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. 8 person interprets another s impression of her.

'I‘his research focuses its attention on role-taking ability, how

T~

Gough proposqd a :

: theory of psy&xopethy in whieh he found that psychopaths are deficient AP

V
'
o a
(AR .
’ .
K
s
e
~
'
N

1n this ability. Genetie studies have linked psychopaths with hys—"*

terieal personality disorder.

Therefore, it was decided to, :lnvestigate

e dn e ——————— Lo cAS N = 4

role-taking ability 1n hysterical persomlity disorders.v‘ Females, only, o
'\ {':“";‘ were considered for the study, since t‘nis ie a diagnosis used primarily |
: in females.. A control group of treated depressives was used. . All
subjecte were in—patients oﬁ two psychiatric unita of generallhospitals. s
” Subjects eere g:iven a testﬂ bstteryu 1 Socializ‘ation' Scale . : B : '._,.l .
' .'.2 Meta-Impresaion l‘est (Bilsbury, 1973), 'l'hese wete tecta to measure"'«; ! \
', : i role-taking. 3 Beck Depression Inventory. A'yl;his was .~“§?d_t.,°~' deteqt. |
:f' the presence of depression in the groups. - v [RRI ,/\w-
w o Results showed that femalea with hysterical peraonality disordet s -'.,':. \
‘are deficient 1n rale-taking a%d.lity while the control gtoap demon— : : \
’ _strated notmal role-taking ability.v The differenc Jwas significant at' "
L the p-O 0001 level for the Socialization Scale.- 'I'he Meta-—Impression T
. 'l‘est did not yield signifieant reaults and recommsndatinmhave been
o .':“ made for its imptov ent. .'?.:‘ C 'k - ' \ L .
The significant: reeulta have important implications for diagnosis : :
:'_“and treatment of hysterical personali.;y dieordered psr(ienta and the .
;.Socislization Scale has potential value for detection of hysterical )
| S traits in depresaed women..‘ﬂ ER | .
: ; . L - .
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N EIRE Role—t;akin& - Theonetical faclj&round and Definition.

/ S
g e IR - b . ‘E o . s . — (e
S L S R The cogn:ltive—development conc@ol‘e-taking has its roots ‘,in '
. Lol e P . F" R
Piaget 8 tjnéory (1950) of :Lntellectua.l development. Piaget claime that
i\ S el ; e el
e "‘ young children under séven- years old- are/'ggocentric ) that is they; TR P

.:v cannot see another 8 perspective and he feela that omplete comprehension

_‘." L age '('rrower, Bryant and Argyle, 1978) Piaget 8 th '
. - /.Eeffet (1959 1970) K:I.tano, Stiehl ‘and . Cole (1978) tates that this

".; ‘ A‘;':' viewpoint posita two, broad areas of c,ognition- ’ imperso al (peracm to : ’
: . _o‘bject) and. interpersonal or, eocial (person to person). Impersonal RSN

cogniuion refere to children a struct{xting of the physical, inanimate ' ,

RTINS S ".’l"world as seen for example :Ln their developing conceptions of quantity, e

l : - ';space and number (Feffer, 1959).. Interpersonal cognition refere to

‘ g 1ndividuels‘ cognitive sttucturing of the eocia} world (Feffer, 1959), ‘

i e "'_‘that 19 how :I.ndividuals come “to perceive others end make :Lnferences

é '-Aabout th'e.\J:r inner states. These perceptions end inferences are ~made by L \ .
LT S, .? ‘ p . : .

I means of role—taking.

o Mead (1934) developed a roI{-taking theoxy. He described how ,'_.";' |

PRI ”during childhood "the generalized other" ie created by 1ntesration o / SR

"rthe experienées of interpereonal interaction into a cognitive scheme -j - _ T

; - This :ls made possible by a role—taking abilitv » which iq descri_‘l::vyed as' o

I IR the ability to perceive end evaluate one's’ own behav:l.our as ft is 2o *""
B o ,perceived and evhluated by others in the same culture. , Mead describea ‘5"'- T
- - * . '-‘.:




:from role-—taking activity as well
: . dual‘s cogniﬁve capacity to anticipate another 8 perspective when it

' differs, or is independent fram ong"' 8. own,.’

<y situation.

; has been described as developing in stages. .

Ces oL .- N . SV e
o T 7 T T T o ST
' ."\,.3 e ) . S " s, _< - - o ',‘ ..:.,
o S . ) e SR ~ \ o o
oy / J\, : \j ‘ ) 2 "
‘ ) role-taking as being related to empathy, it is assumed to provide the e S
i N o 3 K e <3 ' ° v
i individual with means of ach:l.eving self-understanding and self-control T
i He .sees thinking as'a consequence and prcduct of sor.-ial processes which ' B
i . ‘ -
: , develops by succeasive forms of role—taking :l.n which the subject{:,r .o
°l meaningful y. co nstructs » reconatructs, and interprets his- social K T
) environment ‘ .. f L. v S ‘
‘ .. n . e, ) , . ‘, . ’,. . .'.;, - . p -‘ o . .'_-
\ " Feffer and Scuhotliff (196) found that people who did w§11 in a S ‘
! < .
i ) role-taking test also did wel/l in a teet of social 1nteraction. : This
; -
. : ‘ :Linplies that the- inability to take the role of another is . reinted to. :
1 - social inadequacy. cLo o R S
'i. - e . A T N X Co .
= % It is important -to’ differentiate role—taking frnm role-playing o,
‘ [ - i ‘Kitauo, et al., (197E¢:ﬁdescribed role—playing as an overt enactment of BT
) the role attri‘butes (characteristics and behaviours) of another person

whereas role—tak-ing 1is a covert cognitive proceas of predicting another. RN

\ '~peraon 8 perspective.(/laetano et al. diatinguish role—taking ability

Role-taking ability s the indivi-

Role-ta.king activity con- |

. cerns the individual's employment of r%le-taking nbility in‘a particular .

. R . B 1) PR
- . ’ - v e
4 . » .

Role-taking ability, in the aocial cognitive—development literature

» l . ’

Feffér (1959, 1970) ' :f,J;;..t

. iden\tified three levels of\the development of role-taking ability,

.commencing .at’ approximately six years of age. Prior to this age, t_:he, '
__'-child -can differentiate ;’gelf and 'others as, "entitiee ‘but does mot . - )
. "

Lk
M




l . ‘ Adifft’z;ontiate their points of view. Feffer ‘states - that beginning at*’ ' T -
: L \age !‘ix ‘the child enters the firat le,vel of grole—taking -4‘aimp1e ! . " S ;'_
: s ; refOeusing.g In thiB level, the ch:l.ld reel:l.zes that eelf and others may : S
: u have different interpretationa of the same social ai@lation, but is o 5 . ’-
: unablg to coordinate theee perspec@ives. The' child may therefore have © '
-a distorted perception of the situatiop. : Feffer 8 aecond level - ) ) . -.'
. consistent ela’bore}z‘ien, ihich occurs between seven and eight years of o ‘ ‘ C
- - age, t:he child can coordinatesdifferent peﬁepectivee in #equentiai.’ N '
, ‘ ..'manner, i.e. can Lconsider diffex_:ent oo_ints of view but focuses on them i L t
: - mt a tiure—“tn level three— change of perspective, beginning at age ' i
‘ .:nine, the child can coordinate perspectivea simull:aneously. The child. o \
( - . C &t t°his stage can be considered ae having role—taking ability., ] : ;: ::T: : .
- ; j" Selman and Byrne (1974) ' found suoﬂort for a sequence oi‘:’ stages in ‘
: " | , " ‘ '.i'the development of role-taking ability that cloeely parallela Feffer 8. o \ :
. : , and c:onforms to his age normsl T | v o
: } . v Flavell (1968) inveetigated social decentering with age in
‘ t& Ny ﬁ?" o ) cnildren. He found that younger children gave deseriptions from t}}ieir ‘
l . own. point of \fiew only whereas older children ;eve less egocentric |
T v‘.responses. ’ , : ‘ l -
oy . In viewg o_lthe obvious implicat;l.on of the importanee of :ole- | ‘. . '_:'
.taking to soci“y development, Chandler (1973)"usedlthe procedure devised ey ‘ ,
', by Flavell (1968) to cmnpare t:he role—taking’ skills o-f 45 chroni'cally" ) ‘
. delinquent boys was 45 nou—delinquents between the agea of eleven and” ' :'. .
.?ﬁirtee;—x. Ten sequenees wer’e used following the format of Flavell (1968)-._ ~'
! _ v. A five-pomt sco:ring_syetem re.fllectipg dif}i:'erent:' lev_el_‘s},-o‘f-‘ egoc}e_ntl“ic s
RS AL .




. -

. this term’ to. refer to one peraon s perception of another person 8 per—

‘ : R * ' <
- S et o et
) ~ b - C - & o ~ *
' e - ‘. . I'd
- . - - -
f - [ . . ) -
, T , s T
: o 2 R - S : -

P . o R .o v ‘ o AL . ' B >
/(, ) l'é . . j ‘ : . - . 4 'l . - ‘ - Da
A - TR L
‘iitSsion.wae developed. Results shoved that.delinquents' dgmonstrated - .-
.'marked deficiencies in theif ability €o diff.é.rentiacé their om polnt = =

of . viewjrom that of others wheteas the non—delinquent boys did ‘not

: demonstrate L:his difficulty. ) ‘
L ] ‘ SRR

: Another term which has been used in the studies of role-taking n

‘is the’ tern meta-*impresaion j Laing, Philipson,' and Lee (1966) uged

]

cept:ion)of him or her. 'l'his éeg :Ls conceptually similar to role—taking,

P

‘but is used most frequently in adult atudies. Bilsbury (1978) found that

metq,—impreesions were more affective and egocentric among patients wlth

. personality disordere than among normal people.

