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A L . Disarmament and the Insanity Defense .
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Abstract . - o _ A C
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N Two -hundred and six male and female undergraduates completed a )

~ 63-item qgeétiénnaire consisting of ‘46 Likert format I-E items o
‘7' ) ) N 71 1777.7 ;7 .7. . - .'; ) :Lr.i' . 7' _ ~ Y
4 ¥ and seventeen attitude items concerning nuclear disarmament;
‘ the insanity defense, -and Women's rights: The I-E items were - \
M N ; * - . PR X N
® i

" four-factor structure of the I-E scale. :Responses to the

compared, to Collins'.(1974) Belief in‘a~ = :

"% * . Politifally Respofisive/Unresponsive Wotld factor. Although

. . *  several correlations obtained in the comparison ‘suggested an . ,
ok ST, . : - ' Coe ' ¢
RN 1 . _ B oL . I R R L - .
T interaction between the subscale-and the dttjtude items, -, ;
. ; ° . S : fruds ,

Collins' (1974) Belief in a Politically Responsive/

I T A S g
attitudes on nuclear disarmament or the insanity defense. .

N [ ' - - ‘ .
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:: ' What Happened Tb:Eciiticai"Respansiveﬁess§;

One of the implicit promises made by any measure of

individual differences is that scores on the measure will be
- 771777777:7”77 777“7”7 L N
T related to significant social attitudes and interpersomnatl

Behaviors. Among the popular IndIVIduai drfference measures,

«
part1cu1ar‘success in this regard. From the flndlngs by

éuriws éuriﬁi ia6; & ﬁeattiﬁ.éiééé) that 1nterna11y-or1entea ;

black cbiiége students pértlclpated in civil rlghts act1V1t1eS'

*
\ l

° Y -

ccunterparts; to more recent work showing psychic readers to
. N PN ] .

be more internal than pefséﬁé iésé;interested in-the

.

see reviews by Lefcourt; 1976; Phares; 1976).~ As Shaver &
. . o

Ozer (1977) have noted, whatever locus of control may be; it Y
. n . . N -
does seeii to be important. . I P s e
Just~what locus .of cdntyblvﬁs; however, has not been

T

g AP .
q01te so clear. Several'factor-adalytic studies have

)
AP N o .‘_

attempted with mixed success, to Iqentify the "true" factor N

structure of the original I-E scale; "Both Mirels (1970), aﬁﬂ;

iﬁ; strncturerfor the scale, but thgse studles were 11m1ted by use
v )
of the Rodter (1966) ﬁorced ch01ce format Othér attempts to
v . descr1be the factor structure of the scale (Célllns, 197ﬁ )
e . i i
R i Kleiber;1Ve1jW'g;'& Menaker; 1973) have utilized a 46-item
O ‘ 4 .
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= Disarmament. and the Insanity Defense
N ; nsar ‘
, : 4
Likert format, iééiéting factors that were inaccéssible in the

-

forced-choice ﬁormat’ Surprisingly; relatively few stildies

&

(ﬁau, 1982; %evenson, 1974; McGarry & Newberry, 19&1) have

— —

dé%igﬁed to asse rfthe predlctrve value of a multlple-factbr

(Y

P
Speciflcally, the study expf%ged the degree ‘to whlch Belief in
L o
-
a POllth&lly Respon51ve/Unrespon51ve World (one of Colllns ,

1974, factors) mlght be rela' d to opinions concerning nuclear

L S Lol . s s o
disarmament, the insanity defen e; and women's rights.
F - ' '

Method P v "

Subjects o

?

o |

Sﬁbjétté ﬁéré 71 male and 138 female ﬁﬁdérgfédﬁdté
College of Wllllam and Mary A1l subjects received credit for
their partiCipEtlon One male and two female subjects failed
to complete the quesﬁicnnédre and were dropped from the

analysis; leaving a total N of 206:

