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ABS TRACT 

The Sixteen Personality Factor Questionnaire (16 PF) 

Rnd 8 personal history questionnaire were administered to 

36 enl isted men receiving treatment for alcoholism at the 

Port CRmpbell, Kentucky, Alcohol Rehabilitation Program. 

The purpose of this study was threefold: to provide 

bas ic information on the characteristics of alcoholics 

with a me an age of less than 25; to determine how these 

s ubj ects diff e red from groups of older alcoholics, 

neurotics, and character disorders; and, to test the 

validity of Fuller ' s ( 1966) neurotic "alcoholic person-

i=i li ty" theory . 

Mat eri r l gathere d through the personal history 

que s tionnaire an d clinical files indicate that the lives 

of youne Rlcoholics are more severely disturbed than those 

of olde r Alco hol ic comparison g roups. Analyses of variance 

indicat ed thRt the personal itie s of the yo ung alcoholics 

~nd Ful ler's (1966 ) alcoholics could not be consistently 

di st ingui shed fr om groups of neurotics o~ character dis

orders by scores on the 16 PF. Calculation of pattern 

similar ity coefficients sugges ted that the young alcoholics 

are most s imi lar to the inRdequate personality disorder 

croup. Fuller' s contention that Rlcoholics have a neurotic 

pe rsonality structure was not s upported by t hese calcula

tions. His Rlcoholics as well as other groups of alcoholics, 

were found to be at least as similar to character disorder 



0 r oups a s t o a neurotic group. Recommendations and 

impl ic 8tions for further research were discussed. 
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Chapter I 

Introduction 

During the 1960 1 s when public concern was focused on 

the drug use in young people, many parents felt a sense of 

r elief to learn that their children were using the more 

f amiliar, less anxiety-producing drug ••. beverage alcohol. 

Recently, howe ve r, this sense of security is being threat

ened . Many popular magazines such as Time, Newsweek, 

P.T.A., and Parents, have published reports from school 

and mental health officials suggesting that alcohol is a 

more widespread and serious problem among today's youth 

than any other form of drug abuse. 

Although there have be en no systematic studies of this 

phenomenon, there are numerous indices which would tend to 

support these observations. An increase in the number of 

young people who drink and a decrease in the age at which 

they beg in to drink has been noted in several studies 

(Maddox, 1967 ; Gl att & Hills, 1968; Stacey & Davies, 1973), 

The numbers of young people arrested for drunkenness and 

fo r driving while intoxicated have increased dramatically 

since 1960 i n t he United States (Saltman, 1973), in Canada 

(Addic t i on Re search Foundation, 1974), and in Britain 

(Gl at t & Hi l ls, 1968 ). 

The sympt oms of alcoholism were previously thought to 

take a period of 15 to 20 years to develop (Trice & Wahl, 

1958 ). Re cent re port s have presented contrary evidence. 
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Young people who begin drinking heavier and at an early 

age are experiencing the symptomatic effects of alcoholism 

in a much shorter period of time (Foulds & Hassal, 1969; 

Ro senberg, 1969; Stacey & Davies, 1973). Although data 

concerning the numbers of youth thus affected are not 

available at this time, Dr. Morris Chafetz, Director of 

the National Institute of Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 

reported one estimate suggesting that there are 450,000 

child and teenage alcoholics in the United States 

(Alcoholics Anonymous Inc., 1973). Maddox (1962) in his 

review of research on the drinking habits of teenagers, 

est imated that t he proportion of those drinking as much 

as one drink a day ranged from 2 to 6 percent. 

A recent report of the drinking practices of the 

personnel in the U.S. Army revealed that large numbers 

of enlisted men between the age of 18 to 25 drink exces

sively (Cahl an , Cisin, Gardner, & Smith, 19 72) . In a 

random sampling of 3,682 men in this category, 29 percent 

drank five or more drinks per day on at least four days 

of the week or remained intoxi cated for more than one 

full day at a t ime. Another 44 percent were reported to 

be problem drinkers. Men in this category were defined 

as tho se experiencing serious a dverse consequences in their 

personal relationships, with the police, on their jobs or 

i n their he alth, as a result of excess drinking. Consider

ing this information , it is not surprising that SO percent 



of the men receiving treatment for alcoholism at the Fort 

Campbell, Kentucky, Alcohol Rehabilitation Program are 

under the age of 25. 
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A review of the literature produced little informa

tion on the young alcoholic. Only one study was found 

which investigated the characteristics of alcoholics with 

a mean age of less than 30 years. Rosenberg (1969) com

pared a group of alcoholics with a mean age of 26 to a 

control group of alcoholics with a mean age of 44. He 

found that the younger group of alcoholics had begun 

drinking earlier and had become dependent on alcohol at 

a much earli er age . They were also more severely dis

turbed than the ol der group of alcoholic controls. These 

results reflect substantially what this writer has observed 

in clinical experience; the younger the alcoholic the more 

severe his problems appear to be. 

Purpose of the Study 

Wi th the reportedly growing numbers of adolescents 

and post-adolescents who are experiencing alcohol related 

problems, there is a need for further investigation using 

subjects younger than in Rosenberg's study. The purpose 

of this study is to measure and report the personality 

characteristics, social histories, and drinking experiences 

of a group of al coholics having a mean age of less than 

25, and to determine if these subjects differ from groups 

of older alcoholics. 
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This study will also investigate the existence of the 

"a lcoholic personality" proposed by Fuller (1966). Specif

i call y , it will determine if this personality profile is 

val id in comparison to the profiles of young alcoholic 

subjects and older alcoholics tested since Fuller's study 

(Hoy, 1969; Walton, 1969; Gross & Carpenter, 1971; Gross & 

Elton, 1972). Furthermore, this study will explore Fuller's 

assertion that the "alcoholic personality'' is neurotic 

r ather than a character disorder or a combination of many 

per sonality t ypes as would be expected. 

Review of the Literature 

Since the appearance of alcohol in 3700 BC, men in 

every culture have seriously misused this drug and experi

enced its powerful physiological effects (Pinarde, 1964). 

Not until the late 18th Century, however, wer e efforts 

ma de to investigate the char acteristics of those persons 

who had become lmown as alcoholics. During this period 

most reports were written by physicians and philosophers 

who described t he characteristics of alcoholics in moral

istic terms and generally t heorized about t he causes of 

such 1' spiritual decay'' (Mann, 1958 ). For the most part, 

these studies were judgmental and unscientific. With the 

adve nt of psyc hometric instruments the literature became 

r epl ete with studies reporting the personality character

i stics of vari ous groups of alcoholics. Many of the 

s t udi es found certain characteristics which were quite 
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promi nent in the ma jority of the alcoholics investigated. 

A review of articles (Clinebell, 1956) prior to 1950 lists 

thirteen of the most outstanding characteristics observed 

in studies of alcoholics. They are: 

A. An8r y over-dependency 

B. Inability to express emotions adequately 

C. Hi gh l evel of anxiety in interpersonal relations 

D. Emotional immaturity 

E. Ambiv Blence toward authority 

F. Low frustrRtion tolerance 

G. Gr andiosity 

H. Low self-esteem 

I . Feelings of isolation 

J. Perfectionism 

K. Guil t 

L. Compul siveness 

M. Sex-rol e confusion. 

Due to t he fre quency with which these characteristics 

were used to describe alcoholics, many rese archers argued 

fo r the ex i s tence of an "alc oholic persona l ity" (Knight, 

1937 ; Menninger , 1938 ; Tiebout , 1954) . A vigorous contro

ve r sy too k pl nc e between those holding the "alcoholic per

sonal ity" vi ewpoi nt and other researchers who concluded that 

the re was no s at isf actory evi dence to justify the belief 

that alcoholics can be distinguished from other clinical 

Groups on the basi s of any one characteristic (Sutherland, 
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Shroeder, Tordella, 1950; Diethelm, 1955; Symes, 1957; 

Arms trong, 1958). 

The existence of an alcoholic personality ha.s again 

been the subject of discussion and examination (Blane, 

1968 ). In recent ye ars several studies (DePalma & Clayton, 

1958 ; Fuller, 1966; Gross & Carpenter, 1971), have indi

cR te d that alc oholic subjects differed significantly from 

the general popul ation on the majority of the sixteen 

fac tors on t he Sixteen Personality Factor Questionnaire 

(16 PF ), (Ins titute for Pers onality and Ability Testing, 

19 67). On t he basis of t hese findings an d the fact that 

the resulting profiles were highly similar (Fuller, 1966) 

reported an a lcoholic personality which he felt applicable 

to all U. S . mal es . On t he basis of correlations computed 

between the profiles of his s ub jects and eight other 

Insti tute f or Person al i ty and Ab il i t y Testing (IPAT) 

c roups , Ful l er pr opo s e d t hat t h e alcoholic had a neurotic 

pe rsons lity . 

Re cent inves tig at i ons have failed to f ind evidence 

whic h suggest s any pers onal i ty structures similar among 

All Al coholi cs (Part ington & J ohnson, 1969): Stein, 

~ozynko nnd Pugh (1 971 ) foun d eleven different personality 

patte rns across s i x pe rs onal i ty di mensions within their 

s ample of alcoholic s ; Wal ton (1968 ) demonstr ated that 

d i f ferent per s onality t ypes are associated with different 

fo rms of al coholism; and, several studies using Edward's 
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Pe r s onal Preference Schedule (EPPS), (Fitzgerald, Pasework 

& Tanner, 1967; Pryer & Distefano, 1970; Hoffman & Nelson, 

1971) demonstrated that their alcoholic subjects were not 

sign ificantly different from the general population. 

Goliehtly and Reinehr (1969) found low correlations between 

Fuller's (196 6) alcoholic s and the IPAT comparison group 

and their subje cts. These authors suggest ed the need for 

furthe r rese arch prior to accepting Fuller's proposal. 

Current investigations have indicate d that age 

8ffe ct ~ t he personalit y profile of alcoholics (McGinnis 

rZ · Ryan , 1965 ; Goodwin & Schai, 1969; Hoffman, 1970). 

Poffman and Nelson (1 971) found that there are fewer 

pe r~onali t y diff erences between alcoholics and non

al coholics t han between A. lcoholics of varying ages. Blume 

an d Sheppar d (1967) have s u gested that changes in the 

effe ct s of drinking on behavior en d personality are a 

f unction of time an d vary from e a rly to late periods in 

the Rl coholics ' l ife . J ellinek (1946 ) and Tric e and 

1.'/ ahl ( 1958 ) demonstrated t hat a l coholism in the averae e 

~1coholic devel ops over a period of fifteen to twenty 

years . Ro~enberg (1969), however , found that his young 

nlcoholic s ha d begun drinking eRrlier and had more devi ant 

personal i ties thm older al coholic controls . 

There is als o evi denc e which does not support Fuller's 

(1966) ~ssertion tha t all Al coho l ics have neurotic 
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pe r s onalities. Several investigators have linked the age 

at which an alcoholic begins to experience the symptoms of 

al coholism with personality behavior patterns. Bahr (1969) 

f oun d t hat subjects whose onset of alcoholism occurred 

before the age of 30 exhibited greater disaffiliation and 

l ower occupational status t han those whose heavy drinking 

began after 30 years of age. Foulds and Hassall (1969) 

repor t e d that old early-start ers (alcoholics who were over 

45 ye ar s of age , but had begun drinking heavily before the 

age of 30) and young earl y-s tart ers (alcoholics who were 

bot h under t he age of 30 and ha d begun to drink heavily) 

were significantly different (P < . 01 ) from old l ate

s t a rt ers ( a lco holics who were ov er the age of 45 and had 

not begun their exces sive drinking until t hey were over the 

Bge of 39 ). The old late- star ters had more fr equent job 

changes , i nvo lvements with police, and greater interpersonal 

di f f i cult y . Foul ds and Hass all' s st udy al so s ugges t ed that 

the absolute t ime an alcohol ic drank had le ss effe ct on 

t he severi ty of s ymptoms than did the age of onset of 

exces s ive dr i nk ing. They also reported that 80 per cent of 

the early st a rter s had be en indepen dent l y diagnos ed as 

pe r sonality dis or ders compared to only 19 per cent of t he 

lat e starters . The t est sco r es of the earl i er start ers 

were similar t o t he scores of pe rsonality di so r ders whi l e 

those of the l ate starters res embled t he neurot ic prof iles . 

The s e results wo uld not be incons i stent with Fuller's 
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findings if his group were primarily comprised of late 

starters. Such evidence is somewhat analog ous to the 

"early and late skid" theory proposed by Pittman and 

Go rdon (1958 ) in their study of the Skid Row subculture. 

These authors suggest that the early onset of excessive 

drinking is the primary cause of arrests and occupational 

instability; while in a l ater onset a relatively stable 

life adjustment is disrupted by a personal crisis or an 

earlier maladjustment. 

This theory and the preceding studies on early onset 

of excessive drinking raises an interesting question. Did 

the antisocial behavior precipitate the drinking, or were 

t he antisocial personality characteristics the result of 

t he toxic effect of alcohol ? Jones (1968) in her longi

tudinal investigation indicated that the acting-out and 

assertive behavior predated the drinking patterns later 

formed by her sample of problem drinkers. Her investiga

tions and other long itudinal studies (McCord & McCord, 

1960 ; Robins, Bates & O' Neil, 1962) used widely varied 

subject populations. These studies suggested that ado

lescents who never acquired control over impulsivity and 

aggression, and who overplayed an assertive, masculine 

role were predi sposed to alcoholism as adults. If valid, 

these charact eristics shoul d be evident in the present 

study of adolescent alcoholics. 



