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Abstract 

This study examined the impact of personality characteristics of individual raters on the scoring 

of the PCL-R to determine if individuals who endorsed psychopathic personality characteristics 

would be more adept at detecting psychopathy in other individuals. It was hypothesized that 

individuals who scored higher on the TriPM and displayed personality characteristics resembling 

psychopathy would be more accurate at detecting psychopathy in other individuals and thus 

would rate a sample case as higher in psychopathy. Although there were no significant 

correlations between PCL-R Factors and TriPM Dimensions, we found two negative correlations 

approaching significance: PCL-R Total Score and TriPM Meanness Score (p=0.085), and PCL-R 

Factor 2 Score and TriPM Meanness Score (p=0.064). This could indicate that individuals who 

endorse psychopathic personality characteristics, particularly Meanness, could interpret 

psychopathic behavior as normative and would not be able to detect psychopathy in a sample 

case file. 

 Keywords: Psychopathy, Personality, PCL-R, TriPM.  
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The Influence of Personality on Individual’s Ratings of Psychopathy 

 

Psychopathy has captured the attention of the general population for many years. 

According to NewsLibrary.com, from 1983-present there were 2,107 articles written about 

psychopathy in the United States. “Perhaps the obsession of the general population with 

psychopathy is a result that over 1 percent of US citizens can be classified as potentially 

psychopathic (Neumann and Hare, 2008).” Although psychopathy was originally used to 

describe a plethora of mental disorders, today’s media uses the term to describe particularly 

abhorrent and unnatural offenses.  

Historical Overview of Psychopathy 

The modern perception of psychopathy has been linked to the works of Pinel and 

Pritchard (1835) with their concepts of manie sans délire and moral insanity, which both 

described abnormal behaviors and emotions with the absence of delusions or hallucinations. The 

first documented use of a description related to psychopathy was psychopatisch used in Germany 

to describe a “suffering mind”. In 1891 the idea of  “psychopathic inferiority” became a popular 

term for all mental disorders and social aberrations. The word psychopath was shortened by the 

media to the slang word psycho and has become jargon in American pop culture society.  

The Mask of Sanity, published by Hervey Cleckley in 1941, was the first to shape modern 

American conceptualizations of psychopathy. Cleckley’s work paved the way for modern 

psychologists and depicted psychopathy as “an outwardly perfect mimic of a normally 

functioning person, able to mask the fundamental lack of internal personality structure and 

chaos” (Cleckley, 1941).  

For the purposes of this study, the term psychopathy will be used to describe personality 

traits influenced by both genetic and environmental factors, characterized by enduring antisocial 
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behavior, diminished empathy or remorse, and disinhibited or bold behavior. While there are 

multiple ways to measure psychopathy in individuals, some of the most commonly used 

measures are described below. 

Measurements of Psychopathy 

 Psychopathy Checklist-Revised  

 The Hare Psychopathy Checklist- Revised (PCL-R) is the most common tool used to 

assess psychopathy in individuals (Vitacco et al, 2005; DeMatteo and Edens, 2006; Venables et 

al, 2013). It is a 20-item inventory assessing perceived personality traits and observable 

behaviors. A semi-structured interview along with official records and additional information on 

the individual are used for scoring. Mental health professionals rate individuals and the 

dimensional score of the individual on the PCL-R is used for clinical, research, and legal 

purposes (Hare Psychopathy Checklist).  

The PCL-R has two factors: Factor 1 (Interpersonal/Affective) and Factor 2 

(Lifestyle/Antisocial). PCL-R Factor 1 is correlated with Narcissistic Personality Disorder and is 

generally thought of as the personality trait component of the PCL-R (Huchzermeler et al, 2007). 

PCL-R Factor 2 is correlated with Antisocial Personality Disorder and Borderline Personality 

Disorder and is generally thought of as the behavioral component of the PCL-R (Skeem et al, 

2003).  

Although the PCL-R is still the most widely used measurement for assessing 

psychopathy, meta-analyses have found that the inclusion of past offending history, rather than 

personality traits, is responsible for high scores on the PCL-R (Franklin, 2011). Inter-rater 

reliability has been weak, with Factor 1 scores differing the most. One of the main criticisms of 

the PCL-R is its two-factor structure with “a focus on antisocial and criminal behaviors rather 
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than personality features (that) detract(s) from its overall utility” (Edens, Poythress, & Watkins, 

2001).  

Psychopathic Personality Inventory 

The Psychopathic Personality Inventory (PPI-R) is an alternative personality test for traits 

associated with psychopathy in adults. It is comprised of 154 items that are organized into eight 

subscales, are generally grouped into two separate factors, and can be used to study non-clinical 

samples (Skeem et al., 2011). Factor 1, called Fearless Dominance, includes subscales such as 

social influence, fearlessness, and stress immunity. Factor 2, called Impulsive Antisociality, 

includes subscales such as Machiavellian egocentricity, rebellious nonconformity, blame 

externalization, and carefree nonplanfulness. However the PPI, like the PCL-R, uses only two 

factors to describe psychopathy. Given the criticisms of two factors measures, Cooke and Michie 

(2001) have proposed using a three-factor structure rather than a two-factor structure for 

detecting psychopathy. 

Three Factor Measures of Psychopathy  

 According to Patrick and Drislane (2013), The Triarchic Model of Psychopathy defines 

psychopathy as three distinctive, but interactive phenotypic tendencies: boldness, meanness, and 

disinhibition.  

The Triarchic Psychopathy Measure (TriPM, Patrick 2009) is a personality questionnaire 

developed to operationalize the Triarchic Model of Psychopathy that measures these three 

phenotypic dimensions. Unlike the PCL-R, which only relies on two factors and requires a 

criminal component, the TriPM examines personality traits in the general population by using 

three factors: boldness, meanness, and disinhibition. 
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Impact of Personality Characteristics on PCL-R Ratings 

 Boccaccini, Turner, and Murrie (2008) found that more than 30% of the variability in 

PCL-R scores was attributable to differences among evaluators, with mean PCL-R scores given 

by two of the most prolific evaluators differing by almost 10 points. Murrie et al. (2012) found 

that scores on the PCL-R reported by state experts were much higher than those reported by 

defense experts in sexually violent predator cases. Miller et al. (2011) were the first to propose 

that discrepancies in PCL-R scores could depend on the personality of the person doing the 

rating. “Because PCL-R scoring may have substantial implications for offenders, it is important 

to examine rater characteristics that may help explain differences in the PCL-R scores they 

assign” (Miller et al., 2011).   