Toad,

Procedure

The research was br1ef1y descrlbed as a st&dy of the

s ~ :
"correlates of social attitudes" and each subject was asked to
'cbiﬁ'p’iété a i.’iicért-ty'pé' 'q'ﬁééti’o'nnairé 'c'o'ngigtin'g of the 46 I-E-

) deallng with dlsarmament the 1nsan1ty defense, ‘and women . s

7

right} These attltude itéms were randomly 1nterspersed with

) - -
' [
- " <



Disarmament and the Insanity Defense

U

= "« the I-E items, producing a total of 63 statements. Because

: éSaé of the items were to be used to select sibjects for a
E companion study, subjects' were provided f full explanation of -
| ) : o " . '
' the research at a later time. After completing the B
i ! oo B
| questionnaire, subjects were thanked fb? their participation
i‘éha sxcised. .

R ,] _

- e fesuits \

A . e - L S ) . . .
The ;first tdsk of the stu’dy was, of course, to

those already in the literature. For this comparison the :

quest ifonnaires were scored (following Collins; 1974) so that
< >~ v

strong agreement with an item resulted in & high (7) score.

The I-E items and their identifying codes are shown in Table

q\ ¢,1 The 46 1-E items ‘were Q;;;—_-Sanaiy'zed using both the SAS
nd

‘ (Heiwxg & Council; 1979) a fDP (Dixon, 1975) statistical:

,packages. In each case a principal; éo
(restricted to fourgfacgors) was performed, as was the
} . T e . - o,
éﬁﬁtdﬁfiété varimax totétioﬁw The two sets of analyses were

-

"t} f

-

virtually idéﬁtlcal $o oiily the SAS ‘factor strictures will be

described hete: . , % -
. ) , N -

_ o R R - R o T T

R The four factors extracted follow1ng rotation are shown

in Table 2, §nd .they correspond very closely ‘fo the factors
R L4

obtaiped by Goiixns (1974). Four items (EZ, Eli, E16; & 116)

-~
’

S -

o !

)

-
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that were rejected’'in Collins' analysis for failure to load - >

. ] e N S R )
greater than i0.35@d s’igh’i'fi'céﬁtly higher i’ the presert

2

S . Vo . . . . T B ' .
matched other items on the respective factors and inclusion of '

the items. did mot alter the character of the factors: Item

’

“loaded uniquely on Factor I, a result quite consistent with *

its content. Five items (E7, EP, I4; 17, & 19) that
i s;é0i6651ytlégdéd greater than #0.35 failed to do so here and
o | were not included in the praééﬁt set of factors. Finally, two
items (E14 & E15) that loaded respéctivéiy on Factors 3"and 1 ’

R

'in Collins' study loaded greater thanm +0.35 on different
. 4 , ) . R
combinations of factors in the present research. iIn general,
Al ', N ' - )

however; the four factors obtained here--Belief in a o o
Difficult/Easy World; Belief in a Judt/Unjust World; Belief in .

’ - -

.
3
RO

a Predictable/Unpredictable World, and Belief in a Politically
. - N\
Responsive/Unresponsive World-—constitpté an important

: The major.objective of the present study was to examine
. . , . .
"+ -7 the relationship btween one of these factors, Belief in a

Politically Responsive/Unresponsive’ World (political - T
1 I - AR

unresponsiveness factor), and-attitudes on several
B S T
contemporary social issues. The issues chosen for this study.
were ones for which the presuméd responsiveness (or lack of

‘4
r

; R : . ’ . / ) 'r
- . .‘“ 7 ’. e

N
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respbnsivenessj of thé'ngétﬁﬁéﬁt'might be critical. ‘Nuclear

dlsarmament . the 1nsan\\y defense, and women's r%ghxs are all
Yy .
\1

%he opiniéns’ of "the pebplé' as expressed in opinion polls 5ﬁd=;’

o

policies followed by relevant instituﬁibns of gbverﬁmént. oy

~ .