Subjects 

Chapter II 

Method 
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Thirty-six male enlisted men admitted for the treat

ment of alcoholism at the Fort Campbell, Kentucky, Alcohol 

Rehabilitation Program were selected as subjects. The 

only criteria fo r selection were that the subjects be less 

than 28 years of age and have completed detoxification 

prior to testing. Treatment consisted of 45 minute ses

sions of group counseling four days per week; the mean 

time of treatment was 2.5 weeks. Although participation 

i n the program was designed by the staff to be voluntary, 

eleven of the subjects felt that they had been coerced 

into the program by their commanders. The subjects 

ranged from 18 to 27 years of age with a mean age of 21.6 

years. Because of their youthful ages, many would question 

a diagnosis of alcoholism. However, for the purpose of 

this study, "alcoholics are those excessive drinkers whose 

dependence upon alcohol has attained such a high degree 

that they show a noticeable .mental disturbance or an inter

feren ce with their bodily and mental health, their inter

personal relations, and their smooth social and economic 

functi oning" (World Health Organization, 1952). To aid 

this definition with a more objective measure of alcoholism, 

the subjects completed the Mi chigan Alcohol Screening Test 

(MAST). This instrument (Seltzer, 1971) distinguishes 
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between normal and alcoholic drinkers. A score of five or 

above is indicative of alcoholism. The mean score of the 

Fort Campbell subjects was 21. 

Apparatus 

The Sixteen Personality Factor Questionnaire (16 PF), 

Form A, was selected to measure personality characteristics. 

The 16 PF was designed to provide comprehensive and objec

tive scores on sixteen personality traits. Raw scores are 

converted to sten scores by referring to the appropriate 

normative table. In this study the male general population 

norms were utilized. 

Each factor is described in bipolar terms; low scores 

(1- 1~ ) indicate small amounts of a factor while high scores 

(7-1 0 ) denote large amounts of a factor. The normal mean 

sten score is 5.5 for each factor. The factors are pre

sented in Table 1. 

A personal history questionnaire was designed to 

select only those items whic h could not be gathered from 

the patient 's f ile . Copi es of the 16 PF, MAST , Personal 

Pistor y Questionnaire, Social Eistory Form, and Intake 

Intervi ew Form are presente d in the Appendices. 

Procedure 

Testing was accomplis hed in the room where patients 

generally received group therapy. The 16 PF and attached 

questionnaire were g iven under conditions of anonymity as 



Factor 

A 

B 

C 

E 

F 

G 

H 

I 

L 

M 

.l 

0 
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Table 1 

Characteristics Measured by the 16 PF 

Low Score 
Description 

Reserved, Detached 

Less Intelligent, 
Concrete-Thinking 

Affec t ed by Feelings 

Eumble, Mild 

Sober, Prudent 

Expedient, Disregards 
Rules 

Shy , Restrained, Timid, 
Threat-Sensitive 

Tough- Minded, Self
neliant, Realistic, 

Trusting , Adaptabl e , 
Free of Jealousy 

Practical, Careful, 
Conventional 

Forthright, Natural 

Self-Assured, Confident, 
Serene 

Conservative, Respect
ing Established Ideas 

Group- Dependent 

Undi scipl ined Self 
Co nflict 

Re laxed, Tranquil, 
Unf rustrated 

High Score 
Description 

Outgoing, Warmhearted 

More Intelligent, 
Abstract-Thinking 

Emotionally Stable 

Assertive, Aggressive 

Happy-Go-Lucky 

Conscientious, Per
severing, Staid 

Venturesome, Socially 
Bold, Uninhibited 

Tender-Minded, Clinging, 
Over-Protected 

SUS pi C i O US , S e 1 f -
Opinionated 

I mag inative, Wrapped Up 
in I nner Urgencies 

Shrewd, Calculating 

Apprehensive, Self
Reproaching, Worrying 

Experimenting, Liberal, 
Analytical 

Self-Sufficient 

Controlled, Socially 
Precise 

Tense, Frustrated Driven, 
Overwrought 
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recommended in the Handbook for the 16 PF (C at tell Eber ---------- , 
& '1'11. tsuoka , 1970) . As a result, the material taken from 

files of each subject could only be calculated into means 

8nd not used to correlate with test scores. 

An8lyses of variance were performe d on the data for 

e~ch f 8ctor of the 16 PF for the followine gr oups: Fort 

C :=1mpbel 1 subjec t s , Fuller's alcoholics, criminals, anti

s ocia l pers on ality disorders, sociopaths, and neurotics 

(The last four be i ng reported in the Handbook for the 16 ---------
PF, CD ttell, Ebe r & Tatsuoka , 1970). Because only mean 

score s and standard deviations were avail able for these 

£roup~ , the me nn scores were treated as single observa

tions by the method as developed by Edwar ds (1972). Sig

nificant F ratios were further investigated by the use of 

the 1-: ewrn an Keul s procedure . 
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Chapter III 

Results 

Analyses of variance were performed to determine if 

s i gnificant differences existed between the six clinical 

s roups. The means, standard deviations, and resulting F 

r Rtios are presented in Table 2. 

Pattern s i milarity coefficients were calculated to 

determine the similarity between any two clinical groups. 

Th i s method measures the similarities between the total 

profiles, but does not t ake into account the direction of 

t he differences between the factors. Calcul ations were 

rnq de according to the procedures for group to group compar

is ons as presented in the Handbook for the 16 PF (Cattell, 

Ebe r & Tatsuoka , 1970). 

The profiles of the Fort Campbell alcoholics were 

compa red to t he orig inal clinical groups used by Fuller 

(1 966) end later by Golightly and Reinehr (1969). The 

re sults of this comparison and those of Fuller and Golightly 

::ind Hein ehr nre presented in Table J. 

Other clinic al groups are presented in the Handbook for 

t he 16 PF whi ch appeared to be equally appropriate for these 

comp arisons. Th e Fort Campbell group and Fuller's {1966) 

Pl coholic s were compared to the antisoci al an d inadequate 

pe r s onality di sorder groups and the crimina l group. Compar

i sons were a lso ma de between the two groups of alcoholics. 

The results of these comparisons are presented in Table 4, 



Taole 2 

l1ie en s , S t andard De v i a tions an d F' iia tio s Between Clini cal c; roups 

Fort IPAT IPAT 
Campbell F u l ler Antisoci a l I PAT S ocio- IPAT 

Fae - Al coh o l ic s Alcoholic s Pers onality Cr i mi n a l s p a ths Neurotic F 
tor s N=J6 IT =6 9 () N=97 N=8 91 N=28 N=2 72 Rat i os 

M s T) M (.•....., 
1 .· J..• M ~D M :::, D 11 SD I--I SL - - -

A 4 . 7 1. 9 5 - 7 1. 9 5 . 3 1.9 5 . 6 1. 8 7 . 1 1.9 5 . 8 2 . 1 3 . 63 P <: . 005 
B S. L~ 1.9 4 . 2 1 . 7 5 . 6 1. 9 I~. 5 3.0 l'I/A N/ A 6.5 2 . 0 4 - 70 P <: . 005 
C 4 . 1 2 . 1 3 . 5 1. 7 4 . 5 2 . 5 3 . 6 2 . 4 3.0 2.3 3 . 0 2 . 3 1. 01 

E 5. 6 1. 9 4 . 2 1.7 4 . 6 1.9 L~ . 9 2 . 0 4 .9 2.5 L~ . O 2.1 1. 35 
F 5. C1 2 .2 3 . 8 2 . 0 5 . 1 1.9 I~. 5 2 . 3 5 -4 2 . 4 3 . 6 2.1 2 . 24 p <: . 05 
G l+ . o 1. 8 4 . 8 1. 8 4 - 7 2 . 1 L+. 5 2 . 1 L~. 8 2.2 L~ . 6 2.0 . 41 
H 4 . 1 2 . 4 4 - 4 1. 8 4 . 6 2. 0 5.5 1 . 9 4 .0 2 . 0 4 - 3 2 . 4 1.23 
I 5.7 2.0 6 . 4 1. 8 6 . 1 2.0 6 . 4 2 . 3 5 - 3 1.8 7.0 2 .0 1. 76 

L 7. 1 1. 6 6 . 4 2 . 0 6 . 0 2 . 3 6 . 3 2 . 0 5 . 8 1.9 7 . 2 2 . 3 1.64 
r✓: 4 - 7 1.7 6 . 9 l . 7 5 . 5 1 . 9 6 . 9 2.2 s . o 2 . 2 6 . 5 2.1 4 . 50 p <: . 005 

N 6 . 2 2 . 1 4 - 9 1. 8 5 . 1 1. 9 5 . 2 2 . 2 4 . 6 1.5 5 -4 2 . 0 2 . 84 P <: . 025 

0 7 . 0 2 . 0 7 . B 1. 6 6 . 8 2 . 6 6 .9 1 . 8 6 . 8 2 . 2 8 . 1 2.5 1. 39 

Ql 6 . 6 2 . 3 4 - 5 1.7 4 - 7 2 . 0 5 -4 1.7 4 -7 1. 9 5 -4 1.5 J. 74 P <: . 005 

Q2 6 . 8 2 . J 6 . 0 1.7 6 . J 1 . 8 6 .1 1.7 5 . 0 1.9 6 . 1 1. 7 2. 14p<:.1 0 

QJ L~. o 1.9 4 - 9 2 . 0 5 . 6 2 . 0 4 . 8 2 . 1 3 -4 2 . 0 4 -4 2.1 2 . 66 P <i 025 

Q4 7 -4 1.L~ 7.9 1. 0 6 . 4 2 . 5 6 . 6 2 . 0 6 . 5 2. 6 8.o 2. J 2 . 5 0 p < . 05 
I-' 
Vl. 
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Table 3 

Pattern Similarity Coefficients in Comp arison 

of Alcoholic Groups with IPAT Clinical Groups 

IPAT Fuller's 
Clinic al Alcoholics 
Gr oups N=696 

Al coholics . 3&:H:-
N=l 44 

I! eur ot ics . 62-::-,:-
N=272 

Anxie t y Re acti on .1 0 
(Among 2 72 above) 

De pr es sive 
I{ eaction . 3_3-lH:-

(Arn ong 272 abov e ) 

Ps ychopaths -. 16 
N=l 5 

Psychoti cs . 01 
:!=5 31 

Soc iopaths -.11 
1J=28 

-::- p < . 05 

-::--::-p < . 01 

Golightly ' s 
& Reinehr's 
Alcoholics 

N=59 

.20 

. 05 

.oo 

. 00 

. 20 

Fort 
Campbell 

Alcoholics 
N=36 

- .01 

.01 

-.06 

-.05 

-. 06 

- • 09 



Table 4 

Pattern Similarity Coefficients in 

Compari s on of IPAT Character Disorders 

Clinical Gr oup 

I n ndequate Pe r s ona lity 
J{=54 

Anti soc ial Pe r sonal ity 
N=9 7 

Crimi nals 
H=8 91 

Full er ' s Alcohol ics 

.. p < .os 
·,.-,.- P < . 01 

Fuller I s 
Alcoholics 

-41+·,.-· .. -

Fort Campbell 
Alcoholics 

.13 

.11 

-.14 
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To 8llow f or 8 re ater Generalities t he profi l es of 

c roups of a lcoholic s r eported by Hoy ( 1 96 9) , Gro ss and 

Elton (1971 ), Gr os s and Ca r penter (1972 ) , and. Walt on (1 968 ) 

were compa re d to Full er I s ( 1 966 ) and the Fort Camp bell 

al coholics , an d fi ve c l i nical groups . The resul t s of 

compPri~ons r r e present ed i n Table 5. 



Table 5 

Pattern Similarity Coefficients in 

Comparisons of Later Alcoholic Subjects 

Clinical 
Groups 

Neurotics 
N=272 

Ant i s ocial 
Pe rsonalit y 

N=97 

I nadequate 
Personality 

N:=54 

Fuller's 
Alc oholics 

N=696 

Fort Campbell 
Al coholics 

tl =36 

Criminals 

p < . 05 

.. " P < . 01 

Hoy's 
Alcoholics 

• 40,..-... 

• 26-::-

• 33-:;--::-

• 36-:;--::-

Gross & 
Elton's 

Alcoholics 

. 22 

. 13 

• 28-::-

Gross & 
Carpenter's 
Alc oholics 

• 32-::- -::-

.41-,.-·, .-

• 2}::-

.44-. .--,.-

. 11 

. 26-::-

18 

Walton's 
Alco
holics 

.14 

.13 

• 36>,Hc 

.21 
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Chapt e r I V 

Di scussion 

Be f ore discus sing the find ings of t hi s s tudy, it should 

be mention ed that t h e crit e ri a for c l assific ation of the 

different clini c a l groups presente d by Catt ell , Eber and 

Tnts uo ka (1970 ) a r e no t p rov i ded. The s e res earchers did 

not prov i de ~dequate dat a for t heir cl ini ca l groups. 

Consp icuous by i ts ab s enc e wns t he metho d of c l i n ic a l 

d i ncnosis by which t h ese groups hav e been i dent ified . 

Addit i onall;l , there wa s n o available info r mation r e l a t i ng 

to the subject ' s so ciAl qnd me d i c al backc round . 

These p ro bler,;s '3. re further compounde d by the fact that 

the cl i nic ::il titles f or t he se c; roups ar e quite arnb i Guous . 

·· ec~use of t heir lack of preciseness , the Di a5nost i c and 

~ -'.;":t istical Mn nuf'l for Fent n.l Di s orders ( , ?-! ) , ( Amer i c r..n 

h~rchi o.tri c A~soci ,-, tion , 19 613 ) hRs rep l ce d classifications 

~uch ns psychopnth, criminf1J. Pnd sociopath by the one term , 

''anti so c i nl persona lity disorder" . Catt ell , Eber and 

T'lt ~uok " l ist sepP.r ,'l.t e scores for e a ch of these e; roups . 

Un der t h e n ew definition , Les e individual s a re described 

,., s '.)e ing unsoc ial i zed , i nc npabl e of loyal ty to r; roups , 

i:-iclivi du a ls or social v a lues , a n d g rossly selfish and 

· ' bl T~ e ir be havior oattern t yp ic ally brings 1rresponr1 e . 11 -

t h em into conflict with society an d the y do not learn 

from experience or punishment . Their tolerance f or 

.(' t t • · 1 .T and t~ey te.,,.,d to bl ame others for the i r ., r us r ri 10n is o,~ 11 --



dif ficulties. 