G4 -

Livesley and Bromley (1973) studied person perception in young

‘xchildren and adolescents. 'rhey observed that younger children form

: :‘impreg‘éions of others that are egocentric whereas older children S T ¥

v

. jective demonstrating role-taking ability or meta—impreasionability. ’

: ‘but which may fail to develop properly.

: (adolescents) can detach a situation from themeelves and be more ob= -

o

.o . T

“Trower e? al, ('1978) found that’ ¥ailure to take the role of” the
other appeared to be a common featura of psychiﬁtric dieordera. They

saw role-taking ability as a cognitive ability wh.i.ch develops with age

-

Given the weight of the preceeding evidence’ i‘t ie r;easonable'to'

conclude that role-taking ability is a basic requirementr for effective

- social interaction. T "
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.A“‘.“Psychopatha are

B 'alsp described as i:responsible and unreliable people who display

: '_.' poor judgement and are unable to pro 1’!: ftom experience. In nIany .

‘ " . N casea, however,‘,the relaxet; wa.nner and verbal facﬂity of the paycho- Caelt
> . . u»-, oo

'pe%sistence int:o adu_lt li.fe pf a par.tern of ant:[apcial behaviour th& g o

. ‘ - oo ta
began before' the age of fifteen, and failure to sustain good job

-a., N

.-"‘perfo rmance
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;'{ X . ‘4 . o v .. . . - ‘ ;’- . ‘-. . . . ‘-A': o ) "_ ‘ . . . . o
, 1 . - ‘.' LR o . )
\
o " typ;@al early childhood signs. In adoles:
. ) ‘ )
"y LY e . “ NS
~ norms with respect tonlawful behaviour., After age thirty, the more

It £1agrant aspects.may diminish partidularly sexual promiscuity,ﬂ

fighting, criminality snd vagtauée.'
Pt T , Associated features of" psychopathy is a msrked impairmenb in the T -f”ivrf

capacity to'sustain lascing, close, warm, and responsible relationships -\;:if i fg“f'-.
‘.;"nj5 with family, friends or sexual partners. This disorder is much more‘f ZU-TT‘“<' "
- common in males than females. : ';V.Jir;lu,ij;f ) 23A:' . ,;'_51:1i~.:,.5f3 ‘fii‘fﬂriiy;‘;
té"-'-Lf“?i"T o The Diaggﬁstic and Statistical Manual of Mental and Nervous
hﬁ' C ,'ufi ' Disorders, third edition (DSM—III) estimates the prevalence of this

disorder in malee to be about 3Z and notes that the disorder is more ff‘

common in lower elass populations, partly because it is associated with

impaired earning capacity and partly’because fathers of those with the

N :; disorder frequently have the disorder themselves and consequently their f,;;ilxpﬂzj:
; o children grQW'up in impoverished homes..;:‘E S :¥:£;c;' -

. . According to DSH~III, thia continuous antisocial behavionr when gzéwﬁ .
e person is over the 833 of. fifteeﬂp must exist for at least five Years MY

N o~

'ilforli.'to be considered psychopathic personality disorder or. antisocisl

-
N -9
. . .
[} ) , J
'
“" .
N .
‘, N N
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Psychopathy - Its Relation to Role—Taking Ability
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made and an improved scale, named Socislization Scale, was incorporated

e

1 in the California Personality Inventory. —Studies of validity and

e b

AP

Cleckley (1976) felt that present legal and medical conceptions

ﬁl?‘f:"?:é:a, Q{ff of"psychopathic personalities are inadequate. He contends that the

LT "

i
Ny Vs

l ‘;i?:~} acts by pleading insanity and then,after the briefest'commitment can

“r

- i'*i secure release by establishing psychiatrie competence.. The psychopath

o stand them they way that others do. Cleckley has calied this "the

‘mask of sanity

In 1948 Harrison G. Gough proposed a sociological theory of ‘_.'

o
-

- psychopathy based upon G. H.‘Mead's role-taking theory. Gough described

,5f'can verbalize all the morsland social rules but does not seem to under--

a psychopath as a person who.,'l. seems insensitive to social demands, o
2 who refuses or cannot cooperate, 3. who is untrustworthy, impulsive,.”?

and improvident, 4. who shows poor judgement and shallow emotionality _:ﬁ
. person~s own behaviour. Gough felt that this behaviour could be attributed

.h; to a deficiency inorole—taking abilitx He and Peterson (1952) constructed ;f{1<753'

the Delinquency SCale to measure,role—taking.’ Subsequent revisions were

reliability of the scale have been reviéwed by Rosen and Schalling (1974)

',ﬁ

}i-m;i:‘fﬂf;f“ﬂf asocial impulsive psychopath can escape legal retribution for delinquent R
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L taking. The .'I.ack of role-tak:lng ebility in the psychopath impl:leq that
2 “:.' i 4.- ' s - N

Gt 8, he—amn -‘: a lack of‘ undetetand:lng of how the person 8 own behaviour :l.nfluences

s
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2 01:Lnical st:udies auggeat that: petsonality typee other than t:hose

descri‘bed as psychopathic may be lde;'ic:lenc :l.n role-'-f‘:ak.in.g.::-lln ‘per-:"
‘ o ?:‘.leular there are grounds‘;ie su.;pect a, deficiency in reie;ceking 1n' t \

Y hyst:erical personal:l..t;.e.e. :The tra:h:s which contriimte to then,forx._'mation
" ' of this type ineiu;de egocent.r.ieity, exhibitidnism, e:;eessive emoeionality, - A ,
: St;:g'gestibility and "dependence (Lazare, Kldrman and Armor, 1966) These ,‘ kB |
A traits a.re”nor.ed to\'ﬁe" .commo.n to: bofh aiseraera. SPalt (1980) deseribes : f g X %
-soc.:lo’pathy ﬁayehopathy)' end hyeterie~ as- having Bim:llar feetut:ee and family‘ w1 AR \.
:':-i':':.' ; ":: T ) beckgrounds. ‘V-ith more hysteria :ln\ femaie 'rela't':ivea a,nd more ae;:ireoeial “ '
:'..z_-'"f". 5 , . PN x;ereone_ll.:%ty aen; elco'r‘nc:iism :!.n.'m.;le relat;i\‘res of both inc!ividuale with E ‘.,
g ,\ ;,u_:}" hysterila and with aoeiupetixy. He furthe;:‘;.'ec.o;da t;a;\ female hy‘ateri'es ' '.:
- /‘ and male eociopath_':f %end{ t;-marry eact.u ot:her and produce hyperact;,ve . I "
, " 'chil-'l—d;en who 1ate:. ‘ae;lenStrate antisocia]. ﬁereonalicy -or hyateréle».-mi T f_;:_
. : ;iarner (1978) “suggeat‘s .ntbat l:he aau;e e.t‘ielogical ené p;theéene"tic fae;:ere ‘
. : may.lead to different but ove:lappin; c,:’Lix;ieal‘ mifestatioes'which mey - ; “
be él’.;géd inc‘o d‘ifferent forma in‘th'e:"t;d ae:::es\.b‘y.' the: same eultt'n:el.’ -'.-‘ 3:;:
fo‘rees which detemine masculine end. feminine 1deet1ltl:y and stereowt;.&pes. R :
: ‘ % |
.
‘:
oy
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have suggested"th t thete maﬁ'be a biolog

f.caloefi’:lnity between hys
terical traits in wou:en and psychopathic or antt—social' ~tra

i:é 1n

e 'taking abil:lty :ln male. psychopathS, that it twuld
i o 7
o " 3 obnerve role-taking ability

be of intei'est to
. s- v :J .\ :

:ln femalea
Personality” Di

3 e

sorder... A review of the literature suggests that thie

o

: haterical Personality Di.sorder

' A 5

“

P
--'.

It: has been sugsested that e close sffinity exists between psycho--
pathy and hysterical personality d;loorder..

-' e
"as

ik . ".t
._. . “-g

.
\ Lret

J Becauae this study 13"
focus:l.ng om the 1atter, :I.t is necessary to give a brie_f

story a.nd to
PR L ..“ ..-.‘ ": I
define the concept, hysterical personality disotder. 7
'hysteria"hao a 1on3 history.
','.recorded ;nedictne emanated from th
" - l . .'

.

e two great‘ cultural centers - tho
t:he Mesopot »

amien (Horowitz, 1977).. Of these, the Egyptian
.r;ecordo» play the :lmportant";:e'

It :l.n the story o£ » the evolut;l.'o;n'of the
] qoncepts of hyster.ia.