items (seven on Muclear disarmament, five on tﬁehgikanity .

aéféﬁgé; and five on women s rights) were tested for intarnal

. . .
consistency and d1scr1m1nant vaixdxty . Internal consistency

was measured using part-whole correlations and a separate
factor analy51s, dlscrlmlnant validity was assessed by the
7 "‘“ ' '

L verage ingérC6rréléti6ns that an ite@ from one -attitude scale

had with items from a différent attitude issué.‘iﬁii of these
‘ -

sexes on the_items finaily selected):. As a consequence of
- } ’ _ e =TT
these item analysis procedures/four of the nuclear disarmament

"""" ~

N :
.satisfactery part-whble cairelétibn (the cr%gerién was r »

<

1
enaiyses: The remaining nuclear disarmament items and

-

Table 3.%- - . o '
R U S
The ability of the political unreponsiveness factor to

4

<0 : ' :
> 7. . A
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‘ e memmmemcmm——-- e - - -

defenise was asgeésea ih‘th different wayg.' FlrSt a factor

- -

'four nuclear dlsarmamentultems, and the*ﬁour 1nsan1ty defense
attitude»itéms Factbr loadings for.thé.éight new itegs are

A

presenfed_iﬁ Table 4.. The nuciear dlsarmament attxtude Items

and the insanity defense attitude items clustered together on

Ftwo separate factors. With the exééptibn bf ifém.ﬁié no. I-E

Item E19 loaded - 0 33 Wlth the nuclear disarmament ifems. 1In
g

. k-
B addxtign, none of the new attxtude items loaded greater than

BN __)

'+0 27 on any of She four I-E subscaies The structure Bf the

’four I-E subscaleslyhs essentlally unal%ered by inclusion of

L4
. N L]
the eight new items in the factor éhély§i§. -~ ¢
T o ] . N
) Second, the correlations between scores on the -political

N - A

unresparsivefass féCtbr and scores on the various items were

éxﬂmined'diréétiy: For thlS comparison all of the polltlcal
- LR .

» .
unrepon51veness subscale Items were resco:ed in such a way

that higher scores. represeﬁtéEJ:%ronger betiefs in the .

-4 ¥

polxtxcal unrespon51veness -6f the system. The disarmament
’ o
jtéms were scored o that higher;scores represented greater -

D <

Vf'_ L -.j : '2*5 9

.. -

i

Ll

L g

.

pe
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0Ty faverablllty toward disarmament, . and, the insanity defense

. ;; L LT R . s o o o - o
support for continuation.of the-defense; The resulting -
+ o~ R t e - -

R dintercorrelations are presented in Fable 5. The low (though o

. .t : N
’ ' i : ‘

- R
-

s social attitude was; 1tse1f— mu1t1d1mensioﬁa1. Gonsequently,
‘ : : R

- . . 7
5 - Fb predict Eithériﬁf the §6Cié1 éttitﬁdéé is not to*ally ’
. N r :

surprising., But the scale was llttle more effect1ve in
- i
predieting any single attitude response. For example, if

w £l - -

[
-

e Ps ' .

unrespon51veness subscale; theriargest difference among the

dlsarmament 1tems occurs on item ND&. For the fq}low1ng
- - . 7 ;7
N <éﬁa1j§e§; Qﬁﬁjecté.&hb étéred éxéctly at the midpoint on the ' -
. ' o ‘: e ’7- ! » R ) C o - . i G
political ﬁﬁré§§bﬁ§iVéﬁé§§ sibscale iwere not included.; On. )

%

item ND% those dhe saw the world as peiiticaiiy respbnsive A

? y s .- . .
made to remove”nuclegf weapons (M=4 37); ‘}Ale those who oo : :
N : ’ . . ‘a '

b belxeved thé WOrld,to be politically unresponsxve were iess

7 - .y . - e N 8 .
.

