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Abstract

i . I3 ’ .
The focus of the study was to examine the relationship between adolescent

‘deviance and life stress events; Two groups of deviant adolescents—-
1nsti£utionalized‘(n-60) and noninstitutionalized (ni42), and a°
comparison group Af nonaeviant adoléﬁcents (n=96) were studied. Deviant
adolescents .were fufthef classified according to four personality typegg
;wo of the personality types-—Conduct Problem (n=26) and Personalify
;Problem (n=28) were present ip sufficient numbers for further analysis.
Multivariate anélysts‘of variaﬁce, with age’and soclo-economic status as
covariates and‘gender as a éontrolled factor,'was used. to compare the
deviant/nondeviant‘gfbups a;d the personality groups on six variables.
Two of the’variébles assessed number of iife change events——within the

_ past year and more than a year ago. Three variables were cognitive |
appraisals of the life change events accﬁrding to lével of emotional,
impact (upsetness), levellof responsibilit&; and pérceived coping
abiiity. fhe-sixth variable was a measure of locus of control.
Significant diffe;ences (BK.OI)‘weré foﬁhd‘Bétween deviant and nondeviant
youth. Deviant youth'experiénced more life change evén£§ (both within
the past year and more thén a year ago) than nondeviant youth. Second,
devignt'youth apﬁraised thése events differently, e.g., they ;eporﬁed
less emotional impact  and better coping gaillty than nondeviant youth,
and were more external on the locus of conﬁrql.méasure. The
iqsti?utionalized and'noninstitutionaliaed groﬁps differed on one
variable only: the instititionalized group had expérienced a greater

number of life changes within the pést year. Chi-square analysis of the

life change events showed that the deviant and nondeviant youth differed

iv



significantly on 26 of 50 items at the .0l levél. Within the deviant
population there were signific&nt differences Setﬁéen'personality types,
specffically in appraisals of life change events. The Conduct Pﬁoblem
(CP) youth reported aignific;ntly (p<-01) less eggtiohal impact, igqs
personal responsibility, and better coping ability.than the Pétsonality
Prdblem (PP) youth. The PP youth were similar to the nondeVigep '
adoléscents }ﬁ”their,appraisals of 1life change events. The.CPr;nd PP
youth did not differ in t&pes of life change events as determined by
Chi-équare analysis. The study supported the view that an increased
number of life stress events (particuiarly of a negative nature) is
associited with,aﬁéisbcial behavior in~adoleéceﬁfe. Second, tﬁis étudy
demonétrated that it is not orly the number and f;be of events that are

important, but also the perceptions or interpretation of these events:

i.e., cognitive appraisals must- be considered in understanding how

.adolescents deal with stress.' Finally, tﬁe study cohfirméd previous

research which has shown that deviant adolescents are not a homogeneous -
) :

group and'démqnstrated how the CP and PP groups differed in their

| N !
cognitive appraisals despite similar life experiences.. ' ‘

v
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
The literature on adolescent deviance Presentsva variety éf

socioldgicél, pstholoéical, and'bioloéicalvcausal;explanations. Wﬁile
many of the wviews expressed"are sgpported by research, Andrew (1981)
appears accurate in étating';hat we”cah only speak of'"corfelates" of
.deliﬁquéncy at thfs stége of knowledge. Her Treview of the correlating
factors is summarized in -the following manner:

Many factors have been identified as concomitants

of vulnerability to delinquengyf fhese ténd to

clﬁster into recurrent main theme? of family

rejecti;n; neurological immaturity Or damage; poor

verbal/reading sk?lls; partic+lar Btresses at

adolescence; and maleness. (Pt 139)

of the'faétorsflisted by Andrew (1981), the one concefnihg "streéses

at adolesygnce" was selected for iqveétigation'in this study. Although -
adolescence has often been described as a stressful period (Blos, 1962;
Freud, 1958; lekind.& Coleman, 1976), very little systematic research
has been dorie in identifying the specific types or the frequéncy, of life
stress events in adolescent deviant PQPUlati°nS- One of the gdals of the
fresenf research.is to determine the relafionship betweenvadolescent
ant{social behavior and life change (8tress) events. A number of authors
(é.g., Marohn, 1979; Schlesinger & ﬁevitch, 1980)‘maiﬂtain that many
‘adolescents &eal with their embtional problems_behavibfaily- From this

'perspective, deviance can be viewed as & coping regponse to external and

intra-psychic stress. It may also be that life stress events precipitate




deviance in ghosé adolescents already vulnerable due to other factors.
Heterogeneity of'Adqlesceqt Deviance
Research with deviﬁnt adolescenté_has demonstrated that théy areqnot

'fﬁ homogeneous group‘(e.g.,‘Genshhfg, 1980; Jurkovic & Prentice, 1977;
'Lueger, 1980;;Quay,“1979);‘ The preseht study used the classification
system devised by Qﬁayiénd Parsons (1971) and Quay and Peterson (1979) to
" arrive.at foﬁr different categorizations of deviant behavior: Coﬁducﬁ
Problen, Peréonality Problém, Inédequacy-lmmafhrity,vand Sociaiized
\n‘Delinquency. The Conduct Problem dimension involyes sﬁéh chéracteristics
as over;ragéression, both Yerbal'ané'physi¢a1; disruptiveness; negativism;
irféqunsibiii;y;.and defignce of authority. AdoiescentsAwéé display
these cﬁqractefistics,have generally been in difficulty giﬁce childhpod
an& many cbme fro% family‘envirohﬁent§~whiéh have been described as
rejeéging (Henn, Bérdwell; & Jenkins, 1980; Hetherington, Stouwie, &
| Ridberg, 1971; Jenkins, Nureddin, & Shapiro, 1966). The Personality
'Problém dimension invoivés overanxietf, social withdrawal, shyness,
. sensitivify, feelingé of inferiority, and depression-‘ Adolescents who

. display tﬁese charactéristics oftén become deviﬁnt during the adolescent
yéafs and come from fémiiy énvironments which were described as having
éome parental'conf;iét but where thénkother is cléarly the dominant
fiéure‘(GeﬁshAft, 1980; Hether?ngton et al., 1971). The;Inadequaéy-‘
Ihmatu%ity“dimension involves preoccupation, short attention span,
pasgiyity, and daydrééminé. "The éocialize& Delinquéncy pattern inciudes
gang activities, cooperative stealing, truancy, and qghef behaviours:

manifesting participa;ion in a delinquent subculture. Of the four

categories, the first two have the most support in the literature and are



*

of central concern to the hypotheses of this research.

The present research investigated these personality dimensions in,
déviant adoi%scenqg_frbm instituﬁionalized and noninstitutioralized
settings. Therdimensions were also stﬁd%ed.in relation to life change
vevents, gpbrai;alé-af life cﬁpngé events, and generalized expeétanCy.of-
control.. | - |

LifehChange E&ents, Cognitive Appraisals, gnd Locus of Control-

The effect of iife chahgé events on ﬁhysical and psychological
: functioning has been the focus of a cbnsidérable amount of résearch in
the past two decades. &he research evolved.from tﬂé work of Adolph Meyef
wﬁo.créated a "life chart” which provided a detailed description of a

\

patient's social, personal, and biological histories; Meyer‘observed that

gsycbigtric and physIcai disorders frequently followed a cluster of
: so@ialhand pefsbnal changes (Lief, 1948). Work in this area was also
' iﬁflueﬁced by HanS‘Selye's writings on the physioiogical responses to ‘
Stresé (1956). Life change eyents;céme to be Vviewed as stressors which
tax the adapti§e funcfioning ability of ;he individuals. As a8 result, | =
life éhange evenfsfwere studied in,reiatioﬁ to a variety of psychological o
and.ppygical Qisorde s (cf., Barrett, 1979;‘Depue, }979; Dohrenwend .&
Dohrenw;nd,‘1974; Rabkin &’Struening, 1976;1Rutter, 1981).

Most of the re e;rch has been doné with adults and has shown a
relation;hip«bétwe n life éhangé events and a variety of psychiatric

"disorders such as depression, neurosis, suicidal attempts, and acute

schizéprenia (Arndrews & Tennant, 1978; Brown & Harris, 1978;.Lioyd, 1980;
Paykel, 1978; Rutter, 19§i). Only two studies are reported on the

relationship of/ life change events to adult criminality (Ciccone &



Kaskey, 1979; Haeuda, Cutler; Hein & Holmes, 1978). The criminals

Teported significant increases in life change events prior to their

arrests.
Little systematic teaearch has been conducted on the relationahip of
life change events to delinquent or antisocial behavior in adoleecents.

Vincent and Rosenstock (1979) reported that adolescent psychiatric

'patients had a greater magnitude of stressful life events prior to

hospitalization than general hospitalized adolescenta and normal*
adolescents. A large number of the adolescents in the study had been®

hospitalized for behavioral disorders. Other researchf(Andreasen &

Q\Waaek 1980; Coddingtonm, 1979; Gersten, Langer, Eisenberg & Or&ekP 1974)

showed that adolescents who have divorced or alcoholic parents, who have

lost a boyfriend or girlfriend, or who have lost a parent through death

‘are more likely to report feeling down and blue, to be truant, to engage

in sex, or to be chronic runawvays.
The eophietication of megsyureément instruments has not kept pace with
the interest in this area. Only recently (Yeawortf, York, Hussey, Ingle,

& Goodwin, 1980; Newcomb, Huba, & Bentler;, 1981) haveuinstrunents been

‘developed which attempt to assess life change events for adolescents,

based on adolescent input concerning the streesfulneas ofdthese’events.
Research on stress and life change events is correlational and
1arge1y retrospective. Studies which have failed to find relationships,
or have found very small relationships, point to the need to consider
other variables which might interact with life change events in their
effect on physical and psychological dieorders (e.g., Redfield & Stone,

1979;,Tausig, 1982). Some of these mediating variables are: coping
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methods, support systems, cognitive appraisals, locus of control, self-

. esteem, and personality charaeteristics.

The present research examined cognitive appraisals of events.and

.locus of control. An individual's cognitive appraissl of situations has

been shown to be an important factor in both physical and psychological

responses to situstions (Lazarus, 1977; Weiner, [980). It appears that

1t is not the event itself but how the individual interprets the event

that may be an important factor in understanding different coping °
responses. For the present research, subjects were asked to evaluate
each life change event on three Likert- ~-type response scales.' The scales

determined the degree to which the event was upaetting, the amount of

personal responsibility assumed for each event, and how well the

individual feef? he/she copes with life stress events. These scsles

provide insight into the emotional impact of events and personsl

' perceptions of responsibility and. self-efficacy. Inﬂaddition to these

3

specific dimensions,-a measure of generalized expectancy of control
(locus of controi) vag given. 1In generai, 1t has been found that
delinquents are more externally controlled (Beck & Ollendick, 1976; .

Kumchy & Sayer, 1980; Martin, 1975; Obitz, Oziel, & Unmacht, 1973). That '

is, these adolescents feel that they have little personal control over

the environment, perceivtngvthst'reinforcements are independent of their
. , - »

behavior. '

T o Hypotheses

For the study it was expected that deviantssdolescents could not be -,

treated‘as a homogeneous group on the basis of violation of soclety's

_xnorms. While type of offense might be a useful distinction, it appeared



that there was validity to identifying certain basic’ personality or

behavioral patterns as a means of differentiating these youth. Of

"~ particular 1qterest to the present study was the distinction between the

. .
Conduct Problem type and the Personality Problem type of deviant, as

"identified by Quay and Parsone (1971). It was expected that while

deviant adolescents would in general have more life change events than a

«

nondeviant population, differences would also exist within the deviant
group: those adoiescents scoring higher‘on the Peésonality Problem
dimensfzn vould have more recent life change events and would pereeive
theee events‘as.more upsetting, feel more peréonelly responsible, and
feel less adequate in hanaiing these'situetions than those adoiescents
scoring higher on the Conduct Problem dimenfion. The latter group would
tend to project responsibility to others and deny the impact of the
events. Similarly, with locus of coﬁtrol, it wes expected that deviant
adolescents would be more externaliy controlled than nondeviants, but
that the Conduct Problem type would be the most externally controlled.
A

The study 1is important in helping to identify Subgroups of
£

delinquents,in.the hope of suggesting differential treatment strategies

- based on these differences.  For example, the Personality Problem type

should be most responsive to nond&rective therapy which aims at some
resblution of the emotional impact of some of these life events, while
the Conduct Problem group might be more responsive to directive therepy

which focuses on applying reinforcements and consequences for behaviors.

Also, it appears that this research can be useful in identifying youth at

risk in the general population. \\x_



Summary
This study ex;mined gwo ma jor groups of deviant a %oiéscents.
institutionalized and noninstitutionalized, as well as:) companiéon group
of adolescents who were mnot exhibiting behavioral pro??]ms. The samples
included male and female adolegcents ranging in age £ ;‘}1 to 18 yea{s.
These groupé were compared on the following meathes:«bj,‘e change

events, cognitive appraisals of life change e .

Further, the deviant adolescents were .clgafif ek

ma jor personality erns: Conduct Problem, Personality Problem,
Inadequacy-lmmaturity, and Socialized DelinquenCy. The Conduct Problehs
and Personality Problem groups were then compared on life change events,

¢

cognitive appraisals, and locus of control.

. »



CHAPTER 11
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

This study examined the nature of adolescent deviance in rélation to
personality factors, life change events, and cognitive appfaisals- In
particular, the study focused on adolescents who displayed a variety of
soclal, emoﬁional, and behaviorél problems, but who were generally
classified as "antisocial" or "behavior disordered”.

Behavior problem adolescents may or may not be delinquent in the
legal sense of the term, but generally'exhibit behaviors which‘come into'
conflict with the rules or copventions of home, school, or community.
Seemingly, these behaviors present more of a problem for othefs than for
the partichlar adolescent; they may 6r may.not be_viéwed aé problematic
or conflictual for the adolescent. The behaviors include'a variety of
acts such as truancy, running away, staying out late, persistent
stubborness or disobedience, alcohol/drug abuse, and sexual immorality,
which are termed status offenseé by the legal syétem,.as veli as
behaviors representative of criminal activities, e-g., thgft, assault,
break and entry. Should these behaviors come to the attention of the

. legal systém, the adolescent will be labelled "delinquent”, whereas the
medical profession may a;sign the label "conduct disorder”, and social
service agencies or educational institutiong may use the phrases lacting
out"” or "disturbed”. .Therefore, thé label assigned aﬁd the ;nsgitutions
where one might f;nd these adblésceqts are more a function of the system
and the particular éocio—culturél'environment in which the adolescent

lives than the particular behaviors displayed.



Definitional and Classification Issues

An exploragion of the literature reveals that a variety of
classification ;ysteqs exist from which to view adolescent pathologies
and problems. Also, there are differences in definitions as to what
constitutes delinquent behavior. Thirdly, there is often uncertainty
concerning which behavioré are signals for long-standing future problems
and which are a natural part of the adolescent process or stage of
developmént. To a largﬁ extent thig uncertainty reflects the varied
views about the nature of adolescen; developmentf

Blos (1962) defines adolescence as a process of psychological
adaptation to the condition of pubescence. Wolkirnd and Coleman (1976)
regard it as a "stage of 1life during which thélﬁajor experience 1s one of
transition and change . . the time during which the individual
ex#efiences the greatest change in every area ;f life” (p. 575). Wolkind
and Coleman (1976) describe some of the ps;Ehological changes which
accompany the biological changes. These include: intellectual growth in
the form of abstract thinking abilities (formal operations), and
emotional needs which require both security and independence. Framrose
(1977) emphasizes the maturational tasks adolescents face in the areas éf
social, sexual, occupational, and moral functio;ing, as the&igo through
the process Erikson (1968) calls "identity formation". Framrose (1977)
defines disorders as arrests of hurried foreciosures of these
maturational tasks. i

One continuing source of debate is whether adolescénce by its’'nature

is a time of "storm and stress". Writers such as Blos (1962) and Freud '

(1958) argue for "turmoil” and "chaos” as a characteristic feature of

/
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adolescence. Geleerd (1961) states, "Personally I would.feel greater
concern for the adolescenp who causes no trouble and feels no
disturbance” (p. 394). This attitude has been describea as one of the
myths of adolescence by Mitchell (1979) and has been criticized as
H‘iping to produce a.self-fulfilltng prophecy (Anthony, 1969). A number
of large scflé studies (Offer, 1969; Rutt;r, Graham, Chadwick & Yule‘1976;
Wilmott, 1966), conclude that most adolescents and their parents do cope
quite well with this stage of development and that severe difficulties
are congpicuous by their absence. Therefore, the turmoil and upheaval
whicﬁ is so characteristic of most views of adolescence seems to be true
for some, but not all adoléscents.

Despite different perspectives and emphasgs, one of the primary
tasks of clinicians and researchers is to refine methods of
identification and treatment for those adolescents who do not outgrow
their problem behaviors. Marohn states: '

I1f we know one thing about'adolescence, we know that

many teenagers express thei£ emotiopal problems in

behavioral symptoms and not necessarily inldiagnosablé

psychiatric illnéss. It is in the nature of the

adolescent to externalize, to act. (1979, p. 427).
There is research which supborté this view in Showingvthat those
considered to be behavior problems in childhood or adolescence, may in
adulthood adopt a "criminal" role (Mitchell and Rosa, 1981, ‘Moore,
Chamberlain, and Mukai, 1979; Robins, 1966; Robins and O'Neal, 1959), or
a "sick” role in Fhe form of psychiatric disorders (Balla; Lewis, Shanok,

Sneel, and Henisz, 1974; Russell and Hardman, 1980).

\
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There are a variety of views as to what coqntitutes delinquent
behavior. Legally, the crite;ion 18 any violation of the provisions of
the justice system by a child under the age of sixteen. T;e Jumenile
Delinquents Act of Canada (Reviged Stqtqus of Canada, 1970) states:

"Juvenile delinquent” means any child who violates any
provision of the Criminal Code or of sny federal or
provincial statute, or of any by—-law or ordinance of
any municipal%ty, or who is guilt of sexual immorality
or any similar form of vice,,or who is liable by reason
of any other act to be committed to an industrial school
or juvenile reformatory under any federal or provincial
statute. (Chap. J-3)
Therefore, by the legal definition, otle violation can make an adolescent
a delinquent.

Gold and Petronio (1980) define delinquency as “. . . behavior by a
juvenile that is in deliberate violation of the law and is believed by
the juvenile to make him or her liable to adjudication if it comes to the
attention of the law" (p. 497). Mistaken violations or technical
'violations which are never actually enforced, e.g., smokipg tobacco, are
not‘included in this definition, but the definition does include
undetected delinquency.

Glueck and Glueck (1970) emphasize the repeated nature of the acts '
in the definition of delinquency as:

. . .'repéated acts of a kind which, when committed

Aby persons beyond the statutory juvenile court age of

sixteen, are punishable as crimes (either felonies or
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misdemeanors)-rexcept for .a few instances of persistent

R

stuhbornness,'truancy, running away, associating with
iﬁmoralfpersonb and“the like.. (p. 4;.

The most w&dely used classification system in the clinical field is
the American Psychiatric Diagnostic and Statistical Manual (DSM-III)
"(1980) DSM-I11 classifies delinquency under a category called Conduct
h Disord rs. -’ The general characteristics of this group of disordérs are:
! lhe essential feature is a repetitive and persistent

pattern of conduct.in which the basic rights of others
‘or major age-apprOpriate socletal norms or rules are |
’violated- The conduct is more serious than the

y ‘ S

ordinary mischief and pranks of children and
'\adolescents. -Four specifiC‘subtypes are included:

Undersocialized Aggressive;'Undersocialized

Nonaggressive"Socialized Aggressive, and Socialized,

Nonaggressive. These subtypes are based-on‘the
- presence or absente of.adequate social bbnds and the

Presence or absence of a pattern of aggressive

antisocial behavior. (1980, P 45)

~wwWh11e this is the major category for classification, antisocial or acting

‘out behaviour may also be associated with other categories such as: 1

Ad justment Disorders (with Disturbance’of Conduct or Mixed Disturbance'of
vEmotions and' Conduct), Idegtity Disorders, Mental Retardation Attention
Deficits, Specific Developmental Disorders, Oppositional Disorders.
‘Using the DSM—III one must make a differential diagnosis based on whether

' the behavior iS transient, evge., maladaptive reaction to ay identifiable
{}*
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psychogocial stressor, of pé@ﬁ&%ﬁent,~and initerms of the primary

disorder versus possible aségéiaibd fe;tutes- Although DSM-III is the

most widely used classification system, Quay (1979) cites a number of
g ”‘)

‘other systems for classifying psychopathé&ogical disorders, e. g., World
Health Organization (WHO), International Classification of Diseases ’
(ICD‘9), Group for the Advancement of’Psychiatry.
| In gddi;ion fo'clinical classification systems, a. number of
reséarchgrs have usgd ﬁultivariate statistical procedures to identify'
charaéteristics ﬁhich diffefentiate adoiéscents with.problems. As Quay
(i979)’poL§;s out, systems such as DSM-III are categorical and are used
to'éﬁéssif§ 1n61vidual§. ‘ConQersely, the‘factors identifigd with the
statistical mefﬁOds ;re dimensional and describe‘a total population.

Factor analysis has been the statistical agproach which hgs been
used to isolate pattern; of behavior. One of the earliest attempts was
the work -of Hewitt and Jenkins (1946). They anaiyzed the'récords of 500
children Fgferred.to a child guidance.clinIC- They identified three
primary behavioral syndroées whiéh'they laﬁeiled Uﬁsocialized—Agressfve,
Socialized Deiinqﬁent, and‘tﬁe Overinhibited Child.

Pefgrson (1961) attempted to get an adequate éampiing of yehaviors

of children whicﬁ cbqld be considered deviant. He aﬁalyzed 400
répreﬁentatively éele;ted case,folders from a child guidénce clinic and
identifiea 58 items of deviantvbehaviors which were compiled ih;o a

~ checklist. Teachers of 831 grade school children ratea their children on

the checklist. Peterson identified two separate .factors, which he qalled

"Conduct Problem™ and "Personality Problem”. These two factors could

account for the vast majority of behaviors in school children. Also,
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each child could be placed on each dimension according to the number of
problem behaviors demonstrated on that particular diﬁgnsion. Differences
between children were a matter of degree.

« _ ‘ ‘
The two factors (Conduct Problem and Persdhality Problem) have been

variously named, but have been repeatedly ideqtified in numberous studieé

employi%g different measurement instruments\and different populations.

" These factors, sometimes referred to as broad;ﬁactors‘(Dre%gr; 1980) or
the internaliZihg versus the externalizing factor (Edelbrock and
Achenbéch, 1980), have been identified through such instruments as:

Adolescent Behavioral Classification Prdject (ABCP) (Dreger, 1980);
'Adolescenﬁ Symptom Checklist (Kphn, Koretzky, and Haft, 1979);*Lpuisvilie
Behavior Checklist (LBC) (Millér,.1980); ﬁehavior Problém Checkliét~(BPC)
(Qday and Peéerson, 1979). Usiqg a checklist format, fhese studies have
;sed‘teaché;s;vparénts, and clinicians aé raters. |

. The féctbrs déscfibed abo;e have genérally been regarded as
béhavioral indicators of basic perspnality typesf The Conduct Disorder

.6r éxtérnalizing pattern describes an individual whose personal needs .
take precedenceiover the need of others. Associated with tpis
configuratiénris'often a displéy of violence and aggréssiveness;.defiahce

' and noncompliance with social or legal norms énd educational demands (sge

Table 1). The Bersonaiity frobleﬁ;(alsb referred to as ‘

‘Anxiety-Withdrawal) or internalizing pattern is characterized by a
neurotic skyle of behavior; there is a reluctance to participate in
interpersonal relationships and an overall lack of confidénce and self-

worth (éeé Table 2).

Two other factors which are less robust but haye also received
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Table 1

“

Frequently Found Characteristics Déffning Conduct Disorder

i

Total Numberkl!

Characteristic of Studies "
‘Fighting, hitting, assaultive 26
Temper tantrums 24
Disobedient, defiant 23
Destructiveness of own' or other's property - 22
Impertinent, "smart” impudent 18
Uncooperative, resistive, inconsiderate 17
Disruptive, interrupts, distruH@j 16
Negative, refuses direction 15
Restless 15
Boisterous, noisy ‘ 15
Irritability, “blows—up” easily 15
Attention-seeking, "show—off" 14
Dominates others, bullies, threatens 14
- Hyperactivity N ‘12
" Untrustworthy, dishonest, lies 12
Profanity,. abusive 1anguage 10 A
Jealousy = = = . N 10
Quarrelsome, argues ' 10
Irresponsible, undependable 9&’
Inattentive 8
Steals 8
~Distractibility 7
Teases 7
Denies mistakes, blames others 4
Pouts and sulks’ R , 4
Selfish R 4
. [Tt B i
‘13%' N

H. C. Quay and J. S. Werry (Eds.),

Sons. .(
)

Note. From Psychopathological disorders of childhood (2nd ed.).
1979, New York: John Wiley &

—



‘Table 2

Frequently Found Charéctgristics'Defihing Anxiety-Withdrawal

' Total Number

Charécgeristick ‘ " . ; ;Of Stu&ies
Anxious, fearful, tense L ’ \ 21 .
Shy, timfd, bashful |  "_ | ‘ : ’ 19
Withdrawn, sécuiéiQe, friendless . _ | | .19
Depressed, sad, distrubed‘ o ) _ o 16
: Hypersensiﬁive, easily hurt s o 15
Self-conscious, easily embafassed‘ - R 13’
Feels inferiof, worthléss' ' . , | ‘ 12 ,
Lacks self-confidence . SN ,‘ - 10
Easily flustered : . | | 10
‘Aloof-v . N | . 8
Cries frequentl; | , . S o ' .' ._ 7
kReticent, secretive o ‘ - . 7

Note. From Psychopathological disorders of childhood (2nd ed.). by
H. C. Quay and J. S. Werry (Eds.), 1979, New York: John Wiley &
Sons. v : : ' .
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subport in the literature'a;e "Immaturity” (also referred to as Inadequacy-
Iﬁmaturity), and a "Soc;glized—Aggressivef factor (also referred to as
‘Socialized Delinduency). Tables 3 and 4 provide descriptions of these’

: - : . 4

factors. | ‘ |

The four factors, conduct dié;rder, personality problem, immaturity,
and socialized—delinquency have been shown to be characteristic Qf
delinquent adolescents as we;i (Peterson, Quﬁy,vand Tiffany, 1961; Quay,
1964,/1966);.and a,classificatién system for offénders hésvbeen developed ,
from them (Quay‘and_Parsbn, 1971; Quay and Peterson, 1979).

The present reseérch:will bé incorporating the systém developed by
V(Quéy ;na'Parsons, 1971; Qua§ and Peterson, 1979).‘ fhe following section
provides a discu§siQn’of research ufilizing the concept of a heterogeneous
classification éystem for delinquents. o

" Research on fhe Heterogeneity of Delinquents

Achenbach andsEdelbrock (1978) condpcted an extensive review of the
claséification systems'for child psychopathology (édolespents‘included),
.and are of the opinion fhat despite differences in checklists, subjects,
pdpulations,:types of raters, and methods of‘analysis, behavior
checkiist; have éhown considérablé'éonverg;nceliﬁ the behavioral
syndroﬁes identifiég in various studies. Tﬁey also recomﬁend that
researéhers use pfesent instruments that are available along with any new '
onés'created, 1n‘order"that'reséarch can be_cbmpafed and some systematic
results obtained. ‘ - . _ | , » : ' 

In assessing tﬁe'various ins;rumeﬁtq, Achenbach and Edelbrock state:

 There ar® several instruments for which a considerable

bédy of:data exists on substantial samples. Among those
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Table 3
Frequently Found Characteristics Definingfiﬁmaturity

/

.,

Total Number

Characteristic v ' - : " of Studies
o : . '
[ ‘
Shbiz/qgtentionlspan, poor éohcentration« ' i 13
Daydreaming | ‘ . : ‘, : 12 |
Clumsy, poor coordination _ ' 11
Preoccppied, sﬁares intévspace, absentminded ' 9
Passive, lackvinitiative, easlily led : - -8
Sluggish - | 8
Inattentive ‘ ' o 7
Drowsy ‘ \ ' 6
Lack of interest, boféd : ‘ » b
Lacks perseverance, fails to finish things : ,. | 5
Messy, sloppy | o » .. '3

Note. From Psychopathological disorders of childhood ‘(2nd ed.). by
- H. C. Quay and J. S. Werry (Eds.), 1979, New York: John Wiley &
Sons. - : '
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Table 4 | oy
, : ' I '
Frequently Found Characteris;ics Defining Socialized-Aggressive Disorder

I
1y

X

Total Numbér,

Characteristic _ . _V of Studiés

Has "béd’compahions" ‘ ' 4
Steals 1n company with others - ' . | 4

Lbyal to delinquent friends. ’ 3

Belongs td a gang | A 3 W
Stay out late at night ‘ 4 ' 3 \
Truant from school ‘ , 3

Truant from home : - 420

-~

Note. From Psychopathological digorders of childhood (2nd ed.). by
H. C. Quay and J. S. Werry (Eds.), 1979, New York: John Wiley &
Sons. '
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for which only broad—band synéromes have been obtained,
the host prominent are the BPC {Quay & Peterson, 1979]
for use by a wide variety of raters. The TRF (Clarfield,
1974) for use by elementary school téachers, and the Kohn
~Symptom'Checkiist and Social Competence Scale (Kohn &
Rosman, 1972) for use by preschbol‘teachers (1978, p. 1296).
Quay and Parsons (1971) developed a classification system for
juvenile offenders which utilizes three instruments: the Behavior
Problem Checklist (BPC) (revised Quay & Peterson, 1979); the Personal
Opinion Study (POS) (self-report questionnaire); aﬁd the Checklist for
the Analysis of Life History Data (CHS). Classification is based on the
three instrumen;s, but research studies have bften used only one of the
first two instrumenﬁs as thgdbcan be used independently. The BPC has four
factor dimensions: Conduct éroblem, Personality Problem, Inadequacy-
Immaturity, and Socialized Delinquency, as well as fbur "flag" items for
psychotic behavior. These four dimehsions basically correspond to the
‘ characteristics.shown in Tables 1, 2,.3, and 4 respectively. The POS
contains three dimensions--Conduct Problem (Unsocialized—Psyghopathic),
Abérsonality Problem (Neurotic-Disturbed),ﬂand Socialized'Delinquency
(Socialized-Subcultural). The CHS agsesses ali four dimensioné, be@ng‘
quite similar to the BPC. Where#s the BPC is used to rate the present

* B
behavior of the adolescent, the CHS is used to assess past information.

Research on the Quay and Parsons Classification System
Using the classification system developed by Quay and Parsons
(1971),‘it has been possfﬁle to differentiate deiinquents on a nqmber of

variables, according to personality type. For example, Jurkovic (1980)

[
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and Bear and Richards (1981) showed that 6n1y the conduct problem group
was significantly differgnt in leve; of moral reasoning from the
nondelinquent group; delinquents classified into the personality problem
and socfalized delinquency categories did not differ in leQel_of moral
reasoning from the nondelinquent group.

