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Resume
A Study on Army Psychiatric Screening Inventories

Previous studies on the army maladjusted indicated that mest of the army maladjusted had
their origin in civilian lives and the psychitric screening method was not properly provided.
The purpose of present study is to develope and validate the psychological inventory so as to
provide the adjunct method for psychitaric screening procedure at army induction stations.

Description of the inventory

The inventory, which includes 150 items, consists of 68 items for psychotic scale, 64 for
criminal, and 22 for faked-bad.

Procedure

The working principles for developing inventory were set up as followings:

a) The inventory should be short and easy,

b) The inventory should be scored and interpreted easily so as to be handled by non
specialist,

¢) The inventory should probe psychiatric unfits as exactly as possible.

(1) Item selection }

The items of the inventory were derived from the Korean version of MMPI and revised to
be easily comprehensible. ‘

The emprical method for selection of items in each scale was as followings:

(a) 150 male normals from Korean MMPI norm group, 100 male psychoses from university
hospital in-patient group in Seoul National University and 83 male army offenders were
selected for item analysis.

(b) In selecting items for each scale, the percentage frequency of each group responses was
recorded for each of the 550 items respectively,

(¢) The item was selected for each scale if it showed such a percentage Irequency differ-
ence between normal and criterion groups as critical ratio 2.58 for psychotic scale and 1,96 for

criminal.



(d) The faked-bad items were selected in two ways:

(1) item was selected if it were answered with less frequency than 10% in either the true
or false direction by the normal group. »

@Gi) item was selected if it showed significant difference of pércentage frequency between the
normals with high scores in psychotic scale and the psychotic patient group. The items of
the preliminary inventory consist of 84 criminal items, 40 faked bad, and 89 psychotic, but 30
items among psychotic scale were overlapped with criminal ones.

(2) Preliminary test

The inventory of 181 items was administered to 600 normal soldiers, 120 psychotic patients,
400 recidivists, and 63 normals instructed to simulate psychosis, and the test data were analyzed
in the same statistical procedure as that of the item selection.

As a result of item analysis, 31 items were rejected because they did poorly discriminate
between the normal and criterion group.

(3) Standardization

Each scale was standardized with percentile score on 500 normal inductees.

" For the purpose of screening, subsidiary norms were provided on 70 érmy psychotic patients

for psychotic scale, 200 army recidivists for criminal, and 63 intentive imulating normals for
faked-bad.

Reliabllity and Validity

On 200 normal soldiers, split-half reliabilities were calculated- in the formula of Pearson’s
product moment correlation coefficient and corrected into Spearman Brown formula. Obtained
reliabilities are 83 for psychotic scale, 87 for criminal, and 65 for faked-bad.

For validity, criterion validity was calculated by Point—biserial correlation coeffieent method

on norm groups. Obtained validities are. 53 for psychotic and criminal scales each, and. 80
for faked-bad scale.