‘confident that concerted effort would accomplish the goal =

~

\!

f§=3.78). The dlfference between .the - two groups was - =

2.13, p. 05 although a test of the .

.ll\

;véigﬁifiC§ht— t(196)

_ !" ¥ s - -~
): ‘ J A . )

.
i ] ] ! s g : : : - . B -
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,S§1it on thé political ﬁﬁfeéﬁéﬁQiéeﬁééé §ﬁ5§ééié'ﬁé&é Ehe'i

7 : ‘. o 7 'i_ . ‘ ) . R ) . /

-

B 3 ' “ o \'5 ) T T -
Boe e Disarmament and the ‘Insanity ﬁefengg :
-~ - . . i iiib_r

g

'Y

. . . oo : L. “ - , R
this statistical significance was, in fact, trivial. A point-
P ¥ : - - .
N . _ L [ A LN
biseriai correiation analysis indicated that the political
uﬁres§6ﬁ§rveness subscale accounted for only 2. 3% of the 7 h

variance in item ND4, r =.152:. Sxmiiariy, the midp01nt

greate*t difference among the 1nsan1ty defense items on Item ; ‘,
; N

iﬁé. On thlS 1tem tﬁose\\ﬁﬁ saw the world as polxtlcaliy ..

. A - -
» . . St

uhrésponslve felt that the‘1n$éﬁit9 defense was simply another

legal loophole that allowed gullty crlmlnals to go free

L

(M—Z 20) whlle those who belleved the w0r1d to be polltlcally A

respon51ve were less 1nc11ned ‘to accept thls explanatlon of

\.‘ * ¢ P
the defense (M=2:73): Once ‘again, the d1fference between the < ‘

’
I

4 O _.
; groups was SIgnlfIC&nt Ct(196) = 2:27, p < .05, but trivial, -

with the political unresponsiveness ¥ibscale accounting for

LAY

e T J _ HER

only 2.6% of the variance op this item; r:; =.161. ,
. - - ‘i s
i Thr ] , .
. - Discussiop . } .
i RIS - - » - S . .
In aﬁy cerrélatidﬁil;éﬁaliéiﬁ there are a hﬁﬁber 6f ) :
Kk X / ~ P
T s

~inc1uding both ccnceptual and statlstlcak problems. On’ the .- -

. O .
other hand taklng a cue from soc1a1 Judgmeniftheorles of ) f
~
attltﬁde change (e.g} Exser & Stroebe 1972; Sherif & Hbvland . N

A
1961), there . ;§ the Intrxguxng possxblIgzy that one's very .

. ‘a

. p051t10n on an 1'portant SOC1a1 attltude may alter the extent

:fldual dlfference varlable such as Bellef in a

N

to whlch an 1nd

Polltlcally Respnnslve/Unrespon51ve'World£W1ll predlct oge s T R ';;

N i

A - -
view on “that SOClal att1tude L T e

.

Iy

Just this sort of p0531b111ty 1s 1l{35trated -if ip le 6
+ _ : ; 2 . ;
Y o J : :

s . ] PR 1 ) L
. X R s
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O
First; the respondents were divided gt the midpoint on the

polfilcal unrespon51veness factor; then; within each of these

ZCétégét!éS; Sﬁbjééts who were above the midpoint on’ We need

agéihét other countries who possess nuclear weapons (ND1)
T S L !

were diEFihguiéhéd from subjects who wamg below the midpoint
. [ o .

on that question.  Within each of thése four célls the scores
oo ' ' -

. - - - N
on the political unresponsiveness factor were¥intefcorrelated

with responses o able shows;

the atyitude question. As the
1 Y .

the world as pbiﬁtiééily unresponsive; the strongef the

subJect s belief in tme unrespon51veness of the system the .