~i s cussion of~ Results of the Analysi s of Variance 

As indicated by T bl 2 a e , significant differences 
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between the g roups were observed on half of the factors 

of the 16 PF. The results on each factor will be dis

cus sed in relation to the general population means and to 

the finding s of other researchers. Where s i gnificant F 

r atios were noted, the re s ults of the Newman Keuls Test 

wi l l be discussed. 

On Factor A, Re s erved vs Outgoing , the analysis of 

vqri ~nce indicated the pres ence of signif i can t (P <.005) 

d i f ferences among the groups. The result s of the Newman 

Keuls indicates thAt t he Fort Campbell sub jects were sig

nific antly (P < ,01) more re s erved than any of the other 

c l i n i ca l g roups. They were Rl s o s light l y below the mean 

on t hi s f a ctor. No signific ant differenc es were observed 

be tween the older a lcohol ic s , the neuro t ics , cr i llii nals and 

Rnt i soci a l per s onality di s orders who re c eived near average 

sc or es on thi s f actor. The s ociopathic group was very 

out going an d were s i gnifi cantly (P <. 01) higher on this 

t r Rit t hA n all of the other groups . 

According t o IPAT bull e tin #8 (196 3), t he character 

rl i sorders wo ul.d rec e ive sco r es indic ati ng an outgoing and 

ext r overted behavior pAttern. However, t he sociopaths 

Who scored above average on this trait. were t h e only group 

Jo nes (1965, 1968 ), Hanfmann (1951) and Kalin (1972) 
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support this e xp ect ation with their finding that sociabil

i t y and gregariousness correlated highly with excessive 

drinking . Other investigations, however, have demonstrated 

t hat this may be a superficial sociability (Machover ~ 

Puz zo, 1959 ; Shulman, 1959; Blane, 1960). Although the 

a l coholic may appe ar to b e extroverted and an exhibitionist, 

he does not en joy emotional ties with others. Because of 

the difficulty he has maint aining interpers onal relation

ships and dealing with people on a reciprocal basis, he 

pr efers only l imited, s hal low relations hips where he can 

s ~t isfy his nee ds for attention , but not s at isfy the wants 

of others. Consider i ng thi s exp lanation , a l ow score on 

Fa ct or A may not be inconsistent for the alcoholics or t he 

ot he r character disorder groups. 

Fa ctor B is a measure of inte l lig en ce on a continuum 

f rom dull to brig ht. No scores on this factor were avail

able for the sociopaths. Analysis of variance conducted 

on the rema ining g roup indic a te d signific ant (P < .005) 

di f f erences between t he scores. Fuller's group and the 

criminal group were below normal intelligence, and were 

sicnificantly (P < . 01) less intelligent t han all the 

other g roups. Th e Fort Campbell alcoholics and the anti-

dl·sorder group were of average intelsoci a l persona l i ty 

l i Gence , but were significantly less intelligent than the 

e in intelligence. nBur otics who were above averag 

(1971) have reported that chronic 
Tarter and Jones 
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alc oholics were not intellectually inferior to non-alcoholic 

control groups and suggested that ingestion of alcohol does 

not impair intellectual functioning. This assertion seems 

somewhat contradictory considering the variety of chronic 

neurological disorders associated with excessive intake of 

alcohol (American Medical Association, 1967). Also, 

Hoffmann and Nel son (1971) have reported that their younger 

a lcoholic subjects had significantly (P < . 01) higher 

intelligence quotients than their older al coholics. Fur

thermore, using a multivariate analysis, Gross and Elton 

(1 972) demonstrated that Factor B decreases as drinking 

experience increases. Although a longitudinal study would 

be the only appropriate way to resolve this question, the 

lower intellig ent scores of Fuller's (1966) sub jects, might 

have been the result of neurological damage from many 

years of alcohol inge stion. 

No significant difference was noted on Factor C, 

Emotionally Unstable vs Emotionally Stable . All the 

groups scored low on this factor which indicates emotional 

We ak ego Strength (Cattell, Eber & Tatsuoka, i n s t ability. 

1970 ) has historically been reported in al coholic subjects 

( Eal pern, 1946; Buhler & Lefever, 1947; Quaranta, 1947) · 

t dl'fferenceR were observed between the No significan 

E Humbl e vs Assertive. High scores on 
f roups on Facto r , 

this factor which IPAT (1963) claims would differentiate 

dl·sorders and the neurotics were not 
between the c haracter 



23 
obse rved. The lack of · ·f· signi icance is also noteworthy 

bec ause this factor can be considered a measure of the 

de c ree of dependency. Historically, alcoholism has been 

linked with dependency. The problem drinker has been 

de scribed as manifesting an intense independence-dependence 

conflict (Lisansky, 1960) and an inability to function 

comf ortably in a dependency relationship (Jones, 1968). A 

de ni al of dependency desires has been one of the hypothesis 

a dvanced to explain the orig ins of alcoholism (McCord & 

~cCord, 1960 ; Robins, Bates & 0 1Neal, 1962 ; Bacon, Barry & 

Child, 1965 ). This Rppe ars t o be merely a s i mpler restate

ment of the ps ychoan a l ytic view formulated by Knight (1943). 

~n the preceding studies no direct measures of conflict 

ove r dependency were utilized. In one of the studies 

(i•icCord & McCord, 1960) t he cont i nuum that the raters used 

t o eva luate t heir sub jects on dependency ran from highly 

mo. scul ine, through norma l l y masculine, t o dependent and 

ef f eminat e . I t woul d appe ar log ic al t hat a person coul d 

be effeminate but a t the s ame time not be dependent; 

however in this si t uation t he r ater could not make such , 
1 t . Thes e assertions concerning alcoholic's 2-n eva ua ion . 

de penden cy appear to be base d on speculations regarding 

t he nature of t h is type of behavior. The Fort Campbell 

· this factor while Fuller's s ubJects were average on , 

sub j ect s and t he ot her clinical groups were slightly below 

aver::..ge . 
~ th i·s factor in other studies of ;:i cores on 
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~l coholics (Wal ton, 1968 ; Hoy , 1969; Gross & Carpenter, 

1971 ; Gross & Elton, 1972) ranged from 4 . 6 to 6.8. There 

is no support for this dependency contention unless it is 

Also inferred that the 1 ow-scoring subjects are being 

truthful and the high-scoring subjects are denying their 

dependency needs. 

On Factor F, Sober vs Happy-Go-Lucky, t he antisocial 

per s onality disorders, the sociopaths and t he Fort Campbell 

c: roup hod significantly (P < .01) hi gher scores and were 

more hRppy- go- l ucky than the neurotic s and Fuller's group 

( ~s predic ated by IPAT Bull etin #8 , 1963). I t must be 

note d, however , that these scores cluster around the mean 

f or the s t anda r diz ation s ampl e which woul d not support t he 

impress ion that chRracter disorders a re any more happy- go

lucky than normal . The criminal group was similar to the 

antis ocial personality disorder group but was significantly 

( P < . 01 ) more sober and serious than t he s ociopathic 

~roup an d the Fo rt Campbell al coholic group . 

On Factor G, Expedient vs Conscientious , no significant 

diffe rence was ob served between the groups . All groups were 

~l i c htly below average indic ating a l ack of acceptance of 

society's mora l standards and weaker superego development. 

0everal studies have l inke d this defic ienc y with alcoholism 

(Lentz, 1943 ; Force , 1958 ; J ones, 1968). 

l
·t i·s i"ndic a ted in IPAT Bulletin #8 (1963) Although 

ould move awa.y from introverted 
th2t the char acter disorders w 
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tendencies on factor H Shy vs Ad , venturesome, no signifi-

cant difference among the groups was found. With the 

exception of the criminal group who was average, means on 

factor H for all other groups suggest a greater degree of 

shyness, timidity and withdrawal than the general popula-

tion. 

On Factor I , Tough- Minded vs Tender- :tvi inded, no sig

nif i cant difference was observed. This factor was pre-

sumed to differentiate between the charRcter disorders and 

the neurotics (IPAT, 1963). This factor also reflects 

masc uline vs feminine characteristics. Although the 

scores for the Fort Campbell alcoholic group were about 

average, the scores of the older alcoholic group lie 

towa rd the tender or feminine end of the continuum. 

Unfortunately, the literature is replete with contradictions. 

Studi es previously cited have referred to the alcoholics' 

dependency conflict. Several researc hers have suggested 

that in order to repress these fears of being dependent or 

un~asculine the alcoholic unconsciously overemphasizes a 

mas cul ine f ac a de to hide these tendencies (Hanfmann, 19.51; 

Robins, Bates & O' Neal, 1962; Madsen, 1964 ; J ones, 1968). 

I t would appe a r that if the alcoholic subjects were striv

i ng to compensate for their 11feminity 11 lower scores on 

t his factor would have been reflected. 

Factor L, Trusting vs Suspicious, 
The scores obt a ined on 

b t n the various groups. 
did not indicate a difference e wee 



26 
Except for the sociopathic g . 

roup, which was average on this 
f Gctor , all sub jects appeared to be 

highly suspicious and 

jealous in nature. It seems surprising that sociopaths 

who are characterized by t heir own antisocial behavior 

could be so trusting. 

A s i gnific ant (P < . 005 ) difference between the groups 

was observed on Factor~, Pr act i ca l vs Imag inative. The 

? ort Campbell g roup and t he s ociopathic group were slight ly 

bel ow averaGe and had similar mean scores . The antisocial 

c r oup was aver age and obtaine d a significantly ( p <. 01 ) 

higher sc ore than t he Fort Campbell group , but were simi

l~r to the sociopathic group . The neuroti cs , ol de r alco

holi cs, and criminals were the most i maginative or Bohemian 

an d were siz nificantly (P < . 01) hi gher than the other 

e; roups . 

The analysis of va riance reve aled a signif icant 

( P < . 025 ) difference among the groups on Fa ct or {, Forth-

. ht Sh d Further eva luation by the 11 ewman Ke uls ri c: vs. ._ r ew . 

te chnique revealed that the sociopaths were significantly 

(P < .05) more forthri ght a nd genuine t han the antisoci al 

· · 1 rr roup (P < 01) personal ity disorder group, the crimina b • ' 

the n eurotic i; roup ( p <: • 01), and t he Fort C aropbell group 

(P < .01). Fuller's group, wh i l e s imilar to the socio

pathi c g roup, antisocia l personality disorder group, and 

. ·r-cantly (P <. 05 ) les s shrewd 
criminal gro up was signi i 

than the neurotics and the Fort Campbell groups (P < . 01). 
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F rom the cha r a cteristics typically associated with the 

criminal , sociopath, and antisocial personality disorder 

c roups, it would a ppear tha t these groups would be highly 

scheming a nd calculating . A low score on this factor also 

i ndicates a person who tend s to become emotionally involved 

with others. This is not a characteristic of these groups 

(Ameri c a n Psych i at ric Association, 1968 ). 

A low score on Factor 0, Placid vs Apprehensive has 

been s aid to distine;uish those who "act out 11 their malad

justments from those with an equal ly low Factor C score 

who s uffer a more interna l conflict (Cat tell , Eber & 

Tci t ~uoka , 1970 ). The g roups investigated in this study 

who typically " a ct out" were not disting uished from the 

neurotics by this f a ctor. All of the g roups had elevated 

score s on this factor sugg esting insecurity, guilt, depres

sion, worthlessness and a n x iety. The t ypical a ssociation 

be tween chara cter disorders and lack of guilt was ~ot 

evidenced b y these scores. 

The difference in the score of the g roups on Factor Q1 , 

Cons erv8tive vs Exp erimenting , was significant a t t h e 

p < . 005 level. The F ort c Rmpbell g roup wa s higher than 

the genera l population and significantly (P < .01) more 

libe r a l tha n Pll o f the other g roups. Fuller 's a lcoholics 

were the most conservative of a ll the g roup s and did not 

the antisocial personality dis
differ significantly f rom 

who had e xactly the same score. 
orders, or the sociopaths 



28 
These t wo groups differed s ignificantly (P <.01) from the 

neurotic s and criminals who also hRd the same scores. 

Cattel l, Eber and Tatsouka (1970) indicated that neurotics 

s core low on this factor; however, their score of 5.4 is 

cons idered av erB ge . 

On Factor Q2 , Group Dependent vs Sel f- Sufficient, the 

averag e s cores of the s ociopat hic group s t an d out among the 

high ~co r e s of the other c l inical groups; however, the dif

f erence wa ~ not (P < .1 0 ) s i gnificant. High s cores on t his 

f Rcto r i dentif i es a pe r s on who is i ntroverte d and is ac cus 

tomed to making h i s own dec i s ions . Thi s des cription of the 

ot her character dis orders i s cert ainly not consistent with 

the cl i n ic al l ore. ~i mi larl y , t he al coholic s lack of 

dependenc e on the approva l of others appear s t o be inc ons is t

ent wi t h the dep en dency t heories proposed by many i nve s t i ga

t ions dis cussed i n as soci a tion with Factors E and I. 

On Facto r Q
3

, Undis c ipl ined vs Cont r ol l ed , s i gnificant 

(P < . 025 ) di ffer enc es between the e ro ups were noted . The 

hi ch s corins Ant i s oci a l pers onality di sor de r gr oup and the 

t hi g roup di ff e re d signi f i cant l y f rom l ow s co r inf, s ociopa c _, 

al l of the other cl ini c al g r oups . The Fort Campb ell gro up 

on thi s f actor; but was s i mi l a r to the neuroti c s gr oup 

tl f m the crimi nal whil e the fo r Mer di ffe re d si0n i f i can Y r o 

t he latt e r di d not . All of and olde r al cohol ic groups , 

t ·on of t he ant i social personality 
t he gr oups with t h e exc ep 1 

. d by thei r lack of control. 
di sorder g roup , were char Rcte rize 
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Tl7 is charac ter istic has frequently been used in discussion 

of alcoholics (Halpern, 1946 3 hl 1947,· ; u er & Lefever, 

G,uci.r imt9., 1947) • Force (1958) described his alcoholic 

su bjects a~ be i ng unable to prolona d 
b en eavors, re ach a 

r oql , or postpone s atisf action. 

