Korean Journal of Clinical Psychology
2016, Vol. 35, No. 2, 473-497

Values of People with Primary and Secondary Psychopathic Tendency:
Focused on Schwartz’s Value Theory

Hwang Youn Young-Ho Lee'

Department of Psychology, the Catholic University of Korea

This study attempted to determine difference between primary psychopath and secondary psychopath in terms of
their values. After organizing three different groups with the help of the LSRP(Levenson Self-Report Psychopathy
Scale): a primary psychopathic tendency group, a secondary psychopathic tendency group, and a normal control
group, the authors compared and analyzed values of these three groups, which were measured using the
PVQ-R(Portrait Values Questionnaire-Revised). Based on the results, the value priorities of the two psychopathic
tendency groups were heavily inclined towards the values of personal focus. In particular, the two groups
showed the tendency to highly value the higher order value of self-enhancement but less value the higher value
of self-transcendence. In addition, self-enhancement and self-transcendence were the higher order values which
clearly differentiated the primary psychopathic tendency group and secondary psychopathic tendency group. In
particular, the values of achievement, power-dominance, power-resources, and universalism-concern most clearly
differentiate the two groups from each other. In addition, among the higher values of openness to change and
conservation, both primary and secondary psychopathic tendency groups surpassed the normal control group in
terms of the values of hedonism and face. On the other hand, the normal control group surpassed the primary

and secondary psychopathic tendency groups in terms of the values of humility and conformity-rules.
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Table 1
Conceptual Definition of the 19 Universal Values (Ciechisuch et al., 2013)
Value Conceptual definition

Self-direction-thought Freedom to cultivate one’s own ideas and abilities
Self-direction-action Freedom to determine one’s own actions
Stimulation Excitement, novelty, and change
Hedonism Pleasure and sensuous gratification
Achievement Success according to social standards
Powet-dominance Power through exercising control over people
Power-resources Power through control of material and social resources
Face Security and power through maintaining one’s public image and avoiding
Security-personal Safety in one’s immediate environment
Security-societal Safety and stability in the wider society
Tradition Maintaining and preserving cultural, family, or religious traditions
Conformity-rules Compliance with rules, laws, and formal obligations
Conformity-interpersonal Avoidance of upsetting or harming other people
Humility Recognizing one’s insignificance in the larger scheme of things
Universalism-nature Preservation of the natural environment
Universalism-concern Commitment to equality, justice, and protection for all people
Universalism-tolerance Acceptance and understanding of those who are different from oneself
Benevolence-caring Devotion to the welfare of in-group members
Benevolence-dependability Being a reliable and trustworthy member of the in-group

Figure 1. Circular continuum of 19 universal values (Cieciuch et al., 2013).
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Internal Consistency Reliability of Each Value Type
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Universalism-concern 67
.65
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Self-direction-action
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Stimulation
Hedonism
Achievement
Power-dominance .72
Power-resources .78
Face .69
Security-personal .59 Benevolence-caring
.70
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Table 4
Correlations between Primary-Secondary

Psychopathic Tendency, and Value

Value Primary  Secondary
openness to change .08 .01
Higher conservation 15" -.06
order . .
value self-enhancement .58 .28
self-transcendence 52" -20"
self-direction-thought -.03 -.04
self-direction-action -.08 -22"
stimulation 12" a1
hedonism 16" 157
achievement 35" .05
power-dominance 44" 257
power-resources 54" 26"
face 24" 13"
security-personal -.02 -.02
19 value  security-societal .01 -.05
tradition .06 .01
conformity-rules -22" 12"
conformity-interpersonal -17" -.01
humility -29" -10"
universalism-nature -20" -.06
universalism-concern 41" -.10
universalism-tolerance -33" -23"
benevolence-caring =317 14"
benevolence-dependability -10° -01
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value M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) (2, 87) (Schefte)
Openness to change 48(0.54) 36(0.51) .05(0.34) 635" 1>3
Conservation -29(0.32) -.15(0.29) .02(0.19) 9.71™" 1<3
Self-enhancement .63(0.42) 25(0.39) -23(041) 33,12 1>2>3
Self-transcendence -.38(0.39) -.12(0.39) .18(0.31) 20.48™ 1<2<3

Note. 1 = primary; 2 = secondary;
p < 0L ™p < 001

3 = control.