In a relatea area of study, Hecht and Jurkovic‘(1978) used ;11 three
instruments of the_duay system (POS, BPC, and CHS) to compare differences
oﬁ the Wechsler scales. They found significanfiy low Comprehension
subtest scofes for the conduct problem group. As the Comprehénsioﬂ
subtest assesses sociomoral reaséning, the results were consistent with
previous studies which indicated the more primitive wode of reasoning
digplayed By conduct problem youth.

Lueger (1980) used the Behavior Problem Cheéklist (BPC) to examine
the transgression behavior of adolescents under high-arousal and control
situations. The results revealéa that more of thoae in the high-arousal
than in the control group situation transgressed. Secondly, those who _
transgressed had higher scores on the conduct problem and soéialized
delinquency scales but not on fhe pgrsonality problem or inadequacy-
immaturity scales. The transgression behavior of the personality problem
gro;p va;ie&-ac:oss the high-arousal and ;ontrol situations, whereas the
conducf problem group did not. This study pointed.to the condﬁct problem
youth's’general lack of conformity and inability to self-regulate
behavior independent of the situation.

Genshaft (1980) compared the»three subtypes of the'POS (Personal
Opinion Study): neurotic~disturbed (personality ptobiem), unsécialized—

: \
psychopathic (conduct problem), and socialized subcultural (socialized

o
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delinquent), and the MMPI witﬁ a group of legally adjudicated n#le
Juvenile delinquents. The two instruments supported each other and
resulted in two major persohality type;: a conflicted weak ego type with
considerable 1ntr§paychic conflict, and a more traditional psychopathic
type with little appareant anxiety or neurotic symptomology. As might be
expected the meurotic delinquent group endorsed more items that dealt
with feelings of worthlessness, unhappiness, social/personal alienatioﬁ,‘
and family strugglgs. The psycﬂopathic grouﬁ endorsed items which
suggested conflicts with authqrity and conformity, poor impulse control,
and difficulty forming'meéningful relationships. The soclalized
delinquent group endorsed items suggestive of greé;er social gxtroversion
and the need to be liked. The study was replicated with a second sample
of délinquenta within their first month of incarceration.

Genshaft (1980) 1nd1caﬁ£;}{hat the Personality problem group may bé
the most emotionally diéturbed and that it differed most from the other
.two groups. This group,“while having difficulties'in.school énd engaging
in acting out behavio;s, glso manifests m;ny heu;égi; behaviors. In
describing this group Genshaftkstatgs:

These youth are considered self-defeating in their
behaviors and are thought to feel hopeless but to
haQe resllient ego defenses. They are unhappy
youngsters, often anxious and mildly dep;essed.
They cry frequently and may have such
psychOphysiological éoncomitants as anoerxia

and sleeping disturbances. (1980, p. 283)

The conduct problem and socialized delinquent groups differed, but Gere
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hore‘ﬁiﬁilar in their MMPI profiiea. These latter two d}oupe had school
difficulties, chronic truancy, and more pronounced hiator}es of acting
out,kﬂué they presented less anxieties and feelings of 1nade§uacy.

| Lueger and Hoover (1984) attempted to replicate the Genshaft (1980)
study using the Behavior Problem Checklist (BPC) instead of the Personal
Opinion Study (POS). They did not find the relatiomship bet;een the ﬁPC
and the MHPI.which Genshaft (1980) found using the POS. Luegar aﬁd
Hoover (1984) concluded that their results.support others results which
have shown that "the HMPIlis not an effective discriminator of diagnostic
categories for adolescent populations” (p. 1494).

Rankel (1980) also distingqishes personality problem adolescents
from the cdnduct problem and théJinadequacy-immaturity groups. She views
the personality problem as more emotionally than behaviorally distrubed.
Pfeaenting her thesis from Dabrowski's theory of positive disintegration
(Dabrowski, Kavczak,'& Peichowski, 1970), it seems that the personality
problem adolescents have the best prognosis for using their experiences
for grévth. These youth have the insight which affords a means of

resdlving and working through the inner conflicts. Unlike the personality

.problem group, the conduct problem group seems to lack the apprOpriaté

level of aélf-awafeness and appears to respond better to direct, concrete
consequences of actioné.

| Bernstein (1981), comparing groups of nondelinquent and delinquent
males, found that the Personal Opinion Study (POS) did not differentiate
the groups, appearing to be more a measure of deviance per se than
delinquency. This emph;aized the importance of using a comparison group

of nondelinquents. He did find, however, that the conduct problem factor
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was related to developmental delays in self and peer perception while the
persdnality problem factor was not. This study reiterated the conduct
problem adolescent's general lack of self and social awareness.

Hetherington, Stouwie, and Ridberg (1971) studied groups of
delinqueﬁt and nondelinquent adolescents (male 'and female) and their
families. They used an earlier form of the Personal Opinion'Study,
called the Pe;;onality Questionnaire (1964) to classify the delinquents
into unsocialized-psychopathic (conduct problem), neurotic-distrubed
(personality problem), and socialized-subcultural (socialized
delinquency) groups. They showed distinct diffé#ences in parental
attitudes, patterns of dominance, and adolescent-parent interactions for
the three adolescent groupings. They also found some differences based:
on gender. For example, both males and females from the unsocialized-
Apsychopathic group came from families where the father wvas clearly
dominant while for the neurotic~disturbed groups, the mother was the
dominant figure. The families of the socializeé-suhcultural group most
regsembled those of nondelinquent families.

Studies have differentiated delinquents according to personaiity
type on variables such as empathy (Ellis, 1982) and the relationship to
marital discord (Emery & O'Leary, 1982; Porter & O'Leary, 1980)

The Behavior)Problem Checklist has been used with a variety of
special population;: e.g., aggressive, withdrawn, hyperactive, learning
disabléd, mentally retarded and deaf children, and has consistently shown
good discriminant and predictive validity as well as the same factor
pattern (Cullinan, Epstein, & Dembinski, 1979 Hirshoren & Schnittjer,

. 1979; Proger, Mann, Green, Bayuk, & Burger, 1975). Von 1sser, Quay, and.



Love (1980) have also shown that the BPC has good convergent validity.

Schuck,iDubeck, Cymbalisty, and Green (1972) compared the three Quay
instruments (POS, BPC, & Case History Checklist) with the Neuroticism' and
Extraversion scales of the Eysenck Personality Inventory, the Forcéd-Choice
Guilt Inventory and neaeures of institutionalized adjustment. Their
subjects were 115 adjudicated male delinquents in a training school; 36
were Caucasians and 79 were non-Caucasians. Their results showed modest
multitratt-multimethod validit} for the personality problem and conduct
disorder factors of the BPC and Case History Checklist. They reported
poor validities for the‘socialized and inadequacy factors. ~Also, the
Personal Opinion Inrentory (Study) had the leest predictive validity..

This study seems to point out the need for using all three measurements

in categorizing individuals, rather than relying on only odé or two of

the instruments. Schuck et al., (1972) also found the personality problem
factor to Be more a measure of emotional adjustment e.g., feelings of
anxiety about selfvcompetency, feeling; of ‘rejection, than a measure of
guilt, as this factor dio not correlate with the guilt measure.

The studies presented above demonstrate that delinquents can be
differentiated according to personality type on a number of variables. ’The
exact nature of these relationships and the consistency of results has yet *
to be established. It is difficult to make meaningful comparisons in view
of the diversity of samples and inatruments utilized. It does appear,
however, that attempting to further clarify the characteristica which
differentiate delinquent adolescents is a useful direction for research.

Stress‘and Life Change Enents

A great deal of research effort in the last two decades has been
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“devoted to. exploring the effects of stressful life eQents on physical and

e

‘ psychological functioning. Research in this area has received direction

from the -early work of Hans Selye on the physioiogical reactions,
(i .
specificaily in the adrenal-cortical pituitary axis, to noxious agents or

.

u 8stressors (1956)

Definitions of Stress and Life Change Events

Selye (1956) speaks of stress as the "rate of near and tear"in the
/body (p. 3). More specificail&, he defines it as the "state manifested
by a specific syndrome which consists of all nonspecifically induced
changes withinkthe biOlogic sysgem" (p. 54). Selye's later writings
(1980 1982) point out that stress related diseases may depend more on
the way the individual reacts to thekstressor, than the particular
. pathogenlitself. He also distinguishes,pleasant or curative stress
b(eustressj from distress which is unpleasant, and'disease prodhcing. That
is,wnotiall forms of stress are'to‘he‘aVOLded as some mapybe desirable
and represent positive experiences. | |
Monat and Lazarus (1977) list three types of stress: systemic or
fphysiological,fpsychological, and socialn The firstvtype refers to
tissue systems (Selye's work emphasizes this type), the second to
cognitivelappraisalsﬁqf.threat, and-the third to disrUptions in the

social unit. By this definition stress.is a broad term which ‘can be’

~ ¢

s

defined as "any event in which environmental demands, internel demands or

both tax or exceed the adaptive resources of an individnali 80cial
system;‘or tissueﬂsystem (p..3). Similar views of stress are;presented_
by Coffey and. Appley (1964) and Novaco (1979)

Haggard s early definition of emotional stress is significant in
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addréssing the complexity of the whole afea of stress. Emotional stress '
is’deéinbd‘aé: * "
An individual experiénces-emotional stress when his
~over-all adjustmeht is threatened, when his adaptive
mechanisms are severely taxed ahd tend to collapse.
Sqmexéf the factqrs which'influence an individﬁal's
&l;ility to tolerate‘ and'mastér stress_include:‘. the Q

nature of his early identifications and his présent

character structure, and their relation to the

.
’

demands and gratifications of the present:stress— iy
pfoducing situatibn;vthe nature of his'feactions to
the situation;‘his ability to master strong and
disturbing emotional tensions; the extent to which he
knows all aspects of the situation, so that he is not
helplessly unaware of the‘nétﬁre and ;ource of |
_"\\  threat; his available skills and other neans of
dealing effectively with it; and fhe strength and
pattern ofbhis motivétions to do so. (1949, p. 458).
Haggard's definition reflects sc - of the cﬁrrent issues in stress
research which focus on identifying individual differences such as
peréonality'féctors, 1nterpretatibh of events, and methodé of coping.
Déspite.the variety of defipitions and ways of conceptualizingllife
stresshevents, thére has beén a great deal Qf interest in aé@dying the
‘ relatioﬁship between?various life changé events which can be stressful

and illness (both physical and psychological). The following section

will discuss the‘researchvin‘this area.
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" Stréss and LifevChange Event Research ' N
/ A largé body of_reséaréh has accumulated which demonstrates an
assoclation between various forms of psycﬂological or physical disorder |
and life change or stress events (e.g., Barrett, 1979; bepue, 1979;
Dohrenwend & Dohrenwehd, i974; Rabkin & Struening, 1976, Rutter, 1981).
.Also, 1n°recognition of the importance of life‘streésoré, DSM-II1 (1980)
finciudes‘considerafion of stressors in thgndiagﬁbsié of psychologicallaﬁg
psychiatric illnesses. | ;
Most of the research in this area has been done with adults rather
than children or aholescents. For example, theré is suppoit that in |
~adults stressful lifévevengs play a Bignificant rolé in the onset of
suicide attempts (Iéﬁérwood, Adam, & Hornblow, 1982; Paykei, Prusoff, &
Myers, 1975), depressive conditions (Brow% & Harris, 1978; Lloyd, 1980;
Hammén, 1978; Paykel, Myers, Dienelt, Klerman, Lindenthal, & Pepper,
1969; Paykel & Tannei, 1976; Uhlénhuth &‘Paykel, 1973), neuroéis (Cooper
& Syiph,:1973), and acute episodes of schiquh;enia (Bifleyl& Brown, -
1970). o -
| Research expléring this relationship with criminal pOpulationé\Tk
limited, but' two studies (Ciccone & Kaskgy, 1979; Masuda, Cutlér, Hein, &

Holmes, '1978) report significant relatidn%hips between criminality and

: 2 -
recency/number ofﬁlifefchange e;ahis prior’ to the time of arrest. The

¢

i
Ciccone and Kaskey study (1979) assessed a group of prisoners within

seventy-two hours of their arrest, while Masuda et al., (1978) assessed
. BRI
inmates who had been incagcerated from two to five years. These authors

concluded that prisoners have evdi&ed a coping style which is ‘essentially

one of antisocial or crimindl behavior. o
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Research with children and adolescenee hasvbeen more limited, and
this is pgrticularly.true for research with behavior problem adoleecents.
As Newcomb, Huba, & Bentler (1981) pdint out, “though agoleacence seems a
vulnerableAperiod for exposure to life changes and stress,vonly a handful
of studies have considered the effects of etressful life events in this
impontant age period” (p. 400).

Researeh with children has generally shown & relationship between
recent stress\events and the occurence of physical as well as emotional
disorder (Ge:::;2, Langner, Eisenberg, Orzeck, 1974; Heisel Ream, Ratz,
Rappaport, & Coddington, 1974; Mutter & Schliefer, 1966).

Sandler and Block (1979) found a significant relationship batween
‘ad justment problems of young inner city elementary children and stressful
life events. Their etudj also indicated the need for conside:ing
moderat‘ing ‘variables as the ,relationship did n"iist fer school~-
maladjusted children on welfare!’ - - | | ‘

Hotaling, Atwell, and Linsky ?1978) studied 118 college freshmen
and found a significant relationship‘between life‘change events and
» iliness. They reportedvthat only nndesirable ane ambiguous events were
felgted to illness not desirable events.

Hammen (1978) studied the interaction of life change events,
depression, and cognitive distortion in college students. There was a
ﬁignificant effect for level of depression and amount of cognitive
distortion. 'There‘wes also a‘significant effect for life change scores
and level of depression. Unexpectedly,'among tne depreseed peonle, those
with low 1ife change distorted more than those with high-life change.

Possible explanations posited by the author was that there are two types
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of depressed,ing1§iduals, one due to recent‘life changes and the other
independent of évents; secbndly,'those with recent life changesvmay not
as yet havevdeQeloped patterﬁs of cognitive distortion as measuréd by the
inst;uﬁent. | | )

Gad and-J&hnsqn (1980) studied 167 adolescents and found that
tegardlessféf race, ‘those from lower sociceconomic classes experienced
motevnegativellife changes. These changes related to perceived health
status and adjustment, bht did not relate to amount of social support.

/_Hawtod, 0'Grady, Osborn and Cole (1982) found that adolescents who
took overdoseg had.a greater number of distrubed family relationships and -
had made more freqﬁentvvisits to the doctor for medical reasons than a

control group of subjects.

Vincent and Rosenstock (1979) report that adolescent psychiatric

"patients have a greater magnitude of stressful life events when compared

with'generai‘hospitalized adoiescgnbﬁ and normal adolescents.‘ The

ma jority of thé adolescents in this study had beéﬁ clagsified as behavior
diéorders or adjustment reaciions (only 5 of the 60 were viewed as
borderline psyéhotic).

Simmons, Blyth, Van Cleave and Bush (1579) found that éhanging
schools af seventh grade, beginning dating, becoming pubertal and being a
girl, all contributed to greatéf?&djustment probiéms. That is; g?rls who
had, begun ﬁenustréting, dating and junior high school, had lower N
self-esteem, more behqvior.probleﬁs énd lower grades thaﬁ girls who had
nét“experienéed these chdnges. Also; these giris had significantly more
adjuétment problemé thgn boys.v‘ j

There 18 also evidénée'that adolescents whose parents have divofced
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Tuchmanvsnd Regan (1966) found that children from widowed families had a
. v ‘
greater number of anxiety and neurotic symptoms, while those from
divorced families displayed more sntisoci:; behaviors. Melges and Bowlby

(1969) in discussing parental bond disruption hypothesize that for

i

depressives, the disruption 1s due to parental death, while for
sociopsths (extreme Case’ofvdelinquent ehsrscter formation), disruptisn
1s due to general family disorganization (lllegitmacy, divorce, and
separation).

| Other family factors_whieh conld conceisably be sources of stress to
the adolescent snd whlch have been relsted‘to'delinquency are conflictual
‘and unsatisfsctory marriage relationships (Hetherington, Stouwie,
Ridherg, 1971; Loeber & Dishion, 1984; McCord, 1979) and lsek of parental
affection or parental rejection (Andry, 1957; Glueck and Glueck; 1970;
. Loeber & Dishlon, 1984; McCord, 1979).

Issues in LifeVChange Events Research

Dohrenwend and Dohrenwend (1978) question whether the relationship
between life stress and illness is bssed on faith or sclentific evidence.
They argue that, at present, the view thst life stress causes illness is
baged on faith, bolstered by some scientific evidence.

Evidence about .the nature of the relationship between life stress
and illness 1s both direct and indirect. Some of. the indlrect evidence
comes from laboratory experiments with animals which were exposed tol
adverse conditions such as shock or frigid temperatures. These once
healthy animals have been shown to develop physiological syndromes, e.g.,
ulcers, as sell as psychelogical conditions such as -learned helplessness

(Seligman, 1975; Selye, 1956).
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i1llness. Dohrenwend 11973) cites research wﬁich support this view.
Conversely, those who operate from a spec1f1:y point of view, e.g.,
Lazarus (1974), Mason (1971), try to identify the effect of different
stressors and determine.fhe\psychological significance of the event(s).
Hinkle (1974) studied telephone -company emﬁloyees 1iving under
stable conditions and political refugee§ whose lives had beén disrupted
and éoncluded; : ' . -
[T)he effect of a social éhange, or a change in
intefpéraonal relations, on the health of the
1ndividua1 cannot be defined solely on the nature
of the change itself. The effect depends on the
7 physical and psychological characteristics of the
circumstances under which it is enéountered.
(1974, p. 41).
Also mofe recent evideqce suggests that it is the desirabilify of the
éyent, rgther than the change or adjustment per se ;hat is important (Gad
& Johnsonk 1980; Monroe, 1982; Sandler & Block, 1979). Viewing stress
from a spexificity poipt o} view has led to research which has studied
variabieé s;ch as personality characteristics, methods of coping, support
 qystems, and\cognitive appraisals of the events, which iead to 1illness in
some individuals and not in others (Andfews, Tennant, Hewson, & Vaillant,
\

1978; Chan, 19V7' Knapp, 1979; Lazarus, 1974; Miller & Cooley, 1981;

Redfield & Ston? 1979)

Considerind\the population of life change events, there is confusion
because it 18 fréquently difficult to differentiate events which are

manifestations of kﬁe underlying paghology, rather than causes of the



37

" These results support the contention that the relationship beéween
life events and patienthood is due more to differences in psychological
condition than to ‘the causal impact of life events. One ﬁajor weakness
of the study is that the occurfence of life change events was assessed
only in tﬁe 30 days prior to admission. Events independent of
peychological condition preceding this time would havg been unrecorded.
Thus, onset may have occurred weeks, months, or event years prior to.
treétment. The results also supported measuring life events in terms of
undesirability in order tgwassess their stressfulness. In view of some
of the methodological shbrtcomings of the study, the authors conclude
that the direction of the life e?ents—psychological disorder relationship
may very weii go both ways.

It is apparent from the above research, that iife change events
research is still at the beginning stages of clearly dekining the
relationship between life stress and psychological or physical disorder.
There are a number of methodological problems, as well as the\dverall
;omplgxity of the nature of the topic under study. The following section
presents studies which emphasize the need to look for other variables
which might ihfluence the effect of life change events on disorder.

Mediating Variables of Life Change Events

Research on stress and life change events 1s correlational and
largely retrospective. Studies which have failed to find significant
rglationships, or havé found very small relationships, havg indicated the
need to consider mediating or moderating variables and individual
differences in response to life change events (e.g., Kimball, 1982,‘

Redfield & Stone, 1979; Tausig, 1982). Among the variables which have
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been considered are support systems, coping methods, personality
characteristics, self-esteem, personal control, locus of control, and
cognitive appraisals. The following discussion will be reserved to those
variables directly relevant to the present regearch, i.e., personality
characteristics, personal control, locus of cbntfol and cognitive

appralsals.

As Dohrenwend and Dohrenwend (1978) point out, mediating factors
fall into two general categories, the subjective or intrapsychic, and the
objective or environmmental. Further, Dohrenwend and Dohrenwend (1978)
cite experimental and observational research which indicates the
significance of environmental or situational factors. For examﬁle,
Seligman's (1975) studies.showed how exposure to aversive conditions can
lead to a state he called "léarned hélpléésness",'which results inla
passive acceptance of the circumstances. What 1s significant about these
situations is that the subject has no control over the events, eventgglly
leading to a state of learned helplessness.

| Chan (1977) focuses on the individuality of patterns of reactions to
the same stressful events, and ideﬂtifies some of the personality and
attitudinal constructs, e.g., self-esteem, exterhality—internality,
learned helpléssness, sense of hope and efficécy, anxlety, wﬁich might
help explain gome of gheée reactional differences. He also emphasizes
the interaction of personality with situationqgégeterﬁinants. This model
of interactionism is a compromise between situationism and personologism.
Interactionism is describéd by Sells as:

The principle that behaviour represents the»interaction

of the individual - and the environmental situation
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implies that the total variance of any response can be
accounted for only in part by individual differences in
characteristics of the participating persons: It
depends also on the stimulus characteristics of the
environmental situation (both physical and social)
and in part on the interactions between aspects of
each (1963, p. 3).

Related to these personological and situational factors is the

individual's subjective percéption of the meaning of events. For

example, Knapp (1979) provid some evidence that it 1s the perception of

"events that is morevimport:f Bn the events themselves. Using a group‘
of college students he fou?'l ; irra£lonal beliefs were more related to
emotional disturbance than life stress events.

Re&field ana Stone (1979) had 85 undergraduate students respond to
six Responée,Scales concerning life eveﬁts. For each event, subjects
rated the desirability-undesirabiliéy of the event, the gain-loss,
relief;stress, reassurance-worry, stability-change, and meaningfulness-
meaninglessness. Using factor analysis they assessed: Subject factors,
e.g., age, gender, Event factors (personal éatastrophe, achievenment,
domeaticity)vand the Response scale factors. They identified three
Subject factors, three Event factors and three Response scale factors,
.with the interrelations showing that different types of individuals rated
qualities of events in different ways.

Personality. Persopality variables have also been studied in

relation to life stress events in attempting to determine whether certain

personality traits make a person more vulnerable to certain diseases.
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Luborsky, Docherty, and Denick (1973) selectively reviédwed
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fifty-tﬁree studies of onset conditions for psychosomatic symptoms. The

psychological antecedents reported‘ in order of frequency, vere:

resentment (hostility), frustration (rejection), depression (hopelessness),'

'anxiety; and helplessness. Although some of the studies utilized
inmediate.obseryations,fmany'were retrospective and uncontrolled.
Two studies (Canter, Cluff &A,Imbt:den,t 1972; Canter,:l972)‘vhich had
tgood~control groups and.documented well the presence of‘illness found ~
that people who are psychologically vulnerable to illnesses are also
'biologically vulnerable (hypersensitive reactions tpo skin tests).
Minter and Kimball (1980) report studies by Voot and associates
(1968, 1969) which did not find a relationship between MMPI profiles and
'life chsnge‘events for Marine‘recruits. Minter and Kimball (1980) elso
‘review research which indicateS‘th&trthose who go for‘medical treatment
‘differ fromvthose’individuslswithsthe_ssme illness who db not seek help.
For,exsmple,7students wnoﬁreported to the’medical facility with upper
"respiratory illness and asthma hsd'angry-defiant coping styles and
this habitual, excessive degiance was sssociated with an increased
-incidence of failure and disappointment. It seems that people with
malsdaptive coping mechsnisms will experience moré‘life crises and
fsilures and will respdnﬂ to life crises'with'symptoms more overéiy
: neurotic than the.symptoms they‘msnifest at‘tines oillesser life stress”
“(Minter & Kimball 1980, p- 198). . o | |

i .

Q-
Garrity, Somes snd Marx (1977) administered theﬁpmnibus Personality

'

'Inventory (OPI) and an instrument similsr to the]Schedule of Recent Life

Experiences to college students. Sixty days - latei they followed up~the,

"]
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studente and essessed their'health status and degree of psychological
inpairment. Using regression analysis they foundvthat introduction of
personality factors intokthe lifefchange health model added significantly
. though modestly to the predicability of health change. Life change
N S . ,

hacconnted for 12.9% of the totai variance, and personality factors added
an additional 5%. Persons characterized by soclal conformity were at the
least risk; these persons had low levels of anxiety and had a tendency to
affiliate and establish giving relationships with others. Those
characterized by liberal intellectualism and by emotional sensitivity
were more sueceptible to impairment. | ‘

Miller and Cooley (1981) point out that there is a need to look for
‘moderating variables as the relationship between life changes and disorders
‘seeme to plateau around 40, They looked at personality types, health

locus of control, and sensation seeking in 124 psychology students. - The
significant correlations which were obtained for moderator variables
ranged to .67. ' They found differences in personality and health locus of
control. The introvert had more disorders due tovless avareness of life
changes in their externelieorid, which Iimited their»choices{' The
externally‘controlled in heaithvlocus_of control_aiso showed a higher
correlation between life changes and disorder. |

Kobasa (1979) gound that executives who were under a great deal of
‘etress but remeined healthyivere differentiated frOm those who became iil

hy-a personality cheracteristic that was termed "hardiness."” Hardiness
involyes: a deep commitment to the activities of their lives withia

clear sense of values, goals and capabilities; anticipation of'chenge as .

an exciting challenge; etrong tendency toward active involvement with the

3,
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environment and a sense of meaningfulness; the belief of control or
influence over the events of their experience (internal locus of
control).

Personal control. Zautra and Reich (1980) in exploring.the

4

relationship between subjective ratings of well- being and 1life events, .
¢

added the variable\of control. Using deCharm's model (1976) of "origin".

Vo"
E

(events which are under personal{control)'versus "pawn"” (events not under
personal control)- events, theY?iound that positive origin events led to
reports of greater well—being.and'less maladjustment than'pawn events
which were negative or positive. ‘Personal control seemed to be an
important factor and only those positive events which were not under
pereonal contr@l (pawn eventsS.werelstressful.

Reich and Zautra (1981) in assessing life events,ifeelings of
pleasantnegg, and feelings of peychological distress, had subjects engage
in pleasurable activities between the’pretest and posttest situationa;
They found that when people engage in selffselecteg activities (origin
activities) which they regard as‘positive,ythey report a more pleasant
attitude and a more fa#orable'quality of life. Origin activity groups
tended to perceive their world more positively than controls, but the
effect of engaging intpleasant activities on psychological well- being
depended on ghe prior lifeﬁevemgwhistory of the subject. Negative events
functigheafgﬁﬂlife siressora in that'subjects reported a lower quality of
life, angtfﬁowed increases'in distress and depression. ‘Subjects who had
‘experienced negative life events however, showed less psychiatric
distress after having engaged in twelve origin activities. Engaging in

self-selected pleasurable gctivities has an oégzzll positive effect on
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life attitudes, but seems to reduce psychological distress only for those
who are experiencing considerable stress.(

The studies presented above have shown tsat recent research on life
change events has taken a new directios in emphasizing the

miltidimensional nature of life change events and therefore the need to

explore other variables 9ﬁ$§hdbelp account for individual differences in

response to life stredgzajéhevfblloving section extends this view in
exploring the importance of locus of control and cognitive appraisals to
" the study of life stress, events.

Locus of Control and Cognitive Appraisals

The construct of locus of control as described by Rotter (1966) hasf3

' been used extensively to predict a wide range of behaviour. The coniciil

developed from the domain of social learning theory (Rotter, 1954; Rotter,
Chance, & Phares, 1972), and instruments have been devised to assess
_people's generaliced expectancies reésrding'the consequences of their
behevior. Those who -perceive reinforcements as being direct consequences
of their'actions are said to have an "internal™ locus of control.
Individuals who believe that reinforcements are independent of their.
behevior and controlled by external forces beyond their control are said
to have’an 'external" iocus of control. ~Considerab1e research,
especislly with adults, has been done with the locus_of‘COntrol concept,
leading to g8everal major reviews (Joe, 1971; Lefcourt, 1966, 1972, 1976,
1980; Rotter, 1966). | |
In general, an internal locus of control has been considered'to be
: ‘

more‘desirsble and to be related to good adjustment. The person who feels

in control of situations will also feel more power to. produce desired
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changes. This original view has been broadened considerably with the
recent interest in cognitive psychology- and the btudy'of attributional

processes. For example, Lefcourt (1980) views locus of control as an

-, ‘lmportant personality characteristics and points out that there can be
.J\ . v . . . .

TN

“both specific and generalized expectancies of control. Reid:(1977) views

locus of control as a significant concept in the study of person—situation
: / : Vo :
interactions (1ntgractional psychélogy). »Also,Las elaborated by Weiner

(1980), the internality-externality dimension (locus of casuality) %g
only one of several dimensions which must be considered when atteﬁpting

to understand the casual attributions people hgve for life circumstances.

-

- Locus of Control Research‘

Raine, Roger, and Vénables (1982) poinf out that reviews on IOCué of
control have not made reféréhce to theoretical analyses or embirical
investigatfons directly é?néerngd with the concept's relationship to

| antisocial behavior in cﬁildrén or adults. Q;ine et al., (1982) maké a
case for the relationship betﬁeen locus of con;rol and soéializaggén.
They used a random sample of 97 noninstitutionalized.lé and 15 year-old

. schbolqchildren. They chose a noninstitutionalized samplé due to the

‘possible effects of institutionalization; that is, the lack of freedom
vaﬁa tﬁe powerful control by‘others‘may léad'to a more éxternal orien;;tioﬁ.
Thejmethodoldgical»problems in using an institutional pqpulation have
béen‘well-docUmentedrby Repucci and Clingempeel (1978). |

Raine et al., (1982) used the Child Nawicki-Strickland
Internal-External Scale (CNS=IE) (NovickiéStrickland, 1973)vto measure
locus of control. Teachers rated the children on the Cdnduct P;oblem

subscale of the Behavior Problem Checklist (Quay & Petefson3 1979). They
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~also administered 19 standardized personality gcales,,six of which
purport to measure socialization and delinquent personglity, e.g.,

| Criminal Propensity Scale (Eysenck.& Eysenck, 1975), Personal Opinion
Study (POS) (Quay & Peterson, 1971). Thé self-report measures were
factor analyzgd. This resulted in a factor called “"Socidlization" in
which all but one‘of the six tests had substantial loadings. For
example, the Personality P;oblém and»Coﬁduct Problem subscales of the POS
had the highest ioadings (.78 and .74 respectivel&). Teacher ratings»of
antisocial behaviér corresponéed to the self-report measures.

) Corrélations of theblocus of contfol measure (CNS-IE) with the scales of
vthe Socialization factor were moderéte. The correlation with the
composite Socializatibn factor scoré was .42. The results supported the
view that external locus of control typifies undgrsocialization.

