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havior Approach System Scales: BIS/BAS; Carver & White,
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(Gray, 1982)o L7223->T, PPICH I 3 RLDKRINCEIL T,
Levenson et al. (1995) (& MPQ (Multidimensional Personality
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analysis: CFA) 1T & » THRUREED 2 R o & 1 2 #eat
L, BREL CGHAEIRRE TOBEEZ RS 8- 1
(goodness of fit index (GFI)=.85, adjusted goodness of fit
index (AGFI)=.83, comparative fit index (CFI)=.66, root-
mean-square error of approximation (RMSEA)=.07), £ C T
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Nize LichioC, Ihb 2l HHIZD L THNEOIEE
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1 2
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2. MOADOKHL AL EIFHL L, 55 31
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Table 2 PSPS, BIS/BAS, PANAS DB %L

PP PS
BIS —.12% 05
BAS 41k 04 —.16%*
RN I e .04 —.14%
e’y —-.05 — 32k
R AR SR 13 09
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*p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
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The purpose of the present study was to investigate reliability and validity of Japanese version of the
Primary and Secondary Psychopathy Scales. First, similar to the original scales, exploratory factor analysis
of the data from a sample of 475 revealed two factors for the scale items. In addition, a sample of 77 pro-
vided good indication of internal consistency as well as test-retest temporal stability. Correlations with
BIS/BAS scales and PANAS also gave support for the scales’ validity. These and other results suggested that,
with some reservations, the Japanese version had usefulness of the original scales to measure psychopathic

tendencies.
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