On F9.ctor Q4, Relaxed vs Tense, all the scores sug

res ted high l evels of tension And frustr ation. The 

neurotics, and the older and younger groups of alcoholics 

did not diffe r among t hemselves but scored significantly 

(P < . 01) h i ghe r than the criminal grou~, antisocial 

pers onBlity di~ order group, and the sociopathic group. 

Eigh level s of tension have long been as sociated with 

neuroses but hnve rarely be en ment ione d in connection with 

chnracter di s orders (Americ an Psychiatric Association, 

1968 ). Char R. ct e r disorders hAve been described as "acting 

out" their tens ion on the environment r ather than allowing 

it to affect them internally. Horton ( 1943) made an inter

es ting observa tion af ter studying many different cultures : 

''The primary function of alcoholic beverages in all soci

eties is the reduction of anxie ty." Alcoholics have 

historically been descri bed as anxious (Clinebell, 1968) 

nnd this charac teristic has often been noted in various 

studies (W alton, 1968; Hoy, 1969; Gross & Carpenter, 1971; 

Groc::c:: & Elton, 1972). 

. presented numerous contraThe preceding discussion 

t ·t exhibited by these di ctions between the personality rai s 
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six clinical groups and the personality traits predicted 

by Ful ler and IPAT. The source of these contradictions 

could be twofol d : perh8ps the 16 PF factors do not accu

rately me as ure the characteristics of the pathological 

personalities; or, the cl inical diagnosis of a subject is 

over generalized and stereotyped. Spe cifically , Fuller's 

claims of a dist inct, neurotic alcoholic personality is an 

exampl e of such over general izRtion and stereotyping. The 

dat8 do not indicate differences between the groups on half 

of the fa ctors . On seven of the eight factors having sig

nif ic Pn t di fferences , the Fort Campbell group was unlike 

Ful ler's g roup. Further anRlyses reve aled tha t although 

Fuller 's subjects were s imi lar to the neurotics on six out 

of the eight s i gnific ant factors, the Fort Campbell subjects 

were far less similar. The Fort Campbell group was s i g

nificantly different from all of the groups on Factors A, 

, and Q
1

; simil ar to the character disorders on Factors B, 

? , nnd Y. ; and resembl ed the neurotics on onl y two factor s , 

Where as the analys es of variance investigated 

diffe renc es between the groups on the indiv idual factors 

of the 16 PF, the next section will consider profile com-

paris ons . 

Di s cuss ion of PRttern Similar ity Coeff ici ent s 

ff . · ts obtained by Fuller 
The pnttern similarity coe 1c1en 

ona· Reinehr (1969) and thi s experimenter 
(1966 ), Golightl y ~ 

t with similar IPAT 
in comparisons of al coholic sub jec 

8 
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groups are presented in Table 3. When Golightly and Reinehr 

reported these results they suggested the need for further 

evaluation of the neurotic alcoholic personality proposed 

by Fuller. I nspection of the present results reveal even 

more marked disparities. Extremely low correlations were 

ob served between the IPAT neurotics and both alcoholic 

groups. S inc e i t was predicted that the Fort Campbell 

subjec ts woul d be somewhat mo re similar to the character 

disorders, it was surprising to discover the highly sig

nif icant (P <.01) negative correlations with the psycho

p8 thic group and similarly negative relati on to the socio

pathic group. Bef ore abandoning this hypothesis, however, 

t hree clinic a l g roup s not used in Fuller's comparisons 

must be consi de red. 

As wa s discussed i n t he beg inning of this section, 

t he l ack of cl arity in the di agnostic criteri a for place

ment in thes e groups make conclusions extremely difficult. 

Po r exampl e , the inadequat e personal ity di sorders , althouch 

listed by Cattell , Eber and Tn tsuoka (1 97 0) under the 

neuroses , is considered a character dis order by most 

clinici ans ~nd is so l abe le d by the DS M (American 

Psychi at ric Ass oci ation , 1968 ) . According to thi s source, 

l·nadequate personali ty is re served for t he definiti on of 

Who are ineffectual at me eting emotional, 
those indivi duals 

~oc i Al , end inte rpersonal demn~ ds . 
They are further des-

"f e ~tjnc une daptR bility, ineptnes s, poor cc> i be d 8. s man1 , . n 
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j ud~ment , and s ocial inst Rb ility. For this reason, they 

wi l l be cons i dered charRcter di"sorder.~ f ~ or the purpose of 

this di s cuss ion. 

The s triking re sults of comparisons be tween the 

yo1mger ~nd older alcoholic groups (Fuller, 1966) and the 

criminal group , antis ocial personality disorder group, and 

inade quate pers onal ity di sorder groups are pr esente d i n 

'I'" hl e 4- The correlation of - .14 between the two groups 

of Rlcoholics would not indicate tha.t the young Rlcohol ics 

nr e similnr to Fuller's proposed alcoholic personality; 

fur t he r mo re, the young Rl coholic sub ject s r es emble the se 

cha rac t er di sorders more t hnn Pny other gro up used in the 

pr ev ious comp Rri s ons. In f act, the correlRt ion betwe en 

t he s e sub j ects ~nd t he in ade quate persomility group was the 

o~ J y compRrison demonstrPt i nE siBni f i cnnt ( P < . 05 ) positive 

~;rni l " ritie s . The conc ept ion of 8 bR s ic nlly neurotic 

Jc r~onRl it y structure is certP i nly not npp l icaol e t o thes e 

c:uh ject~ . 

on t he bas i s of the correl ations presented in Tao le 

3, Ful ler (1966 ) i ndi c a t ed t hat he wo ~ld di aLnose his 

s uhje cts ns de pressive neurotics . It i s noteworthy that 

Wl
. th the criminrl , the antisocial and the comp,.,ri sons 

l · t disorde r r roups yi elded much higher 
irni.dequllte personA. 1 Y · · · 

Consi dering these dat R the per
~i rn i l~ r it y coefficient s . 

l d be cons i dered at 
~on ri l ities of Fuller ' s s u b ject s cou 

character di sorders as t he 
J ens t ns simil ar to these 
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neurotics . h'hether this is 

Al coholic~ remAins to be discuss ed . 
consistent for other groups of 

Since the publication of Fuller 's (1 966) study, 

seve ral other investigAtors have utilized the 16 pp in 

rese arch with Alcoholics (WRlton, 1968,· 
Hoy, 1969; Gross & 

Elton , 1971 ; Gross & Carpenter, 1972). Pattern similarity 

coefficients bet ween the various groups were calculated to 

determine if relationships previously discussed can be 

r, en erRlize d to other more typically aged alcoholics. The 

r es ults of these comparisons support the aforementione d 

datR, Espe cially dAm~gins to Fuller's contention i s the 

f act thqt comparison sroups Rre As simil ar to the anti

soci0l 0 nd inP.de quate personAlity disorder group as to 

hi ~ ~1cohol ic s ub jects Pnd the neurotic groups. Fairly 

hi f, h corre l ations were indicated between Fuller 's subjects 

nn d the compa r ison gr oups e xamined in TA ole 5; where as , the 

Fort Campbell su·o jects showed less simi l a correlations . 

CompP.r ine onl y Fuller ' s group with the Fort Campbell 

s ubjects, produced A low negative correlRtion . It is als o 

interesting to note that the groups leRst similar to the 

Fort CAmpbell subjects were most similar to Fuller' s group. 

f the f nct ors which distinguish between IdentificA.tion o ,.,_ 

' bl be cause the social histories of the groups is not poss1 e 

d not reported. Although Fuller's the individuAls teste we re 

the criminal group, it is sub jects correlated highly with 

the ir compar isons with other i mportPnt to note thRt 
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Al co holic groups were less elevatd 

e . These findings sug-

e est that alcoholics cannot be distinguished from other 

clin i c a l groups by their 16 PF profiles--the evidence does 

not support t he contention that alcoholics have a basically 

neurotic per~ona lity structure. 

Descriptive Characteristics 

The most distinguishing characteristic of the Fort 

Campbell subjects is their youth. Their mean age of 21.6 

i s fiv e years younger than the only other report on young 

al coholic s (Ro senberg, 1969) and 20 to 30 years younger 

thn n the me an age in the majority of the other studies. 

One could expect that subjec t s differing in age woul d have 

had diffe rent life experiences and educational , social and 

cul tural oppo rtunities. This variable has been considered 

i n t he discussion of the findings. 

One such variable concerns the educP tionnl attainment 

of the Fort C0 mpbell subjects. These sub j ect s ha d corr

pl cted a me a.n of 11 . O years of formal educ ation . It could 

be expected that t he general trend of incre asing national 

educational levels would be reflected by many more ye ars 

of sc hooling for the younger subjects. This was only 

app arent in R few cases. In studies of the demographic 

b f alcoholics receiving char acteristics of large num ers 0 

. t (Hoffman Wojtowicz & 
treat ment in Florida Rnd M1nneso a ' 

. . th mean age of 43 and 45 
~n de rson , 1971), alcoholics Wl a 

s of school. Alcholics be ing 
h9 d eR ch completed 10.9 year 
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t r eR t e d in a Veterans Hospit al i·n the same geographic 

r er, ion as the Fort Campbell alcoholics had a mean age of 

/iJ and hR.d completed 11.9 yea.rs of school (Gross & Elton, 

1972). At a New York State Hospital, 12 years of school 

hRd been completed by the average alcoholic patient (Blume 

.'.,.; :.: heppa rd , 1967) • The only study where subjects had a 

l ower educ a tion ~l level was Depalma and Cl ayton's (1958) 

s tudy of court committed alcoholics who had completed 9 

yea rs of form:=tl educ at ion. Fuller I s ( 1966) lare;e number 

of alcoholics a t Willmar St ate Hospital had completed a 

me 0n of 10.J y eRrs of school and had a mean ag e of 47 ,7 

yen r s . Compared to the national educ ational levels of the 

di f ferent Rg e groups, the older subjects (e xcept for 

Depa lma•s c roup ) were very simi lar to their contemporaries 

whi le the Fort Campbell g roup hnd a much lower educational 

l evel than the comparison group ( U. S . Bure au of the Census, 

1972) . This findinc would s upport the obs ervation that 

:irounr; alcoholics are more devi ant than ol der alcoholics . 

Marital st Rtus is another area which, because of the 

youth of the Fort Campbell subjects, makes comparison dif

f i cult . The majority (64%) of the Fort Campbell sub jects 

were sinble. Only 25 percent of the subjects were married 

~ . . h th. wi·ve~ while 12 percent were divorced an,l living wit e1r -

or ~epar ated. the alcoholic comparison groups AverRges for 

d 30 percent divorced or 
above were SO percent marrie, 

fepa r ated , and 20 percent single. 
The Fort campbell 
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sub jects ha d considerably fewer years of marriageable age. 

Their youth Rlso affects consideration of their 

occupationRl histories. The average subject entered the 

service about eight months after leaving school. The 

mR j ority (78~ ) of the subjects indicated that they were 

empl oyed in more t han one job during this period and had 

experienced per i ods of unemployment. The most common 

re Rsons given for entering the service were: "I couldn't 

fin d a job, 
1111

1 wanted to learn a skill," and "I didn't 

ha ve anything else to do. 11 Their mean number of years in 

t he serv ice at testing , was two years and one month; during 

t h !'.l t time they had obtained ::i mean rank of E- 3 or Private 

Pirst ClR..s s. According to thei r Military Occ upation 

Specialitiet (MOS ), 93 percent are pres ently performing 

unsk illed jobs. These observations are very similar to 

t he employment h istories of other alc oholics who had begun 

drinking at an early age (Schuckit, Rimmer, Reic h & Winokur, 

1970 ). 

The m~jority (80% ) of the subjects had been arrested 

by civilian Ruthorities at least once. The average age at 

An interesting observation is that, fi rst arres t was 15,4. 
C on the 16 PF (emotional ~l though simil a r in Factor 

11 . e score for those who . t b "l•t ) th mean inte i genc 1n2 2 1 1 y , e 

Was 6 . c compared to 5,4, the group wr.r e not nrrested ~ 

of arrest s f or those who were ~ve r ac e. The meP n numbe r 
2 3 or 68 percent were for 

nrre ~ted was 3 ,4 and of these, · 
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alcohol rel ated incidents. Over half (58%) of these sub-

j ects were disciplined for infrActi'ons of 
military law. 

For •" group of 8 lcohol ic s with a mean arr e 
0 of 47, 3,3 out 

of J . 6 arrests per m8 n 
· were alcohol relat ed (Hoffman , 

Wo jtowicz f.: Anderson , 1971). Add' 
- ing the nwnbe r of milit ary 

v jol.P tions, the yownge r h 
group as exceeded the arrest 

re cords of men more than twice their age. They had also 

been '"' rrested fo r more offenses unrelated t 1 hol o a co ; e. g . 
bur l Bri es and thefts. 

fro blems in the comparison of frequencies and the 

'U1ou_'1 ts of dr inking have long been recognized (Keller, 

J9SO ; ~anfor d, 1968 ). Rarely do reports of n psycholog ic al 

~~ture include reference to the extent of their subject's 

r.i rink ing pr 2ctices be cause of difficulties enc ountered in 

quqntification. Often , attempts result in vague informa

t i on , Rs i n t he c Rs e of one r eporter who st ated that his 

~ub jects drank 32- 64 ounces per week. Howeve r , t here was 

no ind ica tion of whether it was beer , wine , or hard liquo r 

being consumed (Schuckit, Rimmer, Reich & Wi nokur, 1970). 

Althous h difficulties of this type are also present 

i n t h is discussi on, it is better to provide some idea of 

t he drinking behavior of these sub ject s than none. In the 

. t· ati·on 73 percent of t he sub j ects felt the pr es ent 1nves 1g , 

d k at l eas t four times need to drink da ily; 22 percent ran 

d th t they were ''b inge" per week Rnd S percent indic Dte a 

·1y for several days at a time. dr i nkers who only drank heavi 



nos enberg (196 9 ) reported that 68 t percen of his young 

sub jec t s drank daily and 62 percent drank predominately 

beer. 