Table 6

Priority Differences of 4 Higher Order Value Type between Primary-Secondary Psychopathic

Tendency, and Normal Contro/

Primary(n=30) Secondary(2=30) Control(n=30)

Rank higher order value M(SD) higher order value M(SD) higher order value M(SD)
1 self-enhancement 4.80(0.67)  openness to change  4.22(0.74) self-transcendence 4.20(0.73)
2 openness to change  4.64(0.71) self-enhancement 4.11(0.71)  openness to change  4.08(0.67)
3 conservation 3.87(0.60) self-transcendence 3.74(0.51) conservation 4.05(0.61)
4 self-transcendence 3.78(0.56) conservation 3.71(0.55) self-enhancement 3.80(0.69)

- 483 -



Korean Journal of Clinical Psychology

AR Jd, 123 FARAE Jd
TOoR fogt AolE HSl Ao=T e
R2, 87)=2048, p<.001. Wetx 1214 A4
A% e st g A A7
& A7HAE Al A T 7P $AIEH, B
IS B g8l A7) 2d A7 7 Al A
@ 3 7MY AT & 5 ok

470 791781 ell digh Al Fe] EenE
AT E, 12 FAWNALE e 4 A
A7 & A1 B 7P A8
om Wslo] gk AW - B -
A7 o ® T HAEAE T
Aoz Ueyith Wi, 22b4
A2 Wt digh /A 77 7
FARL
2 Ueisth &, 1A A EAE dd
2218 A
1290l 3

=
Tz gAA BT AQA &
=
o
=

e

X,

ol "y
oX

o%

o,

T,

rlo

>

=

>,

Ho

N

L

& ofy

3+ 499l Ty

97 Zixlofl CHEt 1,

1
Aot A ST g7Hln R =oH|w

XM MAIHE A

AA 1970 AR ol 13 A AR
A 234 AANANT A EALT

1‘
N
N
1

1o om N ¥
1>
o
it
2 ofN il
v
=
=]
i

kol

H pd
2 Qe eag A 1 45

3] o

£ Table 89 AAISIH oW, &% 71x]o] tjgh
JAt ok e9ztel s AEs] sl +
MR TS ANSIEAT JURt vlad
A ARRI Table 79 v EFHAE w4
A AAGorn, ARl A Table 8
o] P TFHAE HFE AT

T A - AH - A A - A AL - A
W sx2E - s2 U - AL - BRSO
HA - BE TR - v E 8 TEX A
ofgh et zpo|7} BAEJ FrhHa 2
Q1A 2O T E, A nF 7HA
o 3 AY AF /XL FE 12 FA
WA Hee] 224 BAHAAE Fdhol
U AR folatA we 7 AFE
Btk & AS5FT 7Re 12 ZAwA
Ak Aol EAlfldEg e =& A
o2 Yehgom, R2, 87)=5.70, p<.01, A -
AHA 7 s 1A A AR Fde]

22Mg BAMALTE Jdd SAHGES f
oAl E& AeE YERT, R2, 87)=12.60,
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Table 7

H0|8S /1, 23k JUEE gEx

t=2f ZERITOI| 28 M7 Schwartz8l 71028 SAe2

Mean Differences of 19 Value Type between Primary-Secondary Psychopathic Tendency, ana

Normal Contro!