S

The uterin"' conce

pt o§ hyoter:l.a reme:tne :ln
middle ages and even be

yond :f.t ’was aomewhat eclipaed :ln medicval‘ t:lmes
) aq a result of St Auguotin ;

R st

'“There are no diseases that do i

hysteric. --These and other genetic stud:l.es (Woernet an Guze, 1968)
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L . ' and treatment of hysteria and hence led to a curious dichotomy of

attitudes 1n regard to the etiology and treatment of thst disease.; R

SN .”_‘_':' P Treatment was no longer medical but wss taken over by the cletgy and

-consisted of exorc:lsm -and torture Cah

R Syndenham first recorded thst males can have dhysteria too hut 1t 1_: P

. e l_ ﬁ_% is more \subj ect to females.‘,.:_ He also recognised conversion hysteria. '*"' T '_
SEEEET He emphssized that these men and women were not Insane, but recognized _ EE .
} el the msnifestations to be of mentaL origin, (HOrowitz p 25) ”«" E
.':i-. . e . . . N N
__'-"l_ ) f‘ SRR . , Y ' C U e : T i o f
g RS .-‘ Pinel s, in F‘rance most :lmportant contribution to the understanding
" K of hystEr!.s wss his deviation from the uterine etiology and from the :_' f‘f- .-' _' L
AR "" increasingly sterile and repetitive neurological basis that had emanated ',';'. N
i ' RSP from Great Britian snd attributed :Lt more to nentsl processes, (Horow:t.tz, o '
LA
dooa Ve <y S
' .;.:‘ to hypnotic suggestion. He also used psyc‘hoanalysis in the treatment . R ’
A ':‘ n of hysteria with success (HOrowitz, p 56) T RN ‘;
E _' Confusion about the concept hysteria and :[ts terminology continues

N

- snd lay puh’,lications use the relsted terms.

PR
‘_,‘ ,’,‘..

. affective and hehav;[our elements. h 'l‘his often results from,, overwhelming '
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P : : el \ T ‘ - ,:
C -';"-':" ‘ :,;J‘ eoncept hysteria. It was previously defined in the officia_l‘Am.erican i 3 ,
PRELR Psychiatric Association Nomencﬂnre aa a, condition charaoterized by ‘i_ ~j'.,':.
‘ an involu.tary psychoéenic 1oss or disorder of function. A'I.'hqis Adiagnosis Lo g
inclndes two syndrome types, conversion reaction and dissociative
l‘eaction. ' \l W S
: .',.-" '.'A Q'~..“;,". - ;' ,‘ .’
" Hyaterical psychosis is ‘not" included in the American Psychiatric
Association :official nomencla,ture'.. liowever, the existence of the’ -
K ‘ ; syndrome has been dOcumented. The disorder is described as sn NI !
o ) episode having a sudden onset, with the e.xistence of hallucinations, ",.
‘o Ly delusions, illusions,. or depersonalization, thought disorder;) and o
S affectli;e volatility., It rarely 1asts longer thLan three weeks resulting : .
v in ninimal psychological deteriorstion (Borowitr, '1977)., e DR R
: " : The prime concern for this study is the term: "hysterical el KL
‘ L personality disorder oy It ‘nas heen classified in the Hanual of the R ‘. L ‘
S ‘h N

- Intemational and Statistical Classification of Diseases Injuries .' ;o

s

and Causes of Death, ninth edition asi. a psrsonality disorder BRI &

. characterized by shallow, labile affectivity, dependence on others, ,

) craving for appreciation and attention, suggestibjlity, and theatri— o

':.—.cality.’_ There is often sexual imaturity e g. frigidity and over— o

JREEN

4.,;-‘_“ .i,} ‘: responsiveness to stimuli

Under stress, hysterical symptoms R

(neurosia) may develop.‘

s

5 There is a second type of personality disorder which is

Ll designated "hysteria by some authorities. ) This syndrome waa

The primary components of this

i ; originally described by Briquetl :‘
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. CUY syndrome are recurrent ‘ill health, phyaical complainte, frequent e B R

L N
b ,' s

;,;surgery and frequeﬁt viaita to the doctor ('l‘upin, 1974).‘-: Ll /.'Q,: .

bad .

. ' - o - A,l .
D LT, .. f RS

et Jaspers (1946, p. 443 Engugh translation, 1963) described,

'.be capable of" Ve ';'

ERUOR i Schneider (1949) accepted Jasper s definition and described such

' ' jz,:"pereonalities as attention-eeeking. ; 'rhey .are characteriZed by trying

- " ) 'to be more thAn one is, and by having a passion for attention. ' . “i .

‘E ‘ ) .l In the Di:egnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Di:sorders, ‘ "

‘:l“'- '* :"..; :.';"’-‘.flthird edition (DSM—III) hysterical personaltiy disorder rio- longer g ' ‘ |
‘ ' I'f"l'._appeere, rather it is replaced with the ter-ni "histrionic personali:y - \ ) B!
"':",*'dieorder b Thupreaeon for its removal was confnsion about the concept ) | i”
V: j ‘ '.‘Of _the terminology ('i'upin, 1974) The ﬁ&nostic and Statistical .‘ - ‘ : o i
% : ’ Manual of Mental Disordera, third edition, has been ueed to describe o -... .
% ) ‘:-_ _' .'t.':-:""",f.‘ﬁistrionic Personality Disorder for t:his -study.; It describes diagnostic Til '
%_-:j‘:":;‘_A:': T :-'-',‘.':‘:-;criteria for hiatrionic personality disorder ‘a8 follows. P s o
Y : i . The fol.lowing are characteriatic of the) individual' ’

P 'curxent and:Iong, term. functioning, are-not limited to. - ‘f, B
o -"'.;.:"epiaodesl of illness, and ‘cause: either” aingifica.nt i.mpair— ‘
* ment ‘in social or occupational functioning or- subjective
.',;'.,distrees. Lo . ,. Cemi T
LAl Behaviour that ia overly dramatic, reactive, and intensely s T
o expreesedrby at least three of. the following SURE P RN

"1, Self-dramatization - . L
2_.'- .Incessant drawing of attention ‘to oneself “, ORI
3. Craving for gctivity and: excitement T T L
.. "4, "Overreaction to ‘midor events RS AU RN
I Irrational angry outb{:rsts, or- tantrums f“- T e

'Characteristic dieturbancea in interpersonal relationships a b

"as. indicated ‘by-at:least two of ‘the following: ' . %, " e

-1, Perceived by ‘others as shallow and 1acking genuinenees T e
" '-.even if superficially warm aud charming S
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2. le _Egocentric, self-indulgenc and :I.nconsidetate of others e e
5 Vain 8nd - demanding ¥ A ag kB =% co
4.. 5 Dependent, helpless, constanfly seehng reassurance i
5.-, Prone ‘to man:lpulat:ive,- suicfdal threat:s.. geatures, or--'
'_".:‘v; attémpts. “

,., .~.

, ,

differences frqm other pr“evig,us clnsiﬁcations of mental disorders.

AL e 1-' -":.' '*-.- ‘-"

_ l?:lrst its d:lsordera are. classif:l.ed op a mult.iaxial evaluacion.

K & o) »
“ & 4
e ;\ 3

d multiaxial classificatiom requires tlm:, every case be nssesaed on each

S e, 8 A T ' o
s ) E -l 4 r l'-- O S = -

'_of several axea",. each c;f which refers to a different clasa of infor-" ‘

" ate
.

RN 0

mation. The DSM-IiI haa ;ive axea wit:h personality'disorders being

cae S
5y . o 3 o
L &y

still ensur:l.ng that personality d:lsorders are taken into considetation. )

.‘, . .‘ .0.-‘
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-promis{’for increasin J.y discrete

diagnostic language cl:lnicians have-txhe capacit"};'"t:'t;g "ﬁ&te aé'curate'ly_..

e
-" e,

assess the pi:evalence of paychiatriq dieorder' such data a:e essential
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togram degloﬁian: and psychothera;':euti
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L

~'It; appears thst the DSM—I‘ I does facilitate t'he diagnosis of
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.n 0

iExgerﬁnental Design‘-; R

ted over a period ‘of

'l‘he study waa conduc

'l‘wo groups of twenty were aelected for the:study twenty
v ot * o [ ' a ._"4 ,'-".'.

K N ', f
OO

; "b ’ing experimental subj ects and twenty were used as: controle.

[

64 i
& _-_\ . "

A]:l patienta";vho were cpnsidered for thib study were seen» and

A'! .l"'o
;

-.).

'Because qf the del:ugte nature of peyehiat:riq :I.ilnese the cqnae

i fom cont:ained a claqsq'that enabled pat:l.ent to later withdraw from the'*
i "‘ " » _.“ ""' i ". h '~'. g v,'_‘»n‘ ».' ™. .
» s.tudy aft.gir it: began :Lf it as_felt neceasary by t:he pat:ien.t.

A The consen:“ o

s et

3 s
et
'l :

t:he st:udy_would g no‘way affect the treatment that they would reééive

g e o

fava
E
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’:lnclusion of a small number~ of males i.n' the study vﬂould léad to- dif-

i IR T, “w 2 & s e
| A ;T YL v ®

b g RS

i fd.cult.ies in :l.nterpreting the reanlts..

e g ‘. -. 3

" .hswwere..sent memoranda asking them td refer patients for &e study. 3

-

' .t

..- .

.;-"

. . i B
‘ Y tr 4

and controls (Appendix B) "For the subject gronp, they wete asked to*"_'

)‘u

,. -. = -..

DSM-III For the control group, they were askgd

i
H ™ d t v

to refer women V:l.t:h depreasi.on (all cypes) who do»noc meet: thé‘.‘ .-: e,

criteria fot*the diagnosib. of histrionic personaiity‘ Qisdrder.;.

..-;

-,_ -\..' ‘.

.,
Twoad

pat:@énés with

‘-u

Thbse patient diagnosed.ae having histrionic personalit‘y dia-.«
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o The groups were matched atroepeotively for age and incelllgenee. .

It wae thought t:hat: if there were wide ege differencee bel:ween }:f two: L' o

Y

groupa, that any difference i.n the~ reaults might be attributed l‘.o th:ls."_ o

D

o o The same 13 true if differences 1n intelligence existed for che two .