An estimate of consumption was calculated from the 

f ort Campbell int ake interview forms. In al l cases, 
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where r ang es were g iven, the experimenter recorded the 

l esse r amounts in order to avoid distortion from exag

[: ernt ion. Nevertheless, the results were qui te striking . 

Sub jects who drank predominately beer, reported drinking 

fro~ one six-pack to three cases per drinking session. 

'l'he me nn amount was twenty cans or bot tles of beer per 

ses sion . Many of the s ame subjects reported that when 

they could afford to buy "hard 11 liquor, it wRs consumed by 

the f ifth. The remaining subjects repo rte d drinking pre

dominately hard l iquor. Some subjects reported dr inking 

as much Rs one to two fifths per drinking session . The 

r e8 sons g iven for he avy drinking included r eli ef from 

8nxiety , boredom, and frustr ation. Typic al comments 

i nc luded II I I ve a lw l:!. ys had ba d nerves, 11
, ''There 

I
s nothing 

ehe to do A. round here. 11 , ''When I am drinking nobody 

1 my Pro blems. 11 

bot hers me. 11 and II I forget a l 

While there were no Case s of severe liver disorders 

l
·n t 96 percent reported some type of 

t hese young sub jec s , 

Over half (52'/4 ) of the subjects 
08stric disturbances. 

. t· drugs in addition to 
re ported usinG other nonprescrip ion 

d to be the most commonly 
alc ohol. Mar ijuana appe are 
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r eported a

nd 
frequently used drug; some subjects reported 

using other hallucinogins as well as barbituates. 
Rosenberg 

(1969) also reported that 52 percent f h. b' 
o is su Jects had 

used various drugs. 

Jellinek (1946) suggested that there is a "typical age 

sequence" of alcoholic symptom progression. Although Trice 

and WRhl (1958 ) did not find this sequence stable except in 

very early Rnd advanced stages, it was thought that it may 

be useful to comp are the percent age of subjects who have 

e xp erienced these symptoms and the ages at which they 

occurred to the Fort Campbell al coholics. The comparison 

group is Trice and Wahl's (1958 ) Wisconsin alcoholics 

Group who were not affiliated with Alcoholics Anonymous; 

their me an age is 46 .2. Some of this information is also 

Rvail abl e on the Rosenberg (1969 ) subjects. Tabl e 6 con

s i s ts of the me Rn age of occurence of e ach sympt om and the 

pe rcent age of subjects denying the onse t of t hat symptom . 

The Rbsolute difference between the groups is also provi ded . 

It is striking to note that the Fort Campbell group 

four Years earlier t han the Wisconsin took thei r first drink 

and seven months earlier than even c r oup nnd one ye Rr 

ilo~ enb ero- r f ( 1969) young al coholics . 
0 

The Fort Campbell 

th f i rst time 2 .9 ye ars c roup also became intoxic ated for e 

an d 3 7 years earlier than eqr l ier than the Ros enberg group · 

Some of the l ar ge discrepancies the Wisconsin group . -

be a ttribute d to cultural between the two groups could 



40 

Table 6 

Age at Onset and Percentage of Denial s 
of Twelve Alcoholic Symptoms 

Absolute 
Fort Campbell Wiscons in Difference 

Alcoholics Alcoholi cs In Years 

Age f Age ol 
'..o Age Cl 

/0 /0 

Fi rst Drink 13.6 17 .6 4 ,0 

Fi r s t Intoxi-
cation 14.1 17 ,9 3,7 

? i rst Bl nckout 17 .6 25 30.2 29 12. 6 4 

Fi rs t Prequent 
;:1 ackout s 19.1 50 34 .2 47 15.0 3 

First Morning 26 
Drinking 19. 5 38 36 .6 12 17.1 

F' irs t 11 Bender 11 18 . 6 61 36 .7 16 18 .1 45 

?irs t Loss of 17 .8 3 
Control 19 . 3 11 37, 1 9 

Fi rst DrinkinG 
18 . 5 47 37 .2 16 18 . 7 31 

Alo ne 

Fi r s t Convulsio~ 17 .8 83 38 . 69 20.6 14 

Firs t Protectin[; 72 38 .8 25 19.1 47 
Supply 19,7 

17 39, 5 19 22 .5 2 
First Tremors 22 . 0 

First Occasion 
Be c 8.me Drunk on 61 39.4 34 17 .6 27 

Less Liquor 21.8 
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changes in t he last f t 

or Y years; however, this would not 

seem to account for the differences between Rosenberg's 
(1969) younG alcoholics. 

A finding of interest was that 60 percent of 

~os enberg 's (l969) subjects, 33 percent of the Wisconsin 

0roup, and 68 percent of the Fort Campbell group became 

intoxic qted on t he same occ asion that they had their first 

drink. Ullman (1953 ) found that thi·s occurence frequently 

discriminates between "norma1 11 and problem drinkers. 

It is noteworthy that a l arger percent age of the Fort 

Campbell group ha d reported experiencing blackouts and 

tremo rs than the older Wisconsin group and that these 

symptoms occurred 12.6 years and 22.5 yea rs earlier i n the 

yo unger subjects, res pe ctively. On two other symptoms, 

the onset of frequent bl ackouts and the loss of control of 

drinkinf, , there were minimal differences. Again, the age 

of occurence for the older group is almost double that of 

the younger alcoholics. With these few exceptions, more 

of the older alcoholic s had experienced the symptoms than 

younc er sub jects. In no case did these experiences occur 

.~.t ~ th the Fort Campbell subjects reported. 
r younger age an 

The descriptive data support observations which sug-

. are less well-adjusted r er t that the younger alcoholics 

th~n older alcoholics. Although a limit ation of the 

the subjects' truthful
dr:t8 is imposed by its reli ance on 

ness Rn d rec all of questioned material. 
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There is Rubstantia l research evidence to support the 

v~lidity of s elf-report (Mischel, 1968). Another limita

t ion was the absence of an older alcoholic group from the 

same clinical setting as the younger alcoholic subjects 

for use as a control group. Unfortunately, very few sub

jects of this age are being treated within this setting . 
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Chapter v 

Conclusion 

The subjects of this investigati·on 
consisted of 36 

mol e enlisted men who were receiving treatment for alco-

holism through the Fort Campbell Alcohol Rehabilitation 

Program. Dat::i was gathered from their clinical records 

and through the a dministration of the 16 PF with an 

Ptt ached personal history questionnaire. The resulting 

information was used to determine what characteristics 

these subjects exhibit, how they differ from other groups 

of a l coholics, and whether their personalities were sirni-

1,<J. r to the "alcoholic personality" as proposed by Fuller 

(1966 ). This alcoholic personality profile was reevalu

at ed by replication using different clinical groups, and 

t hen comparing them to other groups of alcoholics for the 

purpose of est ablishing its' vnlidity. 

The results of the nonst atistic al s ection o~ t hi s 

d . t d that the young alcohol ics had been i nve stigation in ica e 

· th 'rage· they are less arrested as often as men twice ei , 

. They began drinking wel l educated relative to their peers. 

age' and they experienced t he symptomatic Rt Rn earlier 

. alcohol consumption i n a much shorter ef fects of excessive 
• lly aged alcoholper iod of time than groups of more typica 

sample size, lack of i cs . Although limited by small 
statistical methods, the 

adequate control procedures and 

·stent with the results of • are consi f indings of this section 



another study investigating the 
same problem (Rosenberg, 

44 

1969 ). The life experiences oft 
he young alcoholics appear 

to be mor e severely disturbed than those of the older 

alc oholics. 

Sever a l investigators (Partington & J ohnson, l 969; 

Gross & Elton, 1972) have presented a strong case for multi

vari Rte designs in studies on alcoholism. Yet, research 

which could determine if the severity of the symptoms in 

the young alcoholic is the result of excessive intake of 

alcohol, pre-existing psychodynarnic factors, or some 

combination of the two, must necessarily be of longitudinal 

desi gn and could ha ve begun no more than ten years ago. 

In the second a rea of investigation, it was demon

strate d throuc;h the use of a.nalyses of vari ance that all 

of the clinic a l groups were simi l a r on 8 of the 16 factors 

of the 16 PF. On the remaini ng factors, where significant 

differences were observed between the compariso~ Groups , 

the youne a lcoholic s were similar to Fuller ' s ( 1966 ) alco-

holies on only one f actor, Q4, Relaxed vs Tense . This 

· · 1 · d vs Controlled, were f 1ctor and ?actor Q
3

, Und1sc1p 1ne 

tl1e onl y two fR.ctor8 out o f the eie;ht common to bot h t he 

~eurot ic s 8r.d t he you.nr; al coholics. In no c nse did t he 

dis criminate them from other r. core of Fuller's group 

cli"."lic al g roups. 
. ·iarity coefficients 

Calcul a tion of pRttern sirni 

h 1·cs were not simi lar to 
reve Rled thqt the young alco O 1 



Fulle r' s a lcoholics; nor did • t . . 
i indicate that they were 
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neu r ot ic. Although the correl ations 
were of low magnit ude 

µ r o ri1 e re sembled the . d ' 
ina equute personalit~ 

di s orders. Fuller's alcoholic group was found to be as 
simi l a r to the groups of character 

behavior disorders as 
they were to the neurotics. 0th er groups of alcoholic s 

we re found to r e semble the character disorders more con

sis tently than the neurotics. 

In conclusion, the results of this section are con

s i s tent with the findings of other investigators (Sutherl and, 

~-hroeder, Tordella, 1950; Diethelm, 195.5 ; Symes, 19.57; 

Ar ms trong , 1958 ) who demonstrated that no s i ngle person

al it y charRcteristic or constellation of c hRra cteristic s 

di s tinguish alcoholics from other clinical gr oups. Bec aus e 

t he p 8ttern similarity coefficients res ultinc f rom com

p~ri s ons between the alcoholics, neurot i cs, and char act er 

disorder g roups indicated significant simi l~ri ties be tween 

dif ferent groups concurrently, it would app ear highly 

l i kely thRt several different types of indivi duals made up 

each composite alcoholic profile. This vi ewpoi nt has be en 

. 1 d"fferent i nvestigators suc cessively tested by severa i 

(\fol ton, 1968 ; Pnrtington & Johnson, 1969; ~t ein, Rozynko 

c Pugh, 1971). 

felt that clinici ans had been guilty of 
Fuller (1966) 

character disorders on the 
mis di 3gnosing alcoholics as 

" . 1 nuisance" value 
ba13is of ,: surfa ce traits'' an d the soci a 
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of t he i r behRvior ; however to d . 

, 1agnose a l l alcoholics as 

neur otic s on t he bas i s of hi s findings woul d be just as 

erroneous . u 1· c- •• t 
-- ~ 1ns 1s ence tha t wi'thhi· s new • diagnosi s 

n mo"!" e hopeful prognosis would be realized s ince 
,, . . . the r ape ut ic ~ucces s and underst andi I1£ of neurotics 

h~~ been cons i ~t ently higher than with psychotics, psycho

p::i. t hs , and soc iopat hs ", is simpli stic. Gr anted, many 

cl i nici ans wrong ly consider all alcoholics character di s

or de rs , fe el t hat there is a poor prognosis for sobri et y, 

3nd refus e to treat them (Knox , 1969); however , changi ng 

the i r di agnos i s i s not going to change t heir oresenting 

symptom-- a lcoholism. 

The prevention a nd treat ment of al cohol i sm can bet t er 

be Accompl i s hed by a dRpting to t he needs of t he indi vi dual 

pQt i ent and r ecognizing that alcohol i sm is a manife station 

of a mul titude of di f f e rent per s onality types and caus i tive 

f actors . Re searchers must reformul ate thei r conception 

about the n at u r e of a lcoholi c per sonalit y types . 
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CEECK OR 

QtJEs TIO NN AIRE 
FILL IN THE BLANK 

~ 

---
---

1. 

2 . 

3. 

How many weeks have yo b . 
u een in the program? Your age (in 

Years and months 
Your rank. Example: 22- 5) • 

4. How long have you b 
months and years). een in the s ervice? (In 

5. Pi ghest school grade 
that time ___ comple t ed . Your age at 

6 . MRrit a1 status. 

A. Never married. 

B. Married . How many years ? 
C . Separat ed . How long ·t 
D. Divorced . I-iow long were you marrie d? 
E. Widowed . How l ong ago? 

7. If married, are you presently living with your wife ? 

8 . Have you ever been arreste d either as a 
juvenile or as an 4dult? 

9. If yes, please fill in your age at arres t , the 
charge or charges, and the results of t he 
cha r ges, ie., not guilty, or sen t ences in 
reform school, jail or pro ba t ion . Pleas e 
include traffic violations s uch as DWI an d any 
other alcohol related incidences. Try to be 
as specific as possible. 

Charge Result 

10 . t . le l5's or court marti als , If you have any ar ic · 1 d th 
did above except inc u e e complete as you_ da s of extra duty, 

amount of the fin~, . y the stockade. 
restriction, or time in 
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Ch8rge Results 

1._ 

2 . ---
J . __ 

4. ---
6 . ---

How long after o you entered theyAu l~ft school was it before 
rmy. 

11. 

In the space provided . · the following h ' g ive t he age at which 
h Appened toy If • 

1::i ppened check the "N ,, ou . it never 
specific AS possible .ever space . Be as 

12 . 

How old were you when ........•. 

Ne ver ~ 
You took your first drink. (no t J·ust a 
your parents•) sip of 

You first got drunk? 

Did you get drunk at the same time you took 

your first drink~ 

If no, how lone after your fir st drink was it 

before you got drunk? 

You h Ei d your first blackout ·: ( hen you didr. 
1 

t 
remember what you did after a cert a in point . ) 

Blackouts began to happen fre quently? (At 
least 2 or 3 times out of about 10 drunken 

periods.) 
You first began t ak in!l drinks in the morning . 