. less strqngly he/she agreed with the statement rf25) = .51; p

< .01. By contrast, among those who agreed with the item but
saw'tﬁé world as bbiitgcaiiy respomsive, as a balief in the
political responsiveness of the sfstem increased so did the
§tfehgth of égiéémént.ﬁitﬁ thé statement, r(56j = ;26'.2 <,

.05; Other’ 3ifféféﬁtxal correiatxons were obtained on. the
4

remaining nuclean_dlsarmament items and some. of the Insanxty

defensg items as wéil; suggesting anhinteraction.betWeen ‘the
iﬁdiviﬁuai differenice variable of iacus 6£ control and tﬁé{
individual' p051t10n on thg attltude 1tems ﬁdw are Béiiéf§
l\iétically responsive world related to social attitudes?
At least when the issue is disarmament or insanity, the answer

a

R . T

o

K

e

Fal

al
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appears to depend on a person's initial attitude. What is
\  clear is that the Belief in a Politically Responsive or

T ITIE DY TP TP e

»

. attitodes on these questions. Multi-factor analyses of the I-
E scale may be more adequate representations of an individual
differefice variable than the original "unidimensional" scale,

but even this additional complexity may be-insufficient to-

‘e

4

[

o ,. - '- - : ﬁ::ifg
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t° . Table .l A °,
Content of Rotter S (1966) Orlglnal Internal External o -k

1
Locus of Contgol Items Adapted_to leert format

Many of the unhappy things in people's lives are partdy due to bad
. X . 1 4 . v o .

luck.

Pebble s mlsfortunes result from the mistakes thé§ make:

There will élﬁéys be wars; no matter how hard people try to

One of the majbr reasons why we have wars is because people donit

,,,,,,, ) I, T .
Unfortunately, ‘an individual s worth often passes unrecognized fo
matter how hard he tries:

In the long run people get the respect they deserve in this worid:

~ Most students don t realize the extent to whic“ gir grades are

1nf1uenced by accidental happenlngs
s

’
Capable people who fail to become leaders have not taken advantage

of . their Sﬁﬁéitﬁﬁitiés;

a
get along with others. , \

17
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17  ‘Trusting in fate has never turned out as well for me as making a
decision to take a definite course of action:
E8  Many times exam guestions tend to be so unrelated to course work

C ’ - s
that studying is redlly useless.
. I8  In th;\g?se of the well-prepared student there s rarely if ever

~

such a thing as an unfair test.
E9  Getting a good job depends mainly on being in the right place at
the right time. S |
9 - Bééé&iﬁé a success is a méiéer of hard work§ luck has little or
nothifg to do with'it.
E10 This world is run by the few people in power; and there is not
Eil It is not always wise to plan tbo far ahead because many things
- turn out to be a matter of good or bad fortuiie anyhow: .
Ii1  When I make plans, I am almost certain I can make the work.

v

coin.
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B Table 1 (Cont'd)
----—--7-:- -------------------------- ;7-- ------------------------------------
: CODE ’ K " TONTENT .

112 In my case getting what I want has little or nothing to do with -

tuck: . B
E13 Who gets to be. the hoss often depends on who was lucky enough ta«
\ o T
‘ | _ bein the right ina4é first. . . A '

:_I13-_“Gett1ng people to do the rlght thlng depends upon abullty,»luck

[N

has 13tt1e or noth1 to do w1th it.
o L i S . ,
El4 As far as world affairs are concerned, most of us are the victims

<

.llé . By taking an actlve part in polltiéél and socIal éfféifé the
bpeople caq control world events: 0 =1
E15:. Most people don' t reallze the extent to; whlch their lives are.
B controlled by accidental ﬁappéhiﬁgs - )
I:S‘ There is really no such thing as "luck".
E16 It is hard to kiow whether or not a persan_}eaiiy Likes ou.
116 How maﬁy friends you have:depends on'hoW.nioe you -are. ;

E17 In the long run, the bad things that happen are balanced by the *-

good dnes: : ; -
g 117 . Most misfortunes are the result of lack of ability, ignorance;
(] . A ,;.,,;,‘,f,' ':;‘ et CoLue . . et i;.," . ! ’
laziness ;) or' a1l three. R

o - IR A RN ) B . B
It is difficult for people to have much control over the things

[¢5]
=
[e-]

politicians do in office.’
118  With enough effort we can wipe out,political corruptiom:

4 .;( - ': o

. ' .
P . . -
N _ ! !5; - et
- Y t L .
. o Tt AR

b
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Table 1 (Cont'd) -

- E19 - Sometimes I Céh'ﬁ understand how teachers arrive at the grades,
.they give.