P
v

groups.' The age tange for the experimen:al subjects was fron 17 to 66

'. ‘_ yea;e. 'I'he ages of the conttol group ranged from 19 ‘to 44 yeara. , ’,)
- ~————.‘"°°°'f'“’f”“ o R YO -
Y ’l'he measurement instrument:s used in this study vere admlnistered‘ :_~ ": '
L close to the discharge date 1n anticipation that the controls would be '
| . : recovered from their depreaeion. .A Theee measurement insttumente con-' '
A, . B sisted of' :; | _‘ Q e , \ a

e D Socielization Scale (So Scale) of the Califomia Personality o

A|.. . "la Lo o M

R Inventory. RN T e Wt o
;vl: N s g ”.: R ‘{ s S Co i - /-.-" : LT - [ e ; o
T '.'_2,._-' 'l'he Hete-{mpression 'l‘est: (M 1. Teat) This test wee developed by

- the supervi.sory comittee.

e ’ AT -:._ ~

| Each patient was also. interviewed and a brief history was taken. Thie ; e

Lo

) was done by means o'f#'a data collectiou sheet (Appendix C)
: : '. Socialization Scale I“ : e E : ;‘E 1}
' .‘:; 'l'he Soc:lalization Scale of the California Personality Inventory was .;‘ ‘:
i choaen bec'ause it .was’ deaigned by Gough to ;neesere ;:t;e magn:[tude of ten-
{ Dl denciea Of “persona who show little or ho: mternalizatiox; of rul.eg and iy el
1 : ' : customs oi{\ soeiety and they are generally ﬁnable to mai.ntain bonda of .
' -;::': '.‘j 1°Y&1tY or’ affiliat:l.on with other pereons or, grouos...‘" K 2
e the' fnééhitude of role-taking ability. '1 L T e _' ”
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»,which contained 64 items.’ This acale significan y differentiated de~.
‘ .',linquent males and fema‘.l.es from}‘non—delinguent ; 1e and female groups. r
'fCross-validation led to a fifty—four item scale that was includedtwfth

: scoring revised. as the Socislization Scale (So Scale) of the California )

f\Personality Inventory (Rosen, 1977). Rosen states that the So Scale haa, JF;;
proven to be one of the best functioning personality tests developed anduﬂ';‘ .
. its validity has been well documented in various aspects. empirical,pas - 55
' . . . A
M . @ <

. several aspects of role—taking (Appendix D).

' .ality Inventory f r this study and it 1s considered to be the prime in- 7,

:'True' or 'p for’
f’hviously. the total items in this scale is fifty—four. Low'scores in-.'

_; dicate a deficiency in- role—taking ability. Higb.scoree indicate adeqnate?v'-

P v .
) 4l “ '1 . e -_" '~ C l ) N ; '.!,
e PN et g o IR e R "o .’ )
. : L ) " i , N
. - R - ' ¢
N . ,I . _"\'T'. ’ o Cee
‘04 ' '\ \\ T 1' w o ¢
g AN A L
. 1Y ' \ RN L

‘ ' v ?‘\ .. ; ‘ | ". \'
Gouqh and Peterson (1952)\ﬂpnstructed a D\linquency Scale (De Scale) v

> : "

;well as concurrent and predictive, and construct as vell a8 conVergent L

:and discriminant both in’ the United Ststes and in non-English speaking

'ﬁ‘..countries. The Socialization Scale measures socialization as well as, - :'ff‘;:'fifﬂl -

. - . et »\ i \-v ; ! . ~v N ' T _‘ ) . Co . FRUR KIS .

The sociological theory ‘of - psychopathy forms the baeis for the ' .

: Socialization Scale and it qnphsaizes that negative esrly experiences ' o
PO P B VS

in interpersonal interactions as a child results in deficiencies in

. role—taking ability. ‘ :t,u‘5-_. ' » -7‘;A :._:'” o .;1~; | S:‘;'Qr'f"-llibt

-

The Socialization Scale wss extracted from the California Person-— L

.

=strument of measuft} ent. Each subject was. required to circle 'T' for - "ff'.; 'ifiﬁ

R

'Felse for evary item.?f the scale. As stated pre~ ‘. L ,

irole—taking ability

Heta-Impression Test .

The Meta—Impression Teat (M I.-Test) (Bilsbury, 1978) consists of

_'four questions to which the participants in the study respond by o fhf ;"?i‘-‘ E:

N s i L



- w-riti.ng a few sentences about’ four people. °

2 of whom like t:he subject o A .
2 of whom.dislike the subject - | oo L
2 of-whom' are male o ' e

2 of whom are female. L .

In her reeponsee, the subject was’ asked to explain why thoae people
- A

5

role—taking (Apeendix E)

The 1dea of the Meta-]’.mpteseion Test originated with Bilsbury

'.'L(1978) He conclﬁa'“ d from h:ls research that In personality disordered Lo

: :patienta, meta—impress:lons are more: affective and egoeenttic than t:hose'

el . P ; . ‘i

of normal peraons end that: theee charactexistﬂ:s are generally accepted

as be:lng cypical 6f a low development level in social cognit;ion.. The

o\
- ,resulte of Bilsburz 8 atudy are consistent with Gough'a theoty of de-
fic’fency of role-taking in peychopeths. - »

e - .

Becauee a highly eigpif:lcanc difference was founa when comparing

A persdnality disordered suhjects with’ nomal peraons. it waa felt that

1: would be a uaeful test :Ln comparing e specific category of per-' : s

aonality disordera namely Histfion‘ic persanality d:[sorﬂers wit.h a’ 2.
: . '.. N . . T ;
‘depressive control group. RPN o

'
! LN

KN > a

Since thé investigator could not seore the reaults o:E the
o

: M.i Tee: blfnd tvo membets‘ of the supervieory comm:lttee Acced ae

' independent: blind assessors. A three—point rating scale was used.
Zero indicated no or’ inndequate ole-taking ability. \ One (1) in— :
dieated the presenc; of role-—t:ak:[ng ab:llity but w:lth a l:lmited good/

]

bed reeponse e g* :"he likes me because I am kind" or. " she dislikes

-did or did not get along with her and her responses were scored £or s

B e NV SN
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were correlated and found to be reliable.

20

mevbecause~l am a better person than she. 18", Two (2) indicated

' ’ . v L
Y - v
adequate role-taking ability. These include more sophisticated re-

sponses. e.g. "He likes me because' Iama ti:'ust'worthy person. He
seeg me as. someOne who is capable of forming @ lasting friendehip

.’

ahe doean t get along with me because we do not share the aame .

‘intereets. She probably feels that r em not interested in her as- a

et

".17"'person"-."" Scores were totalled across the four sub-testa (range 0—8)

and the correlatipn of the total acoreo of the two raters provided
the measux:e of inter“-oboerver reJ.iaBility (Appendix F) The average e

of the two’ scoreo was used in the auboequent enalysis.

A pilot study using two groups of f.ive non-—patient, female
volunteers using the Meta—Impreesion Test as an instrmnent in order

to test ito reliability. - There was 952 agreement between t:he two .-

raters in scoring these teats. The ratings of the ‘independent raters

.Reliability was. tested, for the- main etudy as well. The‘obaerved"- 3

correlation of 0. 83 between the two sets ratings was felt to indicate

-

an adequate 1eve1 of inter-obeerver reliability.

- Peabody, Pict'ure Vbcabulery l‘esl':
To enaure that the verbal intelligence of the rwo .groups were-

compatible, the Peabody Pciture vOcebulary Test waa choeen to be

"administered as . part of the teet battery. The Peabody Picture o
) Voeabulary Teet is deeigned to provide an estimete of the nub;]ect 8 T
verbal intelligence through menouring his/her hearing vocabulary. It

"_,‘-was desired to- heve a test in which scoring wae objective and one

l\ %,

A
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that could be administered taking a niini_mal amount of time. \Th'ia ’
particular test was chosen because it - meets this criteria. A
! _- ' B /‘,_'.«l' ks .
o ' o ) ,Beck"Depr‘ession In\fentory " " -j.-_:’ L
' LA depression rating scale was included in the lﬁest battery to
‘,‘ quantify depression 1n both groupa of aubjects at the time of ad—-'
SUONC T LT S : g

o . ;appliea mostly to her. The higher the score,“
; Sy CE e Do
S individual :ls assessed to be (Beck ot al. 1961) (Appendix G)

: - The battery of tests was administered in standardized faahion. Co

o ' Ench subject who agreed to partd.cipate was requested to sign the
. ‘ consent fom ‘l'hen the investigator adminiatered the Peahody Picture .