You begsn to go on benders 1asting more_than two 
days without regs rdin!l your work or frun1lY• 



-
-
-

13. 
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You lost control of your drink ing . (Int ended 
to h.-i vn only n f 0.w rl :rink~ hut w0 1in rl 1Jp /-',n t . t. inF drunk .) 

You first started drinking al one. 

You first had a convulsion after dr inking . 

You beg an "protecting" your supply? (Keeping 
it handy and making sure someone wouldn't 
find it.) 

You noticed that you got drunk on less liquor. 

How often did you d rink b efore entering t he 
program? Check the one which bes t describes 
y our drinking. 

A. 

B . 

C . 

D. 

E. 

Only on "binges'' weeks or months apart . 

At least twice R week. 

At least f iv e days out of a wee k. 

Almost every d ay of the week. 

Other . 

t · ? Wine , What did you 0r ink most of the ime . 
Beer, Hard Liquor? 



HANE ------------ UNIT GRADE -------- ---TIME IN S ERVICE ___ _ 
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AGE 
MARITAL STATUS 

in<;JlE~',T GHADE CO MPLE'l'ED ( NOT INCLUDING GED ) SSAN 
DATE 

MICHIGAN ALCOHOLISM SCREENING TEST 
----

PLEAS E AHSWER T HE FOLLOWDW QUESTIONS AJ3 H01'lESTLY AS YOU CAN : 

1 . Do you feel that you a.re a normal drinker? 
YES NO -- --

2 . Have you ever awakened the morning afte r some 
drinking the night before and found t hat you 
could not remember a part of the evening 
before? YES __ No __ 

3. Doe s your spouse (or parents) ever worry or 
complain about your drinking? 

Can you s top drinking without a struggle 
after one or two drinks? 

5. Do you ever feel badly about your drinking '? 

6. 

8 . 

9. 

10 . 

J 1. 

12 . 

13 . 

Do your friends or relat ives think you ~re 
a normal drinker? 

Do you ever try to limit your drinking to 
cert a in times of t he day or to cert ain 
places? 

t stop drinking whenever Are you always abl e o 
you wi:int to? 

tt de d a meeting of Have you ever a en ? 

Alcoholics Anonymous (AA). 

ht when drinkinc ? Have you gotten into fi g s 

H8 s drinking ever cre ated 
and your s pouse? 

problems with you 

r family member ) _ev~r 
Has your spous e (or othe bout your drinking . 
c one to anyone for help a 

' fri ends or girlfriends/ 
Have you ever lost of drinking ? 
boyfriends b ecause 

Eave you ever_ go~te~ 
becaus e of drinking . 

ble at work into trou 

YES_ r o_ 

YES NO 

YES 0 

Y.ES_NO_ 

YES_ NO_ 

YEc:. __ ·o __ 

YES NO -- --
YES __ NO __ 

YES NO -- --

YES_ ro_ 

YES_HO_ 

YES_ lm_ 



15, 

16. 

17 , 

19, 

21. 

22 . 

2J . 

2s. 

HRve 

n~ ve 
your 
days 

You ever lost a · b , 
Jo oecause of d · k. rin ing? 

you .ever neglected your obligations 
~nmily, or your work for two or mo r ~ 
in a row because you were d. k. 

rin ing? 
Do you ever drink before noon? 

Have you ever been told you have liver 
trouble? Cirrhosis? 

Have you ever h~d delirium tremens (DT ' s) 
s ever Phaking , he ard voices, or se en thin~s 
th8.t weren't there after heavy drinking? 

Have you ever gone to anyone for help about 
your drinking? 

Eave you ever been seen at a psychiatric or 
ment nl health clinic, or gone to a doctor, 
social worker, or clerbyman for help with 
an emotionRl problem i n which drink ing had 
played a pa rt ? 

Eave you ever been in a hospital bec ause of 
drinking ·? 

Have you ever been a patient i n a psychiQtric 
hos pi t a l or on a ps ychiat ric ward of a 
aeneral hospital where dr inking was pRrt of 0 

the pro hlem? 

Have you ever been a rreste d, ~ve~ for a f ew 
hours, bec ause of drunk be havior . 

b n a rreste d for drunk Hnve you ever ee 
driving or driving after drinking? 

61 

YES_ NO_ 

YES __ NO __ 

YES_NO_ 

YES NO -- --

YES_ NO_ 

YES NO -- --

YE3_ NO_ 

YES_ NO_ 

YE:;_ O 

YES __ -o __ 

YES NO -- --
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01sros rTi n'.'l : 

TENTATIVE DX 

DATE 

CLIENT APPEARS: an xiuus, depressej _ --------
b l ' to be denyi 

to e perspiring excessive ng, tremulous, agitated, 
under the influence (CIRly, Erythrophthalmia (red-eyed), 

' CLE) Other ---------DRINKING HOW MANY YF:ARS? __________ _ 

INCREASE IN TOLE RANr:r NOTED --------
nECREASE IN TOLF. 10\:-S: CF NOTED ---
OR INKS WHICH ALC0110L I C RF.VERAGE TH E MOST? 

DAI LY DRINKER __ _ ___ _____ _ _ _ __ MORNI NG DRINKER _______ (HOW LONG) 

HOW MUCH 00 YOU PR I NK !IT PRESENT TIME? 

HOW LONG TO DRINK THAT AMOUNT? 

URINK ~ OR WI_! _l~_•)TI IERS? (CIRCLE) 

REASON FOR DRINKINC 

---------------

BLACKOUTS: FIRST _ ___ FRF.QUF.NCY ______ LAST _______ _ 

HEMOTEMESIS (vom i tin e. blood) 

HEM0PTYSIS (cou g h n r spi t hlood) 

GASTROINTESTINAL D I Sl HrnF RS 

I.AST PERIOD OF J\ flS Tl NF.NCE: FROM 

TREMORS : FIRST 

_ _ ______ TO ________ _ 

FREQUfNCY _______ LAST ______ _ 

MILD 

PARANOID IDEATION: 

MODERATE SEVERE ____ _ 
- --- --------

VI SUAL HALLUCINA nor--; s : (DESCRIBE) 

AUDITOP.\' HALLUCINATH~~s : (DESCRIBE) 

SU ICIDAL RUMINATI O!'<S OR ATTEMPTS ( CIRCLE AND DESCRIBE) 

WHEN WAS LAST DR INK? 

PAST H0SPITALIZAT IO~ DUE TO DRINKING: WHY--------------WHERE __________ _ 

AHEN 



----- -PSYCHO - SOCIAL HISTORY !Date 
tionnaire has been designed for ua b I 

i ques ult ti s e Y' active d t " ffY81ene cons a on ervice for assist u Y personnel referred t 
ntal fessional staff with the into:nnation ne::e. Its sole P\lrpoee ia to prov~de 
e pro It should be completed CI.Nfu.11.y &nd h d to best help the soldier aolve hia 
~!1:

111
• ... _,.1r ~ or word u a.nn, i ,..,..,.. oneatly • Fill in appropriate epa_ces 

~ "P..a .fvi no n..+.• 

Rank SSAN 

,te of Birth Place of Birth Religion Unit 

~isted Drafted pat1ona1 Guard j Reserve Date Entered Active Duty 

Primary MOS !Current Job rs 

l,-s-el_f_R_e_f_e-rre_d_t..&.o-MH-=--c-=s-,-1rM-e_d_i_c_a_l_O_fL.f_lr-,1-un_i_t_Cmdr-,,--.La-~-r--lr---,-l-o-th_e_r__J 

~his an emergency 0Yes 0No re charges for misconduct pending OYe1 QNo 
- Problem 
ie&ae describe your problem and how you feel. Indicate date and place of any prior 
•ivilian or military mental health treatment for the same or a aimilar problem. Did 
~u have this problem as a civilian? 0Yes QNo . 

Personal Historv 
A, !Jllllediate family (pa.rents, brothers, sisters, wife, children). *In the column 
entitled "cormnents", indicate if the individual suffers fran mental illneaa, alco
bolilm, or has been involved in a1LV serious trouble. 

Name Afl.e Relationshi_l> State of _Health Job • 

,___ __ _:_ _ _J_-+---+---t-1-7 
r---____ J-+--+---r-r-7 
~ Grac!e-::;etej Age :en Left-~!t!~~l High school Dipl- D Yea D No 

::--- 0Good 0Avere,ge 0Poor 
~Attendance D Yes D No As a student I w&a Os pended 

. ~ Dr.x-pelled us -
~I;, Truant DY•• Dno / In trouble with DTeacher Os i&l School 
ueat S b a al Class pee 

u jectl Worst Subjec~
1 

was in a 0Reg Class Speci -



, Jobi Held Since Leaving School 
NO• of 

Worg 

0 fired or D quit because of an arm- t 
er 0 --en With the b D 

gv d of job would you most like to be d 1 °117 Yu 
imat 1<in o ng five ;years fran nowt 

Soc .aJ &nd Fam11 " Hi 
p, f Best Friends I Hobby 
NO• O 

Pet ltorv 
Relationship with l 
'OeOJ>le in genera1 l0ooct 

rouble p;etti~ along with either pa.rent 
T rtain ueople 

Bad 
Yea No 

~ith ~ ~rents are together 

~tur ~~~=============--------======r:==!=j pivorce~d<l-==============----------~===~~=l=J rated 
i~ther one deceased 

I was a child, my parents usually got along \jhen 

E~aAJZed 
~led SeMI'ated ofvorced 
Tarried more than once 
Age of First Intercourse 

E, Lei:tal (Civilian) 
Ever arrested for am of the followiruz:: 

!Alcohol I Drugs 

Ever seen in Juvenile Court 
Ever convicted of a crime 
Ever sentenced to 

r. Medical Histol"V 
L11t e.11 serioua accidents or injuries 

L1st and explain all hosp1tal1Zations 

IWell 
IArwed 

I Fighting I I Sex 
Yea No 

I Reform School 
I.Tai 1 

r-----_:-:----------------7 
List current illnesses and medications 

~,.:-::-:-----.---------:----:----::-:-;;-:T.:::,------------7 
&J.l allergies (Include allergies to medicines) 

f'--__~-=---=---=--=---=--=--=--=--=--=--=--.::::--=--="":;J"iilM~[i,,_lig..t~;arY~c~~~;;~~===ri,Pre~;.;H;nt;Ra~nk~=1 
I 

I. jighest Rank 

-__ j __ 1~N~a~vy:_ __ J_Jr~:ir~F~o~r;c;eA'J--------J._------J 
At 

7
~"'--r--.:-r-------~AIT;~At@yiita1rfonpnc,rl;olrcirfci~::==J O\' l.AS'+ 11u•y sta1..1on prior to ro~ Campt>ell 

_ong a Fort Campbell. ..,... '., ... '" 

2 



~ nea t,O t.ne followi na : 
, ~s fl. .nv 
~ ainirul Ccm'Ol'I. 
~ sonnel Control Fac i l ity Yea NO 
~ 1 Trainirur Fac ility 

~c na 
~ ~Barracks.Fort Levenworth 
~icle 15' 8 No. of SUJlllla.ry ~O• of or Special Court1-M&rt1&1 
~eral courts-Martiel No. of AWOL'a ~O • of 

~ 
A MHCS reviouslv seen at Yea No 

~our in RVN 
~ 
~n combat 
~d for braverv 
~ 

Alcohol nisned in the Military for 
Drwra gver pu t d t . ffense rela e o. The f't aO':/ o 
Fia' htina 
Slll!Y 

i..---- snect to or disobevirur order of' an lfCO or Officer ~re 
!kl vou want to comnlete YOur obligated mili t&l"V service 
If you enli sted, please indicate rea.aon(s) in the apace below: 

SYMPrOM CHECKLIST (Check only if' &'DDlicable) 
SYD11>tom Present Nov In the Put 

1. Hay fever. asthma, skin rashes 
2. Bad headaches or backaches 
3, Frequent stanach-aches, nausea or vomiting 

J, Diarrhea andjor constil)8.tion 
5, Stuttering, bed-wetting, sleep-walking or 

_ fire-setting 
b, Trouble concentrating or extreme 
-- nervous nea a 
~ckouta, amnesia, dizziness, faintirMl 
~VUl.sions 

lank Bllells 
~t stand Pressure and yellirw 
~l'elne loneliness or homesickness 
~le e&tinR or slee1>irut 
l~ feel sad or honelesa 
!~ts of suicide 
J~ttempted suicide 
~ious Problem with sex 
~UAJ. ••xual behavior 

homosexuality 
~ ~ acts 

roblem with alcohol 
fia.hts ~ mn..r, sometimes get into 

v<+O~}{ (Rev), 1 Apr 71 3 



svrn1>tam Present Now In the Pt.at 
... }lts of 11\Urder 

. 1l'l0 \lent use of marUuana or he.ahish 
, f~ f b&rbi tu.rates 

use 0 . 1.ne. heroin 
. CoG:d. um, Mescaline. Pevote 

,, 5 r addicted 
. E"e -
· stlbacks ,, flt- dO sOJl\ethina without knowina it 
1, E'lt~,.,,,g t?'Qub1te with stea.lina or lvina 

r ,ae or sillV tho~hts 
str!!n ,i • __ ,.,,. nT' sillV hab ts l';:~e.l re~ or nhobias 
~ , ~ ;,,,_ ,,; .. o 1,.,..,, A. .... w n• .. , 

n{~ - al 
~e to be one 
· E'ler felt unreal 
~ ever look unreal 
., Ever te&rd voices 
, E'{tt se.w visions i. !)O people look at or talk e.bout you behind 

your be.ck , EVer felt saneone was plottiruz to hurt vou 

.. ven stubborn 
:. will lose temner if nushed a.round _,-y ond !,!preSsions by Social Work Technician (Including Rec<mand&tiona) 

-
rJliments by Social Work 

Officer and7or Psychiatrist 
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1967-68 EDITION 

16 PF FORM A 

WHAT TO DO: Inside this booklet are some questions to see . . 
have There are no "right'' and "wrong" answe b what attitudes and interests you 

· rs ecause everyone h th • h . own views. To be able to get the best advice from your r It ~ e ng t to his 
them exactly and truly. esu s, You will want to answer 

If a separate "Answer Sheet" has not been given to you, turn this booklet over 
off the Answer Sheet on the back page. and tear 

Write your name and all other inf onnation asked for on the top line of the Answer Sheet. 