Kumchy and Sayer (1980) usea the Children's I;EvSpale’(Bailer, 1961)
to'assess locus of control in 4% delinquent‘adoléBCents referred to an
Outpatient Family Cour£‘CIinic. The ad9lescents were also given an
achievement motivation scale. They found that the delinquent adolescents
were mote external  than children in a normal‘populationa The delinquent
group conceptualized control issues very much like younger chfidreng as
age increased the delinquents became mbre sensitive and ;;sponsible‘fof
acts; Delinquents with the lowest 1nterﬁa1 scores had more police
contacts. The results also indicated that adolescents who have
difficulty learning in schbol_also show difficulties in leafning the
norms of society. If as Gilmor (1978) suggests, locus’of control is an

indicator of how individuals perceive their environment, there is the

possibility that delinqueht behavior is a function of the adolescent's '



perception that he has limited control over his environment, especially
i Q

over negative outcomes.

A number of studies have used the CNS-IE (Nowicki & Strickland,

1973) to assess locus of control in delinquent populations. " Gilmor's
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(1978) review of locus of control measures recommended the CNS-1E in the

-4

foilowing manner:

B

In summary, each of the locus of control scales for
children and adblescents has one or more aavantageous
features which may at;ract a.researcher with a
particular purpose. Some caution is warranted with
the use of the Battle, Bailer, and
Gfuenfkorté—Stephens scales due to specified problems
of limited reliability and validity data, verbal
abil;ty ;onfounding, and skewness of iteﬁ response
range respectiyely. The Tel Aviv gs open to
criticism on all these counts. The most attractive
choice for measuremgntnof generéliied locus of
control ekpectancfes~forwefficiency of admiﬁistration
and cpﬂt;nuity for diffefent ages would be the |
Nowicki-Strickland scalg and its countérpart the
PPNS-1IE. It should be noted that the influence of
social desirability and age posed no significant
problems with reépect *  weasurement or sgéle
validity in ihese initi.. mﬁudigs. The influence.of
IQ was mipimal on the IAR auqiq%gligible on all the

i

‘other locus of control measures for school-age
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children except for the Bailer where one or two

studies reported a significant correlation. (p. 8).

Studies using the CNS-IE. Duke and Fenhagen (1975) found 18

delinquent girls in a detention unit to be more external than 20
cqntrols. One problem with the study was that there/yéée more blacks in
the delinquent group; blacks have been found to be censiderably more
external than whites. Also theleffects‘of institutionalization may have
led to a more external Orientatiod. ¢

Beck and Ollendick (1976) studied 28 male delinquent adolescents
from a private school for delinquentsiahd a control group of 28 male g
adolescents. The two groups were matched onlage, 1Q, and seeioeconomic
status. Deliquentsdwere found to be more external than the normal
population. '

| Martin (1975) found that predelinquent and deliﬁquent_

noninstitutionalized ﬁiﬂdﬂe‘school children were ﬁore external than

. € i
children in the normal population. Similar results are reported by

Little and Kendall (1978) examined the relationship between locus_of
control and aeedemic achievement in a random sample ot 45 male residents
bt learning centers for juvenile delinquents. Locus of control had the
expected relatiopship to\achievement; that is, externally controlled
indtviddalé were lower in academic aehieyement, a finding supported in

ptevious research. They found however, that this . lationship could be

=~.

predicted on the basis of 1Q, and locus of control scores added little to
?\\t e prediction. The ‘authors hypothesized that thevfinding may relate to

the mdltidipehsional nature of the Nowicki-Strickland scale which may

5\\\ » | _ﬂ%_ —_—
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produce different factor patterns for different groups or to the effect
of inuarceration on these delinquent adolescents.

Cole and Kumchy (1981) asgessed delinquents aged 10 to 16 to
deternine characteristics of depressive symptomology. The sample
cunsisted of delinquents referred to a Family Court Clinic for assessment
prior to disposition of criminal arges. Delinquents showed reduced

self-esteem, depressive symptomology, and an external orientation. Cole

and Kumchy (1981) interpreted the results within a cognitive-behavioral

v

framework. As Seligman (1978) has suggested, under stressful conditions
individuals may act impulsively or cease to act at all; delinquents would
fall into the category of those who act impulsively.

Friedberé’(1982) reportéd a significant negative correlatiéon (r=
-.62) beiween external locus of control an high'self-cuncept for 24
status offenders. Friedberg's results are supportive of pfevious
resenrch which points to an external locus ofi control and a low
self-concept as. two characteristius of delinquents (Martinez, Hays, &
Sollway, 1977; Scarpitti, 1965; Wolk & Brnndon, 1977).

In general, results with delinquent and deviant populations (both
institutionalized and noninstitutionalized) have ound delinquents to be
more externally‘controlled than nondeviant populat;ons. There appear to

be differences due to race, and the lack of totally tomnsistent findings

suggests the need for further research.

Locus of control and maladjustment. Locus of control studies havé

also been done with other populations on variables of interest to the
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female college students. They found that irrational beliefs correlated
moderately (.42) with externality.

A number of studies (Brannigan, Rosenberg, & Loprete, 1977; Pryer &
Steinke, 1973; Strickland, 1978) cite evidence which indicates thé;
individuals ;ho are more internally coﬁtrolled show greater adaptive
functioning for health4related behaviors as well as better psychological
function;ngf It appears that those who are more internal aééume more
responsibility for their health. Work by Johnson and Sarason (1978)
indicates that an internal loéus of control 1s more effective in helping
individuals deal with stressful life events. The general indication is
that internality is reiaﬁed to better psychological adjustment, but the
relationship is moré cbmplex than it first appears. Internals may
continue to feel responsible and experience more anxiety when in fact the
situation is beyond their control. That‘is, there may be situations) in
which a degree of externality can be viewed as a positive characteristic,
such as 1n serving as a defense against negative self-evaluation.

The relationship of locus of control to life cﬁéngelevents has been
largely unexplored. Secondly, how locustf control and life dhangg
e§ents relate to adolescent deviance has not previously been addressed.
The concept of locus of control is more complex than originally proposed;
recent studies have focused on the multidimensional nature of this
céncept. Theories of psychological disorder, especially depression, have
beeﬁ built around the noti;n of controllability and the 1nd1viduél’s
cognifive appraisals of life situations. Most noted aré Seligman's
(1975, 1978) learned helplessness theory and Beck's (1967, 1970) theory

of depression. This work leads into the whole area of cogﬁitive
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psychology, and in particular attributional theory. The present study
will be assessing the cognitive appraisals of deviant adolescents with
respect to specific life events. ‘Although cognitive appraisals have
been discussed briefly as Qediating effects to 1life stress events, it is
also necessary to provide an oveiziiz;of the relevance of attribution

theory.

Attribution Theory

.There is no one theory of attribution as the concept refers more
generally to the tendency of individuals to ascribe causes to events.
This tendency can be viewed as a basic need to make sense of the wérld.
Fritz Heider (1958) is the father of attributional theory. He called it
"naive psychology4lbecause it is based on the phenomenology of thé lay
person—--how people in everyday life figure out what causes what. Heider
(1958) bélieved that to understand a person's behavior it Qas necessary
to know how that person perceived and described the social world.
Secondly, he believed that people desire to predict and control their
environhent. The importénce of these causal attributions is summed up in
Kelley amd Micﬁela's (1980) review of attributional theory:

Attributional research shows that attributions affect
our feelings about past events and our expectations
about future ones, our attitudes toward other peréons
and our reactions to their behavior, and our conceptions
of ourselves and our efforts to improve our fortungs.
(p. 489) ’f
Attribution theory also developed from research on locus of control

and ‘achievement motivation. Several researchers in achievement motivation

X4
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(de Charms, 1976; Feather, 1969; Weiner, 1972, 1979, 1980) turned to
co'gnitive variables to help them understand reaction.s tp achievement "'lk
situations of success and failure. As well, the research literature
revealed that perceptions of people were subjective, being infl;enced{py
the immediate context, prior experience of the perceiver, and the E
personalfty of the perceiver; it was hypothesized that similar processes
were involved in the perception of causality (Frieze & Bar-Tal, 1979&.
'

Concepts such as learned helplesness (Abramson, Barber & Seligman,
1980) andbdepress¢on (Beck, 1967; 1970) have been explained from an
atfributional perspective. Wheaton (1980) applied attributional theory

to a study of psychological disorder ;nd found some evidence that

attributions which were “fatalistic” related to low sc~iczconomic  status

and psychological disorder. ' . @#;
o : W =
It is evident that the literature in the last several years has Q“&h

i~

developed new theoretical conceptualizations of the concept of locus of
control and the whole area of cognitive appraisals‘of events and life
situations. The present study attempted to extend the concept of locus

of control and obtain a clearer picture of how deviant adolescents

¢

appraise their 1life situations, both their generalized yiewé and the

views they have of specificvlife events.
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METHOD B

The purpose of the study was to establish the relationship between
the nature of adolescent deviance and life change events experienced by
adolescents. It attempted to answeg}the question:

What is the relationship between adolescent
antisocial behavior and life change events?

This question.gave rise to several more specific questions. Based
on the research on juvenile delinquents, a number of categorigs of
delinquents were identified. Qnay and Parsons (1971) have provided a
theoretical framework for differentiating adolescent devianté,-including
delinquents, according tnlpersonality characteristicé and behavior ofkthe
adolescent.

Adolescent deviants can also be categorized. a; those whq ate legally

‘,flv

defined as delinquents including those in 1egal custody, and- mdolescants -

who are known to social service agencles and receiving speqialized

\.“‘

support, but not in a restricted setting.' As discussednearliér‘

involved with the legal system. Therefore, two diffexent g{o‘ﬁ%'of
: a CuE T

adolescent deviants were considered and compared to ﬁ la; ger’"ngpmgg"

population of adolescents.

-
l

8
@-”a‘

b i E
In addition to the categorizations for adolescentfﬁéyiants, there

_,.h’ g
were a number of aspects of life change events. It*&ad dﬁpdrtant to
'f' '."A

consider the adolescent's perception or cognitive apmf;

%le of the life
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Deskgn of the Study

Subjects were obtained from three settings: a youth remand center;
a center foF students with family, emotional, and behavioral problems; .
and a school representing a so-called normal population. The deviant
students were distinguisheq according to four major personality types of

: - 5
deviants: Conduct Problem, Personality Problem, Inadequacy-Immatprity
and Socialized Delinquency (Quay and Peterson, 1979).

Subjects from the youth remand center and the center for behavioral
problems were assessed and ldentified for the four categories. It was
expected that individuals in the four pgrsonality categorizations would
not be equally réﬂresentedAin the two settings, and therefore no attempt
was made to relate the setting(to the categorization. Subjects in each
of these three settings were also assessed relative to life change events,
cognitive appraisals of the events, and locus of control.

Evidenge s£owed thaf gender, racial origig, and age wére related to
the measures used. Gender was %odgiolled and treated as a blockedvfactor
in the design. Due to the lack éf significant numbers of subjects from
various Tracial backgrounds the study consisted primarily of Caucasian
subjects. Adolescents were defined as persons ranging in age from 1l to
18 years inclusive. Although an attempt was made to match subjects in
the three settings on age and soclo-economic status (SES), significant
differences‘were found. Therefore, these variables were treated as
covariates in the multivariate analysis.

Hypotheses

A number of hypotheses were predicted from the literature; regarding

socially deviant behavior and ‘the effect of life change events.

£ ot
2
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The deviant adolescents both in the remand center and at center for

behavior problem adolescents would differ from those in the general

»

population. L i S R

P

. a. deviant adolescents would have a greater mean number or' life

change events than the nondeviant population,

b. deviant adolescents would differ from nondeviant adolescents on

’ lthe cognitive appraisal scales, although these differences might
‘Abe obscured by "within deviant" differences,z

c. deviant adolescents would be more external on the locus of

control scale than nondeviant’ adolescents.-‘f

The ‘deviant adolescents would be differentiated into four

personality‘types, and these types would differ from each other and
in particular, the conduct problem type would differ from the personality
problem type.
a.' conduct problem adolescents would have a greater number.of past
life change events, while personality problem‘adolescents would
, have a greater number of recent life change events than other |

.

deviant adoleécents;

>

"~ b. conduct problem adolescents would differ from personality

' problem adolescents in their cognitive appraisals of life change

events, conduct problem adolescents would perceive the events as

lessvupsetting, and feel less personally responsible for the

"

'occurrence of the event. Conversely, ‘the personality problem
adolescent would perceive ‘the events -as more upsetting, feel more

peraonally reeponsible, and further, perceive themselves as less
able to cope; :
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ranging in age from 11 to 18‘ye&rs (inclusive).' .
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c.. conduct probleﬁ adolescents would be ‘more external in their lodus

of control than the other devignigl

3. , In .addition to the ma jor hypothese e study tests were made on

the differences between‘dondeviangqadoleééents and the personality
.'types_wifhin the deviant adolescents ‘on ‘all instruments.
4, éeveral relationships between’igstrument scalés were expécted:
a. rpositive~correlatipn betwéén number of life change events and
locus. of éqntrol, and | ' '
© be éigﬁifiéant correlation between locus of control and'cognifive
appraisals of life change events (external locus of control
scorers would correspohd Qith;loweerersonal réSpénsib;;ity;
’:lower emotional iﬁpact, andvreduceq‘perceptions of'coping
ability). |
Sample - S ,

s

4

The populationsvfor the study were adolescents with socially deviant

behaQidr broblems and those without. Adolescents were defined as youth

[

To encompass a~wide'range'of'de§iaﬁi adolescents, two groups of

deviants were selected. Nondeviant adolescents were selected from large -

ta

suburban juniofband senior high schools.

’ i ’ R
Institutionalized Deviant Adolescents
Subjects‘were'eelectedﬂfrom the Manitoba Youth Centre (MYC), a "
remand centre for adolescents between the ages of }2 and 18, who have been

charged under'thé Juvenile Deliquents Act ,of Canada (Revised Statutes of
. . . ﬂl £ B ] .

Canada, 1970). MYC houses approximgtely 3,000 residents over a given

year;' apbroxiﬁéfely 4/5 are ﬁale,xgnéﬁévét.half come from locations in
. . ) i ’,J‘ B .

, . Ty
T .
A R
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Manitoba outside of the city of Wiﬁﬁipég. fTﬁe avérage daily population
is 85 residents. - ’

The youth are placed at thg Centre because they are deemed dangerous

to others or themselves and are awaiting their court hearings. For

~example, if they are noﬁfconsidered dangerous to others or theméelvéh and

it is their first alleged offense, they are generally pre—coﬁrt released.

1.

Occasionally residerits may be kept at MYC because they are in need of

short-térm "shelter" (a placé to stay), but these youth have previously

been residents of MYC. Many of the adolescents who arrive at MYC have

‘ : . . % " o ,
had previous police involvement, often having participated in police

diversion programs, e.g., preventiﬁe/rehabilitation classes for -
\ﬁrunk-driving, shoplifting. The types‘pf offenses these youth are
charged with are indlusivé'ranging_frdm charges of "Mischief” and "Breach

, . g , ‘
of Liquor Act” to, "Armed Robbery” and "Murder". Many of the youth are

. repedt offenders. The present sample consisted of 60 residents, 30 male

and 30 female.. Twenty-seven males (90%)‘aﬁd 19 females (63%) were second .

(or more) offenders afd had been athYC p:ﬁviopsly. - The offenses of the

— W 1

youth’iﬁ the sémple were representative Sf'the‘range;indicatéd above.

The you%h ranged in age from 12 to 18 years'And éansistéd of th;

'folleing racial backgrounds: Caucasian (702);vNativé¥(16Z), Metis (10%),

Asian (2%), Black (2%). Table 5 provides further details on the mean

age, grade, and SES of the sample. A !> ' .
PCrticipation’by thévresidents at'MYciwas voluntary; and those who

answered "No" to a queétion concerning whether they had ever: beem arrested

- were e%iminated from the study (5 subjects, 1 male, 4 females, fell into

this.cétegory):

<@,



57
Table 5
(Mean Age, Grade, and'SES of Three'Groups of Adolescents
Group _tl | "M age !4_ (%ra_de . 14_ SES@
Inétitgtionélized (ﬁ&C) .
Female 30 15.23 © 9.63 f43;76 <216 \2
Male 30 15.27  9.17 43.64 (22),
Total ‘60 - 15.25  9.39 43.70 (43)
Nopigsgitﬁtionglized_(McMan) | ‘ | _
Female Y, 14461 8.7 - 42.67 (155
Male 25 14.48 ' 8.59 36.72 (25)
Total = 42 1445 8.65 - 38.95 (40)
"“Regula‘,r"’C1ass;oom | | . |
N Fepale 57 1425 8.84 52.47 (53)
. Male 39 13.90  8.38.  51.50 (34)
fotal - 96 1410 8.66 5;,0%_£87>’
Totals . . 198 in 14.52  8.87 ’fas.sel(;loj

3

aNuﬁbers in parentheses indicate nu;_n,ber/ of subjecths for who”m SES
information was available. - = .- -

-
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- Noninstitutionalized Deviant Adolescents

Subjects were selected from the Edmonton McMan Youth Services

Association (McMan), a.social service agency designed to assist youth who

.are in conflict socially or emotionally, or who have beenzneglected or

v;

abused. More specifically,'most (33 out of the 42) of the subjects in

.

the present sample were participating in a program called "Project
Break Thru ; the prime objective being to prevent removal of youth from .
the home and to'facilitate-their living and interpersonal skills. The
program is regarded as an intervention/preventative program and as an
alternatﬁbd&to youth being institutionalized.' It is designed for youth

betwee& ‘the ages of 8 to 16 years and consists of group counselling,

; individual counselling, family work ‘parent meetings,‘youth groups, and

o}

-

recreational activities. Most of the youth in the program live at home
B

(legal status is "Family Support") but some are wards of Child Welfare of
élberta, or have been wards in past. Referrals are taken from Social

£

Services and Community Health as well as parents, teachers, otherfﬁw,
(N

agencies/professionals and youth themselves. “lhe'youth must.be willing

.tosmake a voluntary commitment to the prbgram, ahd the family is involved

in the referral process,“through family sessions and in on—going contact

with the youth 8 worker. Nine of the 42 subjects in the present sample ‘

were selected from two other McMan programs--a group home and Supported
Independant Living (designed for older youth, ages 15 to 18). o L
3 The present sample consisted of 42 subjects ranging in age from 11 :
to 18 years. Twenty-five of the aubjects were male and 17 were female,'

and they came from the following racial backgrounds: Caucasian (91%),

Native (72), Metis (0%), Asian (2%), Black (0%Y.
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Reasons for referral to the programs'included a full range of
'problems such as: family conflict; relationship problems with parents,
siblings or teachers, truancy and distruptive school behaviour, negative
'peer:group.identification, poor impuISekcontrol, delinquent value system;.
peer rejection,‘lon self-esteem, poor school progress, acting out
behavior, attention*seeking behavior, shyness, drug or alcohol abuse,
stealing, fighting with peers, adolescent adjustment problems, sexual
promiscuity, extreme defiance, sexual identity probleums, poor interaction
skills, uncontrollable behavior,'social/emotional'immaturity, stress in
: the home (marital/parental conflict). |

Over half (64%) of the 42 youth were described under the legal
status of Family Support", 8 (19Z) were wards under Child Welfare, 5
(12%) were categorized under -the Juvenile Delinquents Act and 2 (5%)."
were on probation. In response to a test item, twenty of the 42 youth
indicated they had been arrested by the police (either within the past
" year or more than a year ago) Table 5 provides further information on
'the'sample characteristics. I |

Nondeviant Adolescents

&y Subjects were selected from a school division servicing an ‘
urban/suburban area in the city of Winnipeg.' Students in grades 7,8, and
9 were selected from a junior high school and students in grades 10 and
11 were selected from a seg}ot high school. The students ranged in age ’
from 12 to 17 .years, and came from the following racial backgrounggﬁ@
Caucasian (972), Native (12), Metis (0%), Asian (2%), Black (0%). The
original sample consisted of 108 students, however, 12 subjects were-

A

eliminated because they answeredggqes" td\

"w

: skingﬁwhether‘they had

)\(\\}7 o
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ever been arrested. Therefore, the final sample totalled 96 studengs (57

females, 39 males). Table 5 provides additional informhtion on the sample.

Sample Size

’

For the present study it was necessary to differentiate dgviant
édolescen;a'from nondeviant adolescents dp the number~of life change
eyents,,coghitive appraisgls of life’change events andAlocus ofjéontrol.b
It ﬁas further necéssafy to différentiaﬁe deﬁiant adolescents according

to their personaiity type.

Since a large numbe; of studies have been éohducted-using the
,Children's'Nowicki4Stri§kland Internal—Extérnal.scale'(CNS—IE), thié
sca;e proVided a basis fbrbestimating tﬁe size of difference that could
bevexpécéed between deviant and nondeviant adolescents. Locus of control
is related tg,age: younger children are mére eXternéi (e.g,, Gilﬁor,
1978). Also, in their eariy teens boys are more externai‘than éitls'
(e.&f, pricki and.Stfickland, 1973).' The;gfore, fof the present study °
‘effeqt size and error vqiiance was estimated from means aud‘ataiﬂard
éeViationéibf 13 to 15 year oldS'(gfadesna éqf 9) and sepgtately‘f;r,

males and femalés; The, locus of control scale was chosen because good
estimates of,these-parametérs are available.
The details of the procedure for determining the sample size are

..provided in Appendi# A. A saﬁple'size of'35'vastfeduited'for'eéch of the

i deviant adﬁ;noqdeQiant groups. This size:1is adeépaie for males or
females or a'combinatioﬁ,’ ince the effeét size wasfestimated'from the
. . ! o S o . .
‘by females. . e

N

, _bmallgr differénce shown
" Since fi@ﬁtitutipnal*zgtion“,may hqie~an effect on teétyggéu’

_adolescents in that group, a sampléwas also required of ,
- . e et o T . R
e . B - S Ee » . . ‘\\ . a1 -
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experiencing difficulties in. a noninstitutionalized setting. Thué, two
devian? samples and one nondeviant sample were used in the study. Since
the locus of control qqaie is only one of several scales that vere-Jsed
in ;he analyses, tﬁe sémples wére increased slightly. To ptovide
adééé%ﬁe power for additional tests a sample size of 40 was set for each

of three groups. As shown in Table 5, the actual sizes of each of the

three groups exceeded 40. ° o .

Classificafion of Deviants

Institutionalized and noninstitutionalized deviants were assessed on
several persénality ébaractefistics and.claséifiea acco;ding to the Quay
and Parsons (1971) ;étegorization scheme. Since‘fesults on the Behavior
‘Problem, Checklist Qere’dependent in part on the observation‘séfting of
the adolescent and characteristics of the raters (Quay and Peterson,
1979), and correlations for subscales using alternative methods were low
(Schuck et al., 1972), three instruments were used to categorize thelﬁ
deviants..

F‘It was not expected that equal or near equal numbers 6f deviants
wduld be ideﬂtified for each of thé four categories. Ellis (1982)
obtained nuhbe!s of 137,'94, and 100 in the three categories Conduct
Probleﬁ,_?ersonality Problem, and Socialized Delinquent, fe;pectiyely,
with a group of 331 male adolescent delinquents‘using the Personal |
‘Opinion Stu@y. Since the hybotheées.made pre&ictions for the firs; two
lcategdrigs bniy, if was primarily necessary to obtain adequate samples
for these gfoups. From Ellis (1982) and Richman and Lindgren (1981) it
'was_gxpecﬁéd_that as hany as ong.fhird of a deviant;popuiation would be

identified for each of the two categories.
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Earlier a sample size of 40 was identified as necessary from the two
settings,.institutionalized and noninstitutionalized deviants. This’
,‘would provide 80 deviant subjects, or approximately 26 for each of the
deviant categories: Conduct Problem and Personality Problem. Since no
clear estimates were available to determine sample slze necessary for
obtaining sighificant differences on the life change evects, cognitive
| appraisal scales and . locus of coﬁtrol meesures, the sample size was left

at 40 as a minimum. That is, as a minimum, 40 subjects were soqght from
the institutionalized deviant,'noninstitutionalizee deviant and normal
settings. The acteal saﬁple sized inciuded a total of 60 subjects from
the institutionalized (MYC) setting, 42 subjects from the
noninstitutionalized setting (McMan) and 96 subjects from the regular
classroom setting (nondeviant adqlescents).

Instcqunts

The variables were classified relative‘to the design as control

| -
- variables, independent variables, and dependent variables.

Control Variebles‘

 Subjects were selectee 50 es to be generally equivalec;(on genigc&“
age, grade in echool and socio~economic status (SES). e
Analysis of variance results revealed no significant gehder
differences for age (F(1,194) = 0.17, p = .68), grade F(1,187) = 3.175,
B = -076), and SES (F(1,168) = 2.96, p = -087). Ly |

1

However, there were differences for the 3 groupsa&ﬁ\ititutionalized

Noninstitutionalized Regular Classroom) of adolescenﬁy;on a number of the

variables. Analysis of variance showed a signif%cant difference on age,

F(2,195) = 11.99, 2.< .01. There was also a significant‘difference on
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grade level, F(92,186) = 10.75, P < .01 (See Table 5 for the mean age and
grade levels of e#ch of the groups.) | |

Subjects were requested to indicate the occupation (work) of their
~ father, mother, and/or guardian. In the Robinson, Athansiou, and Heéd
(196§\ review of SES scales, the Duncan scale was cpnsideréd-*;g/gé‘
superiok for most survey and lagge sample situations” (p. 335); The
scale maké§ use of three measures: 1income, education level, and
subjective\¥§ting. Blishen and McRoberts (1976) have used a similar ¢
method,basedKQn the 1971 Canadian census data and phe’Pineo and Porter
(1967) occupati§nai prestige ratings. The Blishen and McRoberts (1976)
scale provides axpingie SES score. based on occupation, and this was the
‘scale uéed in thexpresent study. The occupati&n which the subject listed
which had the higheét-SES (whethér this was mother's or father's job) was
‘'used as the subjéct'a SES, despite the fact fhat the Blishen and
McRoberts (1976)}sca1e was baqéd on male occupations. For the ﬁYC and
McMan groups, SES_information was also, provided by the counéelors/yogth
workers, which served as Q cross—cheék as well‘as providing the
information if the subject was not able to provide it. Table 5 provides
the méan SES for each of the groups. As 1s‘indicatéd on fhe tablg,.if
was not possible to obtain SES information for the total sample.

Analysis of variance results indicated a significant difference for the

three sample groups based on SES, F(2,167) = 13.39, p < .01.

Independent Variables

v

Two 1ﬁdependent variables were considered: deviance vs nondeviance

\

\

ah@ type of deviance (according to personality and behavior

] %
. ch;}acteristics). k
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Deviance. The major distinction is between deviants and
nondevidnts, but two groups of deviants will be included. Thus three
categories are defined:

1. Institutionalized&deviants (MYC) ~- youths in a remand center
for adolescents who have been charged for offenses and are being held;
while awaiting a court.appearénce, due to possible harm to themselves, or
others;

2. Noninstitutionalized devianps ( éMan) -- youths receiving
specialized assistance in the commun}ty<7;ost of whom are living at’home,
but who have beén referred througﬁ Social Services for a varlety of
social, emotional, and behavioral problems; and |

3.‘ Nondeviants -- students selected from large urban junior and

Seniorvhigh schools.

Type of deviance. The t?pe qf'deviance Qas defined earlier
according to the scheme of Quay and Paréons-(197i). Three scales were
used to categorize adolescent deviants according to the four categories
or types: Conduct Problem (CP), Personality Problem (?P),
inadequacy-lmmaturity (11), and Socialized Deliquency (SDh).

1.k The Behévior Problem Checklist (BPC)‘consists of a 55-item scale
describing deviant behavidrs (Quay and Parson, 1971; Quay and.Pe;erson,
1979). These provide scores on each of the subscales CP, PP, II, and
SD, and on a "Psychotic Behavior” ("Flag”) scal;, although 17, 14, 8, 6,
and 4 items comprise the five subscales, respectively (6 items are not
séofed). |

TherBfC is a rating scalé wherein an individhal suéhras a teacher‘;f4.

parent, checks a list of behaviors (items) as to whether each is
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descriptive of the subject. Earlier versions of the QPC required the
rater to rate the subjeét on each item using the scheme O, 1, 2. However,
it was shown that a simple checking of “present pr;blems“ or items was as
effective (Quay and Peterson, 1979, report correlations of .98 and .99
between weightedbratings and unwveighted counts g} chegks). Scores for
the individual being rated are tallies of checked items for each of the
subscales. | :

Intérnal consistencies reported for the subscales reflected good
homogeneity of the CP, PP, and II: .89, .83, and .68, respectively (Quay
and Parson, 1971). ‘Sﬂnce the dP and PP are the subscales of primary
interest the lower value for II and the fact that no values are reported
for SD do not invalid;te use of the BPC for this study.

Perhaps more important are the retest and interrater correlations
for the four subscales. Retest reliability apbears good for all four
scales with two week retest correlations exceeding .74 on the four scales
for males and females, separately (Evgns; 1975). Lower figures are
reported for retest correlations ovef longer time intervals, (i.e., one
year,vtwo years), however, this can be expeqted sincg personality
char#cteristicsfare often transitory for children and particularly for
those with emotional problems.

A more recent study (Kelley, 1981) obtained lower t;o week retest
‘correlations (coefficignts for each of the two raters ranged from
.13 on the "Flag” items to .68 on the PP subscale). Appendix B provides
further details on‘the result§ of retest re}iability..
Speer (1971) Aotes that the factor stﬁzéiuré of the’BPC has been

replicated across a wide variety of samples and from adults in varying

" )



relationships to the children rated. However, the interrater

rd

correlational data has been an issue with the BPC. While ratings between.

L3 o

parents df.a child and teacher ratings of children seen under similafyw,
situations have been‘duite reliable (.61 - .78), ratings of parents and
teachers of the same child have been quite low (.23 - .41). The ratings
seem to be a.anction'of the characteristics of the situation and the
.raters. Speer used the parent ratings of botﬂ clinic and nonclinic
children and their siblings. The results showed that the dimensions of
conduct problem, personality problem, and i;adequacy—immaturity clearly
differentiated the clinic from the nonclinic groups. - The sociglized
delinquency factor did not show this discrimination. The siblings ;f the
clinic patients were also differentiated from the patients on the basis
of parent ratings. Speer also found litfle difference between father and
mother ratings of their children's‘behavior.

Other studies (Lindholm & Touliatos, 1981; Touliatos & Liﬁdholﬁ,
1981) also indicate reasonable agreement between parents on the ratings
given to their children, but low‘cor;elations between‘parents and tedcher
ratingé of the same children (see Appendix B for further details).