Vocabulary Teat. The subjects were then given the battery of teshs.v
,\: ,1___.. NI
j".'l."-"Soc:lalization ‘scale (So Scale) of the Californim,

NI .Peraonality Inventory ,' ‘: RSN :

e ‘a

FRUTR AN

. " . : 2 Meta-Impresaion Teut (M I. Test) (Bilsbury, 1978)

3_,‘-‘ 'Beck Depression Inventory

‘anid were asked to: complete each test g:l.ven standardized directions. ".'_'1,»; L

y

' "'Ihe average length of time required to coﬁplete the :teats waa n:lnty "

o

PR minutes, although participants were nol: given a time limit to NIV

'_':complete 4:he taak‘.: '
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excluded because a diagnoatic problem existed. Th,s-' particular patienti o t

=occasions._ 'I'he patient' psychiatrist at: the time t:he acudy waa be:lng'

e w .done disagreed that: any hysterical traita exiat:ed in thi.s patient. : Of: ol

. those patienta approa.ched none refuaed to pari;:lc:lpate ino the study. : ; : ,

s f'ﬁatéﬁé&‘.LVa-x'i'ii'l:‘Iéé'_. 1 . T e s

st " ‘ All forty cases in thia study were female.: Table one shows the o !

et e

.,Vhfgaﬁieé L { Do
Aty Significance '

o T L

.
[%4

Age (yeats) Hean : :
Standard Dev:’.at::ltm

ot 1 ;. .~-~1_
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average age for the control gtoups was

fe . ™y, %

T—bes; analys:lsq .showed no- significan: difference betwegﬁ the two group

3 . g
i g' % g . o

Jaf

e

‘l'he Ievels of educat:ion sttaimant: vithin the two gtoups-

.1. S

;; Educntion N]20 and 2 hav:[ﬂg

; h:i.g‘h school or abbve

reported s:lgnifica,nt.ly m r;a frequenﬁy dn “the -

3

-‘l'able 3 showa the work atatus of both; groups

'~».
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1' unelnpl y

a4

AT n“A
_Eighl:y—five ;per_cent: of. the experimeur.n_l,

time of the ptua;“whilc 10%

ﬂifferenée was a significan: find:lns (940 00,1).,,' i+




“‘,}Forty-five ~percent of the e.xperimental group werev married. Eighty

"-__?i’fx'per cent: of the control group ware married Tmnty-—five pet‘ cent of

PR A . B
M s

.;'ﬁ Sl T _t:he experimental group ware separated or divorced. Lone oE‘ the'control

S group was separated or. divorced.,, Th:trCy per cent of the exp;rigental

T.-..‘,:lgroup and 201 of the vontrol group were aingle.

L E Group 4‘ C Group Level of Significance

+

BRI ¢ -2 WA Y7L R

A ‘.'A.;Mean No. Admisa:lons

~,N/20 & Z attempting, . e
" suicide .- R ;12 (60%?
Average Number gt el 1

Lo 'u/zn & z wit.h Drug
;‘-’or Alcohol A'bune,.- Lo

Ceom s

ggWﬁ@zﬁw?; '
. ; Sexual ‘problems - - .




s,

L

'group att:empted .suicid%e at’ leaar. once wf\ﬂe- '20% of . che
_'l‘bis'd:lfference was signigicanc'at the & f:_

p =0 01 le?vel.. -The average numbér of suictde attempts Vas 1 "L for'- i

14 "(702) we::e fonnd td "be alcohol or drug-»nbusersyhile»

"t:he concrol group,
'f t;he experinental‘group teported havipg sexua]. problems

dif’ference wao not: atatistically'_

&Rl

1striouic Personanty Disotder 1n the.t DSM-III was described :l.n

ﬁ' 'H

nq!;e 'which ttaits exisr.ed :Ln

.7

,':..

e, the. checkl:[sts,

": ,n e

at the t

- :obser;ar bias. - -'«However o

pm representative of patiants

experi’menul grou
y t:o which eaéh s

suggest” :hat the
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aa shallow and lnckin.g o
genuineness even :l.f

e
b
s

5a pi'bne"to mnipulative ,
euicidal thredts, gestnru
or attempts i 'j: ]

. 2
H A

Qverall Hean Scorea - E Hean'-' 6.65 \

et
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met the min:lmal critenia

4 r;'\".
ean scotea _for...the Beck Depreasion Inventory.

e

Hean Beck' Depression' Score e
Standa.nl Deviaticm

Thc t—score vaa

it
N
P

e, :-two groups on the Beck Depresuén ,Invontopy, "i: vaa dec.:tded t:o du an

o .~'

'it nnalysiu .

VW.

e -....v--.
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wag- a significam: a.sao'ciation»between the ptesence"of l:he icem and g;:c;up

. ' ..v.. 0
..‘ - A
o

Lo

G group vhile 13 (652) of the eontrol grouplf ‘.Y were not (l:ts-.~ =f

R SR R LD

,\.
.,.'__., S

On];y ZOZ (4} of the etperimental gtoup

', -.E'Thsre" were 21—-1tena 1n the Scale and the signifit:ant diffgrencep -" |

fot' two' iéems barely exceeda chance expectation .T.he diffc;tenceg on E

these two particular items are consistent with t:he cl:l.n:lcnl‘ data i 'I'he

ae L n
l.‘ 3 .

R T R TR T

i

e

k)
2k
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g Degen‘ﬂ‘gnt" vVngable

Experimental G:oup __.
Standard Deviatiqn'

% Contrsl Group'

w Standatd Deviation' i

H
¢

Table' 8 shows that the e.xperimental group obtained s:lgnifi.eantly

——Togs

S

Ce R o

-

el

ok
(N

‘T - lo 156-

.‘.

ks ( ,.:. . BB gl — - ST B
s:lgnificantly bet:ter at: role—t:ald_.ps t:han "io_« the gpg:}m:_al 'grﬂqp
jcoupatalile co scores :;nt t'or:h ior fmle

[

h:l.gh school "best: citizem H -, 61;51

ertmental group ar”’ i:ompnrable" to; scores giveu for female. p_rison i

(cau:oi-izia,\

Fr,
N




Meta—Impression ’rest (Bilsbm'y, 1978)
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Dtatribuj:ion of. acores of M I, qut:ia.,‘.-

e, 'a o
el alss s

‘e

Sub!:est: 2"

u.-'.\?-.-u....,..

g

”

and control groupa on subt:est 1 lnd lo hnt not.Z’ ‘and 3"- Subteat 1 required
R G o i )

J - -_,‘_

oS ‘the suqucts

e write Bbl;llt a nan who geta along well w:l'.l:h' l:hem.

L T

R

Nd menber of the cont.rol _gtoup

e
~

o o e a e Wy < S e

i

the expetiniental group could uot do :ubteat lpwh.:l.ch tequited the aubjects

) to write about "uomn who did not get nlong vell with" them. 3

g

'0' from bot_:h ratera..

2
'
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‘Table 12 shows the distribution of raﬁings on test 1 and 4

.

° re-arranged according to the degree of ‘role-taking 'abii_it'y ‘shown.

. “PABLE 12 B .
Lo oon Ratin:gs of Rolé‘i.takinﬂé E - g
‘. ¢ - . With Role-taking' ' 'E Group .- C'Group :
K . "-..' . L .‘ -. . - :' i ; '.,.. e y CH L k
ST ‘Ratings of subtésts 1,4 , T - - <. . g . Lo
° .% .« Rater 1,2  : Rater 1,2 . -’ e : s
2 2 2 1 - S 4
2 2-- 270 L2 A ® 0"
.2 2 1 1. . % 0 . -2
2 1 BN B | b S ¢ R ) 0'\ g
- 2 '13. , 1? 0 '.' N __ '0. - s -~ ,4 .2. ) ’gr
e .. . . . )“ .. . . .,
:: 2 3, 0.0 Lo A
2 1 .00 ’ 220 e
C el e L o e T T iash L
" Without Roleéttaking Y Bbeupr L direwp’ Tt
T Rolettgking - g ‘.'.ﬁ,..!,'quli,.;,f . - -C Group . ST
AT . ‘Ratings of subtests, I v o * Ve,
SR R R Y T P
CLk Rater 1,2 "-Rafer, 1,2 ' ¥ ,
L, & ) HE S o
cria T o
A0 TS WIS T -T
:‘, '.I- ‘-‘1 ?& 1 2 w.b. 0_" 4"’ B .t l'
"2_  o B AO LT
10 o L
. ok - . § -
:0“ . 0 0 “0 N . -t
- . .§ .,“"‘ | ‘.‘.‘ A w ) ) '; < oy .
.w‘l‘ B 2) ,‘ q - . l"e :"'-. ‘.“ : .
X = 5101.,p 005" - .
S R R P . ; ) A \
,; } ) e r ] (‘” . ' I. '
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ficant at the 0 05 level. o s Lt

- assigned to the group without role—taking.“ Therefore, this arrangement -

in the reliability of the observatfons. . : L S o

_hoth raters on bothfeubteate, /Five more had scores of Q on the fburth

H
.-
t,
1

. WOIB€ on theae measures of role-taking then the control group on sub—

) role—taking (ratinga 1,1,1,1 & 1 1 1 0) table meant the person could

3roups and mala the finding ‘moreé signtficant. '4‘fﬂi fl-.': ’E e

A e e e v e e e

PR - PR

~a

34 . . . s B ),
Examination of the pattern of scores on the first and fourth subtests o ‘ wﬂ;;*-*ffﬁ??
. ' . i R S
. & - . : .o T
suggested a cut-off point above which role-taking ability had  been . SRRt

demonstrated onlat least one, guBtest. Thie category. included: 15 (75%).,

.

of controls but only 8 (402)- of subjects. Thie_difference'was signi4‘

4 . .
' - : Co

. Tahle 12 also records that :here were 5 occasions 1n wbich the - ; :]

. two ratere awarded scorea of '0' and '2' reapectively on one subteat.