First you should ~nswer the four ~ample questions below so that you can see whether you 
need to ask anythmg before startmg. Although you are to read the questions in this book
let, you must record your answers on the answer sheet (alongside the same number as in 
the booklet). 

There are three possible answers to each question. Read the following examples and mark 
your answers at the top of your answer sheet where it says "Examples." Fill in the left
hand box if your answer choice is the "a" answer, in the middle box if your answer choice 
is the "b'' answer , and in the right-hand box if you choose the "c" answer. 

EXAMPLES: 

1. I like to watch team games. 
a. yes, b. occasionally, c. no. 

3. Money cannot bring happiness. 
a. yes (true) , b. in between, c. no (false). 

2. I prefer people who: 4. Woman is to child as cat is to: 
a. are reserved, a. kitten, b. dog, c. boy. 
b. (are) in between, 
c. make friends quickly. 

k·tt B t there are very few such reason-In the last example there is a right answer- 1 en. u 

ing items. . t to turn the page 
Ask now if anything is not clear. The examiner will tell you m a momen 
and start. 

th f ur points in mind: 
WhEm you answer, keep ese 

O 
• t ral answer as it comes 

. d ing Give the first, na u Id 1 You are asked not to spend time pon er · t . you all the particulars you wou ,, 
· ti are too short o give t "t m games to you. Of course, the ques ons t ;on asks you abou ea 

F · tance the above ques · I "for the av-
sometimes _ like to have. or ms ball than basketball. But you_ are to rep ~ive the best 

and you m1g~t betfo;!~eofa!o~~erage in situations _of the_ k1~d ;~~-ould finish in a 
erage game, or o 

1 
than five or six a mmu · 

answer you can at a rate not s ower 

little more than half an hour. ept when the answer at 
. ddl "uncertain" answers exc five questions. 2. Try not to fall back on the mi e, perhaps once every four or t 

either end is really impossible for you- f n somehow. Some may no 
. but answer every ques 10 ' eem personal; but reme~-

3. Be sure not to skip anythmg, be t guess. Some may s d without a special 
11 b t give your s d not be score apply to you very we , u e t confidential an c8:11 ted 

her that the answer sheets ar~ k 
I
p questions are not mspec · k what seems 

stencil key. Answers to parbcu ar Do not merely mar 
. 'ble what is true of you. 

4. Answer as honestly as ~ossi. ess the examiner. . ... ..... . . ··• 
"the right thing to say to impr ·· ·· ··· ·· ·. · ·· 



the instructions for this test clearly • 
I~~ m 
rnind- b. uncertain, c. no. 
a. yes, 

I am ready ~o answer each question as truth
ullY as possible. . 

f b. uncertain, c. no. 
a. yes, 

I would rather have a house: 
· . a sociable suburb, a. in 

b in between, 
· alone in the deep woods. 

C, 

I can find enough energy to face my difficulties. 
a. always, b. generally, c. seldom. 

I feel a bit nervous of wild animals even when 
· they are in strong cages. 

a. yes (true), b. uncertain, c. no (false). 

. I hold back from criticizing people and their 
ideas. 
a. yes, b. sometimes, c. no. 

·. r make smart, sarcastic remarks to people if I 
think they deserve it. 
a. generally, b. sometimes, c. never. 

!. I pref er semi classical music to popular tunes. 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

l. If I saw two neighbors' children fighting, I 
would: 
a. leave them to settle it, 
b. uncertain, 
c. reason with them. 

O. On social occasions I : 
a. readily come forward 
b, in between, ' 
c. Prefer to stay quietly in the background. 

I. It would be more interesting to be: 
:· a construction engineer 
· uncertain, ' 

c. a Writer of plays. 

12. I wo Id 
a u. rather stop in the street to watch 
h~ ~rtist painting than listen to some people 

ving a quarrel. 
a. true b 

' • uncertain, c. false. 
13, I C 

eve~n tleneral!y put up with conceited people, 
to0 Wellough they brag or show they think 
a. of themselves. 

Yes, b . b · in etween, c. no. 

14. You can almost alwa . 
when he is d1'sh ys notice on a. man's face 
a. onest. 

Yes b · b , . in etween, c. no. 

15. It v.:ould be good for . 
(hohdays) were I everyone if vacations 
take them. onger and everyone had to 

a. agree, b. uncertain, c. disagree. 

16. I would rather tak th 
possibly large but e e gamble_ of a job with 
with a steady, smal~nse:i~~arrungs, than one 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

17. I talk about my feelings: 
a. only if necessary 
b. in between ' 
c. readily, whenever I have a chance. 

18. Once in a while I have a sense of vague danger 
or sudden dread for reasons that I do not 
understand. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

19. When criticized wrongly for something I did 
not do, I: 
a. have no feeling of guilt, 
b. in between, 
c. still feel a bit guilty. 

20. Money can buy almost everything. 

21. 

22. 

a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

My decisions are governed more by my: 
a. heart, 
b. feelinR"S and reason equally, 
c. head. 

Most people would be happier i[ they lived 
more with their fellows and did the same 
things as others. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

I occasionally get puzzled, when looking in a 
23. . "" to which is my right and left. mirror,,.._, 

24. 

a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

When talking, I like: 
a. to say things, just as they occur to me, 

b in between, ·zec:1 first c: to get my thoughts well orgam . 

th . really makes me furious, I 
25 When some mg . · kly 

. find I calm down again quite qmc . 

a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

(End. column 1 on amwer aheet.) 



ame hours and pay, it would be more 
With th~ 

5 
to be : 

z6 . . teresting k 
1n penter or coo , 

a car 
a. rtain, 
b, unce. in a good restaurant. 

a waiter 
C, 

been elected to : 
'fl. I ha vie a few offices, 

a on Y 
· several, 

b, anv offices. 
C, Ill . 

,, . to "dig" as "knife" is to: 
"Spade is . 

28. b. cut, c. pomt. 
a. sharp, 

t·mes can' t get to sleep because an idea 
I some 1 h · d 

?9. keeps running throug_ my m1fn ,· 
b. uncei:tam, c. a se. a. true, 

Personal !if e I reach the goals I set, 
3o In my . 
. almost all the time. . 

b. uncertain, c. false. a. true, 

An out-dated Jaw should be changed: 
11. 'd bl d' . a. only after cons1 era e 1scuss1on, 

b. in between, 
c. promptly. 

11 Jam uncomfortable when I ~ork on a project 
requiring quick action affectmg others. 
a. true, b. in between, c. false. 

33. Most of the people I know would rate me as an 
amusing talker. 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

. When I see "sloppy," untidy people, I: 
a. iu t accept it, 
b. in between, 
c. get disgusted and annoyed. 

l.i. 1 get slightly embarrassed if I suddenly become 
the foc us of attention in a social group. 
a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 

· 
1 

arn always glad to join a large gathering, for 
example, a party, dance, or public meeting. 
a. Yes b · · ' • 1n between, c. no. 

1' 
'· In school I 

a . Pref erred ( or pref er) : 
· lllus1c 

b. uncert · c h ain, 
. andwork and crafts ,, . 

. \\'hen I h . 
I insist t~ve been_ put in charge of somethmg, 
else I r . at my instructions are followed or es1gn, 
a. Yes 

' b. sometimes, c. no. 

39. 

40. 

For Parents ·t · . 
, 1 1s more import t to 

a. help their child an : 
b. in between, ren develop their affections, 
c. teach their h 'Id . 

c l ren how to control emotions. 

In a group task I would rather. 
~ !rybto improve arrangemen~ 

· in etween, • 

c. fkeellp the records and see that 
o owed. rules are 

41. I feel a need every now and then . 
a tough physical activity. to engage in 

a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 

42. I would rat~er mix with polite people than 
rough, rebellious individuals. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

43. ~ feel terribly dejected when people criticize me 
ma group. 
a. true, b. in between, c. false. 

44. If I am called in by my boss, I: 
a. make it a chance to ask for something I 

want, 
b. in between, 
c. fear I've done something wrong. 

45. What this world needs is: 
a. more steady and "solid" citizens, 
b. uncertain, 
c. more "idealists" with plans for a better 

world. 

46. I am always keenly aware of attempts at propa,
ganda in things I read. 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

47. As a teenager, I joined in school sports: 

48. 

49. 

50 . 

a. occasionally, 
b. fairly often, 
c. a great deal. 

11 nized with things I keep my room we orga . ' 
in known places almost all the time. 

b in between, c. no. a. yes, • 

. t in a state of tension and tur-
I sometimes_ ge f the day's happenings. 
moil as I thmk o 

b · between, c. no. 
a. yes, · 10 

hether people I am ta~ing 
I sometimes d?ubt w ted in what I am saying. 
t are really mteres 
o b . between, c. no. 

a. yes, · ID 

an■wer eheet,) 
(End, column 2 on 



If I hll 
d to choose, I would rather be: 

51, forester, a. a . 
uncertain , 

b. h. h school teacher. 
c. a ig 

cial holidays and birthdays I: y~we ' 
52, "k to give personal presents, 

a, h e . 
uncertain, . 

b, feel that buymg presents is a bit of a 
C, 

nuisance. 

" k" " d" . t ,
3 

"Tired" is to wor as prou 1s o: 
a · a. smile, b. success, c. happy. 

• 
4 

Which of the followi~g items is different in 
a· kind from the others. 

a. candle, b. moon, c. electric light. 

•5 I have been let down by my friends: 
a. 

a. hardly ever, 
b. occasionally, 
c. qui te a lot. 

56. J have some characteristics in which I feel 
definitely superior to most people. 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

51. When I get upset, I try hard to hide my feel
ings from others. 
a. true, b. in between, c. false. 

58. I like to go out to a show or entertainment: 

a. more than once a week (more than average), 
b. about once a week (average), 
c. less than once a week (less than average). 

59· I think that plenty of freedom is more impor
~nt than good manners and respect for the 
aw. 

a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

60. I tend t k 
Pers O eep quiet in the presence of senior 
rank)~s (people of greater experience, age, or 

a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 

61 I r· . tnd it h 
noup, ard to address or recite to a large 

a. Yes, 
b. in between, c. no. 

62 I 
. have a o 

ten Whic\ 0? sense of direction (find it easy to 
When in is North, South, East, or West) 
a. Yes a strange place. 

' b. in between , c. no. 

5 

63. 

64. 

65. 

66. 

67. 

68. 

If someone got mad 
a. try to calm him at me, I would : 
b. uncertain down, 
c. get irritated. 

When _I read an unfair . 
more inclined to f magazine article I am 
"hitting back." orget it than to fe~l like 
a. true, b 

. uncertain, c. false. 

Mr ~emory tends to dr . 
tr1v1al things fo op a lot of unimportant 
t . , r example , 

s ores in town. , names of streets or 

a. yes, b. in between 
, c. no . 

I could enjoy the lif . 
handling disease and e of an anu~al doctor, 
a. yes b . b surgery of animals. 

, • in etween, c. no. 

I eat my food w·th t 
fully and 11 gus o, not always so care-

proper Y as some people. 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

There are times when I don' t feel in the right 
mood to see anyone. 
a. very rarely, 
b. in between, 
c. quite often. 

69. People sometimes warn me that I show my ex
citement in voice and manner too obviously. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

70. As a teenager, if I differed in opinion from my 
parents, I usually: 
a. kept my own opinion, 
b. in bet ween, 
c. accepted their auth1Jrity. 

71. I would prefer to have an office of my own, 
not sharing it with another person. 

a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

72. I would rather enjoy life quieht_ly in mis own 
way than be admired for my ac ievemen . 

b. uncertain, c. false. 

73. 

74. 

75. 

a. true, 

I feel mature in most things. 

t b Uncertain, c. false. 
a. rue, • 

t ther than helped by the 
I find mys_e~f _upsethr: many people offer one. 
kind of cr1tic1sm a . ally c. never. 
a. of ten, b. occasion ' 

bl to keep the expression of my 
I am always a e 1 
feelings under exact contro ~ no. 

b. in between, · a. yes, 
3 answer sheet.) 

(End, eolumn on 



. useful invention, I would pref er. 
tint a · In stsl' . n it in the laboratory, 

16, lforkin~ 0 

s- ertain, 
b unc . t to people. 
' •• Uing' I . 

c • .., 
tr ,, "f " . t . ,, is to "s ange as ear 1s o: 

,
7 

,,5urPr1se b anxious, c. terrible. 
, · JI. brave, · 

. f the f 0)lowing fractions is not in the 

1s. Wh!C~J~ss as the others ? 
saJ!le b 3/9 c. 3/ 11. 
s- 3/7, · ' 

eople seem to ignore or avoid me, 
ii, 5ornhe g~ I don't know why. 

~t ou . false b. uncertam, c. • 
a, true, 

I treat me less reasonably than my good 
iO PeoP e 
· . tentions deserve. 

in • nail a. often, b. occas10 Y, c. never. 

I. The use of foul language, even when it is. not _in 
a mixed group of men and women, stlll dis-
gusts me. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

!2. J have decidedly fewer friends than most peo
ple. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

&l. I would hate to be where there wouldn't be a 
lot of people to talk to. 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

M. People ~ometimes call me careless, even though 
they thmk I'm a likable person. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

~-"Slage-fright" in various social situations is 
somelbing I have experienced: 
a. quite of ten, 
b. occasionally 
c. hardly ever.' 

~-When I a · 
sit back ~ m a small group, I am content to 
a. Y an let others do most of the talking. 

es, b. in between ,· , c. no. 
I, 1 p f 

re er reading. 
a. a real' · 

batu •stic account of military or political 
b es, 
· Uncertai 

c. a . n, 
Bens1tive · • 

~ ' •mag1native novel. 