Kelley (1981) reports correlations based on the rating of
institutionalizgd deliquents by dormitory counsellors: eaéh delinquent
was rated by two raters after one week and after three weeks of
residence. Inte;rater reliability after one week ranged from .05 for the
I1 scale ioi.68 for the CP scale. Similar results were obtained after
three wéek;, with some impfovement on the PP subscale, (see Appendix B

for further details), Kelly's (1981) results question the reliability of

thg'subscales) particularly thé difficulty of obtaining rater agreement.
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These recent results indicate the ﬁeed for some consistency in the

rating procedures: raters of subjects should be in similar capacities,
and should have had the opportunity to observe the subjects for two weeks

1

at the minimum. This also indicates the importance of using several
.

methods to obtain the categorization of the subjects. For the present
AN

~,

study, raters were identified‘as,those involved with the subjects in a
4

prbfessional capaéity,.i.e., teachers, counsellors, child chrg workers.
q .

ad

Several-méthods of validation were conducted on the BPC, but
important to this study is its ability éo discriminate among deviants
with dif§%fent‘behavibr/personality characteristics. The subscale
intéfcorr%iafigns are sufficiently low to indicéte that they measure
diétiﬁé;ib%ha;;oral aspects. For example, Quay and Peterson (1979)

}repofieintercorrelaﬁionsvranging from -.19 to +.72 for six studies.
Hdw§3e§; the highest correlation between CP and PP was .43. The average
i+ intercorrelation for the foqf subscales and six studies was .29. Thus,

L3

tﬁéré,}s’re;%oéable discriQ}hant validity for the BPC subscales.

R | ; . . : . .

Sl }éw_Aai;rge number oféstudies have reported relationships between the
vﬂigg%géaieé and pther Eoﬁétructs (seefResearcH 6n the Quay and Parsons

. ffé}%gsificatioﬁISystem'ih Chapter 1I1). From these there exists
SenEt ‘ §

|  3§§n§idetab1e evidence of the relationship between the BPC suﬁscales and

- ;Jéfhét’meésﬁfeswo% similar csnstructs, providing an indicatioﬁ of

ﬁf'cohvefgeﬁﬁ validity (e.g., Proger et al., 1975; Von Isser et al., 1980).
. In ﬁhé ptésent'study, each subject in the Institutionalized (MYC)

gfoup was&independently rated on the BPC by -the 2 counsellors

; (cottage/dormitory counsellors) who were m\§t écquqinted with the

T

resident. The resident resided at MYC for a minigﬁﬁ of 2 weeks prior to
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,any BPC rating being completed. Similarly, each subject'in‘the .

. Noainstitutionalized (McMan) group was rated on the BPC by 2 youth

"workers who had known the youth for approximately 7 months on the basis

o ‘ {%1.

vof 3to5 hours per week. The subjects in the Regular Classroom were
rated by a subject teacher, e. -8 language arts, french who had spent
the entire year (and in some cases had known the students for severaln
years) with the class.’ Only 1 BPC rating was obtained for each of the
. subjects in theoRegular Classroom group Secondly, ‘due to their -
,controversial nature, 2 items were deleted from the Bﬂb for the Regular

B Classroom group. :One item, #35 ("Masturbation") 1s an item on the II

'scale, and the cher, #54 K Enuresis, bedwetting“) is an item which is .

”’.._‘.. N

';not‘scored.i
o The c' .l ons for\theVZ’raters of the MfC and.hchan groups arefas‘.‘
follpwst. | Cp = .62, PP = .32, I -:.50 SD = .60, -4r1;g":. .35. |
In cqmparing these correlations with those presented in Appendix B, they
.are highe¥\§han the mothers-teachers or "fathers teachers correlations -

but generally Igwer than the mothers-fathers correlations.,h

LR \
N Yo, . r

" of adolescents and each of the. BPC scales. o j

. Intercorrelations of the BPC subscales vith ea h othev, and thh

N o

'the subscales of, the Personal Opinion Study (0S) and thé. Case uis,

~

‘\Scale (CHS) are provided Qn Table 9« The ‘BPC subscale 1ntercorre ations

—

-'range from -.28 to .48.; Quay and Peterson s (1979) review of results
‘1stated "obtained intercorrelations are highly variable between samples
‘_.and seem not to be. particularly related to the ‘nature (deviant V8.

",/‘normal) of the sample (p. 3) As referred to in a previous section,

1 , . i
&

o "? (q:}



Note. The meaés and standard deviations

' McMan groups are the averages for ‘the: 2 raters.
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Table 6 (\4 ,,ﬁg . _
‘Means andeténdarﬂlbeviations for Three Groups of Adolescents on the
Behavior Problem Checklist (BPC)
_ Group §PC Subscales
v N N "“. P N W« X
PP o 1T W ¥
. o SN . [ iy
z*:{ I AT
n w .o n % My ws
v : B
Institutionalized (MYC) ' i
P Female 30 278 2.27 1.47- 1.29 '0.62 0.74 .2.03 1.53
. Male "30 §.45 3.31 2.07 1.98 1.10 0.93 2.38 1.97
1Total 60 3.62 2.94 1.77 1.68 0.86 0.87 2.21 1.76
| e ,
Nonins&itutionalized (McMan) W
‘&.rlFamﬁﬁpﬁ%}ﬁ v@%?m ‘1. 38 2020 . 1:29 '1.57, 08 1.10
 Male 9”25. 4. 68 4,60 2.oa,j1;69 1.24 0.91 1.52 1.57
Total 42 4,07 3.97 2.61 1.92 1.26° 1.21 1.26 1.42
‘kegulafﬁCA ssroom . |
Femhle 57 0.51 1.76 0.88 1.31 - 0.16 0.53 0.11, 0.45
) Xy A .‘ ! ) ' ’ :
Male 3§, . 2:56 '3.81 ©1.08 1.S1 113 1.5 0.59 1.25
Total 96 . '1.34 2.9 0.9 1.58 0.55 1.1l 0.30°,0.90
. RN
—

'».E".
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. of the items appropriate to the subscale answered in the direction

f.

s - "A numhgj’of studies'have related the POS subscales‘tomeach.othem“and'
- - N . co - N Sow T .

fairly independent.

70

i e
St

‘ Quay and-Peterson‘(1979)‘reported'that the CP, PP, and SD scales'were

quite ‘independent while the 11 scale related to CP and PP in varying

degrees‘ (4% - 52% of the variance) | The present results show the CP and

, PP scales to be very independent of each other. 'The SD subscale has a

h:""“ ’ N ¥
<33 correlation with CP (acc0unts for 11% of the variance) and II

correlates .48 with CP and «31 with PP. Overall, particularly those ‘
subscales of major interest to this study, i.e., CP and PP, appear toube

«

2. The Personal Opinion Stidy (POS) is" 'a 100-item self-report

a

‘questionnaire to which the subject responds "true” or "false" (Quay and

¢.

Parsons, l971). The items are statenﬁnts that reflect attitudes,

v
&

- ibeliefs, feelings,-and behavior. - They are divided into three subscales

'CP, PP, and SD (II is not represented in the POS) with 45 qao and 25

items respectively. Some of-the items reflect positive attitndes and

are scored or counted if the subject responds false. Scores are tallies -

R

>

identified,(summary statistiCS”are provided,in‘Table 7).

¢ Iﬁternal consistencies for thev30§ subscales arewsimilar to those
for the B?fé7,;92i .87; and .62 for ‘the Cp, PP, and SD’respectively {Quay
and‘Parson,_1971),, Genshaft (‘980)'obtained’similar internal
consistencies for thefthree scales' .92, .82, and -.53.

The‘fbtest stability is a more useful indicator of reliability.
|3

"This was reported by Qd%y and Parsons (1971) over a’ 90—day interval as"

W75 ?or CP ~+76 for PP, and .61 for SD. These apgear reasonah‘b

especially for the Cp, and PP. . Y

4

N . R » X - ' - )“‘LI‘)";‘ .
; . B . é“ ) .
v . B .

o Lo [
X v oo



Table 7.
Means and Standard Deviations for Three Grohpé of Adolescents on the

Personal Opinion Study (POS) -

Group ' ' : POS Subscales ”
. CpP PP 1I SD
n Mo SD M SO M'SD M sD
: - ' ot ' ‘ i
Institutionalized (MZS) S : s ‘
. %" v ; 2y ! - . ’ , . . 4 y ‘ .
Female 30 A4 8.89 ° 19.10 5.65°, -- -- 14.90 3.14

Male 30 ©9.36 ., 15.87 5.79  -- - 15.93 3.25

'Tofglg 60 9.05 17.48 5.90 - -—- 15.42 3.21
. # n
Noniﬁs}itutionalized (McMan)

13.41 3.45

PR Female ' 17 9‘59,‘ 16.76 5.27 . —F

Male 25 . 16.60 9.98 16.48 6.83 - = 14.76  3.82

v fotal 42 13.76 9.02  16.60 6.18 ~-- -- 14.21 3.69
_,/)‘ ; Regular'Classroob‘ R /f/~ | |

- Female 57 5.56 §i59  11.25 "6.69° -- -= - 7.77 3.1
| T

Male 39 7.3 5.8¢  12.10 5.04 - 1159 4.0

. Total % . 6.29 5.19 11.59 6.06 - — 9.32 4.01

. - 2R e

- “ » ; b . ' N » : L : . ‘ . .,."
' £5W’-' g ‘ . . S . e - T -



By
to otherjvariables. Quny and Parsons (1971) renort CP and PP
'intercorrelations for adolescent delinquents from .17 to .43 and for
nondelinquents from 46 to «59. Correlatiop( of CP and PP with SD Tange

from -.20 to .10 for adolescent delinquents and .46 to .?2 for

14 .
%gndelinquents. It appears the correlations are higher for
v : S ) R

-nondelinquentsethan for delinquents. The-variances, however, do not

differ greatly between groups. - Since distinctions were made with the

.

deviant groups only, the low intercorre ions for’ delinquents suggested

t seyaration“was possible.

' As vitﬁ the BPG, the POS subacales are shown to be related toa .

N a;‘w

variety of constructs gkghough the convergent validity is not 3ﬁaclear

d ' 1

y

contruct validity ofgthe CP and PP soales ghan for the SD . scale.

?"‘
(see\Chapter IT). Like the#BPC there is(g}roﬁger evidence for the

. &
'S

. Schuck et al. (1972) states that "when S8 are asdﬁied of gfonymity,
they are relatively truthful on the Neurotic factor [PP], falsify in the
/

favorable direction on the Psychopathic factor [CP], and do not know how

to simulate the Socialized ‘[SD]"<(p. 220). .They.fnrther report

correlations between subgcaleg ranging from .08 to .39. These are of the
same order as the correlations b tween similerly named subscales from the

BPC and POS: these range .07 to .12 in the Quay and Parsons (1971)

report and -.16 to .24 in Schuck et al. (1972)

4

"The present results (see Table 9) show fairly high intercorreld%ions<\
‘for’thebthree POS eubscales,'making the independence of,theee subacales

questionable. Cogrelations between similarly named scales on the BPC

Y :
and CHS ‘with the POS, show good intercorrelations on” the CP subecale
-,

for all three;,easuree (correlations tange from .44 to .73), vhile

o

‘o

%’5

Za%

-
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the multimethod validity for the remsining subscales is questionaZif

3. The Case History Scale (CHS) 18 a 36 item scale completed by the
\‘)ﬂ
caseworker or other professional staff based on life history data of the

sub ject (Qusy,snd Parsons;, 1971). >The_itens are behaviors orf ’ .
it ;

characteristics indicsti e of deviance, and are divided into the four

2

subscales CP, PP II and SD (11 10, 5, and 8 i}ems respectively)

.
”“rﬂo 'ﬁ

including the two most n%' ‘ty to this study ( 77, .72, .23, and .73
AL, : Y i
for CP, PP, II and.SD respectively) No other studies provide any

% .
indicstion.of the CHS reliability, nor the scCuracy of rating'subject

; history using the scale. Two studies rkovic and Prentice, 1977y}

Schuck et "al.,.1972) have used-the, éHs with the BPS and POS. For the . ’ .
Schuck et al. study (1972) the CHS was based on delinquent subjects for
' \
whom there were behavioral records over approximately 10 months '

o, regfdence. fhe durkovic“and Prentice study,(1979)nanalyzed the life
if.'s h:%%zry of delinquents using the CHS, but these subjects were fn a
\ ;pecial school: Neither study reported any difficulty in obtaining the M

‘ CHS scores. The present study us:d the CHS for the two groups of deviant
R adélescents, on;@if vhich .was not institutionalized (McMsn) The |

oA

e
M

counsellors: NXC and the youth workers at McMsn completed the CHS,

4
based .on as much informstion as was available from records/files snd the

L .

sdmission/reﬁerrpl process. The CHS was not completed for the subjects

7

e
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~in the nondeviant sample (Regular Classroom) Summary Statistics are

' provided in Table 8. - g - o . @ '»wh

. four suhscaleBJ These are much lower than could be expected-irombthe

'Athose reported by Quay and Parsons (1971), for the same measures ﬂ?

- The method 4f obtaining compésite scores was that desciibed by Quay and

-

. ) o
scales. The present results (see Table % qﬁport correlations higher

it
-T FI

The interrelationships between the three methods of measuring /

'u Sar?

deviance, BPC POS, and CHS, indicate low ‘multimethod validity forgfﬁe
A

v

reliability estimates. Schuck et al. (1972) reports correlations”betveem“

BPC and CHS measures of CP &nd PP of .32 and .28 which are higher than

.

#nhthan those of Schuck,et al. (1972) between the BPC and CHS measures on CP

é”
and PP (.73 and .44 respectively). In fact QDthé CP scale is highly

correlated across all three methods (BPC CHS and POS). . The PP scale’of

3

_the CHS. however, is negatively correlated with the PP acale of the POS
o Y
Pa

which was not eﬁpected given previous results (Quay & ns,‘l92l;
7
Schuck et al.' 1972). The SD scale ofathe,BPC is highly correl%ﬁed (.72)
R \}‘f ) ) . : : . A ! .
'with the same scale of the CHS (refer to Table 9 for further information)

=

While it is evident thatrthe interrelationships betﬁeen thigghree methods.
(BPC CHS, POS) are lower than would be desired, there are fairly good
*across method” correlations for the two scales (CP and PP) of prime

_ S S
interest to this study. SRRE

4

To obtain a d base for diStinguishing devignts according‘to

personality/pehavior a\homposite”ﬁitng\\he three methods@has employed. ‘@

Parsons (1971)--- this was used by Jurkovic and Prentice (1977) as’ well:

v @

@ > 3

1 Raw scores were, obtained for the four subscales (three for the

v.,1 o

POS) and three methods.

1




  Tab1e 8

;of}Adolesce;ts on the Case
o )

~ Means and’ Standard Deviations for Three Grobps

History Scﬁ&é (CHS)rf“f A

&K ~ CHS Subscales
e PP 11 SD
'm .M s M s M s M 8D
] . : o : ﬂ\;/"'g'
' 0, iy - M “'1“ % — “ .‘,% TR “ ~ i A
Institutionalized (MYCY v - ‘
e ' ' o e . ‘ o ) p
Female 30  1.10 '1.53. 0.73 1.05  0.53 0.94  1.77 2.08
Male - 30 2.30 2.35 . 1.03 1.85  0.47 0.90  1.63 1.96
Total 60 . 1.70 2.08  0.88 1.50  0.50 -0.91  1.70 2.00
Noninstitutionalized (McMan)
. " Female 17° 1.76 2.14  2.00 1.84  0.29 0.47  0.88 2.06
—~— - -. . . )
{ Male 25  3.24 ®.78  1.96 1.99  0.72 0.94 - 1.32 2.23
, : . . 8
: Total 42 2.64 3.27 1.98 1.91 0% 0.80  1.14 2.15 |
.. ’ . . /f o
‘" . Regular Classroom ' . o o ’ —_— A
. Female 57 - - - - -= - 5 f -
. Male * 39 -— - —_— == — = ===
= . ) ) , B ) )
¢ % N !
Total ., 96 - ——= == -— - -7 - -—
) o,



Table 9

Intercorrelations for the Independent Measures Subscales for Two Groupe of Deviant

Adolescents (MYC and McMan)

: ‘
- e POSP cHs
BPC @f?sr‘mn, ®$ @ B — © @ ® I S
@ 2 %ﬂ"é? w* B R SR VR TR e LR LU I L
e ‘—- qqp .fw—.zs** 03— -l .02 e 15 -0k
I .12' O — .l 21% -.04 3 .13
D 4k S.02 —  L19% 31 -3k 20k 72%k
1.0 JABW — AWk 4k — 2%k 10 L21%
— 100 — 63w ’.17* _2% -2 .06
- - - 1.00 06 =21 .10 .15
— = = = L0 -2 3l e
U - t._“'_ — 100 .00 -:38**
- - - = — = 100 pem
I

N

" raters for }uo of the sa:plegrwps

< .05, two-tdiled. ** p <
» - B

' &Itneoofrelatia)s for the VBPC subscales have taken into acéount the average of the two

b The POS does not have an II subscale.

01, two tailed.

a5
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2. T—scoreo were determined for the BPC, CHS, and POS using the
norms presented fot 1075 instig\tionalized delinquents. ages 14 4 to
18.8 years, reported by Quay and P@rsons (1971) Thia resulted in a .
*total of 10 T—scores including 3 for the BPC (CP, PP, and I1), 4 for the
CHS (Cp, PP, 1I, and SD), and 3 for the POS (CP, PPdhand SD). The SD
scale of the BPC was not used as this scale’was added to the BPC in 1979
-(Quay & Peterson, 1979), and therefore esults from the 1971 manual (Quay
& Parsbns, 1971) did not include the SD sdale. Due to the high
‘u correlations (.98 - .99) between the first BPC scale (Quay & Parsons,
'~197¢) and the'revised scale (Quay &'Peterson, 979), thep1971 norms were

_used. ?

methods of measuring (BPC, POS, CHS).

%

4. The composite of T-scores was transformed acco ding to the norms

for composites given in Quay and Parsons (1971). Thus, composite .
- ) : ,
T-score with mean of 50 and standard deviation of 10 was dbtained for
e ‘ ) ‘

r
i

each of the four subscales.
. ~
5. Each subject was then compared on.the four subscale| composite
T-scores to identify which type was most characteristic of QAF squect;
- ! »

This'was accomplished By comparing the highest score with the \second ¥

" highest, and, 1if it~exceeded a specified minimum difference, the subject:

‘was'allocated to,the category defined by the subscale with the ighest
score. ' Different methods have been used to arrive at the minimu
difference. For example, studies using the POS (Ellis, 1982 Genshaft,

1980), have simply used the highest standard score for classifying the
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personality categories. Quay and Parsonéﬁ(lé}l) provi&e a procedure
using the standard error of differences. More rééently, Jurkovic and
Prentice (1977), 'selected categories on thé:basis of a composite score
above 50 which exceéded the scores on the other scales by one—haif a
standard deviation (5 p;int;).&‘The same proceduré was employed for the
presen; study. ' : | . P

r

0f the 102 subjects who fell into the general category of "Deviance”
‘ﬁich gpbjegts‘plus.ﬂéyanzsubjects), 40 (39%) coﬁla not fe designate; into
a pariicufér personality/behayioral-&ategoyy by the method employed;
K Tﬁis ié’a muc; higher attritiop rate than reported by Ellis (1962), and
is likely due to the more stringent mgthod of class catigP. Table 10
pr%gfjfs the results for the 62 s?bjects who were' fied. Therf are

higher numbers in the.CP (n = 26)§%hﬁd PP eh = 28) tatéﬁofies and loﬁe€§

3

nuqbers in the II. (n = 1), and SD (n # 7) categories than was indicated

from previous results (Ellis, 1982; Jurkovic & Prentice, 1977; Genshaft,
1980). Unlike the studies cited above, thehpresent one includes both : .‘Q
males and females (rather than males only).1 Since the II and SD

cﬁiegories were represented by such* few subjects and were only of minor

" interest to the 5Tidy, orly the CP and PP Qategories were used\gg;

s . . h ,
subsequent analyses. B . .t ¢ S :
‘ K N ‘ J/\ . ) ! -
Dependent Variables A .

Three major variables were specified in the hypothéses as related to

" 'the deviance variables. These were treated as depéndgné‘%ariahles for ,

purpbses of the desién and analysis, and were delineated as recent and.
A . .

'}past number of life change events (MALCES scale), three'cognitive -

2 {

\ .

appraisal scales (cognitive appraisals of life change evenfs), and locus

Higa g2



Table 10

.

Numbers of Deviant Adolescents Clearly Classified in the Four Pers&nality Q

Categories? -
Personality Catergpriesb f;k?
Deviant Adolescents cp PP T § ¢ SD '
Female ¢ 6 15 1 2
Male _ f 20 13 0 _ 5
Totals 26 28 T 7
—~ +

" aThe original sample consistéﬂ of 102 subjects, and of these 62 were clearly’

classified into the four personality categories. bgased on composite

Tfséores as_obtained from the BPC, CHS, and POS.



" “'of ‘control. . "

‘Life change event scales. A number of instruments of life -chang
everits have been'developed for adults. The most widely used are the
) . :

Schedule of Recent Life Experiences (Holmes and Rahe, 1967) and the g

Social Readjustment Rating Scale (Masuda and Holmes, 1967). Coddig‘q‘l

(1972a) modified)the Social Read justment Rating Scale for use withwap_

children and /ﬂlescents, but used adults to deCernine the significance.

of xhese cha eveats when they happen to children hnd\adoleacents. Two

— L )

recent scalés (Yeaworth, York, Hussey, Ingle and Goodwin, 1980; Newcomb,
- Huba and Bentler, 1981) have been developed with items relevant to the-

develoPﬂEnCal problems of adolescents and rated by adolescents
L . .

theméelVis. Both of these igstruments'are in the initiel stages of

development and use. | | G

D Previbus rasearch has shown that {t is mostly undesirable events

hthat relate to disturbance (Gad and Johnson, 1980; Monroe, 1982; Sandler
and Block 1979).  The present regsearch predominantly used items from the

. . ) ' i
Yeaworth et al., (1980) instrument, the Adolescent Life Chaﬂ@e Event

Scale (ALCES), as most of the items wete considered “undesirable"”

; -
< L -

* events. Items which seemedfrelevapt to the problems deviant adolescents
. A
. migbt face and which were not included in the ALCES v‘Fe added from the

~Newcomb et al. (1981) instrument and by the present author. Also, some

<. " of the methods used in. obtainﬂng the data were adOpted from the Newcomb
o L.

ghxfﬁsﬁrumehts aré disdussed briefly, followed B
G .

byﬁ% dpecription of how the Hodified ALCES (MALCES) was used in the

d . .

present study.

v:-at al\, (1981) stuﬁy.;;

Adolescenf Life Cﬂange Event Scale (ALCES). THYree sﬂydies haVe_been\
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conducted using the ALCES, and eachéf?ne there has been some modification

-

of the ftems usedg; Life change events refer to a variety of personal,
social, Ynmiiy and occupational life changes wnich require adjustment by
the adolescenc and thar may be stressful. Yeaworth et al. (1981)
initially sampled 207 voluntary white middle-class junior high and high
school students. The instrument contained 31 items wif& tvo items left

blank for subjects to write in other esvents. For each item, the students

were asked to indicate how "upsetting” the event would be, on a ope to

five rating scale, ranging from "not at all upsfet” to "extremely.upd"“.

Secondly, the students were asked if the event had occurred !grthe past'
year. Mean ratings were obtained for each pf the items and multipliedﬂty
20 to obtain Life Chaﬂhe Unit (LCU) scores comparable to those developed
by Holmes and Rahe *1967) for adults. For example, a parent dying had a

LCU of 98 while moving to a new home had a LCU of 51; the mean was 475.

The mean number of events»for males was 7.8 and for females 8.7. y
a ;
' Most students responded to .the opportunity to‘add other items to the
list. The items were similar to thase in the scale but were often more

persondiized, e.g., "being torn between divorced parents." The’initial

‘ scale did no; include item§a§§a}ing with sex and violence, as one of the

b
purposes of the instrument was to study life stress events in adolestcents

L4 2
A

who were identified as "acting out.” The student;':f;enrsupplied such;

N 2

eventk. ' | : : ﬂ .

- :xﬁAﬁsecohd”scudy, Mendez,”&eaworth,'York and Goodwin (1980), used a

. . ‘ . h
-modified version of the ALCES, which included 38 items. The instrument

was administered to junior high and high school students from two private

schools of upper-class status. Their mean LCU score was 497.5, and the,

RS
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~_

_mean number of events was 9.08. This is higher than scores reported v

earlier for the middle~class subjects, but the upper-class group ‘had
1 : ,
seggprmore items. When only the 27 common items were used the LCU score

for the upper-class group was 394 63 and for the middle—class group was -

‘ i

In spite of changes made to the questionnaire, agreement of

N
A

) weightings was very similar for the two studies. There were differences

» .

for social class on some of the items, e. g., upper-class subjects were

found to hassle more with parents,~experience more drugs/alcohol wore

more braces/glasses, and.had more trouble with teacher/principal. .

v

Middle—class subjects experienced more drugs/alcohol among family.

members,‘more illness, more pregnancy among friends, failed.more grades

k™

in school, and hassled more\yith siblings. Upper-class Subjects found

"quitting school” and "parent 1osing a job as more stressful than-

‘"middle-claSS”subjects.~ Middle-class subjects found "getting into drugs”

"and hassling with parents as moreustressful than upper—class subjects.

Experience influenced ratings, those who experienced "getting into

getting arrested by police," "failing a subject in
R4

rated those events as less stressful than those who had not

drugs or alcohol,

school, "
experienced the event. Females perceived more events to be more
.stressful than males. 'Experience,with'an event, gender, and ‘grade level’

of subjects had a significant influence on the perception of events,

and there wag a trend for number of events to increase with age.rv\
Atthird study (R. c. Yeaworth Personal Communication, September\

24, 1982) expanded the ALCES ‘to- 59 i;ems, and used a more racially and

socioeconomically balanced group of 223 subjects 80 males, 143 females;
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,for‘the adolescents wa 95.

L s

£ &

155 whites, 60 non-white; 78 aged 12413, 105 aged 14-15 ’Eﬁ'aged 16-19;

~

" and 184 grades 7-9, 39 grades 19;}23 The LCU-ratings-were similar to 4

those reported for the first two studies.

The latest instrument has been used successfully with adolescents

.v

with a variety of backgrounds, and, although good psychometric data is
not available, it appears to, provide a good indication of life stress.
{ife Event Qnestionnaire\(LEQ). Newcomb Huba and Bentler (1981)

i

developed a 39 item life change questionnaire and administered it to

1, 018 male and female agolescents in grades 10 to 12.-~Grade and racial
/ -

status were obtainad ‘but’ not sociOfeconomic status.  They also
administered measures of health and psychological functioning.
* L

Newcomb et al. (1981) used idiosyncratic veightings rather than

normative weightings, as does the LCU. Skinner and-Lei (1980) and

'Zimmerman (1983) report correlations of .97.and".94 respectively

between'normative and idiosyncratic weighting systems. As reportedl

\ earlier in the literature, an argunent for idiosyncratic weightings

is that an event may have a differentﬁinpact on one person than
another,;e.g,, Redfield and Stone, (1978); Sarason, Johnson, and Siegel

(1978)1
\ .

Subjects were asked to do three taaks for each item. They rated
, .

each {tem's desirability by stating degree of happiness on a 5—point

hrating scale. Next they indicated whether each event had happened in the

3’past year, and thirdly whether. the event'hadvbeen experienced more than a

year ago. The average number of events occurring during the'past year ,

| The 39 items were anbjected to factor analysis. Seven factors

~
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.

. deviants and nondeviants in thfif gvaiuationwof-itfé.éhange events;

It is evident that little réli‘_ab‘i‘lity of wvnlidify data was available

~on the ALCES. Tﬁg Eontéﬁtlvaliditftis’p#rtially demonstrated in the
similarity betwéen items listed by ad&iéacengg as méaningful, and those
presented ig the scale. Secéndly, a number of the.items listed by
adolescents have been- incorporated 1nto’the acalé, e.g., wrecking the
car, Bregﬁant/éettiné.soméone pregnant. Since the scale was used to’
.éompare groups, norming data was not consi&?red necessary, although it is
Qifficult to degermine (wiﬁhdut variance and reliabiiity egstimates) the

\ .

ability of the 1nstrhﬁent to demonstrate differences.

Subjects in the QYC'and McMan groups (deviant grouﬁg) were assessed
on all 50 items of the MALCES, plus ﬁrpvided with an opportunity to write
in additional items. Dﬁe‘to the}r cOntrovergial nature, 5 itéhs‘wefe
deleted frdm the scale'for the Regular classroom sample. The deleted =
items 1nc1uded:' "mother getting prégnaﬁt,“ "problem with mensfruhi

- periods (girls oﬁly),”'“sister getting pregnant,” “brother getting -
someone pregnant,” "getting pregnant/getting someone pregnant.;- The - -
Regulaf Classrobm_pample was also prov}ded with ‘the opportunity }o write
in additidnal items. Table llnprovides the méaqs;and standard deviations
for each of the three sambie groups on life éhange'eventﬁ vithin thé past
'~§é§t_apd more than a year‘égo. The three gtbups are céﬁpared only on the
itéﬁé vﬁich they had in common (the 45 1tems); in addition, the “Being |
arrested by police” 1tém-w#§.deleted for caﬁpxrisén purposes, as this
iteé was used as one of the criteria in distinguishing (separating) the
g;o#ps. Therefore, compariébns for the three group; are provided based

- on a total of 44 items. Also provided in Table 11 are the ﬁeans and

standard deviations for the 2 deviant grqups based on the 49 items which
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Table 11 Co ' ' .

L
o \
Means and Standard Deviations for Life Change Events on the MALCES for
Three Groups of Adolescents .
MALCES (44)3 MALCES (49)Y
‘Within . More than Within More than
Group past year a year ugo past year a year ago
n X S M SO M .SD M 8D

Institutignalizﬁd (MYC) '
Fe;aie 30 19.50 5.48 19.77 7.08 21.10' 5.74 21.07 7.81
Male 30 16.47 5.35 ’19;07 8.49 17.97 5.56 20.67v 9.02
Total 60 17.98 5.59 19.42 7.76 19.53 5.82  20.87 8,37
" Noninstitutionalized (Mc¢Man) ' |
feqale 17 14.53 5.39 18.18 4.56 14.71 5.47 18.94 4.67
Male 25 ,k17.4L,,6433 20.00 7.58 18.08 6.60 '21.08 7.97
Total 42 16.26 6.07 19.26 6.53 16.71 6.63 20.21 6.84

Regular Classroom

Female 57 9.61 4.31 l1f32.'ﬁ'85 — - —_— c;-
Male, 39  9.31 3.02, 12.18 5.44 T
Total 96  9.49 3.82 11.67 5.0  —-  —- -_— -
Grand Total 198 13.50 6.30 15.63 7.36  -—- — - -

8Baged on the 45 items minus the "Being arrested by police” item which

the three groups had in commoh. -bBased on the 50 items minus the

"problems with menstrual period (for girls)” item which two groups had in:

common. “
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fhey had, in common (item lisiipplied to girls only‘and was deleted). The
results in Table 11 uhow that the Regular Classroom group had a similar
mean number of life eventl (9 49) duting the past year as reported for
similar scales and sample groups, 1i.e., Newcomb et al. (1981).