4

In every instance, the ratere gave identieal acorea on the other4nub-:

\. " v,

.r ‘
: .‘;

test. In tuu 1nstances, the combined ratings placed ‘the subject in the

w0

‘group uith role-taking wbile, 1n the ‘other three 1nstances. they were < };v';'.”lr h

v

of the data does not appear to have regulted in any serique decrease

g . . N . u L

‘ T, ' " ot a

: KB . M L . Toe s

Of the experimental group; 5’(&52);nere ﬁiven ratings oE“O.bi C _f' B ‘:;

subtest and ratings,of 1 1 on the firat subtest (limited :ple-taking)

Only three controls performed thia.badly as can be seen from the secoud

R}

part of Table 12 Thie auggests that the experinental group did perform

tests 1 and’ 4. The dfvision of the table 1nto 'with rdle-bakins and s
without role-caking uas done with maximal standards set'forth for )"‘ht

role-taking. If it was argued that the first two rown of 'the without

role—take, it Hould -serve toatrenguhmnthe differenced between the two..,i'
4 5 i

i A v ! iy : [ o . BRCIN
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) ',Correlations of - Socializatf‘on Sca.le and- Met:a-Impreseion Tent with . !
e Matched Variables and Beck Depression Inventory : _ L o L ~
- 'l'he design of thé study matched the two samples for age and

: DR .intelligence, variables which in theory might influence role-taking

- R ability, Table 13 shows the va)lues of con:elatidn coefficients be.tween e

2 e A" - ;

Lo ~experimenl;al and control 3roups combined. P L

I o S TABLE- 13

N ‘ .'_‘ - Correlations of So Scale and H I., Test v:lth matched variablea -

A Sp__’é'c'a"le .. JMJI. Test .
s 7 ... - Intelligence S 4008 L 40.30 o
A ce S T = RO 2 P St |
" ! ‘.The\correlation between age end So Scale, age and M.I. Test, and Sl S

s T '-Ahetween intelligence and So Scale were minimal.- A non-eignificant .

S correlatipn of +0 30 was observed between H I. 'l‘est and intelligence. "

\ N S ‘-'"r"

SO was —0 48. 'l'he curelation was significant at the five per cent 1eve1.;

_'Corx:elationa of aimilar magnitude were found in both ‘the experimental :
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‘The correlation of the So Scale and M.I, Test wae1+6335L'” n }'i

'Analysis of‘Covariance hESo Scale.and Beck»DePression Inventorz,l i e
, In view of the correlation of -0 48 oBserved between So scores :w{': :
- lAand Beck Depression Inventory scares and the fsct that boch groups ob~‘ , 3 :

e uj.tained unexpectedly higher mean - scOtes in the Beck Depression Inventory, ‘7;

e ”‘ s

‘fit wes decided to inVéstigate to what exten'itheuneck Depression In—:'f ﬂ:,f

"he scor s:of the two R

ventory Score was‘influencing the difference of-

Analysismwf covariance

‘ “} roups for the So Scale. vas the method chosen'

' 3! *for this analysis.. Analysis of covariance consists essentially of

 determining that a pr0portion of the variane of the criterion exieted T

prior to the experijent, and this proportion is eliminated from the o
-final analysis (Roscoe, 1969) Table 14 shovs the result of the/

ﬂsnalysis of a summary for analysis of covatiance. :“

. ‘ L. CTABLE 14 v e N
y . :”‘; FARTI \ . . ' . Lo e
- Sunmary Table for the Analysis of Govariance .° < e
; . 5 ‘. A . o e . ) \ 5 VoL * - :4 .
- Seurce. "ﬂ;féffj ,SSxf - 8P ésgi“ f‘ldf‘;b }:}SSif‘fQ‘“'“s'? S

. 'B‘; : e T
Among means *-1771.0

1 462 4 -1094 a;f\ .,'2592. 770

.Within groups 38 7006 o -2431 a"' ‘5579 5 % 3735:7° - 16150,

| g-{'ro:ar | -if*nsa v -3526 2 7 a7 LU 8506.7

St BT st. df - 37 p<o oo1

u

;Adjusted means So Scale - E Group -s 'l
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'y Sy From the table., it 1s observed that the f-tgtio.. equals 17 54 which
. > 18 Significant at thé 0 001 leVeJ.. the difference in- the -
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z‘.,behaviou: to other types

A ‘N

-

. .\,

clasaification deliberatiiy avoided the uae of the term
i £
because the term has beeq~misused (Tupin, 1974).. In the past, the e Tl
'.r . l . , ‘.4 N
term "hysteria has been used to refer to both personality diaorder

and neurosis thua leading to confusion._ Of the personality types

pensated for by eaaier replicibility of the atudy. The decision to ;‘J3"

(Whlton, et al., 1970)q

cbadoff ( 980)5says that the behaviour;”

i
Ny
-f
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xu. g

& patient:s 1n general..hospitals.

Lo t'.‘:' r

discharge dat:e in att,empt* to avoid havihg t'hei.t, illgess as an :I.nt

'. ,\ ..’ P '

3T o A
D ot 'x'.A.

and emotionally thﬁn t;he depress:lves. Hh:l“.le, the educational back—-_ N

.
2 ‘.. 0 Jet o

'r.l;e -two gtéup& were similar :the fotmer group were more

o & i -
: x ? el

mnre 1ike1y to _have histories of drug and]or a,lqohol :abuse and’, sexual

DAY S 5 .
C 2y <2 v . g2t 3 '
- %

y ,. n e \ LN
ptobla. 'the:lr psychiatric historiea wete charactezized by a h:lgh .

,,,‘ ."“'
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ffag;Effect of:MEhsutemént:Inéttﬁﬁehtg §

ficant' differeoce between «t:he two ‘grs'(x"' a'ﬂ

FONS

.
7ty

‘ 5 (,,
analysis of covariance showed that depression did no'. p

G

The Beck Depression Inveutory was ueed to. deteet the existence of
’teated near the date of their‘d;lscﬁarge.:. Wliile‘there

eutprising. beeause these patients were pteparing o' be'discharged'hmée ;

and'it,suggests that' this,'-eveht my constitute eignificant stress to

.-g
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e, o it sbtins 00t S

Temis Rrmee .

:oduce the




. ‘three scenes using at least three of the cardboard figurea in each

e

designed for a study of ,paychopaths 4) It was eonsidered to be a good

v' ’

Measure of role-taking./ Roeen and Schelling (1974) eay that So scores SR

v, O] N .

have been reported to be influenced neither by socioeconomic.'

tional ami tacial factors not by cuﬂ.tural factore 1n cross—cultural

women and childreq which may be plaeed in various poeitione against

these backgrounds. The initial tgak is tn tell a etory for each of

- g »
- “M

Y story. ‘ Following this, the child is to retell a stary from t:he point

[ i .

.','Now you are the mother here. : pr

of view of each actor in tdrn 1 e,

e

,educa- g

.;..'_h.e:.l.......__ et
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. S children assumed that the other party.would describe the atory which
T . . they had themselves described from the original aet of cartoon pictures . "f'r R

Ji;lV-.l;" :' _Af- whereas olderichildren gave less egocentric reeponaes. This,‘too, is"‘ﬁ

»

. -? . ‘give a more complete measure of role*taking aBility. A modified ,;;;E“i

;nl§- - version with Bilsbury s recommendations was used 1n this investigation.;.1~
xe L B TR !
:;ﬁ‘ e In his original:u I. Teat Bilsbury conducted a tape recorded interview.;,q?cyj L

A ’}2&?;{t wwhere the subject waa asked to name a person for each category as R NS
_\ ‘ o follows' l) Same sex, liked 2) Same sex, disliked 3) Same dex, }f. . @ =
neutral fealing 4) Opposine sex, 11ked “S) OppOsite sex, disliked sy '

6) Opposite Bex, neutral.

~:”f} and reinforcements co respond. For this etudy. the nenttal f851108

category was omit ed the eub ect wae required to respond in writing
- { ' ]

insteed of verballx and'nolpromptiug or reinforcement was given. These o

The resulte of the Socialization Scale supports cbe hypothesis.:uf L

¥ - -..-'... .

fSubjecte 1n the experimental group obtatned significantly 1owar scores

n
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' The results obtained with t:he Meta-Impreasion Tesl: (M I Test:)
were puzzling as it se.emed t:o have high face val:l.dity’.-" It. was ex-

s

appeared:"that botﬁ grdupsvoﬁ

s gt e o ..,‘ - ... Py

in interﬂeting the op:[nion of people who do not get along well with

Lt

e by

o

do bet:ter on the cest. Hnwevet 2 r.he overall correlation between H I

. d -~ ¢ B N ol ‘_-..".-.5"-.- - < '_,-_“:‘.: ..
'l‘esl: and intelligenee vaa not si.gniﬂcant: (0 30)..‘ r g o o Lol

T q. - e -.,
o d

Test Al

. D aR D s .1,- ,' o v _; _-»~

"c";"!é,l‘: ’l'hel‘.‘efore, the dea:lSn. of: :he.cest: seems to sener&ll? b“-? "“"

n.

patients had difficulty in‘ int.erpret.ihg

!:hem.-- *Ihe impression was' gaiued that' more intelligent people seem to 3 g

uobt}l-:lned On the -M I Test in t’his study,

It: was..found that nome aubcesta measure role-taking whﬂe athers : ; '
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'1‘ instructions only and the subjects were.not given any Verbal instruc—
:;’f“ : f' "ffl';-. ‘ tions to reinforce this.‘ It waa entitely the person 8 own decision 5‘1* .

whether or not she even wrote a reaponse to the questions, .Since tﬁe

iii’ ‘:male raters who attembted to judge the responses of fenale.bubjects.E”

'gal v ‘1‘ One or any combination of the above may account for the ion cor—7 f'?“’
f;. L telation between the two testa. - ST AT ‘ih W

;;7 “{ﬁ;ti Since there Is a aignificant finding on.the Socialization Scale‘cﬁ“iz
,‘%. n‘;{;A;;ﬁ ; and due.to its entablished validity and reliability, it can be said

: f DR that the experimental group is deficient in role‘taking eVen if tbe.
3 ﬁéﬁ: ‘:f . M I. Test'resnlts were inconciuaive._ The experinental grOup obtained
;ifg; . f ver& iow“scores, comparable'to norns aet forth for prison inmatea or:.
:ktgﬁ 'I Youth authority Casea in the California Personality Inventory Manualﬁff
At%; 'b:The control Sroup obtained nornal response scores which can be com—ifiif

students., According to the California“Personality Inventory Manual

L people who score high on thexﬁg Scele are seen as' s‘rious, honest,

"%industrioua, modeat, obliging, eincere,,and steady, ag- being con— .Q:"'

<
et

“‘Low acotera tend to be aeen as'"

defenaive, denanding,
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ol o B e and as’ given to eXcess, eXhibit:l’.on and ostentation 1n their behavi.mxr.