Miller et al. (2011) suggested that personality characteristics including agreeableness, 

interpersonal dissonance, impulsiveness, and psychopathy resemblance are all factors that may 

influence a rater’s scores for the PCL-R. By comparing the PPI and the PCL-R, Miller’s study 

was the first to examine the relationship between raters’ personality characteristics and their 

PCL-R ratings. Miller et al. (2011) suggests “raters’ resemblance to… psychopathy facets… 

related to higher scoring of the offenders on the PCL-R”.  

This study however, had a relatively small sample size  (n=22), admittedly “speculative 

hypotheses”, and participants with varied training and experience with the PCL-R (Miller et al, 

2011). Miller’s study did not use a validity check to ensure that participants attended to the 

stimulus. Examining the relationship between the PCL-R and a new, three-factor measure of 

psychopathy, such as the TriPM, will provide further insight into whether specific rater 

characteristics impact PCL-R ratings and the implications these characteristics have for both 

offenders and individuals selecting raters. 
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The Current Study 

Given the popularity of psychopathy and the PCL-R, this study re-examined the study of 

Miller et al. (2011) and attempted to mitigate the problems associated with it (i.e., small sample 

size, inconsistencies with training, and lack of a validity check). This study examined the impact 

of personality characteristics of individual raters on the scoring of the PCL-R to determine if 

individuals who endorsed psychopathic personality characteristics would be more adept at 

detecting psychopathy in other individuals.   

This is, to our knowledge, the first comparison of a three-factor psychopathic personality 

assessment (TriPM) with the PCL-R. Both the TriPM and the PCL-R measure personality traits 

typically associated with psychopathy such as glibness/superficial charm, grandiose sense of 

self-worth, pathological lying, cunning/manipulation, lack of remorse or guilt, shallow affect, 

lack of empathy, and failure to accept responsibility.  

The current study measured psychopathy characteristics in raters and examined the 

impact of these traits on their ratings of the PCL-R. A non-trained sample population was used 

during the course of this study, as there is evidence that even non-trained raters can detect 

psychopathy (Patrick, Fowler, and Lillienfeld 2009).  It was hypothesized that individuals who 

scored higher on the TriPM and displayed personality characteristics resembling psychopathy 

would be more adept at detecting psychopathy in other individuals and thus would rate a sample 

case as higher in psychopathy. 

Methods 

Participants 

This study was conducted using undergraduate psychology students at Florida State 

University who received credit for their participation in this study. Data was collected from 108 
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participants, however only 100 participants were used in final analyses. Ages for all participants 

ranged from 18-34 years old. The mean age of the participants was 20.1 (SD= 2.1). See Table 1 

for self-identified gender and race/ethnicity of participants.  

Table 1 

 Demographics Of Participants 

 
Total 

Sample 
Hispanic 

American-

Indian 

Asian/ 

Pacific 

Islander 

African 

American 
Caucasian 

Bi-

racial 

Male 33 4 1 2  1  23  2  

Female 67 9  1 1 13  37  5  

Total 100 13 2 3 14 60 7 

 

The race/ethnicity of participants was similar to Florida State University’s student 

population. The distribution of race/ethnicity at Florida State University is as follows:  64.8% 

Caucasian, 8.5% African-American, 15% Hispanic, 2.0% bi-racial, and 3.1% American-

Indian/Asian/Pacific Islander (FSU Office of Institutional Research, 2013).  

This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of Florida State University.  

A copy of the approval letter can be found in Appendix A.  

Measures 

Triarchic Psychopathy Measure 

The Triarchic Psychopathy Measure (TriPM) is a 58-item self-report questionnaire 

developed by Patrick (2009) that aims to operationalize the Triarchic Model of Psychopathy 

(Patrick, Fowles, & Krueger, 2009). Items on the TriPM Disinhibition (20 items) and Meanness 

(19 items) scales are from the Externalizing Spectrum Inventory (ESI; Krueger et al., 2007). The 

TriPM Disinhibition scale focuses on traits including Impulsivity, Irresponsibility, Boredom 
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Proneness, Impatient Urgency, Alienation, Theft, Fraudulence, and lack of Dependability and 

Planful Control. The TriPM Meanness scales focuses on the following traits: Lack of Empathy, 

Relational Aggression, Excitement Seeking, Destructive Aggression, Physical Aggression, and 

Dishonesty (Patrick and Drislane, 2013). The TriPM Boldness scales consists of 19 items 

examining fearless tendencies such as persuasiveness, social assurance, dominance, resiliency, 

self-assurance, optimism, courage, thrill seeking, and tolerance for uncertainty (Kramer et al., 

2012). Stanley et al. (2013) reported incremental validity for the TriPM in predicting personality 

traits of known relevance to psychopathy over and above a comparable-length short form of the 

PPI. 

 Items are answered using a 4-point Likert scale: true, somewhat true, somewhat false, and 

false. Using both positive and negative questions, the ranges of scores for each scale are as 

follows: Boldness (0-57), Meanness (0-57) and Disinhibition (0-60). (See Appendix B for a copy 

of the Triarchic Psychopathy Measure).  The average scores for a criminal population sample on 

the TriPM is as follows: Disinhibition (µ = 37.05, SD= 12.76) and Meanness (µ =17.89, 

SD=12.55). The average scores for a student sample are lower than the criminal population: 

Disinhibition (µ = 11.80, SD= 7.60) and Meanness (µ =11.15, SD.7.37) (pers. comm., C.J. 

Patrick).  