~Cognitive appraisals of 1life change events on the MALCES. “Subjects

wvere requesteé to appraise each event 6n Part I of the instrument
a;cording to three Liiert-type response ;cales. The first (Ppsetness ;
scale) indicates the degree to vhich'thé event is upsetting on a S-péint
rating scale from "not at all upset” to "extf&mely upbet;"

Phe second scale ?iisponsibility scale) determines the degree to
ﬁhich the adolescent feels pefsqgally respon;ible for the event, that is,
how ﬁuch the adolescent feels he/she.is the cause of'the event. . Thié
dimension was indicated on a 5-point scale from "not at all responsible"
to ftotaliy‘responsiBle." Items #2, #8, #13, #18, #28, #42, and #49 were
deleted from this scale as they wefe not situations for wﬂich one couldv
be held responsible. )

The third scale (Coping scale) indicates how well the adolescent.
feels he/she deals with (copes with or manages) the event in comparison
to others of similar age. The S-pointfscale is from. "much better than
others” to. "much worse than, others.”

The rationale.fot;f%%ziiﬁraisal scales was that each one specifies a
‘\\\dlgfgfent aspect of the appraisél of the event by the adoléscenE&WdThe

first as;ésses.the degree of personal emotional impact that the events
— . - ‘ .

have; the second assesses whether the adolgscent feels that he/she 1s

causally related to the occurrence of the events, the third assesses the

degree of personal adequacy the adolescent feels in coping wf%h life
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events: The firlt dimension‘has'been'used by Yeaworth et al. (1980), ané
the other two were devel&ped for the purposes of tﬁia study. This
parallels the work of Redfield and Stone (1979) who Qned a t}milgt
methodology but A;bessed different dimensf::s, e.g., meaningfulness,
amount of change. The three scales form "Part 11" of the Modified ALCES
inetrument (refer to Appendix C for a copy of the scales).

‘The MALCES (Part I and Part II) wes’ w}uﬂ by all subjects with

s )‘w\,‘u
one exception. Due to time constraints inﬂfﬁféxchool settingg,

Regular Class group did not complete the Responsibility scale of
Cognitive Appraisals (Part II1 MALCES). The Responsibility scale was the
one elimjnated because the other two scales appeared to be more reiated
to the overall purpose(s) of the study. Tabie 12 provi@es the means and
standard deviations for the 3 groups of subjects on the Cognitivé

Appraisal scales. The means are the scale points (range of 1-5) summed

over all the items.

r
1

Locus of control. The relationship between individuals' generalized

expectan;ies of the tonsequences of their behaviors and cognitive
‘appraisals of specific events was discussed earlier (see Chapter II).

The Children's Novicki-Stricklana Interﬁal External scale (CNS-1E), as
described in Nowicki and Strickland (1973), wgsjidéntified as the most
appropriate generalized expectancy scale to be used with adolescents (see
Gilmor, 1978; iobingbn and Shaver, 1973; éee also Chapter-Ii). ‘The
CNS-1E measufes an individual's locus of control and identifies him along
the dimension of internal vs extermal control.

The scale consists of 40 self report items, ekpressed as questions,

regarding beliefs about the causes of events, including events happening

v
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Table 12

-

Means' and Standard Deviations for ‘the Cognitive Appraisal Scales (Part

I1) of the MALCES for Three Groups of Adolescqnts

Cogniyive Appraisal Scales

Group Upsetness® Respopsibilityb’ CprngC

o M sD M sb M SD
Institutionalized (MYC)

Female 30  135.34  26.32  127.30  26.06  134.62  26.49
‘Male 30 i19.3Q 26;10 122.37 29.42 126.19 26.72
Total 60 127.32 ‘27:22 124.84  27.67 130.41 26.72

Noninstitutiornalized (McMan) N
Female 17  143.58  27.28  132.80  37.50  134.62 J0:58
Male 25 126.04 26.32 125;23 19.88 133.11 24.55
Total 42 133.50 27.81 - 128.37 28.35 133.75 26.91

Regular Classroom

Female 57 161.99 21.29 - - ' 154.05 20.18
Male 39 152.88 29.84" - - 155.14  24.56
Total 96  158.25  25.41 - - 154.51  22.00

8Based on the 44 ALCES items the three groups had in commom. PBased
on the 43 ALCES items on which the two groups were assessed. CBased

on the 44 ALCES 1tems‘the three groups had in common.
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to oneself and to oghers. The subject responds to the questioms by - .
n;uielecting yes or no. Scores are obtained by counting the total number
{tems anawered in an externally controlled direction. Although some
evidence exists for the multidimensionality of the CNS-IE (e.g., Kendall,
Finch, Little, Chirico & Oilendick, 1978), scores were obtained for one
dimension only. This procedure was chosen since the CNS-IE was selected to
provide a measure of generalized locus of congrol--the cognitive appraisals
provide more specific indicators. Also, ther:‘!s evidence of the internal
consistency of scale used as a single dimension; item-total correlations
are positive for all items and corrected split-half reliability exceeds
.70 for juniér high students (Nowicki and Strickland, 1973).

Evidence éxists for the construct val!ﬁity of the CNS-IE both
relative to measures of other similar personality constructs and to

variables such as achievement (Gilmor, 1978). Gilmor (1978) also argues

for the "predictive and criterion-related validity of the measures of

-
L

generalized locus of control expectancies” (ﬁ. 20); this incluées the
oNs-1E. \

Siﬁce the CNS-IE was used as a comparative measure for the vafious
deviance groups, scores were not standardized or norm-derived. Raw
scores were used. Table 13 provides the means and standard deviations
for the 3 groups on the CNS-IE. Comparing the means and standard
deviations given in Table 13 with those provided in Appendix A from
pre§ious studies, ;he means for the nondeviant groups are similar, while
the standard deviations for the nondevi;nt group (Reguiar Classroom) in
Lthe present study are larger. As for the deviant groups, the females in

L]
the present study tend to have higher means than those presented in

-



P
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Table 13
Means and Standard Deviations for Three Groups of Adolescents on the

Nowicki-Strickland Internal External Scale (CNS-IE)

Group CNS-1E

Institutionalized (MYC) n M SD
| Female 30 18.40 y 5.57
Male 30 14.93 4.62
Total 60 16.67 | 5.37
Noninstitutionalized (McMan)
| Female 17 17.18 6.94
‘Male 25 16.52 6.21
Total 42 16.79 . 6.40
Regular Classroom
Female 57 13.05 T 5.42
Male | 39 13.13 5.26
Total 96 - 13.08 5.31

Grand Total 198 14.95 5.83
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Appendix A, while the male scores are slightly iover. Also, the‘ltahdard
deviations for the deviant groups in the present study tend to be larger
than those provided if Appendix A. Generally, the results from the
* present r;search do not differ greatly from those reported id‘Appéndix A,
suggesting that the CNS-IE can Eé used effectively for the samples in
this study.
g
Procedure ' '8
Three grOups were assesssﬂ:-Institutiogalized deviants/(MYC),

Noninstitutionalized deviants (McMan), and Nonde;iants (Regular Classroom).
The tests were‘administered in two sections. Section-I consisted of‘Fhe
Personal Opinion Study (POS) and Children's Nowicki-Strickland Internal
External scale (CNS—IE); The second section consisted of thg Modified
Adolescent Life Change Event Scale (MALCES), which includes the 3
Cognitive Appraisal Scales. Each section éook approximately 35 minutes
to complete aﬁd subjects were given a 10-15 minute break between
sections. Subjects were given a céée number so that it was not\necessary
for them to provide.their names, ana théy were asked to state their age,
gender, g;ade, and the occupations of their péredtg or guardians $n a
)co§er‘sheet'to the instruments. Instructions and sample questions were
read aloud for each scale in the testing battéfy. 'Subjects were
requested to ésk any further questions they might have as they completed
the instruments, and the researcher was available to thé>subjects for any
questions or concerns following'completiﬁn of the test battery.
Participation of all subjects was voluntafy; for tgé entire study oﬁly 3

refused.

Testing of the MYC group took place at the institution in the
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cottages where the residents reside and attend school. The school
classroom was usedfor the testing. Most of the subjects vere tested in
small groups (5-6)!by the researcher. This provided the opportunity for
{ndividual attention if subjects had difficulty with any of the test
{tems and also provided for close monitoring of the procedure. Some
subjects at MYC completed the tests indiyidua&ly under the supervision of
a‘cottagé counsellor. The counsellors (as a group) had been given an
hour and a Salf training session which included administration procedures
as well as information on completing the Behavior Problem Checklists
(BPC) and the Case History Scale (CHS). Thé two counsellors who were
most acquainted with the resident independently completed a BPC. It was
also required that the subject had resided at MYC for a minimum of 2
weeks. The CHS was completed by one of the two counsellors who had
completed the BPC. Counsellors also provided background information
which included: delinquenéy information, school information, assessment

.information, and occupations of pafents or guardian;a ‘refer to Appendix D
for a copy of the form). Testing at ﬁYC took place over a fairly long
period of time (September 1983 - March 1984) due to factors such as: the
low ratio of female to male residents, selection of primarily Caucasian
residents, a length of stay less than two weeks, and repeat offénde;s.

Testing of the McMan group took place at the centres where the youth
usually met for group sessions with their respective youth workers. The
subjects were tested in groups which varied in size from 5 to 10 subjects,
by the researcher. As with the MYC counsellors, the group of youth workers
at McMan were given an hour-long training session which provided

information on completing the BPC and CHS. Two BPC ratings and 1 CHS
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3

rating vere completed‘for each‘subject. The youth workers vere asked to"
provide background information on each subject which included' reason
for ngferral legal status, delinquency information, school informationf
assessment }nformation, occupations of parents or guardians (refer to

Appendix D for a cOpy of the form) Testing ‘took place during February

and March of 1983. b |

' Subjects in the Regular;zlassroom group were tested by the researcher

‘during their regular classroom periods in June, 1983. Classroom siaes %{‘
).

avaried from.15 to 25 students.; The teachers’ were individually provide_f

'ﬁith<information'on completing‘the BPC. Only 1 BPC was completed and the
CHS‘vas not completed. As‘nentionednpreviously, some-controversial itens
wereiremdvedlfrom“the Modified ALCES and‘the BPC for,this-group, Also,
"fdue to time constraints, thisigroup didnot\complete~the,Resp::sibility'
~ Scale in the Cognitive Appraisals section of the MALCES.

| 3 Analysis

| Hypothesis 1 specified differences between deviants and nondeviants
ion‘a number‘of variables. a1though gender and the interaction of gender
” iand deviance were not part of the hypothesis, they were: included in the
éfanalysis, gender was treated as a factor. Age and SES were treated as’
cov:riates in the multivariate analysis. Further, the three categories
- for the deviance factor.vere: Institutionalized deviants (MYC),
Noninstitutionalized,deviants‘(hcuan) and Nondeviants (Regular

A
Classroom).

Thenhypotheses of effect due<t0'deviancesvas tested,‘using
multivarite analysis of variance, for any‘differences among -the three

categories.'“Where significance vaspachieved,~post hoc analyses were
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conducted ‘one of which specified a comparison of the two deviant
categories with nondeviants:

" Five variables were testedfin the analysis:
(a) number of life change.eventsA” | |

'(i),. recent (within the past year) S
' (i1) past (more than a year ago) "‘ o o

(B), cognitive appraisals of,life change events’
(1)  level of'upsetness o - o ;;
(i1) 1level of ‘coping ability

(c) 1locus of-control
“ To maintainvthe‘overall'level‘of‘significance at,.OS‘for‘tne hypothesis;

a multivariate analysis was. conducted first and if significant, followed

~

:by univariate F—tests for the five variables (set at pﬂ -01). | |
| Hypothesis 2 specified differences between types of deviants on six
variables (the five previously outlined and an additional cognitive U

-‘appraisal variable-—level of personal responsibflity«‘ The categories fordf;
the types of deviants included Conduct Problem (CP), Personality

Problem (PP)s’ There were too few subjects/in the Socialized Delinquency

/

(SD) and Inadequacy-Immaturity (11) categéries for them to be tested (see‘

“.‘

Table 10).
The hypothesis of effect due to personality type was . tested ueing

'multivariate analysis of variance, for any ddfferences between the two
‘.categories. ‘

7 Six'variables were tested. Multivariate analysis was conducted and

-

if significant followed by univariate F-tests for the varkables (set at

p_< 01).
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AHypothesis 3 tested the differences among the personality typee of

——— . | . . \

deviants and nondeviants. - If significance was achieved post ‘hoc
analyses werecconducted, two of which were comparisons of Conduct ?iohlem
and Nondeviante, and Personality Problem and Nondeviants.

Pive of the six variables klevel of personai reSponsibility was not
completed for the nondeviant group) and the ‘same analyses as for
HYpotheses 1 and 2 were used. ‘ ‘ k L “Q;

Hypotheses 4 predicted positive corrélations hetween number of life
change events (past and recent) and locus of control. Significant

relationships were also predicted between the cognitive appraisal scales

“ .

‘and. locus of controi. These relationshipd v re tested using Pearson

N .
product moment correlations.



CHAPTER 1V
ANALYSISVAND,RESULTS
‘The results gfe presented in five sections} the first féﬁ}‘sections
cbid¢ide‘w1th.the four atated'hypotﬁéées.' Thg fifth section rebbrts_
additional descriptive iﬁformation obtained from the Modifiéd ALCEé*‘

(MALCES) scale.

4

It sﬁbuld be noted that in the multivariate analysis, # number of
cases were lost due to insufficient data on some of the‘scales. Thfee
male subjects were lost from the Noninstitutionalized (McMan) group,
making the fotdl number of subjects for that group 39 rather than 42.

The R;gular Classroom group‘was reduced by thre;vfemale caées,‘making the‘

" total nuﬁbe;.93 ratﬁef thaﬁ 96. As well, thr;e male subjects were
deieted:from the Co?duct Problem group (CP) of the Personality categories;
ﬁhe:total‘for that groﬁp is ?3, not 26.

Hypothesis 1
Bypothesig'l stafed that deviant adoleééents in both the MYC
j(Institutionalized)"and McMan (Noninatitutionalized) groups would differ
from nondeviant'adolescents (Regular Claséroom) on the three categorieé

of dependent measures/ffz;e measures in all). That is, deviant

adolescents would have a greater mean number of lifeféhénge events, wQuid

appraise these evente differently, and would be more external on the

locus éf control scale.

To test Hypqstheais one, multivariate analysis was used, followed by
¥ univariate analysis. The multivariate analysis providgs an indication of _

the effect of deviance/nondeviance on all the dependent variables

together, whe:eéa the univariate analyses indicate the significance on

98
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each of the five variables. :

. Homogeneity Tests

One of the assumptions of the multivariate analysia of variance is
homoéeneity'of.variance%covariance across the six groups in theianalysis
(deviant institutionalized, deviant noninstitutionalized, nondeviant;
fénale, nale).. The variables considered for the multivariate analysis nf
variance are the dependent varisables: (Life Change Events (within the ’
past year), Life Change Events (more than a year ago), Upsetness Scale,
Coping Scale Locus’ of Control), and the covariates, Age and SES. This
was tested using Box's M test, a multivariate analog of Bartlett 8 test
(Bock, 1975 Winer, 1971): M = 197 70 F (140, 18389) = 1. 220 p = -040.

' The effect of lack of homogeneity of variance:is unknown, but_may
confonﬂd'the multivariate tests of significance,aparticularly in the case
'oflnnequal stﬁ(Beneau,.IQQZ; Myers, l972). Although tne hpmegeneity of
variance 1is not a'stringent_assumption, to guard against the possibility
of increased Tyne E}ezror,'the nqre conser;ative lenel'of.z < .01 has

—

been nsed.

Inclusion of Covariates Age and SES

Within the groups there is overall multinariate slgnificance of the
covariates on the dependenitneasuresﬁ ‘Baaed on'Wilks' lambda (Rao,
1973), the following‘resulta were obtained: approximate F (10, 306) =
2,475, p = .007. Further analysis indicates that the’significance of the
covariates"relationship is due to the relationship of Age with two of
'the variables: Life Change Events (more than a year ago) and Locus of
Control (see Table 14). °

Due to the fact that only the ‘AGE"'eovariate appeared to be having
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Table 14

Significance of Covariates to the Dependent Measures for Hypothesis I

Dependent sures .. Covariates Significance of Within

Cell Regression

t B
Life Change Events Age - 231 .817
(withinﬁgest'year) o SES . «612 .541
Life Change Events Age | 2.325 | .021%
I _ : . v .
(more th%n a year ago) SES - =.841 «402
Upsetness Scale Age' | ‘ -.483 , .630
' SES g ~-u707 .481
Coping Scale -  Age 1.813 | - W072
SES -672 . .503
cus of Control . Age ~2.573 . .ol

.SES =798 426

*p < .0S5.
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an effect, and because of missing SES information and therefore loss of
, oertain cases (refer to Table 5), only Age was treated as a covariate in

. subsequent analyses. A , .

Multivariate Tests
Based on the nuitivarioﬁe analysis. of variance, the effect of

Deviance; Gender, and their interaction were teoied; Table 15 presents
the results. The ﬁoltivariofe tests are based on approximate F |
statistics generoted'ftom the variance-covariance matrices associated
: with each of thé speoifieo effects with Age as a,co;ariate (Rulon &
Brooks, 1968). | V ) &

~;For unbalonced designs (with disproportionate cell frequencies), the ;
order by which effects are entered into the model affects their sum of !
squares (Ruloo & Brooks, 1968). Since the effect due to devianoe was of
priggry interest it was enteteo firot; however,.as a check against.
apurioos significonce it was also'aﬁalysed by entering;it last, or after
the effects duovto géndér and to the interaction of Deviance‘and GenQer.
The mﬁltivariateotoollthvas highly significant for deviance irrespedti&é
of the order, thus confifming the effect due to this variable. -
'Furthor@ore, the interoction of Deviance and Gender did not achieve
oignificance:regardless whether it was entéred first, second, or third ; L
in the analysis. | | ’

As shown in Table 15, there was no effect for thé'iotersction of‘ "

Deviance wiﬁh Gender. :There was an‘effect, however for Gender and for
Deviance. Thus, there were oifferences between females‘and males, and
among the.deviance cafegories on the dependent variables. Since Gender

was entered only as a control factor, rather than as a variable of
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Table 15 v
Multivariate ANCOVA Results for Hypothesis I in the Order that the

Effects Were Entered®

-
e - .
Source of Variance Wilks' df Approximate F Ratio pb
Effects Error
1. Deviance | 46426 10 362 16.929 . .000%
2. Gender (Females-Mal?s)..90255 -5 181 - 3.909 : .002**

3. Deviance x Gender +93398 10 362 - 1.255 . «253

aAge was entered as a covariate. DPDue to the lack of homogeneity of
vaf®ance, significance was set at the .0l level.

% p < L0l. **p < .001.
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particular 1nterest; further discussion is primarily limited to specifying

.differences for the Deviance categories.

Having demonstrated a significant mulﬁivariate effect, 1t is
permisqiblé'to proceed to locate the effect more precisely. In order to
determine thch depéndent variablea were signifiéaﬁtly affected,

univariate Eftesib vere performed. In order to determine where the

<

‘effect lay in relation to particular groups, a series of post-hoc

'comparisons was conducted to test specific predicfibns,stated in the

A

hiypotheses: that is, the two deviant groups were combined and compared

to the nondeviant group.

Univariate F-tests to Locate the Significant Dependent Measures
Univariate F-tests were conducted on each of the five dependent
. %
measures for the two main effects, Gender and Deviance. The ANCOVA

results for the univariate Efteats.with Age as covariate are presented in

L4

Tables 16, 17, aud 18. The significance level was set at’ .0Ol.

Differences for the Gender factorlare evident only on the Upsetness
scale of the Cogﬁiti;g Apﬁrais#ls. This means there was a main-effects
significant difference between females and males in evaluating how
upsetting the life change events were for them. vSince Age was a -
significant covariates the actual test of difference between females. and
males én the Upsetting Scale was based on the means adjusted for the
covariate: femalfs' ad justed mean was 150.78 and males' adjusted mean
was 135.40 (see Table 19). Females in all three deviance groups have
higher means, therefore finding the 1life change events more upsetting.
These results concur with those presentedvby Mendez et. al (1980).

No other dependent measures reached significance at the .0l level

e N
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Table 16
Univariate ANCOVA Results for Life Change ﬁvents (Within Past Year and

More Than a Year Ago)@

Source .
of Variance " Within Past Year
Univariate é:igﬂkﬂ Univariate
1FH e
‘ us  afb F M oad or o
’ ”
Deviance  1329.10 2  56.93 .000%* 1123.24 2 29.28 .000%
Gender 9.91 1 0.42 .516 32,49 1 0.85 .359 *
Deviance  114.86 2  4.92 .008% 13325 2 0.87 .422
x Gender ‘

8Age was entered as a covariate. bﬁi for error term = 185.

* p < .01 #%p < .001.
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Table 17

Univariate ANCOVA Results for Cognitive Appraisals (Upsetness and Coping)®8

Source Cognitive Appraisals

of Variance

Upsetness Coping
¥ af® P p ws  df® F o p
Deviance 16264.90 2 24.13 .000%* 12880.26 2 21.24 .000%*
Gender 7804.85 1 11.58 .001l** 190.365 1 0.31 .576
Deviance 276.84 2 0.41 .664 488.24 2 0.81 .449
x Gender - N

8Age was entered as a covariate. §g£ for error term = 185.

* p < .01 #**p < .001.
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Univariate ANCOVA Results for Locus of Control

106

Sdurce of Variance

- Deviance
Gender

Deviance x Gender

Locus of Control

Univariate
M af E )4
414.81 2 14.01 .000*
90.72 gt 3.06 .082
46.20 2 1.56 212

8jpge was entered as

*p < .001.

a covariate. ?gg for error term = 185.
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Table 19
Means on the Dependent Variables Adjusiéd for the Age Covariate:
Post-Hoc Tests for Hypothesis I

’ Deviance Categories
Gender Institutionalized Noninstitutionalized " Regular Total -

Classroom

*

. Life" Change Evehts (within past year)
Female 19.43 . . 14.53 ‘ 9.70 13.36

‘Male r 16.39 "17.77 9.40 13.73

Totals 17.91 | 16.36 . 9.57 13.54
Life Change Events (moré than a year ago)

Female '19.23 18.37 . 11.69 14.78
Male 18.50 26.90 12.84 16.65

_ Totals . 18.86 e \\}g.eo' 12.17 15.67

Upsetness Scale
Female 136.06 143.33 161.30 150.78
Male ° - 120.05 126.90 152.00  135.40
Totals . 128.06 134.06 157.40  143.49
; ' Coping Scale - ' :

Female .  133.55 135.01 154.05 - 144.76
Male 125.06  133.10 155.14 139.87
Totalg 129.31 134.44 155.36 142.97
\ ' | ' Locus of 'Gontrol

Female " 18.96 16.97 12.97 15.42
Male 15.53 16.73 12.45 14.50
Totals 17.24 16.84 12.75 - 14.98

" Number of Cases (n) for each Cell® on the Dependent Variables

Female 30 17 54 101
Male 30 22 y -39 .91
Total 60 39 - 93 ‘192

aThe_number of cases per cell remained the same for each of the

dependent variables.
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for the Gender factor (refer to Tables 16, 17, and 18). However, an
interaction of Deviance and Gender d%d occur for the Life Change Events
(within ;he past year) despite there\being no s!gnifﬁ:ant multivariate
interactions. From the means presented in Table 19 it is apparent that
femaléa in the 1nstftutionalized setting have more Life Change Events
(within past year) than do nalel%/but the reverse is true for the
Noninstitutionalized group--and essentially no gender difference occurred
for the Regular‘CIassrooﬁKGroup. >

The dep;ndent variables significant for the Univariate F-tests for )
the Deviance factor Qt the .01 level are: Life Change Events (within the
past Qear), Life Change Events (more than a year ago), Upsetness Scale,
Coping Scale and Locus of Control. That is, there were significant
differences for the three deviance categories (Institutionalized,
Noninstitutionalized, and Regular Classroom) on all five dependent
measures.

Post-Hoc Comparisons

A series of post-hoc comparisons weré conducted to determine among
/between which of the three groups (Institutionalized, Noninstitutionalized,
Regular Classroom) the effects were occurring on the dependent variables.
Age was treated as a covariate for all slgnificance tests.

Initially, a comparison of the two deviant groups (Institutionalized
and Noninstitutionalized5 was conducted using multivariate analysis of
covariance. There was a significant difference between the two groups:

F (5,181) = 3;35, P = -006. The multivariate analysis was followed by
univariate Efteéts on each of the dependent measures to determine which

variables differed significantly. As shown in Table 20 only the variable
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Tabie 20‘”

Univatiate ANCOVA Results fot Hypotheais 1 Comparing Tvo Groups of

?
,Deviant Adcleacents -on. Five Dependent Variablesa

\

Variable: o o Univariate F-Tests -
. ~ agb
N | M (235 ¥ N -
 Life Change Events - : 225.94 . 1 ©9.67  .002% -

* (within past year) “oo o e . sy
Life Change Events ~ 7.42 - 1 . - 0.19  .660 °

(more than a year ago) : k ' : : ‘
Ubsetﬁgss’Sgale ‘ - 3074.95 1 4.5  .034
Coping Scalé - o 2338.57 . 1 3.86 .05

Locus o Control o o 39.39 1 1.33  .250

aWith Age as a covariate. ~§£§ for error term = 185.

*B < 0010
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Life Change Events (within the past year) differed significantly at the
, set level of .01:%22he means as shown previously in Table 18 indicated
that the adolescents in the Institutionalized setting (HYC) have
experienced a greater number %f }ife change events in the past year.
Each of the two deviant groups was then compared to the/Regular

./

Classroom group. Comparing the Institutionalized group with the Regular
Claa;room group the results were as follows° multivatiate E_(S,l&l)_-'
21.2@, p= ,000. This was followed‘by univariate F-tests on each
dependent variable. ..s shown in Table 21 all five dependent variables
’Hwere significant at the .000\1eve1- Similarly, a comparison of the'
'institutionalized grogp with the Regular Classroom grOup gave the
following multivariate analysis results: F (5 181) = 21. 87 » P = .000.
~Univariate F~-tests on the dependent variables showed all variables ’
significant at the .000 level (see’ Table 22) Thus!ioth deviantvgroups
.differed significantly_on all five dependent measures from the nondeviant
group. -The’direction of the means as ahown‘previously in Tables 11, 12
&and 13, are consistent with the predictions as stated. in Bypothesis I.
Means adjusted for the covariate Age are reported in Table 19 the

direction of the difference is the same asg for the unadjusted means. .

Since both deviant groups differ significantly from the nondeviant

.~ groups: ‘these two groupa can be combined and compared against the

Vnondeviant group. This results in similar sizes of groups (MYC and
McMan, n= 99 Regular Classroom, n= 93) and confirms the previous
analysis. The multivariate analysia results vith ‘age as a covariate are‘

as follows.n F (5,181) = 36.48,.2 = .000. Univariate F-tests again

reveal that all 5 dependent variables were significant at the .000 level
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Table 21
Univariate ANCOVA Results Comparing‘Ihstitutionalized Adolescents (MYC)
.and Regular Classroom Adolescents on Five Dependent Variables®

RS

k1

-

Variable . Univariate F-Tests

Ms” ' ﬂfp, F P
Life Change Events - 1491.28 1. 63.83  .000%
.. {within past year) ‘
Life Change Events - 1 732.96 1 19.11 .000%
(more than a year ago) C - :
. Upsetness Scale 18777.80 1 . 27.86  :000%
Coping Scale 14705.67 1 24.25  .000%
Locus of Control A 402.12 1 13.58  .000%

8With Age as a*covariate. §g£ for error term = 185.

;E'<.'01'
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Table 22

Univariate ANCOVA Results Comparing Noninstitutionalized Adolescents

(McMan) and Regular Classroom Adoleséentp on Five Dependent Variables?

T .

Variable | ' Univariate szésts
Ms ab F
Life Change Events 1255.28 1 53.73  .000*
(within past year) o ‘
Life Change Events 1581.47 1 41.23  .000*
(more than a year {@o) ‘
'Upsetness Scale o 14806.81 1 - 21.96 ' .000%
Coping Scale : 11891.43 - 1 19.61  .000*
Locus of Control O asess 1 15.35 .000%

a8With- Age as a covariate. ng for error term = 185.

*p < .01. ‘ ,
E - \
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(geé Table 23 for results).

In,revieﬁidg the overﬁll significance of the pfeceding results, it
is apparent that adolescents who have displayed a variety of behavioral
and adjustment problems.(Institutionaliz?d and Néuins;itutionslized
Adoleﬁcents)vdiffer in a number bf ways from adolescents not so identified
(Regular Classroom). 'Uhile‘fhoae in an instituti&nalized setting have
reported a greater number oé recent life change events than those in a
honinstifutionalized‘setting, both of these groups report significantly
greater number of life change events (both within the past year and over
their lifetime) than the regular classroom group. That is, adolescents
+identified for behavioral problems report having to deal with a greater
number of life changes and hence theiz éppiné resoufce;Jhave been taxed

to a greater extent resulting in a greater degree of ljfe stress.

-
a .

Second, the devianﬁ youth groups report that they find the life
changes. less upsetting than do the nbndeviant-yoq;h. Mendez et. al
(1980) reported similar iesults; youth who had egperienced tﬁe life

.change; events found them less upsétting thgn youth Qho.had not
experienced the events. Since the deviant youth héve,actuaily
éxperienced more changes their responses are based more on pérsbnal
experience than on projections of "how upset they think they would be"”,
 as would_be the case for the nondeviant youth. A reasonable‘hypoiheéis.
is that the deviant.youtﬁ-are more desensitized to these evehts due to
their experienses while the nondeviant youth maintain an anticipatory
fear or anxiety about stressful life events.

Deviant adolescents also report that they think they would cope with

or deal with life change events (relative to others their age) better
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Table 23
Univariate ANCOVA Results Comparing Deviant Adolescents (Institutionalized)

and Noninstitutionalized) and Nondeviant Adolescents (Regular Classroom)

on Five Dependent Variables8

‘Variable C Univariate éfTests
s > FE . p
Life Change Events 2509.01 1 107.39 ".000% - |
(with}n past year) . - '
Life Change Events : 2246.47 1 " 58.57  .000%
(more than a year ago) : o
Upsetness Scale S 30422.68 1 45.13 .000%
Coping Scale ' 24172.87 1 39.86 .000%

'~ Locus of Control - ) '807.37 1 . 27.27 .000*

F

8With Age as a covariate. Pgi for error term = 185.

*E < 001'
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‘than do the nondeviant adolescents. Again, the deviant adolescents have

. in fact experienced and survived more changes tharn the nondeviant youth.