Primary(n=30)  Secondary(n=30)  Control(n=30) F Post-hoc
Yo M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) 2, 87) (Schefte)
Self-direction-thought 0.17(0.61) 0.41(0.65) 0.08(0.56) 2.30
Self-direction-action -0.29(0.32) -0.15(0.29) 0.02(0.19) 250
Stimulation 0.11(0.90) -0.20(1.10) -0.70(0.81) 5.70" 1>3
Hedonism 0.91(0.70) 0.93(0.56) 0.24(0.77) 10.01™ 1, 2>3
Achievement 0.86(0.66) 0.18(0.72) -0.03(0.75) 12.69™ 1>2,3
Power-dominance 0.38(0.69) -0.25(0.72) -0.69(0.77) 16.24™ 1>2,3
Power-resources 0.45(0.62) -0.23(0.85) -0.80(0.74) 21.43™ 1>2>3
Face 0.56(0.56) 0.64(0,70) 0.14(0.59) 5.63" 1, 2>3
Security-personal 0.17(0.63) 0.30(0.87) 0.16(0.53) 0.38
Security-societal 0.07(0.78) -0.18(0.90) 0.21(0.77) 1.79
Tradition -1.24(1.03) -1.19(0.79) -0.96(0.76) 0.90
Conformity-rules -0.71(0.86) -0.37(0.70) 0.21(0.71) 1145 3>1, 2
Conformity-interpersonal -0.12(0.92) 0.38(0.87) 0.47(0.57) 478" 2, 3>1
Humility -0.77(0.92) -0.61(0.75) -0.10(0.64) 5917 3>1, 2
Universalism-nature -0.75(1.03) -0.55(0.87) -0.37(0.70) 1.43
Universalism-concern -0.72(0.80) 0.070.75) 0.40(0.44) 21.19™ 2,3>1
Universalism-tolerance -0.20(0.73) -0.06(0.78) 0.31(0.62) 4.21" 3>1
Benevolence-caring 0.05(0.60) 0.05(0.65) 0.47(0.54) 5.03" 3>1, 2
Benevolence-dependability 0.09(0.52) 0.38(0.79) 0.34(0.49) 1.93
Note. 1 = primary; 2 = secondary; 3 = control.

p < .05 “p < 0L p < .00L

WO, R2, 87)=11.45, p<.001; R2, 87)=591,
p<O0l; R2, 87)=5.03, p<.01, RAF] A& 7}
2= AT 12 BAHA o &
oAl w& AoR UrhHY, R2, 87)=4.21,
p<05. £ FEUUA - HAF- 4 7]
AXe BAFGH 228 FAHAdE Jo
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Table 8
Priority Differences of 19 Value Type between Primary-Secondary Psychopathic Tendency, ana
Normal Control

. Primary(n=30) Secondary(n=30) Control(n=30)
Ranl
value M(SD) value M(SD) value M(SD)
self-direction
1 hedonism 5.08 (0.87) hedonism 4.79 (0.67) . 4.62 (0.82)
-action
. conformity
2 achievement 5.02 (0.75) face 4.50 (0.88) . 4.50 (0.86)
-interpersonal
self-direction self-direction benevolence
3 ) 4.88 (0.91) 4.27 (0.89) . 4.50 (0.92)
-action -thought -caring
benevolence universalism
4 face 4.72 (0.87) - 4.23 (0.84) 4.42 (0.86)
-dependability -concern
power conformity benevolence
5 4.61 (0.81) 4.23 (1.03) 4.36 (0.88)
-resources -interpersonal -dependability
power self-direction benevolence
6 . 4.54 (0.86) . 4.16 (0.95) 4.34 (0.83)
-dominance -action -tolerance
self-direction security
7 4.33 (0.73) 4.16 (0.97) hedonism 4.27 (1.06)
-thought -personal
security . conformity
8 4.33 (0.84) achievement 4.03 (0.96) 4.24 (0.80)
-personal -rules
) . universalism security
9 stimulation 4.28 (0.99) 3.92 (0.72) . 4.24 (1.03)
-concern -societal
benevolence benevolence security
10 - 4.26 (0.74) . 3.91 (0.84) 4.19 (0.79)
-dependability -caring -personal
security universalism
11 . 4.23 (0.93) 3.80 (0.82) face 4.17 (0.87)
-societal -tolerance
benevolence security self-direction
12 ] 4.21 (0.69) X 3.68 (0.91) 4.11 (0.72)
-caring -societal -thought
conformity . . .
13 . 4.04 (1.12) stimulation 3.66 (1.27) achievement 4.00 (0.80)
-interpersonal
universalism power .
14 3.97 (0.81) 3.62 (1.13) humility 3.92 (0.89)
-tolerance -resources
conformity power universalism
15 3.46 (1.07) . 3.61 (0.95) 3.66 (0.90)
-rules -dominance -nature
universalism conformity power
16 3.44 (0.87) 3.49 (0.84) . 3.33 (0.97)
-concern -rules -dominance
universalism universalism
17 3.41 (1.18) 3.31 (1.09) stimulation 3.32 (1.00)
-nature -nature
.. - power
18 humility 3.40 (0.92) humility 3.24 (0.87) 3.22 (0.84)
-resources
19 tradition 2.92 (1.03) tradition 2.67 (0.97) tradition 3.07 (0.86)
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