These traits noted in low sco:era could result from being deficienc W
:. 8 ',. I ot ."-'l "‘... ’.'.".' ‘L " “‘,1-
in role—taking ability. It wns noted thnt the lowest scorers nn the '4"

'- oy :,. 2 - .' -- A

S . B ..~f,,. o
~ i i <h Y F » . " LA r

- ;-indicating :hat possiﬁly lowér scotérs cannot write an account of what

‘u'

Pt ,‘N';. = ficiencies in roleataking ability.. If this-finding were . toibe con— L
ORI i R ‘-'x':-v L = &t !, 6 i K “‘ s
“ .{(. CREY . .|.' et n et :;".. .
S %ﬁﬂx.":‘?‘ firmed .1t would suggest possibilities for improved diagnosis,as well

- emm
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.;gﬁ@}n i possihility,vould be co teach socinlization skills through.group

become'
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. ~therapy. This ma} work fof the patienc whose disordet has not
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ﬁ: Ferguson (1979) compared role—taking sbility in psychiatric versus

: : e medical patients and found no significant difference ;;NZEZ‘:WO groups:vaf:evfﬁswﬁrﬁg
o :I‘;I.’: ( He indicated that there wes no significant effects of psYChiatric R ¢
N status on role—takine -scores.-:,.'_.-i‘:.. S RSNt .

| -.;Qitic"i‘sm‘-*df’ | Scﬁayf |

B mental subjects. While histrionic traits were eliminated formf t‘heJ

* : depressed group, the existence of depression wa,s not checked in theJ !

‘}flgf.f‘ L histrionic group as the eveileble literature on role—taking did not .A;i;ﬁifif“
j E ‘ suggest the need to control for th presence of depression before the o5
g § : A study began. Moreover .I tne\lhivghhscores,of the Beck Depression In:- 7 )

i i ventory \were not anticipated. Slavney- andJMcHugh (1974) showed that :

"" S

the msjority of patients admitted with hysteria have an admitting dia— Tt

gnosis of depression, a finding which receives suppOrt from the

. present study.‘ While it would probably not he feasible to omit a11

patients with depression from such e study, greater allowance should ‘ e

-«.‘, . - : . ,’a,,

'-.be made for the influence of this variable in studies of hospitalized
© Y - '{ ' A - “‘ < e
;_.;'.hysterics.-. However, the, members of the experimentel group did appear :'.

v,

to be representative of inpatients given the disgnbsis of histrionic

personality disorder. ' o ':f':"" ;,

In the method section, the Socializstion Scale was found to measure

2 R . . . . h ._. ) -,

several aspects of role—taking as well as socialization‘.v - ;l'o further / .

N o o 9. o - o

strengthen this test, for future ,research, the items pertaining to role- R

.j "

. taking Only might be extracted from the scale and used to test role—taking
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. While the experimental group was given the diagnosis histrionic

‘éﬁ%’

pe rsonality disorder which is categorized as a personality disorder

diagnosis » the control group‘held an,"illness diagnosis" namely

,'depression.m However, the control group were seen’ just prior ‘to dis-

charge and it was assumed that their illness at this time should be

-at a minimal 1evel. Even though the- group obtained high Beck Depression

Inventory scores. their responses on the Socialization Scale were
“ 6 . n
normal. el

\

u

Theiresults of the M.I; Test might have been strengthened if it

L4

had been used in its original format instead of being modified. It

seems that administering the test verbally may be much more effective

" since the subject is more. directly approached and may be given prompt-

o

’ ing to ansWer. Also tape recordipg the subject s responses seems to-

provide a more objective approach for scoring than the method used in

-

this study. These may be the key changes necessary for this test to
attain its full potential. Fy"l3"b: ],'~~A‘;, -‘] L

*

The rating scale of the M.I. Test had a three point rating system,,‘

where '0! meant absence of role-taking,"l meant a good/bad limited

response and '2'.meant role-taking ability When the raters were de-

-briefed, it was . revealed that for '1' on this scale, one rater felt it

meant the subject lacked role-taking, the other interpreted it as .

"indicating that role-taking ability wag, present. Even though there ‘

was satisfsctory rater reliability, this difference in opinion emphasizes ~_

f'the need to reduce the scale to a two point scale having '0' meaning

e v

'bsence of role—taking. This would be where the subject could not answer

"U:ij}the question or- answers it irrelevsnt to what was asked e g. Describe

e
St e ey o s s st - -
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'.'Lies’.ponse: 1. He thinks I, am good and a considerate person.- S

'be employed but it then. would be based . on more direct observation.

S
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vhat a man who 1ikes you thinks of you‘as a person. Response: He is
a good man and we like each other a lot. Here, the subject is ob-

vious'ly missing tne point of- the questio'n and has instead gii’ren her

opinion on the othet person. This would warrant a score-of - '0' On

: the two point acale,' '1' would indicate the presence of role-taking. s

. b

e e\.jg'.’ Describe what a man who likea you thinks of you as a person.- o

A

'

or 2. He eeea me as a very compassionate person. "He knoirs

that~he can:.count on me whenever:he needs me. 'fﬂe feels 1

an trustworthy ..

[y

In the first example of role-tak;[ng, a limited response has been given

-

but it still indicates that the person has interpreted the question
correctly and the description is appropriate. The #2 exan‘lple shows

a more sophiaticated role-taking responpe. but in the two point system,
both would be gi;ren a score‘ of '1' indicating presence of role—taking.
This could possibly make the scoring more relieble. If the test were

to be administered verbally, a rating scale such as t‘nia could still

I
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. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

An invescigation of. role—taking in a.representative sample

.t

« of women with histrionic personality disorder produced evidence of a

1..

. role—taking deficiency. The Socialization Scale -produced the most

significant data‘:learly discriminating between:

' The control group of women treated for depression demonstrated normal
role-taking.' _l e "1 :'L':. IR

The Meta—Impression Test did not- yield aignificant results over-

all. However analysis of its sub—tests euggested t:hat the instrument

has po.tentiql as a .clini_cal measure of role-—taking. .

According to the literature, much bas been written about role-

- ‘ Ataking ability as it relatee to. the developmenr of a child but a"

" "limited amount has been wtitten about ro‘le-taking and the adult. i‘he |
' role-taking concept haa established itself aa being vital in normal ‘
maturation and in the development of socialization skills. It eeems‘
...that it is ‘now important to: devote'more time to the adults in which g
" this ‘ability has not developed ﬂo discover why, .and to research ways_
K to develop ‘the ability which bas made the- person deficienl;r n 80cial

?nteraction. o :" S
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©7 . . . Mwedical history:
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‘Hlstory of um.polar affective dlsorder
. ‘History of blpolar affect.lve disorder
H:Lstory of depress:.ve reaction

Hlstory of other psydwsm(speclfy) B .

. msmry of other mn-psychota.c disorder‘ ;

(speclfy)

’ : ',Drirﬂcing statusi

(S) chr alcchol
Dr:.nks because of social pressure
Fmds alcohol mcreases soclabz.hty

Drug abuse nedical (specxfy)
- ‘““""di‘-‘al

CNS diaorder (Specify)

- oEH:‘.:

(l)mmal (Z)borderlme. (3)abnonna1

Self-cmf:.dence rat.i.ng( -lbw'-S (high))

.-‘, Demf_ c ol .

B!pathy ratmg( (cold) -S(mmanuc)
* 'mbuity of mood
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} Pleage ansver TRUE or. FALSE to the following: .

T F 1 I often feel that I made a wrong choice in my occupation.:

P F | 2 : .When I was. going to achool L played hooky quite oftens . .

T-. F- o 3. 117 think Lincoln was greater than washington. )
R ‘ -1 .'F - 4. - I would do almost anything on a- dare. : ” L
) . A T F ) 5. _}With thinga going a8 they are, i,t 8 pretty,,hard to keep' |
:“'?f’.:<':h'up l\;ope of‘ amounttng £o something.., ‘ : e
! T - ,F 6 -"'_'."iI think I:am stricter' I'Sout right and wrong than most SR
' i I, am'aomewhat afraid of.'"the dark._-. 4..";':21:.-" ! 5
’; LT 4 o hardIy ever set excited ‘or. thrilled 5‘,_;;, " 1
*; :”l T 'F.' . ‘.-9'4. Hy parents 'have often disapproved of my f::it.anch:.l't ' A" |
! . O F - 10. My home life was always “happy. o .