R I19 There is a direct connection between how hard I study and the

- . _ grades I get.
) E20 Many times I feel that I have little infiueﬁce-bv§r the things
that happen to me: : .

I20 It is impossible for me to believe that chance or luck plays an
R S I s — 1 2~ \
important role inm my tife:

- E21 There's not much use in trying too hard to please people; if they

,,,,, ' {

. B 7 . ) . . . . ] . ) 7 N \\7;7

- 121 Pébplé‘éfé lonely béCéﬁSé they don't try to be ffiéﬁdly.gigi

E22. Somttimes 1 feel that I don't have enough control over the
direction my life is taking. -

+ 122 What happens to me is my own doing:

Most of the time I can't understand why politicians behave the way

they do: _ R - g ?A ' T

v

e /long run the people are responsible for bad government on a

-

st ional &s %Well av of & iacainiEVéil“
___________________ S S S
| ggﬁg: Thé‘cédes.gré the same bﬁes‘used-by é?iiinS»(iéiéj;'and refer to
) 7' ? "&. théforiginéilksttér (1968) pc%ifion of the‘item; not to iEs: )
 position in the presemt questionmaire. -

- )» 'v ; ‘1'F. | .". ‘ ’ ‘ 
T ;  ;”. a | E ‘ ; ; : 2;{5 :

v
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S N * Table 2
c . , - , \
Interna]-External Items; Factor Loadings;
. 7 . Means aha-staﬁaara Deviations | -
T L Politically firéf <~
, .
 Easy Aijugt Predictable Responsive extracted &

Item(a) World World  World ' World factor - W '4 SD
E20 61 --(b) -, -- .55 .4:32  1.69

. jfg;,;;/ . :59 -- -- -- -.546 . 3.94 - 1,68
E s -- " - - :'58 3.53  1.52
E19 54 = == == . :.ég 4.07 1.62

E8 53 43 3.59  1.80

E3 s2 . e -- 51 451 1.63
E12¢ () .5@ - -- - 52, 2.76 160

ES s -- -- -- -:33  3.18  1.69
E13 42 -- -- -- -.39 3:73 1.60
%16% 39 -- -- -- -;32 3.71 1.83
121 -- .55 - == 25, 3.59 1.7
116% == .53 =R == .16 4.26  1.90
‘16 510 e T - 13 4.16  1.68
IS5 -- 47 - . -- 27 4.24 1.71
S - 46 -- -- 15 432  1:36
18 o s - - 22 355 1.88
E17 - " 42z -= ¢ ==+ .15 500 1.6
i3 - .39 = == .20 4.23  1.77