In spite of reporting less anxiety (less upset by events) and a
greater gense of coping ability (ability to deal with events compared to
similar aged youth), these deviant youth are more external on the locus

of control measure than.the nondeviant adolescents. That is, although

. ’ ' ’
these youth perceive themselvgs to cope bettér than their nondeviant

counter-parts, they do not feel more personally (internally) in control
of what happens to theﬁ. They‘perceivelconsequences to be more
independent of their own behavior and that forces outside their control

are in charge rather than themselves. In contrast, nondeviant youth

. perceive more personal control over what happens to them. It doulqvbe

hypothesized that there is a moreratalisﬁic atﬁitudé on the pért of
deviant youth perhaﬁs due to the many changes they have experienced or
conversely perhaps the attitude helped bring on some of ﬁhe changes. The
teé:its as presented are ponsistent'with the predictiqns of Hypothesis I.
Hypothesis II1 ' N

Hypothesis 11 was a test of the effects of the personality. _
categories (CP, PP), gender, and their inﬁgraction on slx dependent
vafiables: Life Change Events (witﬁin the past Yeaf), Life Change
Events (more than a year agb), Upsetness Scale, Reéﬁonsibilitf Scalé,
Coping Scale, ahd Locus of Controi._ As in Hypofhesis I, multivariate

analysis followed by univariaté F-tests were used.

Homogeneity Tests
Y As for Hypothesis I, .the homogeneity of Qariance-covariance»fqr the

six dependent measures across the four groups in the aﬁhlysis'

/ . ’ : ' oY :
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(personality categories, gender) ﬁg? %ﬁited. This was tested with the
cova;iates, Age and SES, and without the covariatea since the;covaria;ea

were ﬁot found to be significant and we;e»removed f;om the analysis.:

With the covariates, the ;esult of' Box's M test was as follqws:l/

M = 130.57, F (72, 3126) = 1.18,’p = .139. Without the covariates, the
result.was: M = 58.98, F (42, 4744) = 1.10, p = .298. Since homogeneity

can bé assumed, the level .of significance for the multivariate test Was s
set Qt the .05 level. :

Exclusion of Covariates Age.and SES

Within the groups there was no multivariate signifgfgn?e of thg
covariates on the dependent measures. Based on the Wilks' lambda (Rao,
1973), the following result was obtained: - approiimate F (12, 62)
= 0.880, p = .571. Given this result the govariates were not included in
subsequent analyses. . | S

. Multivariate Tests

Baéed on-the'multivariéte analysis of variance, the effect of
personality types, geﬁder, and their interaction were tested; Table 24
presenfs thglgesults. Due to the fact of unequal éized gfoups the aesign
is dbnorthogon;l_and the order of testing for effects becomes sigﬁificant.
Since the effect due to persd'hlity was of primarylinterest itHwas
entered first into the mpdel. Howéver, even when enfered last into the
ﬁodel, it was significant, indicating ﬁhe strength of the effect of this

7

. variable.’ Gender also produced a significant effect, but the interaction
. _ .
did not.

Univariate F-tests to Locate the Significant Dependegt Measures

Univariate F-tests were conducted on each of the six dependent

measures for the two main effects, Gender and Persdnaiity. Due to the
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Table 24
Multivariate ANOVA Results for Hypothesis II in the Order that the

Effectq were Entered

Source ¢of Variance Wilks df Approximate

Effects Error szatio P
Personality .59401 6 42 4.78 L001%%
Gender (Females-Males) .74350 6 42 2.41 . J043%
Peréonality x Gender  .88536 6 .42 ©0.90 +500
*2 < 0050 **R < 001- . ]

f
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number of variables being tested, the significance level for the F-test -
was set at .0l.

v Differences for the Gender factor are evident on the Locus of
Control variable only at the .0l level (see Table 25). That 13; there 1is
a significant difference between males and females in the degree to which
they feel externally controlled. A éomparison of the means reveals
females more external in their oriengation than males: - respectively, the
means are 21.34 and 16.13. Females who were identifigd in either of the
Personality categories feel in less personal control of consequences and
outcomes than do males.

Differences at thé -0l level for the Personality factor were evident
on three dependent variables, as indicated by univariate F-tests (see
Table 26). The Personality groups differed in the degree to which they
reported Life Change Events to be upsetting (Upsetness Scale), the degree
to which they reported feeling responsible for the events (Responsibility
Scale), and the rating of their coping ability (Coping Scale). The means
of the groups (Table 27) show the‘results to be conaistent with theJ

predictions as stated in Hypothesis II. The Conduct Probleéﬂgzggp///

reported that life change events were less upsetting than the Personality
Problem group.‘ Second, the Conduct Problem group reported feeling less
personally tesponsible for the occurrence of life changes. Finally, the
Conduct Probiem group perceived themselves as being better'able to cope
with 1ife changes thgn the Personality Problem group (the lower the means
the better the stated coping ability). These results are consistent with
thg’perqonality characteristics as previously desdribed (Quayﬁ& Parsons,

1971; Quay & Peterson, 1979). That is, the Personality Problem group is

E v



Tab;e 25

119

Univariate ANOVA Results for Hypothesis II Comparing Males and Females dn

Six Dependent Measures

Variable Univariate F-Tests
us afe 4 2
Life Change Events : 10.10 1 0.29 | «593
(within past year)
Life Change Events 2.26 1 0.04  .845
(more than a year ago)
Upsetness Scale 3654.82 1 5.06 .029
Responsibility Scale 695.10 1( 0.93  .340
Coping Scale 410.21 1 0.71 404
Locus of Control;;’?‘ 318.10 1 §.38 .004*

92{ for error term = 47.

N *B < .01.
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Table 26
Univariate ANOVA Results for Hypothesis II Comparing Conduct Problem (CP )

Cy and Personality Problem (PP) Adolescents on Six Dependent Variables

Vgriable 1/ Univariate Effests

‘ W aff F R

Life Change Events 58.32 1 1.722 .196
(within past year)

Life Change Events 37.92 1 2.459 124
(more than a year ago) ' ’
Upsetness Scale 8279.24 1 11.467 «001*
Responsibility Sgalé ; 10040.70 1 13.398 .001*
Coping Scale ©7171.56 1 12.401  .001%
Locus of Control 16.23 1 . 0.477 <493

e

?gg for error term = 47.

*R < 001-
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Table 27
* Means and Standard Deviations for Conduct Problem (CP) and Personality

Problem (PP) Adolescents on Six Dependent Variables

Personality
Dependent Variables Categoryd Gender Mean SD
»
Life Change Events CcP Female 18.50 6.09
(within past year) ‘ Male 19.47 6.69
PP - Female 17.53 5.46
Male 15.30 6.21
A .
Life Change Events cp| Female 21.17  8.16
(more than a year ago) Male 17.71  10.25
PP Female 20.07 3.81
. Male 23.00 6.61
Upsetness Scale . Cp Female 147.30 27.32
. Male 123.88 29.28
PP Female 162.28 25.86
Male - 147.88  24.37
Responsibility Scale (o) Female 119.04 17.98
) Male 111.03 30.33
PP Female 144.99 32.08
Male 137.24 ° 19.31
Coping Scale CP - Female 136.83 33.81
Male 132.89 25.90
PP Female 161.14 21.12
Male 153.83 19.34
_Locus of Control CP ‘ Female 20.50  6.66
Male 16.65 6.42
PP Female 21.67 4.59
Male . 15046 5092

8The n for the CP groups was 23 (6 females, 17 males); the n for the

PP group was 28 (15 females, 13 males).
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representative of individuals who are more neurotic or anxious, while the
Conduct Problem group represents individuals whose personal needs
overtake the needs of others and who appear to be lacking in feeling and
social awareness.

Contrary to the predictions as stated in Hypothesis II1, the Condudt
Problem gfoup did not have a greater number of life change events in the”
past (Life Change Events more than a year ago), nor did the Personality
Problem group have a greater number of life change events within the past
year (Life Change Events within.the past year). Also cbntrary to the
prediction, Conduct Problem adolescents were not more external on the
Locus of Control measure than Personality Problem adolescents. Thus, it
would appear that although life circumstances, as measured by number of
life change events, do not distinguish the groupié‘perceptions (Cognitive
Appraisals) of life change events do distinguish them. The present
evidence 1s supportive of thg contention that is not the events
themselves that are of prime jimportance, but rather the perceﬁtions of
and attitudes towards the events which must be.considered when evaluating
the impact of life change events (cf., Lazarus, 1977; Weiner, 1980).

<

Further support for this view 18 provided from the results of a
A}

Chi-square analysis which tested which life change events were ’
differently endorsed by the two persohality groups. Only one of the 50
Life Change event items was significant, and this was at the .05 levelf
proportionally more of the CP youth reported "Quitting School”™ within the

past year than PP youth. Therefore neither number nor type of event

distinguished the two groups.



123

N

\ ,
"wCorrelations of T-scores of Personality Categoridb

’Hith the Dependent Measures

The composite T-scores (based on combining the three measures BPC,
POS, and CHS as described in Chapter 3) of each of the Personality
categories (CP, PP 11, and SD) for the total deviant sample of 102
subjects (MYC and McMan subjects) were correlated with each of the six
dependent variables (see Table 28) ‘ | ‘ v |
| ' As shown in Table 28 Life Change Events (within the past year) is
' significantlyscorrelated'with the CP (Conduct Problem) and SD (Socfamized ‘
‘DelinQuency) personality scores} Unlike what was predicted PP’ Qiid

(Personality Problem) was not positively correlated to Life Change Events
‘(within the past year) Also somewhat contrary to prediction was the
1re1ationship of CP to the Life Change Events scale, CP was significantly
related ‘to thé recent life change events (within the past year), but not
to past number'of life change events:(more than a year ago).

Consistent. with predictions are the significant negative
h'correlations‘between the CP score and each of the Cognitive Appraisal
fScales (Upsetness, Responsibility, and Coping) As for ‘the PP, score,
~a1though the correlations are not significant, ‘they are in the direction
;predicted. Both the CP and PP scores are. significantly related to the

.
locus of control variable.

Of ancilliary interest is the relationshipjof the IT (Inadequacy—“‘
1lmmaturity) score to a number of variables. The score on this category
is negatively correlated with each of the Cognifive Appraisal scales.h
fAlso, the SD score is negatively correlated with the Coping Scale of the

v

Cognitive Appraisals.

o



T 124
: A , - o 8 '
Table 28 - : B o o N
'Correlatioﬁq of Composite T-scores for Four Personality Categories with
. . i t | . ‘
.. the Six Depéndent Variables?

Dependent Variables | o .APe:;dh;iitf Categories
| B I T s
Life Change Events - . 7% —02 -.15 284
(within past year) °
Life Change Events B R SETRY
(more than a yea;'ago) ’ | | _ . .
‘ubgetﬁeés Scale . - 4,56** | .02 —.26%%  ~,14°
Responsibility Scale C=.33%% 04 ;, -;22*.. - .04
Coping Scalé o —.39%% 07 L.32kk —Logek
Locpé of Control . «19% l} C T G38%k -.06 .01

©
f

aThe total n for each depenaent variable was 102.

*p < .05 *4p < .OL..
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*

Hypothesis 111 compared nondeviant adolescents (Regular Classroom

L . ry

mgroup) with deviant adplescents as diatinguished by the personality .

’ categories. Since there were insufficient numhers in the ;I and SD .
categories, only the CP and PP categories were used. That is, the
Regular Classroom (RC), Conduct Problem (cp)- and Personality Puoblem (kP)
groups were cqpparedudn five dependent measures. ; Multivariate analysis .,
of variance followed by univariatevF-tests and post—hoc“comparisons vere

used to test the relationships.‘

{Homogeneity Tests ’ ) g ':?7 ’ S 4'1: B N

The homogeneity of variance—covariance across the six groups . in the
analysis (personality categories, gender) was tested. The dependent
‘variables tested in the multivsriate analysis of variance included Life,
‘ Chapge Events: (within the past year), Life Change Events (more thanaa .

\i‘/

year ago), Upsetness Scale, Coping Scale, and Locué of Control. These C o

C‘i were initially tested for homogeneity with Age and SES as covariates.;

.

The result using Box 8 E_test was‘aa«follows: M= 164.17,é£ (112’5766)v;
1.17, p = 114 This result shows the groups to be:homogegeousi ’
However, due to'the_fact that the covariates Ageiand SES were not
significant,vthe analysis.wasafe—run without thehcovariates'Age and SES,
. and'th§ homogeneity gg,yarianéirwas again,tested. The results using
Box's M test were: M = 159.‘91, F (75,2856) = 1.63, p = .001. Excluding
the covariates results inknonhomogeneous'groups. ‘As with Hypothesis I,
A\

a more conservative level of .p < .01 was used to guard against increased
s‘:

Type 1 error.

Y
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Exclusion of Covariates (égggand SES) o S

w

Within the groups there was no multivariate significance of the

S

covariates on the dependent measures. Based on,Hilks' lambga test, the

following reault wvas obtained: approximateii‘(iQ, - 1r75, 2_-_.07.:

Given ,this reault and the fact that SES informatio_ s missing on a

number of cases)(aee Tabie'S), the covariates were no luded in-
',~subsequent analyses.

V

Multivariate Tests o
‘ \\i> K The multivariate analysis of variance testing for the effects of

e e

personality types, gender and their interaction is presented in Table 29.
L The effoct due to. personality type was of primary intereat and therefore
S waa entered first into the analysis. prever, even when entered last

Vinto the model it was significant, confirming the strength of the effect

of thia variable.‘_There was no signii ce for the interaction of

Devian“ce wi‘tﬂ‘ Gender, .BO%” for the ma'ir'ect(}ende‘r va't ‘the set minimum
of p < .0L. IR e |

In’ order to determine which spetific dependent variables were

.significantly affected univariate F-tests were performed. Second, to
determine‘where the effect iay in relation to particular groups, a series

of post-hoc comparisons was tested.

Univariate F-tests to Locate the Significant Dependent Measures

Univariate F-tests were conducted on each of the five dependent
measures for the main effect Personality at a significance level of .Ol.
The ANOVA results for the univariate F-tests are presented in Table 30;

all five dependent measures are highly significant.
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Multivariate ANOVA Results for Hypothesis III in the Ordet,thaf the

Effects were Entered

Approximate

Source of Variance | Wilks ££

Effects Error F-Ratio 2?
Deviance - 40899 10 268 15.11 -000%
Gender (Females-Males) .90345 5 134 2.86 .017
Deviance x Gender .87939 10 268 1.78 .064

8ue to the lack of homogeneity of variance, significance was set at a

minimum level of .Ol.

*p < .01.

”
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Table 30
Univariaté ANOVA Results for Hypothesis;III Comparing Three Groups of

Adolescents (Regular Classroom, CP, and PP) on Five Dependent Variables

i

Dependent Vqriable ' Univariate EjTes;s
N | 8 afe F.oop
" Life Change Events ' | 865.16 2 40.43 .000*

(within past year)

Life Chahge Events | ) 891.91 -2 25,28 .000*
(more than a year.ago) o Cow

Upsetness Scale : 13502.17 2 21.76  .000*

Coping Scale 983.26 2 18.81 .000%

Locus of Control “ 433.27 2 14.15  .000*

§g£ for error term = 138

. - _
_ £6< 01
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Post-Hoc Comparisons

]

Q series of post-hoc comparisons‘;as éonducted‘to determine which
of the three groups (Regular Classfoom, CP, and PP) was accounting for
the effects with respect to the depenﬁent variables.

Considering the'Pergonality Froblem (ﬁ%) groﬁp ve:sns the Regularvv
Classroom (RC) group, the multivariate analysis of varlance produced a
significant difference: F (5,134) = 13.92, p = .000. Univariate F-tests
revealed that three of the five dependent variables wefé significant at
the .01 level (Bee Table‘31).
| An examination of the means (refer to Table 32) shows that
adolescents classified in the PP group have experienéed # g;eater numbef
of life change events both in the last year andlin the past than students
in fhe Regular Clgssroom. Further, the PP youth perceive less ﬁersonal

lcontrol over life circumstances, being more gxterhal on the locus of
control méasure. For youth in thé PP classification, number of life
changes 1s associated with perceptions of lack of éontrol.

Afhe PP and Regular Classroom youth do pot differ, however, in theit‘v
appfaisals (level of upaetness; degree of coping ability) of 1life change
mevents.t Despite the fact that their life experiences differ
bignificantly, their perceptions of life experiences QO not.

Considering the Conduct Problem.(CP) gfoqp versus the Regular
Classroom group, the multivariate analysis of vari;nce produced a-
sigﬁificant difference: F (5,134) = 19.66, 2_; ;600."Univariate F-tests
revealed that three of'fhleive dependent‘variables'Qe:e sigﬁificant at
the set minimum of .0l (refer to Tabie 33).

An examination of the means as presented in Table 32, shows thaﬁ,thev

A
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Univariate ANOVA Results for Hypothesis III Comparing Personality Problem

versus Regular Classroom Adolescents on Five Dependent Variables

Dependent Variable

Univariate F-Tests

ae F

MS E R
Life Change Events 798.43 1 37.31 .000*
(within past year) : .
Life Change Events 1557.82 1 45.10 .000%*
(more than a -year ago)
Upsetting Scale '3568.70 1 - 5.9 .016
Coping Scale 1188.40 1 L2.31 .31
1 ©21.99 .000*

Locus of Control

673.00

8df for error term = 138.

_fgy< .0l.
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Univariate ANOVA Results for Hypothesis III Comparing Conduct Problem

versus Regular Classroom Adolescents on Five Dependent Variables

Dependent Variable

Univariate EjTests

] df8 F B
/
. A
Life Change Events 931.89 1 43.54 .000*
(within past year)
Life Change Events 226.01 1 6.54 .012
(more than a year ago)
Upsetting Scale 23345.64 1 37.63 .000%*
Coping Scale 18178.13 1 35.31 .000*
Locus of Control ' 193.54 ‘1 6.32 .013

§g£ for error term = 138.

fR < .01, ’ N
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CP group has experienced significantly more life change events within the
past year than the Regular Classroom group: The CP group also reported
. that the life change events were less upsetting. Finally, the CP group
reported significantly better coping ability vith respect to life changes
than the Regular Classroom group. The two groups did.not differ
significantly on life change events more than a year ago, nor on locus of
coutrol.
| In comparing adolescents who have been designated as antisocial by
bbth soclal inatitutions and a personality classification, witﬁ
adolescents not so identified, anvinteresting pictufe emerges. The CP
youth have eXpefiehcéd more life changes and in a way appear to be
3desensitized to the emotional impact of thede events. This apparent
lack ofxemocional reactivity is consistent with the characterization of
the CP youth és presented iﬁ Chapter 1I. Further, thgse youth, when
compared with youchvwho have nogfevidenced behavioral problems, state
that they cope better with life changes. It might be hypothesized that
due to the fact that these youth have experienced sb"many'life changes,
they perceive themselves as coping quite well (and bettér than their
peers would) given the circumstancée. The non-problem youth on the.oth:?
hand, are for the most part praojecting how they ﬁhink they would cope ahd
find the events more fgarfulwapd threatening. Conversely, it could be ( {f
argued that the CP yQuth have a distorted perception of théir'coping : \i}zt
ability. 'That is, they do‘hot recognize that their present behaviors
would indicate difficulty in coping; ﬁhey do not see any relationship

. between thelr present behaviors and their coping patternms.

It is also clear that there is another group of problem youth (PP)
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who, like the CP youth, have experienced -1gn1fiéant1y more life changes
than thg Regular Classroom (nOufproblem) youth, but whose perceptions of "
these events differ significantly from those of the CP youth. The PP
youth aré more like the Regular Classroom youth in their perception of
thegse 1life changes, but feel more out of control (more‘externll on the
locus of control measure than the Regular Classroom youth).

The personality cﬁaracterizations of the CP and PP youth presented
in this research are consistent with previous studies (eg., Genshaft,
1980; Luegar, k980; Quay 1979) which contrast the more anxious neurotic
style of the PP group with the psychopathic, unresponsive style of the Ccp
group. .

Hypothesis 1V

Hypothesis IV predicted positive.correiations between the Locus of
Control Scale and both Life Change Event scales (within the past year and
more than a year ago). The Locus Af Control Scale was also expected to
be xelated ﬁo the Ubaetnéss and Responsibility scales in a negative
direction, while the relationship with the Coping Scale was. expected to
be in.the positive direction. That 1i&, as externality increases the
levei of upsetness, reépdnsibility and perceived coping decrease. The
.results are presented in Table 34. As indicated previously, the
Responsibility Scale was not administered to the Regular Classroom group.

A; predicted, there is a significantmpositive relﬁtionship between
Locus of Control and Life Change Evénts. Adolescents who have
experienced more life changes also perceive legs personal control over

outcomes (more external on the Locus of Control scale). Second, as

externality increases, the degree to which adolescents report being upset
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by life changes, decreases (Upsetuness Scale). Therefore, one would
expect adolescents who have experienced many life changes to feel that
there is little they can do to a;ter life circumstances and to be
aomeyhat degensitized to the emotional impact of numerous life changes
(eve;ts which are largely negative in nature).

The relatiouship between Loéup of Control and the Responsibility
Scale 18 not signif{cant. It was expected ghat stated responsibility for
the occurrence of life change events would be significantly corrélated
with general feelings of control. That {is, adolésceuta vho feel
externally controlled woula also ;e expected to state less personal
responsibilit; for 1ife changes. The lack of'significahce could be
explained in terms of attributional theory. That is, these may be
adoleséents who afe chargcterizéd by a depressive type of hopelessness as
described by Melges and Bowlby (1969). These are individuals who blame
themselves for what has happened b;t also have given up, feeling that any
persénal action taken will not result in the desired outcome.

The relationship between tﬂe Locus of Control and tﬁe Coping Scale
is not significant. It was expected that externally oriented individuals
would also perceive themselves as coping less well (as compared to their
" peers) with life changes. |

Table 34 presents other significant relatiomships in addition to
those discussed above. The two Li§§!Change Event scales are quite highly

: d
correlated (.64). It would appear:géat wany life change events extend -
over a period of years or are repeated over the years. Similar results
were reported by Newcomb et al. (1981).

Further, it is apparént that number of life change events is
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Correlation Matrix for the Six Dependent Measures
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Measures Life Change Life Chenge
Events Bvents

(vithin (wore than  Upeetting

past year) a year ago) Scalev

Responsiblity Coping

Scale

Scale

Locus of

Control

. Life Change = — Y™ S

Life Change —

Events (more than

a year ago)

UpaetmssScale—v - -

.w

.15

’021**

-.08

370

275k

"oly

—.01

N1

&lith the exception of the Responsibility Scale (which was administered to the MYC and

McMan groups only, n = 101), the correlations are based on the total 198 subjects.

% < .05, *p < .0L.

-3
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significantly aasociated nith less reported emotional impact’ of the
events (Life Change Events and,Upsetness.Scale).
“There is'a significant negative relationship.between nuqber ot
recent life change events (Life Change Eventa--within the past year) and
perceived coping ability (Coping Scale) Unlike what might be expected
youth whO'have egperienced many recent changes perceive themselves.as
coping better than-thoae who have not enperienced as many life changes.
. The relationship betweenypaat‘life changes»(ﬂife Change Events-—more than
. a year'ago) and copingiability (COpingC;cale) is ‘in the same direction as
recent‘life changes and coping ability,‘but;it is not significant.
It is’ also evident that greater emotional impact (as measured by the
1'kUpsetness Scale) is significantly associated with greater felt personal v
”}responsibility (Responsibility Scale) and less felt coping ability
'(Coping Scale). As would be expected there is a significant negative_"
correlation of the Upsetness Scale with the Locus of Control scale. In
general those youth who ar:‘more upset by life changes, also perceive
‘\\ - more personal control‘over their lives (more internal than external on :5
the locus of control measure) Finally, individuals who assuge'more | |
personal responsibility (Responsibility Scale) for life change, also tend
‘to perceive themselves as coping less well with these life changes than

yn

othefs in their age group. ' . . ‘%?b

Life Change»Events

Given that there were differences between deviant and nondeviant

\\ adolescents in number of life’change eveaég (b&%h within the past year"

‘aqd mpre than a year ago), the individual events were analyzed in order

to- determine which specific e#ents distinguished deviant from nondeviant

L
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1 edslesceprs.gm‘

‘Thempercentsge of‘subjects in the two groups, deviant (HYC and HcMen

combined) and gondevisnt (Regular Classroom), endorsing each of the

specific 1life change events vere compared using Chi-squsre analysis -

vy ¥

- (See Table 35). ~The results are presented separately for each of the two

Life Change Event‘Scsles.

For the Life Change Events (within the past year) significant

‘differences were‘obteined at the .05 level on 31 items and at the .01

level on 26 items. . Since thére were 45 items tested for significance

these_results must be interpreted with caution, although it gives some
indication of the kinds of events that shou}d'be researched further. The

26 1tem5'echiev1ng significance at the .0l level are listed‘beloﬁ; for:

.allrbur one item the percentage endorsement was higher in.the deviant

4. Sterripg a new schoolr
5.’ Bassiing‘w;thibrother or sister (higher for nondeviant grdup)
6. Getting4into drugs or“alcohollﬂ
9. Hovinéemo a new home \ 
'10. Failingvone or more ssbjects ineschool o
i2. uBeingAarrested by leice
13.}?Hav1ng‘someose new move in with your family
' 15. Getting sadly hurt or sick’ .
16. Quitting school B
19, Family member having trouble with aleohsl
- 20."010s§C§Tr1friend getting pregnant .

21. Breaking up with close girlfriend or boyfriend
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23.
24.

- 25.

26.

29.
30.
3.
41.

42,

b4,

46.
48.
0497

© 5o,
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Parent or relativ;agetting Very sick
Close frtend dyin;

Trouble with teacher‘ervprincipal
flunking aigrade in school

Starting a nev job

Loaing a job

Wreeking the car

Ran'avay ff%m home

Separated divorced or widowed parent dattng
Thought about suicide o ‘
Family had money problems

Stole aometning.valuable

‘Finding’ont about being adopted

Parent remarrying.

-

A similar analysis of .the Life Change Events (more than a year ago)

scale reveals 30 items significant at the .05 level and 26 at the .01 '

level.
but one

3.

5.

15.

16.

19.

>3
‘Those significant at the .01 level are listed below, again for all

1

1tem the percentage endorsement is higher for the deviant group.

Problem& with dating

o <

Hassling with brother or sister (higher for nondeviant group)

. Getting inte»drugs or alcohol 0y

Failing one or more subjects at school
Being .arrested by police

Getting badly hurt or sick O
| L

‘Quitting school

Family member having troub%gilith alcohol
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20. Close girlfriend getting pregnant
21. Breaking up Qith girlfriend or boyfriend
22.° Parents getting divorced or separated ‘ .
24. Close friend dying*
' 25. Tfou;lg with teacher or principal
267 -Flug%*&g -gfade inAséhool
A0 By
29. | : smf@”’ﬂjob
30. Losing a job
32.'ereckiﬁg the car ®
41. Raﬁ awvay fr@m home
420 2Sépatated, divorced or widowedlparenr dating
43. .Inéréqsed pressure from friends .
44. Thoughttabput‘suicide
467 >Family had money problems |
47; ‘Parents argued 6r,£ought ggntinuaily
Zé. kStole 80meth1#g‘§alﬁable %&5
49. Finding out about being adopted -
50. Paréut remarrying

When each of the two deviant groups are considered separatély

‘agdinst,the Regular Clagsroom group there are a few additional items

which are significant (using Chi—sduare analysis). The Institutionalized

{MYC) group‘ha8~experiencéd significantly more "sibling deéths" than the/

- Regular Classroom group, both within the past year and more than a year

J/ggo. The Ngninstitufioualized (McMan) group has experienced more "deaths:

of a father” than the Regular Classroom group on the scale Life Charnge

Events—=more than a year ago. . ' : .

y



Table 35

141

Differences in Percentages of Deviant (McMan and MYC) and Nonde;iaht

(Regular Classroom) Adolescents who Endorsed the Life Change Event Items?

Endorsed
Life Change Events

Life Change Event (vi&hin the past year)

’ Endorsed

1

Life Change Events

(more than a year ago)

12. Being arrested by police 0 - 69%%

Nondeviant Devianﬁ Nondeviant Deviant
- ‘
(Numbers of adolescents) ' (96) | (102) (96) (102)
1. Hassling with parents 798 " 812 71% 81%
2. Change in @hyéf&al appear-
ance (braces; glasses) 33 32 46 35
’ . }'g . : ) ; .
3. Problems with' dating 33 25 20 39%%
" 4. Starting a new school 31 - 53%% 60 67
5. Hassling with Srother ; ﬁf? ,
or sister ' 84%x 65 s 7%k . 67
6. Getting 1hto‘drugs
“or alcohol 29 T2%% 21 69%*
7. Losing a favorite pet . 35 - 38 61 57
8. Mother gettiﬁg pregnant C— 8 - 41
9. Moving to a new home 17 . 58k 70 67
10. Failing one or more | :
subjects in school 16 T1%% 16 TOx*
11. Death of mother 0- 1 0. 5
S6k%
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Table 35 (continued)

&

En@oréed ' o  -Endorsed %',

Life Change Events Life Change Evgg?;

Life Chﬁnge Event . (within the paét‘year) (more than a year'aéo)
-Nondeviant Deviant Nﬁndevianth Deviant

13. Having someone new move in -
with your family (grand-
parents, adopted brother

or gister, or other) 7% ‘ 252 %* . 192~ 25%
14..farent lbsing.a,qob S 13 28% - 13 T 27%
15. Getting badly hurt or :

sick ‘ 15 T45%% : 39 64x*
16. Quitting school ’ 0 38%% ' o 21%%
17. Brother-or sister dying , Q . 4 o 2 ' 8*

- 18. Brother or sister getting - .
married .1 10 8 15

19. Family member (other than
yourself) having trouble

with alcohol . 10 43%% 17 47%%
20. Close girlfriend getting :
pregnant v 5 . 29%* 1 23%x%
4
"21., Breaking up with close S ‘
girlfriend or boyfriend 39 61%* ‘ 34 . 58%%

22. Parents getting divorced
or separated 5 o 18% 21 62%*

23. Parent or relative in your

family (other than your-

self) getting very sick = 43 62%* ‘ 61 69
24. Close friend dying 9 28%* 15 39%

~25. Trouble with teacher or v : _ .
principal ;9 67 %% - 24 -68**»
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Life Change Event

Endorsed

Q

Life Change Events

. (within the past year)

Deviant

143

Endorsed

Life Chénge Events

(more than a year ago)

25

Nondeviant Nondeviant ‘Deviant
26. Flunking a grade in o . /
school 6% 37Tk 102 47 ** /
' 27. Making new friends 87 89 lg‘88 86 Z
28. Problems with menstral _
periods (for girls only)d ‘—- 39 - 29
. ’ *
29. Starting a job 31 S1k% ;’;% 28 4T%*
30. Losing a job 4 P41 %% 5 39%%
31. Problems with acne 48 33% 28 20
32. Wrecking the car 3 23%* 0 20%*
'33. Getting grounded 44 57 54 72%
34. Not making an extra-
- curricular activity
({.e., athletic, team,
band, etc.) 22 23 " 20 30
35. Death of father 2 2 3 12%
36. Problems with size
(too tall, too short, .
too heavy) ) 43 48 35 47
37. Sister getting pregnant - 14 - 18
38. Brother getting someone
pregnant ' - 8 - -5
39. Death of a relative
(such as grandparent,
cousin, uncle, etc.) L 42% 66

69



Table 35 (continued)
| Endorsed
‘ Life Change Events

Life Change Event (wvithin the past year)

Nondeviant‘ Deviant
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Endorsed

Life Change Events *

(more than a year ago)

Nondeviant Deviant

40. Getting pregnant/
getting someone
pregnant . --2 122

41. Ran away from home 1 YA L

42. Separated, divorced
or widowed parent

dating 13 o 38k
43. Increaseh pressure _ { |
from friends > : 42 Sl
44, Thought about suicide 19 48%k*
. 4
45. Parent/relative in. =
serious aecident 15 19
. ‘~. fﬂ‘». L
46. Family'had money ‘
problems ‘ 16 Slk*
47. Parents argued or v "

" fought continually 7 .33
48. Stole something valuable 3 56%*
49. Finding out about

being adopted 0 11%%
50. Parent remarrying 1 14%%

8 68%*
\ .
15 43%*

19t 49%k

15\ 42%x

21 34

21 52%%
27 62%*
7 50%%
4 17%%
11 29%%

8chi-square analysis was used to test‘fgr significant differences between

: o )
aumber of Deviant and Nondeviant adole

ents endorsing each life change

event. Pltem did not appear inAthé scale for nondeviant (Regular

Classroom) adolescents.