 Psychopathy Checklist-Revised 

 The Psychopathy Checklist- Revised (PCL-R) is a 20-item, clinician-scored instrument 

for the assessment of psychopathy (Hare, 2003). Standard administration of the PCL-R requires a 

semi-structured interview, records, and collateral information to score each item. Each item is 

rated on a 0-2 scale (absent, equivocal, or present) and is summed to yield a total psychopathy 

score, with scores of 30 or higher considered indicative of psychopathy (Hare, 2003).  
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 There are two factors or sub-dimensions of the PCL-R: Interpersonal-Affective Factor 

(Factor 1) and Impulsive-Antisocial Factor (Factor 2).  Factor 1 items include superficial charm, 

grandiosity, cunning/deceptiveness, absence of remorse or empathy, shallow affect, and 

externalization of blame. Factor 2 items include early behavioral problems, impulsivity, 

irresponsibility, boredom proneness, lack of long-term goals, and hot-tempered aggressiveness 

(Harpur, Hakstian, & Hare, 1988; Hare, Harpur, Hakstian, Forth, Hart, & Newman, 1990). 

Scores on Factor 1 can range from 0-16, and scores on Factor 2 can range from 0-18. (See 

Appendix C for a copy of the Psychopathy Checklist-Revised) 

 PCL-R Instructions Sheet and Item Description Packet 

PCL-R Instructions Sheet and Item Description Packet was given to participants along 

with the PCL-R. This instruction sheet explains how the PCL-R is scored and includes an 

example for scoring an item on the PCL-R. Participants were also given a PCL-R Item 

Description Packet that contained a definition of each item, a list of characteristics, and examples 

for possible scores on each item. Participants were allowed to review these materials at any point 

during the study. (See Appendices D and E for copies of the PCL-R Instructions Sheet and the 

PCL-R Item Description Packet).  

 Sample Case File 

A Sample Case File (CF) was given to the participants to score using the PCL-R. The 

participants each received a de-identified case of an individual suspected of being psychopathic 

to rate during the study.  The case file included: interviews with the individual, background 

information on the individual, demographics of the individual, and the individual’s rap sheet. 

The CF interview was conducted professionally and was intended to provide the information 

needed for the PCL-R. Background and Demographic Information on the individual includes 
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personal history (date of birth, hometown, school records, etc.) to further clarify information 

given in the interview. The rap sheet will show details of the individual’s crime and convictions. 

The sample case file was provided by Dr. Chris Patrick (Florida State University, 2014).   

Distractor Task 

 A Distractor Task was administered to the participants between the Triarchic 

Psychopathy Measure and the PCL-R rating. This was a one-page work sheet containing 10 

questions consisting of various brainteasers and riddles.  The participants were given explicit 

instructions that all questions must be answered before they could move to the next section. The 

distractor task was not used in data analysis but rather was used to divert attention from the 

purpose of the study. (See Appendix G for a copy of the Distractor Task). 

Procedure 

 For this study, participants entered the lab and were seated at separate cubicles. One to 

four people participated in each session. A copy of the protocol can be found in Appendix H. 

Participants were given the consent form and read the following (See Appendix I for a copy of 

the consent form): 

Here is the consent form that I need you to read and sign. This study will consist of 

three parts and should take no more than one and a half hours to complete. During 

this study you will be answering questions and filling out answers on paper. All of 

your answers will be kept confidential and nothing will have your name on it. Your 

participation is voluntary and you can stop at anytime. However, to receive full 

credit you must finish the study. 

Once each participant had read and signed the consent form, participants were each given the 

Triarchic Psychopathy Measure (TriPM) (Appendix B).  Participants were read the following: 
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Now we will begin the first part of the study. Please read the questions carefully. 

Bubble in the most appropriate answer for you. If you have any questions please 

raise your hand. When you have finished the questionnaire please raise your hand 

and I will give you the next part. 

Following completion of the TriPM, the experimenter collected the TriPM questionnaire.  

Participants were then given instructions individually based on the speed with which participants 

completed each questionnaire. Participants were then given the distractor task (Appendix G) and 

read the following: 

Now we will begin the second part of this study. There are a total of 10 questions. 

All of the items must be answered so if you feel you do not know an answer take 

your best guess. Once you are done please raise your hand and I will give you the 

final part. 

Once a participant completed the distractor task, the experimenter collected the task and handed 

the participant the PCL-R Instruction Sheet (Appendix D) and the PCL-R Item Description 

Packet (Appendix E). The participants were then read the following:  

This is the final part of the study. The PCL-R is a 20-item checklist used to 

determine if a criminal offender is psychopathic. Please thoroughly read through 

each item description on the PCL-R Item Description. While you read you should 

look over the PCL-R checklist to see how each item is scored. When you have 

finished reading each item description please raise your hand. 

Once finished, participants were asked if they had any questions concerning the PCL-R. If not, 

the experimenter gave each participant the sample case file (Appendix F) and read the following: 
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This is a case file of an actual prison inmate, which includes an interview with the 

inmate and their rap sheet (crimes they’ve committed). Your task is to read through 

this interview and score this inmate on the PCL-R. As you previously read; a score 

of 0 means that item is not applicable to the inmate, 1 is somewhat applicable, 2 is 

completely applicable. If at any point you need an example, look on the instructions 

page given to you with the PCL-R Item Description. You can refer back to the PCL-

R Item Description at any point while reviewing the case file. Take your time 

reading through the case and score the inmate. Once you have finished scoring the 

inmate on the PCL-R Checklist please raise your hand. 

After the participant read through all of the materials, they were given the PCL-R Checklist 

(Appendix C) to complete. Participants were asked to complete a demographics sheet with basic 

information including: age, gender, race, and questions regarding prior PCL-R training. (See 

Appendix J for a copy of the Demographics Sheet). Participants were then given a credit slip and 

debriefed on the true purpose for the study. At the conclusion of the study, participants were 

asked if they would like a copy of the Debriefing Form. (See Appendix K for a copy of the 

Debriefing Form).  