[ ]
M\
[y
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e Table 2 (Cont'd) .
- Politically Firstm ;o :
-~ . L - - e E 17(’ ( ;
Easy = Just Predictable - Responsive extracted : ' M
Item World . World World . ﬁbri'ci factor M’; ~ 4D : -
122 - 37 -- -- 232 5.07 - 1.48 ‘
i - — — -
115 -- -- 74 ;- .40 3.35 1.72 A
: . % ; .8
120 -- -- 74 -- .57 3.98 1.60
19 ; -- -- 69 -- ;55 | 4.59 1.61
E1 -E%’_- -- -.67 T - -.34  3:70  1:.86
112 o == 61 - - 152 4.87  1.50
4 o
113 -- -- 56 == 51  4.85 1.841 A
‘' Ell* -- -- -.53 -- .51 3.57 *1.56 .
. Y
a7 -- .. .38 - -- 37 , 5.11  1.7%9
ST -- -- -- 74 50  4.82 1.60
E18 -- -- -- -.67 -.47 3.87 1.78
E10 -- == =2 -.66 -.49 3:86 - 1.82 -
114 =z = == .63 | .36 484 ~1.45 : .
¢t "
. . . . o §
123 - ey = .55 - .46 4.877 « 1.47%
‘118 -- - - T st .39 . 4.03  1.73
12 -- -- -- 45 26 3.17- 1.70 °
- o
E2% - - -- -- -.37 -.21 4.70 1.80
E14% .38 -- - -.59 - 1.72 }
El5% .43 -- -.40 -- - 1:50
4 4
E6 27/ -:09" -.03 01 - 1.52 _
: . : a’
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— L]
3 T . . o
, B . Table 2 (Cont'd) R &
-------_~----_----;----1---,---;-;:;:;:_;;::;:.:;:;:::::::::::1::.:f\:i::::::
Politically First = -
B . I Y’ : .
: ¢ Easy . Just Predictable ' Responsive extracted- - .
\\' . - ﬁ N '.' . pa -&' 47 ) .
Item? World -, World World .. World factofr .M -+ 5D
- - - L e TR ey > o > > o > " = VP Ty o - - e oy Ty mp ee  en 1§.. ------------ A~ -
¢ B . 4 B
s E7T% 15 26 -:29 -.12 4.84 7 1.49
E9% . .33 03 g9 -.01 4.72 / 1.48
- \mE21 - . 16 08 -, 0w -:17 “.28 f1:75
;  E23 389 .02 v Qo2 <01 =31 4:02 ' i:66
\ %% =~ ' s.3% .30  -.ot -. 19 18 3.80  1:66
. 111 L34 21 04 16 38  5.59 - 1.13
; R :
L17% - .00 33 17" 06 # 18 4.55  1.75
I19%: z.24 22 .02 18 30 6.09 1.1
e 4mmmmze- SRR L L L L L L LD e PR ---
! N I » L i
: N=206 i L - N
. -Note: a) High (7) scores are assigned for agreeing with items: See
- o . . . ’ - L -
Table, 1 for indiv¢idual item content. .
' R ‘ ; . . ' x\ . /
/ ,¢  b) Factpr 1oadings_léss-;}f an #0.35 have-been omitted. .
S T ¢) M#' designatey items with revised positiorj from those
- RN ‘ N T
described by -g;ﬂiny (1974). < ' ;
/ ) . . - - . - j ] . ’ N ~
b -
— ke ‘; ,(
&
: \' . .
) * . B » o =
9= '
4 e . .
7 x - -
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1ND2 (- ) 19 1t were Up to me, I & spend more money, on/7 strong mIiItary

3

. : ’ - Disarmamefit and the Insanlty Defense

R 23

t * ' ‘_‘: * ;; ’
B ‘ Table 3 , >

Neceecma——- M T, e e e e
R | Li )
CODE/KEY s - CONTENT =
| e S
--.--.7‘--—--(..-_-_',-_---\ .................. P T S, L et

;. e - . -

seeurlty agalnsggother COUHtflES Whe possess nuiiear weapons

R

"y 6; t -
N ..Inclédlng more advanced nuciear weapoqs . :
ND) (+) I thlnk that ‘the defense budget is too hlgF o S

~

R s (s

crimes. N L o .o
R [ . ¢ - ' ) I~

ID2 (~ ) The insanlty defense is another loophéle in our legqﬁgéyetkﬁfk._,- L

that allows crlmlqz‘e to go free . . o ’