P_ < 005- **2 < .01, ~ _______-;_
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The nondeviant group endorsed one event significantly more than the
deviant groups. For both of the Life Change Events Scales, the
" nondeviant group endorsed "Hassling with brother or sister”™ to a
»

‘: significantly greater degree.

Additional Life Change Events Information

Subjects in all three groups w;re given the opportunity to add
additional Life Change Events to the MALCES (Modified'Adolescent Life
Chang; Event chle). | ,

Items included for the Regular Ciassroom sample.a:e as follows:

1. World going crazief (nuclear arms)

2. Mother quitting job and becoming a worse alcoholic and moving in

with another guy —

3. Dad leavingkme

4. Dad quit job

5. Moving from one country to another

6. Doing bad or'faiiing'in something

7. Bothered by parents. because hanging around kids or drugs

8. Parents living common—law

9. Eeing‘bugged by a friend for no reason

10. - Tried pot |

11. Decisions ;bout youraelf‘to mature

12. Best friend getting hurt

13.‘ Getting into a serious figﬁt.
Some of these items, eg., nuclear war are not covered by the séale but a
good number are. J

Items that were added by the subjects from the Noninstitutionalized
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(McMan) group include:
1. Mother had a‘miscarrigge
2. Classﬁate dying
3. Being raped
Q 4, Beating on you 4
o 5. Falling in love |
6. Moving in with someone you hardly know
7. Someone hating you-—close friend or family
8. Playing hooky
9. Have not seen father in 3 years. (not know if dead or nézg
10. People not truéting you
"11. Can't have babies
12.  Friend murdered.

The Institutionalized (MYC) group submittedthe most additional
items. They are: ’
1. Being remanded
2. Getting in a fight
~ 3. Father beating up
4. Father having sex
5. . Family hating you

6. Toke up

7. Overdose

8. Feeiing insane

9. Wanting to hurt other people and having problems

10. Sister raped--bitter, want to kill the guy

11. Breaking up with family



12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

18.

19.
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Getting locked up

Have trouble in school due to drugs or alcohol
Had ptobleﬁs with boyfriends and datiﬁg them
Getting into trouble

Going to the Youth Centre

Having trouble with family due to drugs or alcohol
Had problem without seeing a doctor

Accused for thing never done. -

As can be seen, there are a number of additional items which would

have provided ﬁseful information had they been included in the scale. In

particular, items related to physical and sexual abuse, as well as more

items related to family dynamics, would have been informative.

The vast majority of subjects did not include any additional items.

‘Also, there were not enough repetitions of any of the items to conduct

any further analysis.



CHAPTER V
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
The major question posed in this research related to examining SSpv
relationship between adolescent antisocial behavior and life change
events. Additionally, it was important to examine percepg}ons of life
change events (cognitive appraisals) and perceptions of égégrol (locus of
control). Further, previous research demonstrated the validity of
identifying personality types within the larger grouping of antisocial
(deviant) adolescents. The personality types were also examined '
according to life change events, coénitive appraisals and lbcus of
control.

It was hypothesized that deviant adolescents would be distinguished

from nondeviant adolescents in number. of 1ife change events, perceptions

of life change events (cognitive appraisals) and locus of ocntrgks, Also,

*

it was hypothesized that ‘the personality types would differ o ‘g;WQQriables
of life change eVents; perceptions of the events, and cogni?ive appfazsals.
Differences in type of life change events were also examined in relation
to the various groupings, i.e., deviant vs. nondeviant, persoﬁality types.

In the following discugsion, the hypotheses and results are
organized according to the major teséafch topics. In addition, there is
a discussion.of the results in relafion to the developmental prbcess of
adolescence and a presentation of the implications of thelresearch.~

Life Change Eveﬁts
Thg‘present results are suppprgive of previous research (e.g.,

Coddington, 1979; Gersten et al., 1974; Vincent & Rosenstock, 1979) which

- has shown a significant relationship between number of life change eventst

148



-

_ crime. External and internal stresses also 1nten gt to prf
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and adjustment problems. More apecificelly, the present results show tha
youth who have been identified as antieocgel have significantly more 1life
change events in the recent past and over Egeir life-time ;han(§9uth not

8o identified. Antisocial youth in an institutionalized ;etting (MYC)

alao have significantly more recent life changes than those in a
&

Anoninstitutionalized setting (McMan). This result is similar to those

presented for adult criminal populations (Ciccone & Kaslay, 1979; Masuda

et al., 1978). lndividuals who have experienced more life change events

'(particularly those of a negative nature) are under greater stress. That

is, their coping resources are being taxed to a Qreater degree.
Schlesinger and Revitch (1980) state fﬁat:
Violent and criminal behavio;, as a consequence ef
stress, is virtually ignored;n One of the few to
recognize the relationship of;atress"ahdicrime is

ey

Hallede (1971), vho regards crime as a;:lnd of

adaptation to life's stresses. (p. 175)'

,q,f *«" S »u P .
related reactions. For example, external%etresshs such ‘as’ family

Y- Taain

conflict or loss of a job can upset the fadig

by touching off a deeply rooted inner cot f,;‘

is created can result in an act of viole%ﬁeyvﬁich ia followed by relief.

"\*;J&"Vv'i S S ’
As stated by Schlesinger and Revitch (1§B(§)w y

B




150

to adapt to'strain; at the same time it is an

avoidance of lower level adaptation, such as psychosis.

According to Menninger (1966, p. 32), "The strain

resulting from attempted adaptation with inadequate

powers may reach the point where it is a choice of

breaking or being broken. . . . Sometimes somgthing

must yleld, and a 'crime' is committed to prevent a

crack. . . . Internal balance is thus and thereby

reestablished.” ‘(p. 182).

Schlesinger and Revitch (1980) also point out that adolescents, as

wvell aé*immaturq and 1mp;151ve people are more sensitive to stress and

may respond to stressful situations‘in an antisocial manner. Adolescents

also have a tendency to react behaviorally to stress and therefore are

more crime prone. \\\

In accordance with the view of'ftresa as a state of imbalance in
ﬁ.\

)

which external or 1n;$r‘l demands have éxCééded‘ihe indi@idual's
adaptive resources (e.g., Monat and Lazarus,.1977; Novaco, 1979), it is
evident that deviant adolescents have had more life changes which have
required greater adaptation than nondeviant adolescents. One limitation
in the present study is that it is not possible to separate thdséllifé-
change events which represent symptoms from those th;qghre causes. A
number of the life change events in the present study.(e.g.; “"Ran awvay
from homg”, “Getfing groynded”™) represent symptoms rather than causes.
‘As discussed by Dohrenwend and Dohrenwend (1978), this is an afea which

requires further research. 3

Considering the types of life changes that differentiate deviant
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/from nondeviant youth'(refer to Table 35), it"is evident that all of
these life events would be considered negative events. The events focus A

'around such areas as school problems, family problems, losses through

death and separation, and pe ms (drug orfalcohol abuse,

suicidal thoughts) The items ated to family problems or conflicts
indicate that not only parental divorce or separation distinguish deviant "
from nondeviant youth, “but also other stressful family factors such as:
: family member having trouble with alcohol",,"family had money ‘problems”,
parenta argued or fOught continually + Secondly, the family problems |
have existed over a period of time, as most of the items had occurred in
'the past year as well-as more than a»year‘ago. The-present results |
support those of Slater and Haber (1984) who ' reported that it was.
continual familial conflict rather ‘than divorce per. se that related to
lower’self—esteem, greater anxiety?.and less feelings of contrdllin
:adolescents. 'The itemS'relatedvto'the familx represented in the present
study would indicate a high degree of family conflict. | R |
Similarly, McCord (1979) found parental conflict to be one of six

important vsniables, that had an impact on subsequent criminal behavior.

n
L3

'McCord studied 201 boys whq vdre followed up 30 years later, to determine
their subsequent criminal activity._ The study controlled for. social
status. While father absenie did not distinguish criminals from ~
‘noncriminals, six variables related to'family atmosphere did.p These

? includedﬁx mogher's self—confidence, fatherls deviance, parental

»aggressiveness, maternal affection, supervision, and- parental conflict.

These variables were more accurate in predicting subsequent criminal

.k‘ .

: activity than juvenile criminal records.
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Early parental death has been related to a variety of psychological
: @ "oy .
- 3 ding 11legal offencea (Markusen, and

\w"?ﬁetrich (1984) found that 50% of the
individuala who lost a parent bv death during qhildhood or adolescence ‘
'had a aeriouszsvchological di;turbance. The present resulta indicate
that deviant adoleacents have lost more fathers through death. Also,
these youth have generally experienced more death e.g., death of friends,

,relatives, and for the noninstitutionalized (McMan) group, more aibling
deaths. | *
Cognitive Appraiaals
Holroyd and Lazarus (1982) state: . P , .
Ye define stress relationally bygreference to both the
person and the environment; « s o At the psychological'
level . . .'mediational processes involvip@;evaiuationi
. and judgment are crucial to the stress reaction.
_Paychological stress requires a judgment that environmental .
and/or internal demands :;Q or exceed the individual'
resources fég managing them. This judgment and the
individual'a efforts to manage and shape the ‘stress
experience are conceptualized in terms of two processes:

j appraisal and coping. .;. ._(p;‘22). | : R 'v..‘
The preaent'study attcmpted‘to‘aaaeaa hov adolescentsievaluated7life
change events in terms of level of emotional impact (upaetness), peraonal
| reaponaibility, and coping ability., The Regular Clasaroom group did not
complete the Reagonaibility;acaie and therefore the resulta for this -

"S" £

'? scale will be diacuaaed‘in a apbaequent,section. ’

- AN
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" Both the Institutiong&ized (ﬁ?C) and the Noninstitutionalized

- “];

' (McMan) groups differed from the ‘Regular Classroom group in assessing the

emotional impact of the life events and their coping ability.

The deviant youth (institutionalized and Noninstitutionalized)
stated that the. life change events were less upsetting than thg
nondeviant youth (Regular Classroom gropp) Mendez et al., (l980)ialso
found that experience with an event influenced the level of upaetness.
That is, adolescents who had experienced an’ ‘event reporteddyeing less .

upset by the event than adolescents who had not experienced the event.

: . : R :
The deviant adolescents in this study had experienced more 1ife changes

'and also reported less emotional impact. A general conclusion is that a

greater occurrence of life changes is ‘associated with less stated

‘ emotional impact. 0ne~explanation for this result is that those who have
: . an

%
not experienced as many life changes have' an anticipatory fear of thev

T

occurence of»these events. Those who have experienced many changes

however, have to some extent had their fears extinguished ‘and have become
* L SRR T I~ E

desensitized. It may also be ?géged that‘these youth'are denying or

£ pone '1

¥

represﬁing the impact of these events as @ means of coping. As pointed

: out by Coyne and Lazarus (1980) the use of such defensive mechanisms can

also be considered adaptive, e.g., use of déhial to prevent being totally |
overwhelmed. !
Deviant yOuth>also perceive'themselves as coping better-than their.
nondeviant counterparts.’ Agsin,;these'youth'have experienced norevlifg
change events-and mav equate coping with survivalq¢ Haan (1982) in
addressing the issue of personal gains and losses‘of stress statesr'

v

To rust out is ‘seen, at least in this culture, as ‘even less‘(_‘

-~
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desirable than to burn out. - Once the stress has passed,
we relish telling stories of our war, surgery, and divorce.

We imply that we have proven ourselves and are better

A}

and wiser for ouf experience (p+ 255)
Another explanation is that these youth do not perceive any connection
between their life circumstances ‘and their present problems. That is,
they do not perceive their present situation as indicative of maladaptive
rather than adaptive functioning. It is clear that the present study

does not provide the information necessary to determine the exact nature

v

-of the relationship between life changes and cognitive appraisals of

)

. these events for these youth. There are numerous factors to consider in’

determining this relationship as summarized by Coyne and Lazarus (1980)

?

[I]n examining the role of a person 8 cognitive
appraisal in a coping episode, we might look to the
particular combination of personal and situational
variables fused in the appraisal whether it be threat,
‘harm-loss, or challenge, the resultant patterns of

emotion and coping efforts, and how these, along with

environmental response, feed back to subseguent to-

subsequentrappraisals. Therefore, we recognize a two—way
. '\/ . '
~street between - cognition and emotion (p. 147)
oo L
~Based on the present research it can only be stated that perceptions do

© differ between theﬁwfd groups (deviant and nondeviant) The reasons -for

-

this difference aﬂe hypothetical at this point in time. I

4 ‘Locus of Control

The nresant vaoulte a —ﬁ_o et L . . Sl
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Ollendick, 1976; Kumchy & Sayer, 1980; Martin, 1975; Obitz et al., 1973)
in showing that delinquent.or deviant adolescents‘are.significantly nore
external in their locus of controllthan nondeviant yonth. Both the
Institntionalized (MYC) and Noninstitutionalized (McMan) . youth were more
external on' the 1ocns_of‘control measure than the Regular Classnoom ‘
group.

Considering the'life experiences ofvthe deviant youth as compared
with the Regular Classroom group it was evident that the.deviant‘youth
h?d experienced significantly more life changes (partiCularly those of a

ﬁnggative nature) Increases in number of life changeS'was significantly
w- . assoclated with more externality on the locus of control measure. That
is, adolescents who experience more life changes,-also feel less personal
control over outcomes, than do adolescents with few life changes. Slater
and Haberl(1984), in studying the effects of only one stressor (high

conflict in thejhome) reported that adolescents in high conflict homes

'u',' .

w

"

were more external on a’locus of control measure.

L o .
R édolescents who are less upset by life changes also tend to be more

external on the locus of control measure. Or, conversely, those who

report greateroenotional impact also feel more in control of life's

circumstances.’ This latter group would appear to be more inner-directed.

However, it{is important to reiterate that those adolescents have also

.had fewer neéative life experiences, and therefore their. perceptions have
”'a different basis than those ‘who report less emotional i;pact/and less
_ personal control.

Personality Types R

Differentiating the deviant youth according to personality type
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revealed éignificant differencesé Aé gtated ﬁrevioﬁgly, only two of the
four petsbnality types (CP and PP) weré able to be classifigd in
sufficient nuqbera in order to'bebstudiéd fgrthef. 1These:two perdonality
typﬁs are the same tﬁo 1dentif1ed in the research hypothéses as the most
robust and important forustudy,

The Conduct Problem (CP) and Personality ?rob;em (PP) youth were not
differentiated acéording to life change events (either number or type).
This was contrary to the stated hypotheais which expected that the
Coniduct Problem youth v;uld have more past life changes, while tQé
Pers;;ality'Problem would have more recent life changes. A§ presgnted by
Kahn (1971), the Conduct Problem youth ﬁave generaliy-had a history of
deviance since childhood while the Personality Problem youth become
deviant in their adolgscent years. Given that this is frequently the
.case, it can 5e said that the early deviance of the Conduct Ptoblem youth
is not reélated to a greater ﬁumber'of life stressors (as mé;spred'inAthe
present study).

The present results ﬁ?e also contrary to those wﬁich'relate specific
life events to personality configurations. ' For example, a number of: .
aﬁthors (e.g., Felner et al., 1975; Heiges & Bovlby, 1969 Tuckman &
Regaﬁ, 1966) have linked death of a parent to the anxious, personality'
problem. type, and divorce or separation to the ?ntisbdial conduct |
problém type. The present tesults do not: support those contentions.

Consistent with the stated hypothesis, the two gq&ggg (CP and PP)

differed significantly in their perceptions of life change events. " The

CP group tepbrted giggigicéntlyvless'emotional 1mpact,.1ess personal BN

EAr S
1]

.fesponsibility;_and;ggﬂtgy co#“l‘

'.tgwﬁhépfthg PP youth. These -
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results are consistent vith the characterizations of the,CP and PP youth
presented in the litersture.J As mentioned{breviously, the Conduct

hProblem‘youth represents the less extreme end of those chsracteristics
describing the psychopathic personslity.‘ Cleckley's (1982) ciinical
profile of the psychOpsth includes such characteristics as:. absence of
"nervousness” or ps;e\gpeurotic manifeststions, lsck'of remorse or shame, ;“‘
general poverty in affective reactions, poor judgement and faiinre to
learn b} experience, specitic loss of insight, unreiiaoilityi This
ovetall characterization is in marked contrast‘tovthe portrayal of the
Personality P:oblem yonth who demonstrates anxiety and depressive

"symptoms. 6iinica1 research has shown that the antisocial'and acting-out
behaviors commonly labelled as "delinquent" may mask a depressive |
'eondition which would be a more appropriste &iagnosis (Carlson &
Cs_ntwell, 1980; Chiles, Miller & Cox, 1980). It appears that the
Personniity Problem youth may fall into the category of’tne acting.out
youth wnowis contlicted with petsonal doubts snd‘sﬁows-depressive
'symptoms. In considering the cognitive appraissls of eseh of the gtoups

' (cp and PP), these perceptions of lige change events are. eonsistent with
their personality configurations. | -

Some clinical_{esearchers have stated thst the entire disgnosis of

"Conduct Disordet is a misnomer, particulatly when the diagnosis 1s

ﬁbssed primarily on, the factor of aggression or- violence (Lewis, Lewis,

Unger & Goldma 1384 Shanok Hslani Ninan, Guggenheim, Weinstein, & ;

Lewis, 1983).,, stated by Lewis et al. (1984) s
[A]dofeseents at sometime labelled a8 hsving

disotder hsve~a,mu1tinlicitv of sinns snd 8
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chafactgriatic of other psychiatric disorders. . . .

The one characteristic they share 1s aggressiveness.

Hﬁwever, violence, 1like fever,_is a nonspecific symptom

and may be present in varying degrees in a number of

syndromes, includiﬁg schizophrénia, manic-depressive

dieﬁﬁﬂer, and certain forms of epilepsy and brain

damage. (p. 518) i
This could put into question the Conduct Problem categorization as well,
althoﬁgh in the present study 1t ia baséd not onlyvon behavioral
observations which include aggressiveness but also on self-reported
attitudes (POS)

In contrast, Pfeffer,‘Plutchik and Mizruchi (1983) identify two
basic groups of children who are réfetred for psychiatric attention.
Pfeffer et al. (1983) state:

One 18 a group characterized by minimal degrees of
aggfession, good reality testing, intellectualization
as an ego defense, neurosis and depression. The
second group is characterized by intense aggression,

. deficits in reality testing,'compeﬁsation as a
frequent ego_defense, and multiple acting-out behaviots._
(p- 156) |

The issue of a diagnostic classification based primarily on
\laggressive tendencies remains open to debate and further research.“4The .
presenﬁ'results indicate that within a deviant populatiom, it is‘poséible
-étq idantif& at least two qubgroupihgé, ohe»shoving'more aggressive,

irrit&ble,\and irresponsiblé attitudes andibehaviors, and the other
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presenting more anxious and depressive attitudes and behaviors. It would
appear that the Conduct Problem group focuses outward in making Bense of
negative life experiences, while the Personality Probleﬁ.grOup focuses
inward.

The CP and PP group did not differ on thevlocus of control measure,
as was predicted. As will be discussed, there pere aome differencesAwhen
each of these groups was oompared with the Regular Clasarom group.

vIn comparingreach of the personality categoriaa (CP and PP) with the'
Regular Classroom group, the differences ia the.twoicategories were aéain

very evident. 'ihe Personality Problem group differed from the Reguiar
Classroom group in that thé& had experienced more life changes, in the
past and in the last'year. As 'the events weré primarily negative, the PP
youth were under greaterbstress in having to cope with these negative
events. Consistent with these many life changes was_ the finding that the
PP youth. felt more out ogncontrol of life circumstances (more external on
the locus of control measure) than the Regular Clasaroom group. ‘Many of
"the events thase youth experienced were beyond their personal control aod
.80 it would follow that they would perceive little relationahip between
" their behaviors and outcomes. Despite the maoy life chagios%a&% general
feelings of lack of cootrol, the PP youth appraised the life change
erents in a way similar to'the.Regular Classroom group. That 1s they did
X not‘différ in terms of perceived emotionak}&mpact and coping ability.

N In contrast, the CP youth presented g%&ﬁé a different picture when
compared with the Regular Clasaroom groué?gzihese youth (CP) had
significantly more recent life changebev:nts than the Regular Classroom

& :
group but reported significantly leas emotional impact and better coping
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ability. They did not report feeling less out of control as measured by
the locps of contrbl measure. In caﬁparing each of these groups with the
Regular Classroom group, the personality diffe;éncea are more sharply

contrasted. ,

The foregoing is'aupportive of the view that we cannot view deviant
‘or delinquent adolescents as a homogeneous group. As identified in the
present study, two distinct grouﬁinés are evident. Wheéhér these
represent very broad categoriés is a question for further invesﬁigatiOn. !
The present study does indicate the utility of attempting fo identify
subgroupings and exploring further how these groups employ different
defense mechanisms to cope with lifefs circumstances. Wolff (1984} in
\addressing the issue of delinquent and conduct disordered youth who show
neurotic symptohs.versus ;hosevwhp do nof, bointed out the better
'g prognosis for those who have neurotic symptoms; Wolff speculates

;differeﬂcgs in supports and emotional traumas and states: |
« +» « [C]londuct disérdered chiidren with%ut neurotic
‘symptoms might have had to use more massive psyéhologicall'
defenses with pgrmangntly adverse effects on their
personality structure. (p. 11)

The preéeut results show no difference in type of life changé eventé
as measdred by the present instruments, although thére a number‘of items
vh;ch were gﬁt directly 1n¢1uded, e.g.: sexual or ﬁhyéical abuse.

However, it is clear that those who fall'iutb the Personality Problem
category, are mo;e like "normal” adolescents in their_pefceptions, and

hence mdy have a better prognosis. As preéented by Rankel (1980) the

neurotic group (Pe%sonality Problem) may be able to benefit the most from
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fheir experiences because they have the insight and avareness to do so.
The Conduct Problem youth contrasfs sharply in theit apparent lack of
insight ?Pd inability to learn frqm experiences. Iﬁ the extreme tlgs
takes th; form of the paychopathic'persohality characterized by
egocgntric, impulsive stimuiation-seeki@g behaviors and an inability to
modify behavior based on eithet rewards or punighments (Quay, 1965).
Noshpitz (1984) in relating narcissism anq agéressigg/gcntggj

,» » » [T]he most serious delinquent patterns are seen

in young people with profound emotional fixatiéns atvthis

level of early narcisﬁistic development. The

grandiosity, thé arrogance, the unrealistic assertions of

entitlement expreséed by those teenagers carry forward

—just this childhood picture. fhe poor Jjudgment, the

infantile quality of their 1nceractions and the lack of

guilt complete the formula and speak volumes for the

role of developmental arrest in the phenomeqologx of

aggressive behavior. (p. 33)
Nospitz s (1984) description is very much the portrayal of the conduct
problem youth as has been described in the literature and in the present
research.  In conclusion, there does appear to be support for looking
beyond the label of "delinquent” or "antisocial yoqth” to subgroupings
based on basic differences in atiitudes, Behaviors, and perceptions.

FGender'énd Age Differences
~The explofation of gehder differencgs w;s not a focal area in this

research{ Gender was céntrolled by tréating it as a blocked factog“in

the design. Gender differences were evident on two variables.
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In compar%ng the three groupé, MYC, McMan and the Regular Classroom,
females were more upset by tﬁe life change events th;n males. This
}esult is consistent with thése reported by Mendez et 51. (1980).

As presented in Appendix A, previous'research showed females tend to
be less externql than males on the lotus of control measure; this was
true for both deviant and nondeviaﬁt adolescents. In the present study
%o significant gender differences were found between Regular Classroom
youth and Institutionalized or Noninstitutionalized deviant youth.
However, for adoléscents that could be clearly identified in the CP and
PP categories, females tended4to be more external on the locus of control
measure. This is a factor that should be taken into consideration
vhenever studying the personality categorizations 6f deviant youth.

Age was treated as a éovariéte in the analysis of vafiéhce. It was
significantly related té only two of the dependent measﬁresﬁ a small
positive correlation was found witﬁ Life Chaﬁge events (more_than a year
Ago) and‘a sQall negative ;orrelation‘wifh Lﬁcus of Control. The
relationship‘vith life change evghta is in keeping with results:presented
by Coddiqgton (1972b) and Mendez et al. (1980), and makes sense 1n«thét
older adolescenfs would have accum&lated mor: events. The relatio;ship”
between age andrlocus of control is consistent with previous results
presented by Gilmor (1978). The correlation may be smaller because there
is ; possibility of a curvilinéﬁf relationship: there is some evidence
that the most external locus of coﬁtrol scores occur at ages :13 through‘
15, and are lower both before and after this age. l

A Developmental aﬁﬂwChanée—Loae Perspectivei_

The purpose of this study was tovexamine the relationship between

K



ndolescént deviance and life stress (change) events. The fb%l 19&%;@w
discussion presented results which are consisteﬂm with the v&ew th*ﬂ
adolescents who have been identified as antisocibl have ;xper;encé&
significantly more life changes than adolescents who have not been
identified as antisociai. Further, the adolescents identified as
.aétisocial have different perceptions of the life events and are more
external on a measure of iocus of control. Within the antisocial group,
there are differences in perceptions of events according to personality”
classification. 1In order to gain a conceptual understanding of the
present results, it is necesaary to put them into the broader framework
of the adolescent developmental process”. That is, to reconcile these
findings with the variqus tasks and tharacteristics of this stage of
development. | |

As dqscfibed by Wolkind and Coleman (1976), thé adélescenc périod is
characterized b}”change andFZransition. Thése'changes occur at all
leveLQ of development--biological, cognitive’ affective, and social. For
example, in addition to the biolo%}cal~changes there are B variety of
psychologiéal chaﬁges in intellectual growth in the form of abstract
fhinking and in gmotional needs of éecurity and independence. The
adolescent must accomplish tasks related to social, sexual, mqral, and
occupational funcioniﬁg. Although there‘a;é.age variations within the
process, 1.e;,‘the tagks_of a twelve year old are not the same as those
of a;/eighteen year old, the central theme of adolescence is identity
formation (ﬁrickéon, 1968). Identity formation involves a synthesis of

all the adolescent has learned about himself/herself in childhood into a

concept of self which makes sense, that is, shows continuity with the
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past, whilé?prepatiné for the future. Identity confusion results from an
inability to find meaningful attachments or an overall purpoue. In

udﬁﬁtion. ‘the adolescent has a tendency to act. Mitchell (1978) states

*

that adolescents must cope with many day-to-day‘ptoblems which are ~

. . L3 B
similar to those faced by adults, but that they do so with "existential

o

urgency”. Mitchell describes adolescents as fphysical, sensual, and
hyperactive™ (1979, p. 3). Adolescents tend to’ be egocentric, have fears
r
* of. the future, and resent adults who do not acknowledge their integrity

and personal identity. They also have needs for acceptance, self

- §. assertion, achievement, competence, and role experimentation (Mitchell,

L 1979).

¥
s Taking all these factors into consideration it can be hypothesized

that life change events (particularly those of a negative nature) create
additional stress at a time of life already characterized by change and
transition. Therchangé and loss‘asaociated with negative life events is

,Q

. unstabilizing and breaks the continuity with what has been familiar and

known, adding to a sense of confusion. Further, the adolescents"’&cting

. ; W
oot behqyiogs in response to stress are consistent with a "natu;Ll
tendency at;this stage of development. As adolescents typically question
the authority and values of the older generation, 1t 1is also logical that
the»antiaocial behaviors take the form of violation of society's norms.

The present research also demonstrated that in addition to *
v -

) differences in number and type of life changes events, adolescents gﬁk

labelled deviant perceive life events' differently from nondeviant
P

adolescents. That is,(éexiant adolescents report less emotional ixnpactg:?’i

f ~

-

L
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and better coping ability than nondevisnt adolescents. As discussed

ear}ier, these results can be interpreted from a number of perspectives,

e.g., behaviorsl cognitive, psychodymamic. From a developnental
a
perspective, it is possible to view these reactions. as coping (defense)

[ J

o mechanisms which have somé adaptive functions.a That is, these reactions

,(e.g. denial distortion) allow the adolescent to survive and maintain
ste sense of self. The reactions can be considered hsrmful if they ‘

become ‘more permanent ways of dealing with life 8 difficulties, and lead
< .

‘ ., to whst Erikson (1968) calls a neggtive identity or Glasser (1975)

;‘ terms a "failure identity . . In assessing the differences within the

deviant populahion, it might be hypothesized that those in the Conduct

Problem LA ‘category have a- more solidified negative or failure

identi y.. The Personality Problem (PP) youth despite similar life :hﬂ"

‘ experiences perceive these events in a. msnner similar to the nondeviant

~

they has

\ yOuth.’ The precise dynamics which create these differences are‘unknown,

R N

\\:ft it would appear«that the Personslity‘Problem youth msytbe more -

: ﬂ : ‘( .

imm'distely receptive to intervention.-~-

5 adolescents sttempt to mske sense of their world and the plsce

165 .

&

” it, it follovs that those who have experienced many negative 1‘

life changes would not perceive a great eal of personal control-—things o

LIS

‘/:ji.ppen to/them rather thsn being a. consequence of their a tions. It

o

‘ about any changes, e:g-, this typifies those in the PP gr

) vould~p1ace the blame on-others, f;g., typical of the CP group.-7 -

Questions should be posed concerning whether negative life events

lead to long-tefi difficulties and vhether antisocial behavior in

o
oy o i [P . .
X - . . . TR B ’
A i T

i

e
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”'adhlescﬁgfe signals a life of criminality. The longitudinal evidence

with respect to the first questiOn is limited. However, as indicated in'

'Chapter 11, significant relationships have ‘been found between life change'

| *4\

events and a variety of psychological and physicsl disorders (e.g.,
,‘Barrett, 1979 Rutter, 1981 Vincent & Rosenstock 1979) A study .

presented by Livson .and Peskin (1980) discussed longitudinal evidence T

-

vhich indicates that a life change eventssuch aildivégte ﬁu; he more‘q”ﬁ.

an

',overwhelding for the child than the adolescent. The? d%naqder that the ‘

kS

adolescent as a result of’%he divorce, may be able to achieve earlier a

a

' more realistic acceptance of personality differences and the capacity to o

separate and become autonomous. It appears that other factors besides

ﬂ‘age might be involved in such an effective resolution, e.g., the mannLr,wb

vm,’in which ‘the divorce process was handled,- the support systems available.