Results 

Sample Population 

Four of the 108 participants had received prior training on the PCL-R in psychology 

courses at Florida State University and were not included in the analyses. The remaining 104 

participants had not received any training. Item 20 on the PCL-R, “Criminal Versatility”, was 

used in this study as a measure of validity. To assess whether the participants were attentive and 
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careful when scoring on the PCL-R, we took Item 20 “Criminal Versatility” and looked at what 

score participants gave to the person depicted in the CF.  

 Item 20, “Criminal Versatility”, is an objective item that requires participants to count 

the number of different crimes the individual has committed, which can be found on the 

individual’s rap sheet that was provided to them. Directions for scoring Item 20 on the PCL-R 

were as follows:  

• 6 or more types of offenses is scored as 2, 

• 4 or 5 types of offenses is scored as 1, and 

• 3 or fewer types of offenses is scored as 0. 

 

Based on the Sample Case File given to the participants, the person depicted in the CF 

should be scored a 2. Four of the 104 remaining participants scored the individual as a 1 or 0 and 

were removed from final analyses, as they appeared not to have attended to the stimuli. The 

remaining sample (n=100) was used in all analyses. 

TriPM 

The mean total score on the TriPM was 61.36 with boldness, meanness, and disinhibition 

having mean scores of 34.57, 11.45, and 15.56, respectively (Table 2). These mean scores appear 

similar to other populations who were administered the TriPM: Boldness Score (µ= 33.58, 

SD=7.71), Meanness Score (µ =13.52, SD=8.41), and Disinhibition Score (µ =15.23, SD=7.40) 

(pers. comm., C.J. Patrick).  

The TriPM total score was positively correlated with Boldness (r= 0.581), Meanness (r= 

0.763), and Disinhibition (r= 0.666) scores (p= 0.00). TriPM Boldness scores were positively 

correlated with Meanness scores r= 0.237 (p= 0.µ009). TriPM Meanness scores were also 

positively correlated with Disinhibition scores r= 0.342 (p= 0.00). However, TriPM Boldness 

scores were not correlated with Disinhibition scores r= -0.022 (p= 0.415) (Table 4).   
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Table 2  

TriPM Descriptive Statistics  

 Mean  SD 

Total Score 61.36 14.51 

Boldness 34.57 7.35 

Meanness 11.45 6.92 

Disinhibition 15.56 7.81 

SD, Standard Deviation  

PCL-R 

 The mean total score in this study of the PCL-R was 31.89 with Factor 1 and Factor 2 

having mean scores of 11.80 and 15.00, respectively (Table 4).  These scores were relatively 

low, when compared to scores by a trained psychologist: PCL-R Total Score (39.00), Factor 1 

(16.00), and Factor 2 (17.00) (pers. comm., C.J. Patrick). PCL-R Total score was positively 

correlated with Factor 1 (r= 0.902) and Factor 2 (r= 0.801) scores (p= 0.00). PCL-R Factor 1 

scores were positively correlated with Factor 2 scores (r= 0.512, p= 0.00; Table 4). 

Table 3 

PCL-R Descriptive Statistics  

 Mean  SD 

Total Score 31.89 4.47 

Factor 1 11.80 2.91 

Factor 2 15.00 1.96 

SD= Standard Deviation 
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Relationships Between and Within PCL-R and TriPM 

 

 Overall, PCL-R Total scores were not correlated with TriPM Factors (Pearson’s 

correlation, r
 
=

 
0.034, p= 0.507). PCL-R Total scores were not correlated with TriPM Total     

(r= -0.12, p= 0.117), Boldness (r= -0.05, p= 0.325), or Disinhibition (r= -0.03, p= 0.376) scores 

(Figure 1). There was a negative correlation, approaching significance, between PCL-R Total 

score and Meanness score (r= -0.14, p= 0.085) (Table 4). 

 Conversely, TriPM Total scores were not correlated with PCL-R Total scores or PCL-R 

Factors (Pearson’s correlation, r
 
= 0.016, p= 0.666). TriPM Total scores were not correlated with 

PCL-R Total (r= -0.12, p= 0.117), PCL-R Factor 1 (r= -0.11, p= 0.136), or PCL-R Factor 2 (r=   

-0.11, p= 0.144) scores (Table 4).  

 PCL-R Factor 1 scores were not correlated with TriPM Total scores or TriPM Boldness, 

Meanness, or Disinhibition scores (Pearson’s correlation, r
 
= 0.028, p= 0.602). PCL-R Factor 1 

scores were not correlated with TriPM Total score (r= -0.11, p= 0.136), Boldness (r= -0.12, p= 

0.119), Meanness (r= -0.10, p= 0.152), or Disinhibition scores (r= 0.01, p= 0.454) (Table 4). 

PCL-R Factor 2 scores were not correlated with TriPM Total scores or TriPM Boldness, 

Meanness, or Disinhibition scores (Pearson’s correlation, r
 
= 0.046, p= 0.338). PCL-R Factor 2 

scores were not correlated with TriPM Total score (r= -0.12, p= 0.144), Boldness (r= 0.05, p= 

0.321), or Disinhibition score (r= -0.80, p= 0.215).  There was a negative correlation, 

approaching significance between PCL-R Factor 2 score and TriPM Meanness score (r= -0.15, 

p= 0.064) (Table 4).  
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Table 4 

Correlation Matrix of PCL-R and TriPM Measures 

 
PCL-R 

Total 

PCL-R 

Factor 1 

PCL-R 

Factor 2 

TriPM 

Total 

TriPM 

Boldness 

TriPM 

Meanness 

TriPM 

Disinhibition 

PCL-R T  - 
0.90 

(p=0.00) 

0.80 

(p=0.00) 

-0.12 

(p=0.117) 

-0.05 

(p=0.325) 

-0.14 

(p= 0.085) 

-0.03 

(p=0.376) 

PCL-R F1  - 
0.51 

(p=0.00) 

-0.11 

(p=0.136) 

-0.12 

(p=0.119) 

-0.10 

(p=0.152) 

0.01 

(p=0.454) 

PCL-R F2   - 
-0.12 

(p=0.144) 

0.05 

(p=0.321) 

-0.15 

(p=0.064) 

-0.80 

(p=0.215) 

TriPM T    - 
0.58 

(p=0.00) 

0.76 

(p=0.00) 

0.66 

(p=0.00) 

TriPM B     - 
0.24 

(p=0.009) 

-0.02 

(p=0.415) 

TriPM M      - 
0.34 

(p=0.00) 

TriPM D       - 

PCL-R T= PCL-R Total Score, PCL-R F1= PCL-R Factor 1 Score, PCL-R F2= PCL-R Factor 2 Score, TriPM T= TriPM Total 
Score, TriPM B= TriPM Boldness Score, TriPM M= TriPM Meanness Score, TriPM D= TriPM Disinhibition Score. 