ID3 f ) Just because a person w”s no —1n eontrol of hxs*aotlons doesn t

Note: On epch scale.a (+)<keyed item was scored so that strong agreement
) L B 5 o . . /'7 ] i . . E . '77 . '.' . - L
=7; a (:):keyea itéﬁ;wés scorediso that §tr6ﬁ§ diéégréeméﬁ%LE 7.
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LA

o e SR
. . N . o i o o '7 . - '
h , . ) - A ¥Table 4
S > L R ' _
e S s e e e s Ee oz _ ’
.. New Attitude Items, Factor Loadings, - -
. ' ' N r .
-7— k]

AR . ;.. . Means, and Standard Deviations :
Pi. B .‘. " ‘ ) -‘ . :' ‘ _ ) ; N ‘

- : - . --—-,---—-._.---;..:----.' ---------- Cmameocamcaaa R el T T
oo ;‘ "”" ] . \
_ . : ) First - .
- S . . 7”?;§sf B o ”
. { . Nuclear Insanity extr: cted/, _ Part/Whole
' ..~ Item(a) factor - factor ifactor M SD  correlations
.’/' . . N '“,. "

Rey presented in Table 3. '
o L
- b) Factor, loadings less than +0:35 ?e been omitted.

-

N
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’ Nuclear Insanity Political o
Disarmament Defense _ Unresponsiveness
Iiéy’ + ., Items” Subscatle
g e emi-cepe-mstememmceceiesameaana
7 )
4 R et o -
Nuclear Items Ll 18 .05
. 7 = , L
: ; -
ot - % - oAt .
Insanity Items ’ LA 1w 13
! P
- - - - A Y
Political , .
. . -
. Unresponsiverness (31 :
Vi »
» -Subscale » .
#%* p<,01 * Ny ;
- . .
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e Correlations between Politically-Unresponsive World Beliefs.and ]
3 : - ) : : A
"We need to have a strong nuclear arsenal to insure our own.security
. . .against other countries who possess nuclear weapons" (ND1) among
) Subjects f&tégorized by Own Initial Position .
. " : - + -
" ; - . .o PR 5 “:?
s Sl
_______ S U SYROUIORUPRO SO ST M- S
.ot N _ ] ° “ . ‘ <
Subject's Poli®ical Unresponsiveness Subscale Score = “°
‘Score on ° . - e mccmeaa s 'mme——-mi_&ulld4Z=Zzzzco== ;
- . NDI: s ¢ "~ Above mid-point Below mid-point;
- : e o : - L :
feiceal'elIIlZZZIIimgosTosssoosfo-socsoooosoossssossaifsasssscas
. -+ o . . . ;. .
10 - . - - . . _ ‘ . _ “'7 -
R - S e rad . TR
‘s, - Above Midpoint ‘ -, 51% o +.26% -~ v
7 . N “ ! ey -~ . v . . . .
o . . : e . i
P ) . . on - 7 (25) a . '(56)7 % “
: A - T : : T o
! Below Midpoint . . i .<.13 g =217 °» ,
; ' Co e N ;
- CL (55), ., (62)
T Ty e U ' .
_____ IR R - - e -————— -
""""" 3 LooTITeTTT TTTTTTRITTTTTTTT Tt B
S L AL TS - RN
* - N=198(b) - .i . B SR o S
- 2 CoE e ot e o - . ; . 3
N .E<"01 I R . % B‘* -
- . B B . '." o L, o . . ""7. . Lo -~
.. % p<ios T T o0 S AL R .
. . o - co o 7 . B 3
* . “Notez .. . i , . R - Lo e
SR © @) Numbers in, parentheses &re all N on which correlations are based..
T ‘Q) Subj&cts scoring exactly ‘at the scalar midpoint (32) on the . = °
. ) L oo o R . ~ . .

. O . > . , S Lo RN i m i m— = — ——— \
AR o pblit;éal;uﬁrespbnsiveﬁé§§ %ubscale are not Inciuded‘%g the .* -

RO ?ngiysié: R ' o .
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