”However, this view does acknovledge the resources and adaptive capacities
% a 5 \,‘/l : .

y off§7£*¥Wadceﬂ ;ﬁ:% S gff R ﬁ L

és presented in Chapter II a smali amount of research has indicated\

hat” behavioral difficulties 1n childhood and adolescence can be signalg
) J

adult criminality or . psychiatric disorders (e. g., Mitchell & Rosa,»'

-

1however, hat only those yho are most severely delinquent become deviant
At

4

‘in adulthood (Gold & Petrinio, 1980). While this 1s encouraging, it
' r-

appears that the effects in terns’cf psychglogical distressaand hardéhip e

are 1arge1y unknown at this time._ Also, at an individual level it is B

’ often tmpossible to: make accurate predictions. . ‘t#f
VS

) | - | ﬁ
- S . ) . Cos .
. N . .
.
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Russell & Hardman, 1980) With respect to criminality it appéars, -

.' h?
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often crises) ars being experienced. In viewing life change from the -

-

perspective of coping vith disruptions of the familiar, and the

al

ev%nts of-experience. Our knovledge of adolescence indicates that it is

S associated losses and grieving (Heikkinen, 1981; Klinger, 1977, Marris,

1974), it is important to assist sdolescenta in coping with their life

change (stress) events. Given that'adolescence is a'time of.change, it

- follows that effective resolution of7these Chsnges can contribute to é

‘positive identity formation. Kobasa's (1979)-study vith adults indicated

that in order to deal effectively with life stress one required such

2

characteristics as deep.commitment;'a clear sense of values, goals, and

capabilities; a sense of meaningfulness;'and‘a belief of control‘over the
.

those very issues with which adolescents.wrestle. Therefore, as they
experience stressful events they require suppor%afnd assistance. As

stated by Mitchell (1979)

[

to

, Adolescents require someone in whom they can confidelju

3

in times of personal crises o o e o, Adjustment %

crises, of,aliftypes“and for all ages, are especially

difficult to handle without helpers. Unfortunately,

Ty 5 . . . o

\;57,; the life-sgtyle of the immature adolescent tends to :

’distance,leOple'rsther than to bring them close (p-

135)

' .“ ’ -

Marris (1974)“points out that when a change occurs which disrupts

" the continuiéy of life, there exists the\potential éor bothmdespair and

‘{innovation. In the short—term the despair needs toife scknovledged. '

- RS

‘Perhaps the “acting. out of adolescents is a function of this despair and

A : '
confusione Thevlong-tern goal of intervention is to assist‘ﬁhe LT
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adolescent with the innovative aspects: . This includes achieviPS'a”sense '

,of pastery and competence in.dealing with-life's difficulties. Change

andiloss.are perceiyed as aspects of living which cause pain andwgrief,
hutlwhich can be acknowledged and coped with rather,than'denied,
distorted, and‘avoided. ‘ s

- Implications of the Research -

The present research is suggestive of the view presented by Maroh

"

‘, 7~ W
(1979) and Schlesinger and Revitch (1980) ‘that adolescents deal with their .

.emotional problems behaviorally. It 1s clear from ‘the present study thst

adolescents who have been labelled antisocial 5r delinquent experience'

- 8o idantified. One implication from the present research is

ral

.as the MALCES can be used in a predictive/preVentive

4 .
‘manner, to identd :dolescents "at risk”. As elaborated in the previous

tervention at the time‘ch%?ges or crises are
. L/ E /

) . L / .
‘occurring can, assist adolescents in effective resolutions.. . %

Second, in considering various types of'life change events, further

research might address additional items specifically related to physical

"and sexual abuse, deviance and psychopathology within the fal {1y, and

family dynamics. Rarenta1~déviance or psychopathology'has related

to emotional'and behavioral difficulties by a’nunher of'researchers,

(e.g.l Chiles Bt al. %@BO McCord, 1979 0'Neal, Robins ¢King &

A Schaefer, 1962). A recent study by Lo’r and Dishion (1984) has '

reiterated the {E;d to explore fhnily dynamics. Loeber and Dishion , -

(198&) ‘found that boys who vere ﬁighters (antisocisl) both at home and

s £

school (as Opposed to boys who fought in only one setting or not at all) 5

1 > .

L
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vere‘exposed to‘poorer child-rearing conditions, were more likely to be

vrejected by their ‘parents, experienced more marital discord in the

family, ‘and ‘came from families//ith poor problem—solving skills. - As

discussed earlier, items in the present research dealt generally with a’
o “ R
number of.these difficulties, e.g., parents argued or fought
\ :
continuslly s "family member having trouble with alcohol » but did not

w9

desl with specifics. However, ‘the analysis of events-which

differ'eri’tiated devi‘ant fro’mﬂndeviant adolescents_ clearly showed

.di@feredtistion on items dealing with difficultvfamily‘situatiégs,

lossea,lgnd/schdol problems which could be explored‘to a greater »ﬁ
.;egreefﬁﬁ “a; . ‘f.fe , | - . A
Thejpémseqﬁ research also indicates the utility ?} exploring the:
area of @gnitive appraisals %::d attributions with deviant adolescents.‘r ".‘
Differences have been demonstrsted betwegg@deviant and nongeviant youﬁh, o
A
as well as within the deviant pOpulation. While the pre\Ent stuﬂy madediﬂ B
only a cursory examination of how adolescents appraise events, ét is ‘
'clear‘that this useful avenue in'terms of specific ‘causal .5~‘;’_
attributi;ns as yell aa more generally in terms of a cognitive f@smework
or “1ife—vi w". The distinctions between the CP and PP youth indicated
very differént\per ectives.‘ Templeman and Wollersheim (1979) in . ?'/‘
'advocating a cognitive-behavioral approach for the treatment of o // ’
psychopathics, stated that this treatment differs in thq; -g' .K
[I]t is’ primarily concerned with how the psychOpath s
j“ thinks and what he bélieves about himself and the “tﬁjtiu“;fi-.'
. éﬁ;‘avorld.‘ It isybased on the assumptign that‘therapyg‘ fﬁ ;ﬁ:l ‘ N
‘will be nore‘success}ul if 1t operates within the . ~ . - }';

- ) . . N . : 1.0
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psychopaths own cognitive framework. (p. %")

"The present study supports this view in that it 18 neceasary to find out

o

require a procedure such'as a s el
i
. =

. obtained f

’Russell ‘ahd

vmore about how Conduct Problem as well as Personality Problem youth

interpret their life experiences and their world in order to find more

effective u&&a of helping these youth. It is also important to know how

these you%h differ from normal adglescepts who have not had the same
wm”\ E ’ﬂ
ﬁ ¢

behavioral or emotional diffic 1;;

£

detailed'data.v

'

N . [

"Itdhas*": suggested that attributional styles, such as may be
3 »
ve, may not be consistent across situations.; Cutrona,\

N ,(L985) geview the cross-situational consistency of
R . - ,

causal attributiqns (specifically related to depression) and state‘that

inatead of looking for an attributional style, future research should |

examine causal attribution' ior specific negative lifejevents. Another

’ useful avenue of reseacﬂ vould be to look at specific events ‘l!'

.

T
detetmine not only the causal attributibns and appraisals, of these<

-negative: events, ggt the specific coping mechanisms usedfto;?eal with -
these events:» This would provide a clearer picture of how specific

events or ohe accumulation of a number of events lead to particular

h
- N . ,/ E 4
L * A Lo ¥

coping behaviors.
4
The present study hss also shown that deviant adolescents are not a

,.,ﬁ\ -

homoé%%eous group, and that certain classifications of deviant - , 7

¥

’ i

differ ‘on a number of vsriables. It is also clear that classification of

deviant adolescents into personslity types is ‘not’ an easy task. Only

lescents,oi.e., Conduct Problem -and Personality Problem can be shown 0. ..

E

> : "%{% o o
"\., T

Hogl W
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vw 3 o ;

of four poseible cstegories vere clearly 1Hentified in this reseerch. Itf
« would seem that a multi-method approach (e.g.; self—report. behsviorel
observstions, snd casé histories) 1s prefersble, slthough as . shown the 1

- consistency across nethods is a»prdblem. Therefore, therq{is a need for.

- further refinement of the instruments used. “i/i‘flff

S

I 4
et et d
\

. . ; . . ¥ "'u
‘ relatively recent. It 1e evident that futuré work needs to addres’.morey'i}x*l‘g%ﬁr ~

life stress events, and cognit@qeuapprsisals of these &

adolescent deviance and copingﬂﬁehaviors.

g L.
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Abpendix A

Procedure for Deéefminiqgﬁtﬁe Sample Size %

Provided below is a table of thé'sumhary of means andfvariantes form
relevant groups. Thé,apprpbraite estimate of the errbt variance is the

vefghted average of variances for males and females separated and within
\ . X ‘ .

-
5

‘deviant and nondeviant groups: 18.307. Since the main hypothesis for’
locus of COﬁtrol concerned differeﬁtiating‘deviants aﬁd nbndeviagts the
difference between~these‘éroups was estimated froﬁ the same sthdies,
again controlling for,gender:‘.méhﬁ of déviants was 16.75 and 15.77 and
of nondeviants was 13,52 and.12;71 for maies and fem&leé'requctively.
Thus, diffe;epces of 3.23 (males) ana 3.06 (females) can be expected.
Using .80 as the level of power and Myers (1972)~meth9d-fo} determining

the size of "n", a sample size of 35 is required for each of the devianf

and nondeviant groups. -



Table A-1

198

Summary of Means and.Véfiances for Nondeviantwand Deviant Adolescents on

the Nowicki-Strickland Scale (CNS-IE)2

Groups ’ '.'Gender, M N g2 N-1
n ¢
|
. \ ‘, N .
Nondeviant ° Male 13.52 283 16 .46 157
Female 12.71 206 18.57 137
Total ~  13.14 512 17.49 318
Deviant  Male - - 16.75 ’“ 83 . 19.59 54
Pemale  15.77 49  23.30 48
Total 15.67 411 24.30

. 382

8obtained from studies reported in the CNS-IE manual.

q

v el



Appendix B

Teqt-Reteat and Intefrater Re%}abilingnata for 'the BPC
The following tablea'preseht estimates for the éeliabilities of BPC
‘subscales across various raters and time intervals.
Table B-1 | L

Interrater and Retest.Reliabilities for the BPCA

(n=50)
] T
"Interrater Reliability Two-Week Test—Retest
Reliability
Same Rater Rater 1 and 2
BPC After After :

Subscale 1 week 3 weeks Rater 1 Rater 2 Combined
cp .68 .59 .62 .68 . .70
PP .20 .59 .31 .64 .62

11 +06 ‘ .05 .30 .54 .46
4D o ar .16 .53 .48 .51

"Flag" .67 .35 .59 .13 .51.

.

80btained from Kelley (1981).
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Appendix C

Modified Adolescent Life Change Event Seaie (MALCES)
Part I of the MALCES comprinéaiso life chgnge-evént 1;em§.
 Subjects were requested to 1ndicgte whether the event had occured "within
ithe pagt year™ and also wheéﬁer the event had occurred "more than a yeaf
ago” by circling "Yes™ or "No" -to each item for the two scales
;eparately. |

Part II of the MALCES cqmprises 3 Likert-type responpé scales.
Subjects wer; requested to apprailse each event on Part I according to

level of emotional fmpact (Upsetness scale), level of responsibility

(Responsibility scale), and perceived coping ability (Coping scale).
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Adolescent Life Change Event Que;tionnaire -~ Modified

PART 1: ;
Instructions: (a) Read over each event listed pelow .and think if this
. event has happened té you in¥the past year. If this
event has happened t$ you in the past year, circle
Yes in the first cg_} n; 1f this event has not
happened to you in the past year, circle No in the
first column. SEELY '
‘(b) Next, think 1if thisﬁit;nt happened to you more than
,Igéggiqﬂﬂﬁggg happened to you more than
1‘ ' thés%ed in the second column;
1f this egepft d % fﬁg:n to you more than a
) 'year ago,’ circle the Nd.iiP the second column.
Example: COLUMN 1 ] COLUMN 2
‘WITHIN MORE THAN

PAST YEAR | A YEAR AGO

1. Being sick in the hospital Yes ‘No | Yes No

For example, if you were sick in the hospital 6 months ago, you would
circle the Yes under the first column, "within the past year". If you were
not sick in the hospital in the last 12 months you would circle the. No under
the first column.

Next, if you were sick in the hospital 3 years.ago, you would circle the
Yes under the second column, "more than a year ago'". If you have never been
sick in the hospital in the past (more than a year ago), you would circle the
No under the second column. :

It could happen that you were sick in the hospital within the past year
and that you were also sick in the hospital before a year ago (say 2 years
-ago). If this were true you would circle the Yes under the first column and-

Yes under the second column.

(c) Extra space is provided at the end of the list for
you to write in other events that are not on
- the list that you think should be included.

YOU MAY TURN THE PAGE AND BEGIN



. 10.
11.
12.

13.

14.
15,
16.
17.
18.

19,

20.

21.

22.

23.

" Hassling with parents -==---ccccammcvcnan—-.

Change in physical appearance ¢(braces,

glasses) ---
Problems with dating ==---=scccmccccccnana.
Starting & new school ~---=-coeccccmccnnaa.
Hassling with brother or sister =~--vce-a-=-
Getting into drugs or alcohol -===--we-co--
Losing a favorite pet =---==---coccccecac-o
Mother getting pregnant ------c-mco--ceocac
‘Moving to a new home =---------ccoceecaom-
Failing one or more subjects in school ----
Death of mother --=~«-=-- ceemecccen e

Being arrested by the police -~-~~--=-=ne--

Hayingdqomeone'new move in with your
family (grandparent, adopted brother

or sister, or other) ==-=---ccccmcerccmcon~
Parent losing a job ---—-f---—-----;-ﬂ .....
Getting badly hurt bg sick =--~e-ccrcccccea
Quitting s8chool =-===-ceccmcconcmococnmann"
Brother or sister dying smmeessemomesssoeo-
Brother or lisgsr getting married ---------
Family member (othe£ than yourself)
‘having trouble with alcohol -=---- e ———————
Close girlfriend getting pregnant cmmen
Breaking up with a close girlfriend or
boyfriend e bttt bttt
Parents gefting divorced or geparated -----

Parent or relative in your family (other

than yourself) getting very sick =--<---ce-

202

HAFYENED TO YOU

COLUME COLUMN 2
WITHIN MORE THAN
PAST YEAR A YEAR AGO
Yes . No Yes No
Yes No Yes | No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
‘Yes o Yes No
fes No Yes No
Yes Né Yes - No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No }es No -
Yes No> Yes No
Yes No ?eg No
Yes No Yes No
Yes ﬁo Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes &o Yes No.
Yes. No Yes No,"
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No



24,
25.
26.
27.

28.

29.
30.
31,
32.
33,

34.

35.

36.

37.
8.

39.
40.

41.

42,

43.
Mn

45.

!

Close friend dying -==-------c-crosaeonoa-
Trouble with teacher or principal --------
Flunking a grade in school -==--v-=---c---

Making new friends ---=---vc=-c-eoc=cocw--

Problems with menstrual periods'(for

girlg) ---c=-c--mc-ccecccocosonmcmnnooooo
. ] :
Starting a job -==--cec-------- Aremcemcocne

Losing a8 job ---«=----- e ababataled l S

Problems with acne --===--======a-=--cc-o-
Wrecking the car ------:-----; ------------

Getting grounded =----==--------=-somsoos-

‘Not making an extracurricular activity

(i.e., athletic team, band, etc.) =--=----
O~ )

Death of father --=--=-=--ccoccccomocoroon

Problems with size (too tall, too short,

too heavy) =-==c=-==c--c-s-=cccssomrococoooo-

e

Sister getting pregnant ==--=-----csc-c---

Brothef getting someone pregnant ---------

De;th of a relative (such as- grandparent,

cousin, uncle, etc.) =--=-===--===c---cc--c-cs

Getting pregnant/getting someone

pregnant ----- mesccscsmcommcsondoonmecmoone

Ran away from home B et

Separafed,—divorced, ot widOWed‘pérent

‘dating ----==--==-==c----e-cc--coco-oso-oooce
Increased pressure from friends ----~=----

Thought lbout‘nuicige T et L L DL

~

Parent/relative in serious accident ------

-

-

HAPPENED TO YOU

203

Yes

_COLUMN 1 COLUMN 2

WITHIN MORE THAN
PAST YEAR A YEAR AGO
Yes No Yes No
Yes No hYes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes - No
Yes No Yes No
Yes ‘- No ‘Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes -No Yes No
Yes No - Yes No
Yés No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No - Yes ‘ No
Yes No Yes Ne
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
No Yes No



46.
47,
48,
49,
50.

51.

52.

-

Family had money problemg ---=-----=ccc-u--

Parents argued or

fought continually ------

Stole something valuable =----==---=-c-c--o=

Finding out about
Parent remarrying

Others (write in)

being ;dopted -----------

- - - S e W M e e

Others (wfite-in)

204

HAPPENED TO YOU

COLUMN 1 COLUMN 2

WITHIN MORE THAN
PAST YEAR A YEAR AGO
Yes No Yeg No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No« Yes No
Yes No Yes » No
Yes No Yes No
Yes No Yes No




PART. II:

Section A:

Listed on the following pages are events that may or may not
have happened in your life. We want to find out how you
feel and what you think about these events. There are three
sections (Section A, Section B, & Sestion C) to Part II.

In this first section you are asked to say how upsetting
each event would be to you. ' The following scoring system
will be used: a) not at all upset, b) a little upset,
c) somewhat upset, d) very upset, e) extremely upset.

Ve N
) .
In reading each event check (¥) the box which is the same
as how upset you would feel. -
For Example:
' Not At A Little | Somewhat | Very Extremely
All Upset Upset Upset Upset Upset
/’
Losing a favorite pet ////’
{

If losing your favorite pet is extremely upsetting to you, you would put a

check () in the box that says "extremely upset". .

If it would w6t upset you

at all, you would put a check (¥) in the box that says "not at all upset".

Extra space is provided at the end for you to write in other events that are
not on the 1ist and that you may have added to the list of events in Part I.
After writing in those events, check (¥) the box that is the same as how
upset you would feel.

Check only one box for each event.

You may turn the page and begin. »
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Not At

1A11 Upset | Upset

A Little

Somewhat
Upset

Ve;y
Upset.

206

Extremely
Upset

"Qﬁss11hg'w1;h parent§4

. Change in physical appearance

(braces, glasses)

-

. . Problems with dating

e

Starting a new school

Hassling witllx"bryother or sister

."Get;ing:info drugseor alcohol | )
B AT _
7. Losing a favorite pet’ 4
— —-r
8. Mother getting pregnant
oo Moving t9 a new home

10. Failing one or more subjects
in school
11, Death of @bther

12,

Being arrested ‘by the‘police,




ITEMS =

Not At

1a11 Upset

A Little
Upset

Somewhat

Upset

Very

Upset

207

Extremely
Upset

13. Having someone new move in wi

your family (grandparent.
adopted brother or sister,‘
or other)

[

ik

I

.19,

Close friend dying.

14, Bpreht losing a job
15. Getting badly hurt or sick
 16. Quitting school
17. Brother or sister dying
18. Brother or sister getting
" married .
Faﬁilymember(other than your-
self)havingtroublewithalcohoﬂ
20, Closegitlfriendgetting
pregnant
21. Breaking up with aclose
' "gitlfriedd or boyfriend
22, Parents getting divorced or
' separated
23. Parehtior relative in your
- family (other than yourself)
getting very sick
24.




ITEMS

Not At
All Upset

A Little
Upset

Somewhat
Upset

Very
Upset

208

Extremely
Upset

- 25.

Troubl® with teacher or
Principal- :

26.

‘Flunking a grade in achool

27.

Making new friends

28.
(for’girls)

Problems 'with ménstrual periods

29,

Starting a Job

30.

Losing a Job

31.

Problems with acne

- 32,

Wrecking the car

33.

Cetting grounded

34,

Not making an extracurricular ,‘
activity (i.e., athletic team,
band, etc.) R :

35.

‘Death of father

36.

%

Problems with size

(too tall,
too short, SR

too heavy)




ITEMS

Not At
All Upset

A Little
Upset

Somewhat
. Upset

Very
Upset

209

Extremely
Upset

37.

Sister getting pregnant

Y

38.

Brothergettingsomeonepregnant

39.

Death of a relative (such as
grandparent, cousin, uncle, etc)

40.

*‘

Getting pregnant / Getting
someone pregnant

41.

4
Ran away from home

42.

Separéted, divorced or
widowed parent dating

43.

Increased pressure from friends

AA

.'Thouéht‘about suicide

45.

Paremt'pr xglafive,in serious
accident

46.

Family had money problems
: 7 Problems .

LUy,

47.

‘Pﬁrénts argued or fonght ‘

continually~

.48

Stole something valuable




ITEMS

Not At
All Upset

A Little
Upset

Somewhat
Upset

V!

\ Very
pset

210

Extremely
Upset

< NI

49. Finding out about being

adopted

¢

50. Parent remarrying

51. Others (write in)

Ao

52. Others (urite in)




Section B:

For Example:

211
In this section you are asked to say how responsible you
- would feel for eachevent. That is, how much you would feel
the cause of the event. The following scoring system
will be used: a) not at all responsible, b) a little
responsible, c) somewhat responsible, d) very
responsible, e) totally responsible.
In reading each event check (v¥) the box which is the
same as how responsible you would feel.
Not At All | A Little Somewhat Vefy Totally

Requnsible Responsible | Responsible | Responsible Regponsible

Getting grounded

B

If you think you would be totally responsible if you were grounded, you would
put a check (¥) in the box that says "Totally Responsible". If you think you
would be a little responsible for getting grounded, you would .put a check (¥)
in the box that says "A Little Responsible". T

Extra space is provided at the end for you to write in other events that are -
not on the list and that you may have'added to the list of events in Part I.
After writing in those events, check (¥) the box that is the same for how
responsible you would feel.

Check bqu one box for each event.

.You may turn the page and begin.

&




ITEMS |

Not At A1l
Respon-
sible

A Little
Respon-
sible

Somewhat
Respon-
sible

Very
Respon-
sible

Totally
Respon-
sible

212

.Hassling with parents

1.

3.. Problems with dating

4., Starting a new school

5. Hassling with brother or sister
. : . v
6. Getting into drugs or alcohol
7. Losing a favorite pet '

9. Moving to a new home
10. Failing oné or more subjects

in .school

11. 'Death of mother
12. Being arrested by the police




, 213
ITEMS Not At All|A Little|Somewhat|Very |Totally
Ré&pone Respon~ | Respon- | Respon-| Respon-
‘|sible sible sible sible sible
"/
i
14. Parent losing a job
15. Getting badly hurt or sick
. : ¢
16. Quitting school |
[ 3

17.

Brother or sister dying

19.

Family member (other than
yourself) having trouble
with alcohol

20.

Close girlfriend getting A
pPregnant

21.

Breaking up with A close
girlfriend or boyfriend

22.

Parents getting divorced or
separated

23.

Parent or relative in your
family (other than yourself)
getting very sick

24,

Close friend dying”




ITEMS

Not At All.
Respon-

‘ sible

A Little
Respon-
sible

Somewhat
Respon-
sible

Very
Respon-
sible

214

Totally
Respon-
sible

25.

Troubleé with teacher or
principal :

“¥

26.

Flunking a grade in schaol

27.

[

Making new friends

29.

Starting a job

30.

Losing a job

31.

Problems with acne

’

32.

7

Wrecking the cér

33.

Getting ggoundéd

3.

Not making an extracurricular

activity €i.e., athletic team
pband, etc.) -

35.

peath of father

36.

Problems with size (too tall,
too short, too heavy)

Y



ITEMS

\
Not At All
Respon-
sible

A Little
Respon~
sible

Somewhat
Respon-
sible

Very
Respon-
sible

215

Totally
Respon-
sible

37. Sister getting pregnant

38. Brother getting someone pregnant

39. Death of a relative (such as
grandparent, cousin, uncle,
etc.)

40. Getting pregnant / Getting
someone pregnant

41. Ran away from home

43, Increased pressurefrbmfriends

23

44, Thought about suicide

‘45, Parent or relative in serious
accident

46. Family had money problems

47. Parents argued or fought
continually ‘

48. Stole something valuable




ITEMS

Not At Al%

Respon-
sible

A Little
Respon-
sible

Somewhat
Respon-
sible

Very
Respon~-
sible

216

Totally
Respon-
sible

50." Parent remarrying

)

51. Others (write in)

52. Others (write in)

NP 2P S .
N L) 4
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-

In this last section you are asked to say how well you
think you would deal with (manage or cope with) each
event in comparison to others your age. The following
scoring system will be used: a) deal with much better
than others, b) deal with better than others,

‘c) deal with about the same as others, d) deal with
worse than others, e) deal with much worse than others.

Section C:

In reading each event check (v) the box which is the
same a8 how you think you would deal with the event.

For Examﬁie:

' Deal.With

Much Better
Than Others

Deal With
Better
Than Others

Deal With
About The
Same As

Deal With
Worse Than
Others

Deal With
Much Worse

Than Others
Others : .

Making new friends

If you think you would deal with making new friends better than others, you

would put a check (¥) in the box that says "Deal With Better Than Others".

If you think you would deal with making new friends much worse than others,

you would put a check (¥) in the box that says "Deal With Much Worse Than Others".

Extra space is provided for you to write in other events that are not on the
l1ist and that you may have added to the list of events in Part I. After
writing in those events, check (v¥) the box that is the same as how well you
think you would deal with the event.

Check only one box for each event.

You may turn the page and begin.
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Deal Deal Deal With | Deal Deal
With With About The | With With
ITEMS Much Better Same As | Worse Much
Better | Than Others Than ‘Worse
Than Others Others | Than
Others Others
1. Hassling with parents
2. Change in physical “appearance
(braces, glasses)
3. Problems with dating
4., Starting a new school ‘\ (
5. Hasslingwithbrother or sister
6. Getting intodrugs or alcohol
7. Losing a favorite pet y
8. Mother getting pregnant
9. Moving to a new home
10. Failing one or more subjects
in school
11. Death of mother ¥ )
12. Being arrested by the police




Deal
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Deal Deal Deal With Deal
With With About The | With With
ITEMS Much Better | Same As Worse Much
Better | Than Others Than Worse
Than Others Others | Thag
Others Others
13. Having someone newmove in with ‘
your family (grandparent,
adopted brother or sister,
or other)
14, Parent losing a job
15. Getting badly hurt or sick
16. Quitting school
17. Brother or sister dying
18. Brother or sister getting 2

married

19.

Family member (other than

yourself) hav trouble ’
withralcoho

N

20.

Close girlfriend getting’
pregnant .

21.

Breaking up with a close
girlfriend or boyfriend

22.

Parents getting divorced
or separated ’

23.

Parent or relative in your

., family (other than yourself)

getting very sick

24.

Close friend dying




ITEMS

Deal
with

{Much

Better

'Than

Others

Deélﬁ
With

Better

Than

O;hers

Deal With
Aboyt The

Same As

Others

Deal
With ©
Worse
Than ~

»chers

220

Deal
With
Much
Worse -
Than
Others

25.

. principal

Trouble with teacher "ot

R
g

26.

Fluhking’a grade in school

- -~

y
i

‘Making.new~£rie5ds

28,
(for girls),

Problems with menstrual periods

29.

Statting*a_joB

‘LoSing a job

Problems with acne

.

;Rfecking the car

33.

Getting grounded

34.

Not making an extrécufriéular

- activity (d.e., athletic team, g

band, etc.).

35,

.Déafh\of father;

.t

. 36.

Problems with size (too tall,
too short, too heavy) - :

©®)




 ITEMS

; o S| ‘
_ ¢i\_<:?f:’/ﬂhBetter

Deal
With
Much

an
4) Qggs

Deal
With
Better
Than
Others

é
Deal With
About The

Same As
NOthers

Deal
With
Worse -~
Than
‘Others

221

Deal

1 With

Much
Worse
Than
Others

37.

Sister getting preghgnt

{—

*3’8 .

Brother getting someone pregnant

39.

Death of a relative (buch as

' grandparent, cousin, uncle,

etc.)

3 |

40.

Getting pregnant / Getting

" someone pregnant

41.

Ran away from home

42,

Separated, divorced or

widowed parent dating:

43,

Increased pressure from friends

44.

Thought about suicide

45,

Parent or reiative in serious:
accident :

46.

'

Family had money problems.

47.

Parents argued or fought
‘continually o

48.

Stole something valuable




ITEMS

Deal

[with

Much
Better
Than

Others

|'pear  J}
| With

Better
Than -
Others

Deal With

About The

Same As
Others

Deal
"With ‘
Worse

| Than

Others .

222

‘Deal’

With
Much
Worse
Than
Others

49. Finding out about being
: adopted e ‘

50. Parent remarrying

. 51. Others (write in)

3
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Appendix D

Backg;oundllnfotmation'Sheets

Ihél#ded are the ;chkground Information” sheets as provided‘to”thé
\’counselléta at MfC and the youth workers at McMan. The first (p. 224),
- was desigﬁed for the MYC sample; tﬁe secqnd (p. 225) was designed for the
M:M@ﬁan'sample_ The counsellors'ana youth workers were.fequested to
complete the data sheets baéedfondtheyrEfertal'and case history

t

information available for each subject.
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- BACKGROUND INFORMATION

1. STUDENT CODE NUMBER:

2. ADMISSION DATE:

3. DELINQUENCY INFORMATION: Alleged Offence

—

Previous Delinquent Invoivement

4. SCHOOL INFORMATION:

[ -

5. PSYCHOLOGICAL OR EDUCATIONAL.ASSESSHENTS:

6. OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS OR GUARDIANS:

Mother o : . ‘Father

7. OTHER SIGNIFICANT INFORMATION: e.g., single-parent. family; speclfic

family school, medical or behavioral information, etc.
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" BACKGROUND INFORMATION

1. STUDENT CODE NUMBER:
2. DATE OF‘REFERRAL: ' B |
3. REASON FOR REFERRAL: ' \ \
) ..
4. LEGAL STATUS: Probation Only Family Suﬁpoit ’
T. W. (JDA) T. W ‘ P. W.
5. DELINQUENCY INFORMATION: 4No,1nvolvement _ Pending
| Previous Court Appearances
6. SCHOOL INFORMATION: \
— "'V , : \
7. ‘PSYCHOLOGICAL OR EDUCATIONAL ASSESSMENTS: \¥
‘8. OCCUPATIONS OF PARENTS OR GUARDIANS: \
' Mother . , Father
9. OTHER SIGNIFICANT INFORMATION: e.g., single-parent family; residing

outsidg‘of home; specific family, school, medical, behavioral

information, etc.

A\

¥



