258, 110 999 250 - 110 1043 268 110
. ‘ . " . ' ! . l\ . . l .
60 ‘642 - 360

\ \ [
Vo I

. Extraversion

l

) .60,

Neuroﬁci\"sm' 695 .379. 70. 622 380

" )

L Tt Video Scores . | ‘ .
WS (N=2). Ny 1986 (N = 84)
* Mean ‘ §D ‘ "~ Median Mean R SD M_eciian
P L T T -
"Extraversion 8.42 2.66 9.0 2.77 90 .
. Newoticism 507 270 .0 50, . 488 . 319 sh ..
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:'. Co Videolntroductron

the Study of Mental Retardauoh Although the Oentre ) mam emphasrs is upon the mentally
handrcapped we also have a great mterest rn both the learmng drsabled and functionally l

illlterate populatrons Accordmgly. the specral nwds of all three groups were oonsrdered durmg |

the developmental Stages of thrs tnnovatrve form of personahty measurement
o of pnme rmportanee in thrs regard was the comprehensrbrlrty level of the test rterns
’I‘hus usmg the Eysenck Withers Personahty Inventory as our base we undertook the task of
| revrsmg each questron so that it would be more surtable for our target populatrons A g
' substanual amount of subject data was then collected on the newly devrsed paper and pencrl
" measure wrth results mdlcatmg that the normal personahty drmensrons of Extraversron and
Neurotrcism appear to be equally apphcable to a men\tally handreapped pOpulatron
| Nonetheless due to the problems inherent to usmg paper and pencrl measures wrth

<

“those. who are mentally handrcapped or readrng drsabled it soon beeame appatent that an “

/alternative form of presentatron was necessary Towards thrs end then we have developed a

A
il

- video verslon of our personahty test. ‘

'5‘ - By havrng actors portray each item as two opposmg types of behavror. and in the o |

o ,oontext of a familrar ongomg seene we beheve that the chents may more readrly be able to ,. A

identrfy with the personality charactenstrcs of interest Through such rdenufmuon then they

should also be able to determrne whrch behawors and thus trart aspects ‘ are most ‘ "

. }‘,.

indicatlve of themselves ‘ o ""_a_ n L '. X ":

The 26 personahty scenes whrch compnse the vrdeo form of the Extraversron and

Emotional Stability Scale wrll now be presented

“Khe f oll()wmg personahty mstrument was researched and developed by the Centre f or .

]
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e For’"_botl_t‘Sttidy‘_ One and ‘Study:fl‘wo».;' S
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Neuroticism‘ :

APPENDIX H B

3, ‘ Y
"Good" Video Items Based on Factor Analysis® -

'

1
* . ,‘ .
Do you f ind it hard to get to sleep at mght because you are worrymg about thmgs"

DO lOtS Of Lhmgs bug you? : S I o
DOYou often feel fed up" N "

Are you usually nervous or jumpy‘7

’ Do you often feel gmlty about thmgs'r ‘

[
v

Do you often- feel lonely9 =
Do thmgs kegp runmng through your head 80 that you can't. sleep? s
¢
A' - ' , .:N 5
Extraversnon R o . /

Do you usually want cxcmng thmgs to happen"

i

Do other people see you as being someone who is always domg 10ts of, thmgs"

"Do people thmk that havmg you, at thelr party makes it more f un"

‘ 'Do you-hke te]hng jokes or funny stones to your fnends" Do

’ 'When you go to a party do you usually have a lot of f un°

-~

.

" - A . “a ' ! "
Y } [ e . ) R b




“ "Good" Video ltems Based op Correlational Analysis®

Sy . i oo ‘

Neuroncism g . .7
' Do you find it lmrd to get % sleep at mght"
- Do you often feel fed up? ]

\Are you usually“nervous or jumpy” .« o

Do you ol‘ten feel lonely" '

lixt"raversion '
‘ Are you usually happy and cheerful" |
: ‘Do you like talkmg thh people" |
Do you hke going out a lot" } | ’ |
D_o_people thmk that having’ you at then party makes n more fun? -

;Do you like telhng jokes or funny storm to your fnends"

‘ When you g0 to a, party do you usually have a lot of fun"

[ . L LU
v )

Ve

* For both Study One'and Study Two. .
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' "Good" Video Items Based on the Prototype Analysis® .-

Lo 1 ‘
Neurouexsm L ‘ ' A

Do lots of thmgs bug you” ‘
Do you of'ten feel fed up?

Are you usually nervous or jumpy’?

Doyou often feel lonely'7 . e

o

Do you WOTTY about awful things. that might héppen?

o o
Extraversion-

=,

Are you usually happ} and cheerf u"l?:/ |

.« Do you usnally feel that you can do the ‘thin‘g‘s' you have to do?
Do you like talking With people? | |
- Do you usually want cxcmng thmgs to happcn‘7 ‘

When yoh go toa party do you usually have a lot of fun? = . :

e ) ,
SO

* Where the intended portrayal coincided with the perceived portrayal. .
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