 

Regression Analysis of PCL-R and TriPM Total Scores 

 

 A regression analysis was conducted with PCL-R Total Score as the criterion variable 

and TriPM Total Score as the predictor. TriPM Total Score was not a significant predictor of 

PCL-R Total Score (β = 0.39, t(98) = -1.208 , p = 0.230) and accounted for 1.4% (R
2
= 0.01468) 

of the variance in PCL-R Scores. (See Figure 1).  

Regression Analysis of PCL-R Total Score and TriPM Meanness Score 

 A regression analysis was also conducted with the PCL-R Total Score as the criterion 

variable and TriPM Meanness Score as the predictor. TriPM Meanness Score was a marginally 

significant predictor of PCL-R Total Score (β = 0.21, t(98) = -1.390, p = 0.167 ) and accounted 

for 1.9% (R
2
 = 0.01937) of the variance in PCL-R Scores. (See Figure 2).  
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Figure 1. Comparison of PCL-R Total Score and TriPM Total Score. This figure depicts the relationship between TriPM Total 
Scores and PCL-R Total Scores. (y = -0.3934x + 73.911, R² = 0.01468) 

 
Figure 2. Comparison of PCL‐R Total Score and TriPM Meanness Score. This figure depicts the relationship between TriPM 
Meanness Scores and PCL‐R Total Scores. (y= ‐0.2161x + 18.29, R2 = 0.01937).  

 

Discussion 

It was hypothesized that individuals who scored higher on the TriPM, indicating they 

endorsed more psychopathic personality characteristics, would be more adept at detecting 

psychopathy in other individuals and cause them to rate a sample case higher on the PCL-R. The 

results indicated that a subject’s individual score on the TriPM was not correlated with the 

y = ‐0.3934x + 73.911 
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scoring of the sample case on the PCL-R. There were no significant correlations between PCL-R 

Factors and TriPM Dimensions.  

The lack of predictive power between an individual’s TriPM Total Score and their rating 

of the sample case on the PCL-R indicated that in the student population studied, an individual’s 

score on a measure of psychopathy did not make them more accurate at detecting psychopathy in 

other individuals. Many other factors including but not limited to training, cultural biases, and 

perhaps genetic effects could influence an individual’s ability to detect psychopathy. 

Mean scores on the PCL-R for this sample population was lower on average when 

compared to a trained psychologist. The largest discrepancy between the sample population and 

the trained psychologist scores was Factor 1 scores. One possibility is that participants in this 

study were unable to detect attributes indicative of Factor 1 scores; which included 

Affective/Interpersonal personality characteristics. Factor 2 scores in this study were much more 

accurate when compared to a trained psychologist. This could indicate that an untrained sample 

was more adept at detecting behavioral characteristics of psychopathy when examining a sample 

case file.  

TriPM Meanness Scores and the PCL-R 

Although there were no significant correlations between PCL-R Factors and TriPM 

Dimensions, we found two negative correlations approaching significance: PCL-R Total Score 

and TriPM Meanness Score (p=0.085), and PCL-R Factor 2 Score and TriPM Meanness Score 

(p=0.064). There was no relationship between PCL-R Factor 1 Scores and TriPM Meanness 

scores (p=0.064), indicating that the negative correlation approaching significance between PCL-

R Total Score and TriPM Meanness score was due to PCL-R Factor 2 Scores.  
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TriPM Meanness Scores are associated with personality characteristics such as lack of 

empathy, detached attachment styles, and cruel behavior, and PCL-R Factor 2 Scores are 

characterized by Lifestyle and Antisocial personality traits such as: need for 

stimulation/proneness to boredom, impulsivity, poor behavior behavioral controls among other 

traits. Participants who scored higher on TriPM Meanness may have seen the behavior of the 

person depicted in the CF as normative and, therefore, did not score the individual high on Factor 

2. This indicates that individuals who endorse psychopathic personality characteristics, 

particularly Meanness, could interpret psychopathic behavior as normative and would not be able 

to detect psychopathy in other individuals.  

Because the PCL-R is the most widely used tool for detecting psychopathy, it is 

important to understand extraneous factors that could affect overall PCL-R scores. Individuals 

who have personality characteristics in the TriPM Meanness Dimension such as lack of empathy, 

relational aggression, and dishonesty may be inherently biased toward perceiving psychopathic 

behavioral patterns as non-psychopathic. To get an accurate depiction of psychopathy, it is 

important to examine the rater’s personality characteristics because raters who score high on the 

TriPM Meanness Dimension could potentially confound PCL-R ratings and produce false 

negative classifications. 

Implications for Future Research 

This study examined whether or not psychopathic personality characteristics in a student 

sample population influence the sample’s ability to rate psychopathy in a sample case file. Mean 

PCL-R Factor 1 scores (11.80) compared to PCL-R Factor 2 Scores (15.00) were slightly lower, 

indicating that participants could not identify psychopathic personality characteristics as easily as 

behavioral patterns of psychopathy.   
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Because participants in this study had no prior training on the PCL-R, it is possible that 

Factor 1 scores, characterized by interpersonal/ affective characteristics, were more difficult to 

rate.  Therefore, replicating this study with participants who received prior training on the PCL-R 

may increase the probability of a positive correlation between TriPM Total Scores and PCL-R 

Total Scores. 

An individual’s culture can also have a substantial impact on one’s personality and 

subsequently, one’s ability to detect psychopathy in others. The prevalence of the term 

psychopathy in American pop culture society could influence participants’ ratings on the PCL-R.  