3

T often. act on the spur of the moment without etopping

' I would rather go w:lthout pomething then ask for a favor.\

_'_‘.»;.Before I do eomething I try to consider how my friends .
s _.-will react tq :I.t. o : . L

.".I have never been in trouble w'.lth the law. '.

s .1;’ .‘_ F . 18-_ L
C ‘ "‘cutting up.

"‘::;‘..A"I. keep out of trouble at aJ:I coeta. ".

My perenta have generally let me. make my own deeisiong.

. :Vhen I meet a: atranger T often th:lnk that he ie better
thanIam. 7" R _. o ‘

-Most of the t:l.me I feel happy. o L ":f

' I‘"iCkEd .

:ﬁIt is hard for ne ta act natural when I ‘am. with new
- :people. R : S

e

o think. R . SN

f——

I have had more than my ahare of th:lngs to: worry about./

r'-

.\3‘

In school 1 waa amnetimes sent to the principal for
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. T F, 23. 'L have often gone, against my parents wishes.,. : & -
A ; T - F 24 I often think about how I look and what impresaion I o G
S . o o' B R . am making upon others. 8= . B T
= . ¥ B B5 I ‘have- never done. any heavy drinking. Y Y
8 - r o= % oo ¥ T R ; il ¥ i ’ aF
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I ;8O out: of my way to meet trouble rather than try to.” .

*eaecape it. .‘_“: ) by 0 s 5 pd » .;'v'-é o A

I seem to- do things thnt I fggrer. more often than OCher

. "

TR e . o
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T § am out -in company. L R i ‘°
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I knw who 18 teaponaible for moat: nf my troubles‘..

‘ _-‘"I ge: pret.t:y discoura ed with the law
lawyer ‘gets ‘a: crimina z ot

'I ha\re used nlcohol egceaeivgly. :

..‘,. BN TR -'\,'_ ~ ' . i’

" Even vhen 1 have gotten into :roubla I yra’s usually
. try:lng t:o do the righl: t.h:lng. 7

- Fol g v -

A It ig ven; inportpnt to me to -have enough .friends
B aocial Jife,, - N S 58

and

p TS50
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My home 11fe was always very pleasant. . WS L

. péopledo. TR A e o R - P e

Hy table wanners are: not quite as éood at home as’ when r o B

0
"
ovmra

- mR e



.'45".' 3 don't think I m qu:l.te aa happy'aa éthers séem tq be.

e . ,-

-1 used to steal aometimes wben I was a youngster

My home.as a c'hild was lesa" peqceful and quiet than" .
thoge’ of. ‘most other people. . wd

u y o ’ o we e o

Even th¢ :Ldea of givin; a..talk 1n publ:l.c,. ;nakes me afrai

. . i3

lota of t;rouble.

ot LR

/- was right. I wouJ:

. ",

'If the 'pay..wab

d~ like
ci:cus-v or’ caruival Z

e, -

m e S -,¥. B &S

.The m-bers of uy famﬁy were alwaye very"closeuto each
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Question 1:

in the space b

write

.

-..- Nowy

.

as a person. Try and give as good-a de

Thé initials of a-man whq;ge:s'qlong vell with me

. v

elow, what
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seri
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are!

evbihe.phinkq;about
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Question 2: 'rhe initials of & man who doesn't get along well -with :

me are:
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o S 1,_- -ANSWERS APPROPRIATELY mrr ‘WITH A GOOD/ : RN ’
L SN ‘BAD LIMITED ANSWER . - R :
A 2__- HAS ROLER—TAKING ABILIIY Y
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I o ' BEGK'S DEPRESSION lNVENfkaZIF AR i .f

I do not feel sad '
11 feel gad. 7

I sm sad all’ the time and
T can 't ‘snap out of’ it -

I can‘t stand 11:.

L e e :1', I feel discouraged about
PSR " . the’ future. e

2k I feel I have nothing to

i ook Eorward to.

_ hopeless and- ‘that things -
/catmot improve. T

.. PR -
o

the average person.;.. B
2 CAs I look back. on-.‘my life,
“e R all T can seé :I.s A lot of
v failure. i B g
A 3", 1 feel I am a complete ‘
failure as a person.'-'- L

time- T

time. -

I feel I may be punished

T am 80 sad or unhappy th'ot.

B 0 I am not particular:ly dis-"'
mael couraged about’ the: future.

: 3 I feel. that the. future 1s e

I 3et as much satisfaction out

of things as I’ uaed £o. “g;‘.‘
Goos e Bk I don't enjoy t:hings the way I -
e ~used”’ to. - o
R 2 "1 don't"'gét real aatiafaction S
T . out of anything’ anymore.’.:
L .3 X1 am dissatisfied or bored wlth
b ‘ ~-everyth1ng. L o
' I don't feel ‘particularly. guilty:

I‘ feel guilty a: good .part of the'
I.feel qulte guilty nost of the LT mow

L feel: gullty all of he :1m .

G, ‘0 I don t feel disappointed.;}'..

oo } 'in myself.

R '2';', I am disgusted with myself.
L3 I_ hatel myselﬁ SR
0

0, I_don.t feel I am any G el
RS '-'i':‘worse than anybody else.
©v0 4 0T am critical’of myself for.'
ol i 'my weaknesses .of mistakes:
N 1 & blame nyself a11 the ‘time
A7 for my. faults.; T

.~@: A

. 'A ':bad that« happens.

oo >I'."-f.‘0’~’.'I don € havfe any thoughts of ) ;
o "1 do ‘not. feel like a failure. i"-'-killing myeelf. L
1 I feel I have failed more than .7 .1 T have. thoughta of killing

" mysélf, bBut I would: not
earry them out. T

T ‘would 1ike to,kill myse1f.ff’f'

v .o ‘. ’2
77 33 I'would kill. myself 1f I-
e _had ‘the chance. ST

r"

\ 5

o 0i_~'I don' t cry any more thsn
xusual. :
T cry ‘more thau usual. 2

R X I used to be: able to cry,
w7 But now I. can| 't cary even’’
T thoug% want to.-y‘ N

‘ﬁ.’

0 ‘>Iamnb more lrritated nov than
SR ever ‘am. . L
L. get annoyed or irritated

tfee]. 1rritated _all the time

3 T'don ‘rtuget irritated at 311

e :u'ri.tate me. N

I expect to be punished. .

D people than I used .to be. .

e 1n other people. R TR
'1

'7":[-_I blame’ myself for everything.{-': '

1 e
27 2 1 cary, all the time now. - _3;'{
3

,more eas:[ly ‘than’1 used" to. AN

: {’-'by the. things’ that used t:o ;

‘;':I haye. lost most’ d"f - my- 1nterest-
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LM '0‘ I make decisions about as well 8. "o T haven t loqt ftich | S I
. as,. I ever could. S weight:, if any . lat:ely. g
. _‘1 I putoff making decisions . " .. .7 ¥l I'have lost nore thag SR PRE
: , % oo .more.than T used Fo. . .o .l " 5-pounds. .
W T e 20 . ‘I have greater difficulty :Ln~ : .2 -.I have lost. gore - than
< ) making decisions than- before.;'i,~ P, T ,:.;10 pounds. S :
o ‘ ) ,I- can! 't mke decis:[ons at all T B have lost. more than RN iR
BT , wl any tnore.;~_ :-- L i ST 1'15 pounds" S L

: I don t feel 1 1ook any wm:ae
than: I used, 0,5
'L am worried -that I. am looking
“old" or’ unattractive. Y
‘1 feel’ that there* are: perma— : ; ettt
.nent 'changes 'in iy appearapce: , R
,-"-that: makegme lookyunglt’tra ive. I am fio' more. worried KPR P

e “."_‘I believe' that T look ugly. ;. - A :‘;32; my- hj“’“h than. . 7

. 'to lose weight by eating

“o e .1 Ioam-worrded about
;ef‘_::: :oﬂs abéut: as well a’ _ L phyaical' proble.ms such
It takes an’ extra effort to cao e aes aches-and, pains or -

_get statted at doing” aomethinzo-- : ;) ‘..":Lt‘upset ‘stomach;: m,'.‘
I haveé to push, myself vety hard T o vcomstipatdon. % SRR
“to:de anything,” v CoaT 0002 ‘“;h;gi::’:;yp:g;;iz: :::ut T
“I'can - do m"y work at 811 P -~}:lt. 8 hard to think o£
I ‘can’ sleep as well as usual. S gf"'_‘;a"»;;?“ch 3183‘ x 1 ci b
r ‘don't sleep aé well as uaua.l,, - Loanm 80 worrled a outémy
T, wake-up 1-2’ hours: eatliex: T IR physical problems that I FRE
'than ‘usual and: find. At hard to IRENCRS caunot, tl}ing ab'out: any- ,:".
v.get back to sleep. Calee e ‘..f f L ) thing else. s e
.+ 1 wake up several. hours earlier S
. than I’ qsed to: and cannot get: R U "._0_, 1 have ot noticed any,,:
- v"back to, sleep. % . : CER T recent change: {n-my -
# C s Uvintérest dm gexs -
© 7.} I'an less ‘interested 1n sex
:. ¢/ than I used to*be..i v
. ,2_‘?_I am. much -less: 1ntetest.ed
. - An 2T than I uaed ‘to: be. -
-3 iI ‘have - lost interest in"

)

L

ot I don t get more tired than
uaual. o |

o o ‘get more easily than 1. used to.

1'get" tired- from doing almost _i';"

'anyt;h:lng. S e

‘._-My appet;lte is not: as good as,
At used :o.be. REREER .
