~en bossy 
0 iust the ~ op!~ try to "push me around," 

a. Yes, b . PPos1te of what they wish. 
· •n between , c. no. 

89. 

90. 

91. 

92. 

93. 

Business . 
as a r I s~per1ors or me be 
real c~ue~ef1nd fault with~ o~~Y ofhmy family, 
a. t 

· w en there is 
rue b . ' . in between 

' c. false 
In streets or sto . 
persons stare at res, I dislike the way 
a. people. some 

Yes, b. in between , c. no. 
On a long · Journey I would 
a. read some th. ' Pref er to: 
b. uncertain •ng profouod, but interesting 
c. Pass the iime talkin ' 

Passenger. g casually with a fellow 

In ~ situation which ma 
beheve in maki'ng a f Y become dangerous, I 
'f uss and speak' 1 calmness and pol 'te mg up even 

l ness are lost 
a. yes, b. in between c n · ' . o. 

d
i~ aclikquaintances treat me badly and show they 

1s e me: 
a. ~t doesn't upset me a bit, 
b. In between, 
c. I tend to get downhearted. 

94. I find it embarrassing to have praise or compli
ments bestowed on me. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

95. I would rather have a job with: 
a. a fixed, certain salary, 
b. in between, 
c. a larger salary, which depended on my con

stantly persuading people I am worth it. 

96. To keep informed, I like: 
a. to discuss issues with people, 
b. in between, 
c. to rely on the actual news reports. 

97. I like to take an active part in social affairs, 
committee work, etc. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

. t task I am not eatisf ied 
98. In carrymg ou a ' • ·ven close 

unless even the minor details are gi 

99. 

100. 

attention. 
a. true, b. in between, c. false. 

Quite small setbacks occasionally irritate me 

too much. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

1 never walking or 
I am always a sound s eeper, 
talking in my sleep. 

b in between, c. no. 
a. yes, . 

anawer 1heet,) 
(End, column ' on 



be more interesting to work in a 
Jt would_ 

10i• busine~s . to customers, 
taJk ll1g 

a, between, d 
b, in . · ffice accounts an records. 
C, 

ketP111g o 

. to "length" as "dishonest" is to: 
. ,, JS 

01. ••size. b. sin, c. stealing. 
I a. prison, 

. t de as SR is to: p.B IS 0 
1oi. b. pq, c. tu. 

a. qp, 

When peo Pie are unreasonable, I just: 

I~· a. keep qu_iet, 
b, uncertain, 

despise them. C, 

• If people talk loudly while I am listening to 
11,. I music, : 

a. can keep my mind on the music and not be 
bothered, 

b. in between, . 
find it spoils my enJoyment and annoys me. C, 

!(~. J think I am better described as : 
a. pol ite and quiet, 
b. in between, 
c. forceful. 

11. I attend social functions only when I have to, 
and stay away any other time. 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

1
1

. To be cautious and expect little is better than 
to be happy at heart, always expecting success. 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

M. In thinking of difficulties in my work, I: 
a. !ry to plan ahead, before I meet them, 
b. in between 
C 3Ss ' · ume I can handle them when they come. 

:10 If' 
·· SOc ~

nd it easy to mingle among people at a 
ial gathering. 

a. true, b. uncertain f Ise , c. a . 
: l. IVhen a b' . 

needed to it of diplomacy and persuasion are 
the one kget people moving, I am generally 
a. as ed to do it 

Yes • 
ll1 , b. in between, c. no. 

. It \\•outa be . 
a. a gu·d rnore interesting to be: 

• I ance wo k . . d 
b Jobs, r er help mg young people f m 
· Ul\ : certain 
· arnan , . 

ager in ef fa' · · · c1ency engmeermg. 

114. 

115. 

116. 

117. 

Ifiam. 
b h . quite sure th t 
t:k:av1~gm seltfishly, I :ho~ ~r~on is unjust or 
a e rouble. up, even if it 
• Yes, b. in between 

• c no. 
I sometimes make fool' 
to surprise People and ish remarks in fun, just 
a. Yes, b. in betweensee what they will say. 

, c. no. 
I would enjoy b . 
drama, concerts, ~~:~a~ e~ewspaper Writer on 
a. Yes, b. uncertain · 

, c. no. 

I never feel the urge to d . 
kept sitting still at a m oodt· le and fidget when 

ee mg, 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

If someone tells me something which I k , is 
wrong, I am more likely to say to myself ~ow 
a. "He is a liar " · 
b. in between ' 
c. "Apparent!~ he is misinformed." 

118. I feel some punishment is coming to me even 
when I have done nothing wrong, 
a. often, b. occasionally, c. never. 

119. The idea that sickness comes as much from 
mental as physical causes is much exaggerated. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

120. The pomp and splendor of any big state cere
mony are things which should be preserved. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

121. It bothers me if people think I am being too 
unconventional or odd. 

122. 

123. 

124. 

125. 

a. a lot, b. somewhat, c. not at all. 

In constructing something I would rather 
work: 
a. with a committee, 
b. uncertain, 
c. on my own. 

't' hard to stop a mood I have periods when 1 s 
of self-pity. 
a. often, b. occasionally, c. never. 

'th ople too quickly. 
Of ten I get angry w1 pe . 

b · between, c. no. 
a. yes, · ID , 

Id habits without diff1-
Jways change o 

I ~f n aand without slipping back. 
cu y . b tween c. no, 
a. yes, b. ID e ' 

answer sheet,) 
(End, column 5 on 



. gs were the same, I would rather 
If the earn1n 

126, be : 
Jawyer, 

8, 8 . 
ncertain, ·1 t b, u . tor or p1 o . 

8 
naVlga 

C, 

,, . to "worst" as "slower" is to: 
•B tter is 'ck t 27 , e b best c. qui es . 

I , a, fast, . ' 

. f the following should come next at the 

1zg. Wh1c:f 
O 
this row of letters: xooooxxoooxxx? 

end b ooxx, c. xooo. 
a. 0xxx, · 

th time comes for something I have 
129. When d end looked forward to, I occasionally 

lanne a . 
P t feel up to gomg. 
do no f I b. in between, c. a se. 
a. true, 

ork carefully on most things without 
130. 1 ~n bwothered by people making a lot of noise 

being 
around me. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

1 occasionally tell strangers things that seem 
131. to me important, regardless of whether they 

ask about t hem. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

132. I spend much of my spare time talking with 
friends about social events enjoyed in the past. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

133. I enjoy doing "daring," foolhardy things "just 
for fun ." 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

1:14. I find the sight of an untidy room very annoy
ing. 

a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 

135· I consider myself a very sociable, outgoing 
person. 

a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 

136 In . 
· social contacts I: 

~ ~hobw my emotions as I wish, 
· •n etween 

c. keep m ' . 
Y emotions to myself. 

31 I . 
. en_i oy music that is: 

a. hght d 
b · ' ry, and brisk 
. in between ' 

c. ernof ' 
Iona) and sentimental. 

18. I 
admire th be 

of aw 11 e auty of a poem more than that 
e -tnade 

a. Yes &'Un . 
, b, uncerta1·n, c. no. 

8 

139. 

140. 

141. 

142. 

If a good remark of . . 
a. ~et it go, mine 18 Passed by, I: · 
b. 1n between 
c. give Peo I ' , 

P e a chance to hear it again, 

I 'Yo1;1ld like to work as . ; 
crnnmals on Parole. a probation officer with 
a. Yes, b. in between, 

c. no. 

One should be ca f 
kinds of stranger:e sf~ a7;t mixing with all 
infection and so o~. ce ere are dangers of 

a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

In traveling abroad I would th 
expertly condu~ted 'tour than r:1S.::r b~o ~~se~ 
the places I wish to visit. 
a. Yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

143. I am properly regarded as only a plodding, 
half-successful person. 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

144. If people take advantage of my friendliness I 
do not resent it and I soon forget. ' 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

145. If a heated argument developed between other 
members taking part in a group discussion, I 
would: 
a. like to see a "winner," 
b. in between, 
c. wish that it would be smoothed over. 

146. I like to do my planning alone, twhithout inter
ruptions and suggestions from o ers. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

I Sometimes let my actions get swayed by feel-147. 

148. 

149. 

150. 

ings of jealousy. 
b. in between, c. no. a. yes, 

, h 008 may not always be 
I believe finnly ' t \ :he right to be boss." 
right, but he always as 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

I think of all the things lying 
I get tense as 
ahead of me. e. no, 

s, b SOmetimes. 
a. ye · . 

tions when I'm playing 
If people shout ~ugg::t me. 
a game, it doesn t uiatn c. f a}se. 
a. true, b. uncer ' 

8111,rer 1heet,) 
(End, column 6 on 



·nteresting to be: 
d be more i 

woul 
51. Jt artist, 
l 1111 · 1 b a, ertain, ning a c u . 

b u11c tarY run · ere 
c. a se 1 ing words does not properly 

f the fol ow ? 
Which o ·th the ot hers . 

152• Jong wi e c. most. be b. som , 

a. 1111Y, "h t" as " rose" is to : 
" ·s to ea t 

"fJarne I d petals, c. seen . '3 b. re Ja. thorn, 
a. s dist urbing my sleep. •vid dream ' . I have v1 

ti often, 
a. casionallY' 
b, oe t·callY never. 

prac I h ' ' b c. ally against somet mg s e-
.• If the odds ar eI rfm believe in t aking t he risk. 

111. . success, s 
ing a . between, c. no. 

Yes b. m a. ' 
. I know so well what the gro~p 

ti6. I like it whhen t I naturally become the one m 
has to do t a 
command. 

b in between, c. no. a. yes, · 

th dress with quiet correct ness 
Iii. I woul~thraye~~atching personal s t yle. than w1 e 

1 b. uncertain, c. fa se. a. true, 

. w1·th a quiet hobby appeals to me r. An evening 
more than a lively party . 
a. true, b. uncertain, c. false. 

t' f :\!. J close my mind to well-meant sugges, wns 0 

others, even though I know I shouldn t. 
a. occasionally, b. hardly ever, c. never. 

:IO. I always make it a point, in deciding anything, 
to refer to basic rules of righ t and wrong. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

Ill. I somewhat dislike having a group watch me at 
work. 

a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 
' ') . 
.\.. Because it is not always possible to get t~m~s 

done by gradual reasonable methods, it is 10m t' ' 
" e 1rnes necessary to use force. 
a. true, b. in between, c. false. 

:~. In sch l I 
a E 

00 
Pref erred ( or pref er) : 

b. nglish, 
. uncertain 

c. rnath ' . 
:, ematics or arithmetic. ·~ I 
· have . l ' 
sal'in bsorneti_rnes been troubled by peop e s 
With g ad things about me behind my back , 
a. no &rounds at all 

Ves b . 
. , . uncerta1·n , c. no. 

9 

165. 
Talk with ordinar h b' 
People: Y, a it-bound, conventional 
a. is often quite intere t' 
b. in between, 8 ing and has a lot to it, 
c. annoys me becau ·t d 

lacks depth. se 1 eals With trifles and 

166

· ~~~tn~~i~~ss;:t~ me so angry that I find it 

167. 

a. Yes, b. in between, c. no. 

In educat ion, it is more important to : 
a. give the child enough affection, 
b. in between, 

c. have the child learn desirable habits and 
attitudes. 

168. People regard me as a solid, undisturbed person, 
unmoved by ups and downs in circumstances. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

169. I think society should let reason lead it to new 
customs and throw aside old habits or mere. 
t radit ions. 

170. 

a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

I think it is more important in the modem 
world to solve: 
a. the question of moral purpose, 
b. uncertain, 
c. the political difficulties. 

l 71 . I lear n bet ter by: book 
a. reading a well-written ' 
b in between, . c: joining a group discussion. 

72 I like to go my own 1 . l 
way instead of acting on 

approved ru es. . false. 
t e b. uncertain, c. a. ru , 

that what I am say
I like t o wait t ill I am r~et for th an argument. 

173. . . correct before P 
mg lS ' 

a. always, 
b generally, . bl 
• I 'f it's prachca e. c on y i " 

· y nerves . "get on m .. I . sometimes h are tn v1a . 4 Small t hmgs h I realize t ey 
17 . unbearably, t houg n c. no. 

b in betwee , 
a. yes, . h spur of the 

things on t e 
I don't oft en say eat ly regret. 

175. ent t hat I gr . c. false. 
mom b uncertain, 
a. true, . r ,heel,) 

7 on an1,re 
(End, column 



. charity drive, I would 
rk with a 

d to wo 
f 35\ce 

176• 1 ccept, . 
S· s certain, I'll\ too bUSY. 
b un \y saY 
c: Polite . words does not belong 

h f on owing 
" 'hich of tth:rs? · ht "7 VT the o c stra1g • 

11 · with b. zigzag, • 
• wide, " ar" is to · ... " as ne . 

"never " is to c away 
"Soon b. far, · · 

118. owhere, . I 
s, n d social mistake, can 

awkwar 
1 rnake an 

,9 If f get it. no 11 . soon or . between, c. • 
b, in 

a- yes. 'd m an" who almost 
''1 ea bl 

known as an ome ideas on a pro em. 
0 1 srn t forward s 

18 . a1waYs pu s • b tween, c. no. 
b m e 

a- yes, · 

b tter at showing: 
h. k I arn e all s 1st I t in • ting ch enge ' 
nerve m mee 

a. . • h b uncertain, h people's w1s es . 
. tolerance of ot er c. 

182. I am considered a very enthusiastic person. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

183. I like a job that offers change, variety, anil 
travel, even if it involves some danger. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

184. I am a fairly strict person, insisting on always 
doing things as correctly as possible. 
a. true, b. in between, c. false. 

185. I enjoy work that requires conscientious, ex
acting skills. 
a. yes, b. in between, c. no. 

186. I'm the energetic type who keeps busy. 
a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

I am sure there are no questions that I have 
187. skipped or failed to answer properly. 

a. yes, b. uncertain, c. no. 

(End of teat.) 
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