The base knowledge, along with misconceptions, surrounding psychopathy in American pop 

culture society could influence participants’ abilities to detect psychopathy, and conducting a 

cross-cultural comparison with a culture where psychopathy is not as widely covered in 

mainstream media would allow one to test for specific cultural influences on the ability to detect 

psychopathy. 

Because an individual’s behavior is influenced by both genetic and environmental 

factors, it is possible that certain genetic influences could influence ones ability to detect 

psychopathy. One genetic effect that could potentially influence an individual’s personality is an 

enzyme, Monoamine oxidase A (MAOA).  Low activity MAOA, in combination with 

environmental factors, showed higher levels of aggression. High testosterone, maternal tobacco 

smoking, poor material living standards, and low IQ can also trigger violent behavior in men 

with low-activity alleles (Fergusson et al., 2012).  Replicating this study, while accounting for 

genetic effects such as MAOA, would help elucidate innate factors that could affect an 

individual’s ability to detect psychopathy in other individuals.  
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 This study attempted to re-examine the findings of Miller et al. (2011) while increasing 

the sample size and standardizing the population by using only untrained participants, using a 

three factor models of psychopathy, and including a validity check. Contrary to the findings of 

Miller et al. (2011), the findings of this study indicated that there was no relationship between 

TriPM scores of untrained participants and their scoring of a CF on the PCL-R. The lack of 

relationship between the TriPM and PCL-R Scores could be due to a number of factors 

including: possible genetic or culture influences and the lack of training for the participants.  
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Study ID: _____________ ____ 
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Date: ____________ ________ 
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Directions:  This questionnaire contains statements that different people might use to describe themselves.  

Each statement is followed by four choices:  !  �  "  ≻.  The meaning of these four different choices is as 

follows:    

! = True � = somewhat true            " = somewhat false           ≻ = False 

 

For each statement, fill in the bubble for the choice that describes you best.  There are no right or wrong 

answers; just choose the answer that best describes you.     

 

 

Remember:  Fill only one bubble per item.  If you make a mistake cross out the incorrect answer with an X 

and fill in the correct option. Answer all of the items.  Please work rapidly and do not spend too much time on any 

one statement. 

 

1.  I’m optimistic more often than not.  ! � " ≻ 

2.  How other people feel is important to me.  ! � " ≻ 

3.  I often act on immediate needs.  ! � " ≻ 

4.  I have no strong desire to parachute out of an airplane.  ! � " ≻ 

5.  I've often missed things I promised to attend.  ! � " ≻ 

6.  I would enjoy being in a high-speed chase.  ! � " ≻ 

7.  I am well-equipped to deal with stress.  ! � " ≻ 

8.  I don’t mind if someone I dislike gets hurt.  ! � " ≻ 

9.  My impulsive decisions have caused problems with loved ones.  ! � " ≻ 

10.  I get scared easily.  ! � " ≻ 

11.  I sympathize with others’ problems.  ! � " ≻ 

12.  I have missed work without bothering to call in.  ! � " ≻ 

13.  I'm a born leader.  ! � " ≻ 

14.  I enjoy a good physical fight.  ! � " ≻ 
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15.  I jump into things without thinking.  ! � " ≻ 

16.  I have a hard time making things turn out the way I want.  ! � " ≻ 

17.  I return insults.  ! � " ≻ 

18.  I've gotten in trouble because I missed too much school.  ! � " ≻ 

19.  I have a knack for influencing people.  ! � " ≻ 

20.  It doesn’t bother me to see someone else in pain.  ! � " ≻ 

21.  I have good control over myself.  ! � " ≻ 

22.  I function well in new situations, even when unprepared.  ! � " ≻ 

23.  I enjoy pushing people around sometimes.  ! � " ≻ 

24.  I have taken money from someone's purse or wallet without asking.  ! � " ≻ 

25.  I don't think of myself as talented.  ! � " ≻ 

26.  I taunt people just to stir things up.  ! � " ≻ 

27.  People often abuse my trust.  ! � " ≻ 

28.  I'm afraid of far fewer things than most people.  ! � " ≻ 

29.  I don't see any point in worrying if what I do hurts someone else.  ! � " ≻ 

30.  I keep appointments I make.  ! � " ≻ 

31.  I often get bored quickly and lose interest.  ! � " ≻ 

32.  I can get over things that would traumatize others.  ! � " ≻ 

33.  I am sensitive to the feelings of others.  ! � " ≻ 

34.  I have conned people to get money from them.  ! � " ≻ 

35.  It worries me to go into an unfamiliar situation without knowing all the details.  ! � " ≻ 

36.  I don't have much sympathy for people.  ! � " ≻ 

37.  I get in trouble for not considering the consequences of my actions.  ! � " ≻ 

38.  I can convince people to do what I want.  ! � " ≻ 

39.  For me, honesty really is the best policy.  ! � " ≻ 

40.  I've injured people to see them in pain.  ! � " ≻ 

41.  I don’t like to take the lead in groups.  ! � " ≻ 
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42.  I sometimes insult people on purpose to get a reaction from them.  ! � " ≻ 

43.  I have taken items from a store without paying for them.  ! � " ≻ 

44.  It's easy to embarrass me.  ! � " ≻ 

45.  Things are more fun if a little danger is involved.  ! � " ≻ 

46.  I have a hard time waiting patiently for things I want.  ! � " ≻ 

47.  I stay away from physical danger as much as I can.  ! � " ≻ 

48.  I don't care much if what I do hurts others.  ! � " ≻ 

49.  I have lost a friend because of irresponsible things I've done.  ! � " ≻ 

50.  I don't stack up well against most others.  ! � " ≻ 

51.  Others have told me they are concerned about my lack of self-control.  ! � " ≻ 

52.  It’s easy for me to relate to other people’s emotions.  ! � " ≻ 

53.  I have robbed someone.  ! � " ≻ 

54.  I never worry about making a fool of myself with others.  ! � " ≻ 

55.  It doesn’t bother me when people around me are hurting.  ! � " ≻ 

56.  I have had problems at work because I was irresponsible.  ! � " ≻ 

57.  I’m not very good at influencing people.  ! � " ≻ 

58.  I have stolen something out of a vehicle.  ! � " ≻ 
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Appendix D 

PCL‐R 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

‐ Complete diagnostic ratings for this male prison inmate using Hare's 

(2003) (PCL‐R), and DSM‐IV criteria. The relevant diagnostic information 

consists of: (i) a verbatim transcript of a structured life history interview 

with the offender, (ii) a file data form containing information transcribed 

from the inmate's prison files, and (iii) a copy of the inmate's criminal 

record ("rap sheet"). Make your ratings on the diagnostic rating forms 

provided. 

 ‐ Assign a rating of 0, 1, or 2 for each item based on the diagnostic 

information provided (file, interview, rap sheet); for your convenience, the 

current file contains a summary of features to consider in rating each of the 

PCL‐R items (see below, following APD rating form). To score APD, simply 

check the characteristics on the form that are evidenced in the interview or 

file. 

EXAMPLE RATING:  

Item 1 is “glibness/superficial charm”. A rating of “0” would indicate that 

this person was not at all a smooth talker or a superficially personable, 

outgoing individual. A rating of “2” would indicate that he showed these 

characteristics to a high degree. A rating of “1” would indicate that he 

showed only modest evidence of this characteristic, or that information 

was mixed.  
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Appendix G 

Participant #: ________ 
 

1. You are a cyclist in a cross-country race. Just before crossing the finish line you overtake the 

person in second place. What place do you finish in? 

 
 

2. In a year there are 12 months. 7 months have 31 days. How many months have 28 days? 

 
 

 

3. I do not have any special powers, but I can predict the score of any football game before it begins. 
How can I do this? 

 

 

 
4. Please add the following numbers in your head 

Start with 1000 

Add 40 
Add 100 

Add 30 

Add 1000 
Add 20 

Add 1000 

Add 10 

Write down your answer 
 

 

5. I have 2 U.S. coins that total 55 cents. One of them is not a nickel. What are the two coins? 
 

 

6. What are the next 3 letters in the following sequence? 

J, F, M, A, M, J, J, A, __, __, __ 
 

 

7. Jimmy’s mother had 4 children. She named the first one Monday. She named the second 
Tuesday. She named the third Wednesday. What is the name of the fourth child? 

 

 
8. What is full of holes but can still hold water? 

 

 

9. Your dad tells you that he will pay you $6.00 an hour for the 6 seconds that you take to wash your 
hands before dinner. How much did you make for washing your hands? 

 

 
10. What words are pronounced differently by merely capitalizing the first letter?
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1. You will be using one office in the lab (A or B), the two ends of the conference table, and 

one of the cubicles. 

2. Find your participants name on the Sona Website (google FSU Sona Systems) 

a. Login: carbonelllab password: Toledo 

3. Get key from cupboard and unlock the filing cabinet where the materials are 

4. Take out the logbook and one packet 

5. Fill out the next available entry in the logbook and write down the corresponding 

participant number on all of the materials for the participant. 

6. Go to the subject waiting room (DON’T FORGET YOUR FSU ID) 

7. Call the participants name 

a. If no one is there go back to the lab.  

b. Go out again and check to see if the participant is there and go to the 4
th
 floor 

waiting room to check. 

c. After 15 minutes if no one is there then put the participant in as a no show 

d. MAKE SURE THAT THE CREDITS RECEIVED IS 0. 

8. If participant is there… Introduce yourself: “Hi my name is _____________, and I am 

working in the Carbonell Lab. Thanks for coming today.” 

9. Bring participant into the lab and take them to one of the offices/ conference table/ or 

cubicle. 

10. Give them the consent form that is in the packet and encourage them to read it.  

a. Say, “Here is the consent form that I need you to read and sign. This study will 

consist of three parts and should take no more than one and a half hours to 

complete. During this study you will be answering questions and filling out 

answers on paper. All of your answers will be kept confidential and nothing will 

have your name on it. Your participation is voluntary and you can stop at 

anytime. However, to receive full credit you must finish the study.  

b. How old are you? (If younger than 18 then no, they cannot participate)  

c. Do you have any questions? 

11. Have them sign and date the consent form, ask them if they want a copy. 

12. After they sign, YOU sign and date the consent form also. 

13. After you sign the consent form hand them the TriPM (participant # should already be 

on it. 

a. Say, “Now we will begin the first part of the study. Please read the questions 

carefully. Bubble in the most appropriate answer for you. If you have any 

questions please raise your hand. When you have finished the questionnaire 

please raise your hand and I will give you the next part. 

14. Fill out the credit slip with the participants name 

15. When the participant raises their hand collect the TriPM 

16. Give them the distractor task 

a. Say, “Now we will begin the second part of this study. There are a total of 10 

questions. All of the items must be answered so if you feel you do not know an 

answer take your best guess. Once you are done please raise your hand and I 

will give you the final part. 

17. When they raise their hand collect the distractor task 

18. Give them the PCL‐R Item Description and the PCL‐R checklist 



a. Say, “This is the final part of the study. The PCL‐R is a 20‐item checklist used to 

determine if a criminal offender is psychopathic. Please thoroughly read 

through each item description on the PCL‐R Item Description. While you read 

you should look over the PCL‐R checklist to see how each item is scored. 

b. “When you have finished reading each item description please raise your hand.” 

19. Once they have raised their hand ask them “Do you have any questions regarding the 

PCL‐R Item Description?” 

20. Give them the case file 

a. Say, “This is a case file of an actual prison inmate which includes an interview 

with the inmate and their rap sheet (crimes they’ve committed). Your task is to 

read through this interview and score this inmate on the PCL‐R. 

b. “As you previously read; a score of 0 means that item is not applicable to the 

inmate, 1 is somewhat applicable, 2 is completely applicable.” 

c. If at any point you need an example, look on the instructions page given to you 

with the PCL‐R Item Description.” 

d. “You can refer back to the PCL‐R Item Description at any point while reviewing 

the case file.” 

e. “Take your time reading through the case and score the inmate. Once you have 

finished scoring the inmate on the PCL‐R Checklist please raise your hand.” 

21. When the participant has finished collect all of the materials from the participant. 

22. Give them the demographics sheet. 

a. Say, “Finally please complete the following form.” 

b. If they leave any answers blank say, “Did you leave something blank 

accidentally? Remember that everything you write is confidential and 

anonymous. You are free to leave it unanswered if you feel that you do not 

want to answer it.” 

23. Give them the credit slip and the debriefing form. 

24. Ask them if they have any questions 

25. Thank them for their participation and tell them they are free to leave 

26. Paper clip their responses back together and lock their responses back in the drawer. 

 

   

 



 

FSU Human Subjects Committee approved on 1/9/2014. Void after 1/8/2015. HSC # 2013.11898 

 

FSU Informed Consent Form 

 

Title of research: The impact of personality on everyday behavior. 

 

You are invited to be in a research study on the impact of personality on everyday behavior. You were 

selected as a possible participant for this study. We ask that you read this form and ask any questions 

you may have before agreeing to be in the study. 

 

This study is being conducted by Kristin Klimley and Dr. Joyce Carbonell, Department of Psychology at 

Florida State University. 

 

Background Information: 

The purpose of this study is to examine the impact of personality on human behavior in 

everyday situations. Specifically, this study focuses on ho  i di idual’s perso alities i pact ho  
they rate other people.  

 

Procedures: 

If you agree to be in this study, we ask you to do the following things: take the TriPM personality 

questionnaire, complete a memory task, and read through an individual case file and rate an 

individual on another personality questionnaire. In total the experiment should take 1 hour to 

complete.  

 

Risks and benefits of being in the study: 

There is minimal likelihood of risk from participating in this experiment.  

 

Compensation:  

You will receive experimental credit for participating in this study. The experiment credit may be 

used as extra credit if your professor has previously stated that this is an acceptable form on 

extra credit. Students enrolled in General Psychology classes are required to participate in 

experiments and therefore will not receive any extra credit for participating. 

 

Confidentiality: 

The records of this study will be kept private and confidential to the extent permitted by law. In 

any sort of report we might publish, we will not include any information that will make it 

possible to identify a subject. Research records will be stored securely and only researchers will 

have access to the records.  

 

Voluntary Nature of the Study: 

Participation in this study is voluntary. Your decision whether or not to participate will not affect 

your current of future relations with the University or the Department of Psychology. If you 

decide to participate you are free to not answer any question or withdraw at any time without 

affecting those relationships. 
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FSU Human Subjects Committee approved on 1/9/2014. Void after 1/8/2015. HSC # 2013.11898 

 

 

Contacts and Questions: 

The researchers conducting this study are Kristin Klimley and Dr. Joyce Carbonell. You may ask 

any questions you have now. If you have questions later, you are encouraged to contact them: 

 Kristin Klimley kek11d@my.fsu.edu or Dr. Joyce Carbonell carbonel@psy.fsu.edu . 

 

If you have any questions or concerns regarding this study and would like to talk to someone 

other than the researchers, you are encouraged to contact the FSU IRB at 2010 Levy Street, 

Research Building B, Suite 276, Tallahassee, Fl 32306-2742, or 850-644-7900, or by email at 

humansubjects@magnet.fsu.edu 

 

You will be given a copy of this information to keep for your records. 

 

Statement of Consent: 

I have read the above information. I have asked questions and received answers. I consent to 

participate in the study. 

 

 

__________________________________     ________________ 

Signature         Date 

 

 

 

 

__________________________________     ________________ 

Signature of Investigator        Date 
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Participant #: _____________ 

 

Please fill out the following information. 

1. Age _______ 

2. Gender (circle)  Male  Female 

3. Race (circle all that apply)  

Hispanic    American-Indian    Asian    African-American    Pacific Islander    

Caucasian  

4. Have you ever been trained on the Psychopathy Checklist Revised? 

Yes ________    No ___________ 

 

If you answered yes to question 4 please answer the remaining questions. 

5. Where did you receive your training on the PCL‐R? 

 

6. How many hours were you trained? 

 

7. How many ratings have you done of the PCL‐R? 

 



Appendix K 

 

Debriefing Form 

 

  This study examines the relationship between personality and individual’s ratings of 

psychopathy. This experiment is designed to measure whether an individual rater’s personality 

characteristics influence the rater’s PCL‐R ratings. Specifically, this study examines the influence of 

personality characteristics that resemble psychopathy characteristics found on PCL‐R Factor 1 such 

as: glibness, lack of remorse or guilt, cunning and manipulation etc. on how individuals rating other 

individuals on the PCL‐R.  

  Previous research suggests that an individual who has personality characteristics such as: 

glibness, lack or empathy or remorse, etc. are more likely to give higher scores when rating 

individual cases on the PCL‐R.  

 

How was this tested? 

 

The researchers used the Triarchic Psychopathy Measure as well as the participant’s PCL‐R 

ratings to measure the influence of personality characteristics resembling psychopathy on 

participant’s rating of a PCL‐R case. All participants started by completing the TriPM followed by a 

distractor task. Finally the participants examined an individual case file and rated that individual on 

the PCL‐R. 

 

Hypotheses and main questions:  

  The study hypothesized that individuals with higher scores on TriPM scale will also rate 

other individual’s higher on the PCL‐R. Because the individual already possesses similar personality 

traits they are more recognizable in other people. We will also examine whether or not previous 

experience with the PCL‐R or training on the PCL‐R would influence the participants ratings on the 

PCL‐R.  

  Please do not discuss this study with other potential participants until the study is over at 

the end of the semester. If participants know what we are testing before they participate it could 

adversely affect our results. 

 

  If you have any questions please contact: 

  The researchers: Kristin Klimley kek11d@my.fsu.edu and Dr. Joyce Carbonell 

  carbonel@psy.fsu.edu 

 

  For all additional inquiries please visit the Psychology Department at Florida State 

University   website psy.fsu.edu. 
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