
mensions (Table 4). The magnitudes of these rela-
tionships did not appreciably change, when age,
sex, race/ethnicity, alcohol/drug use disorders, or
paranoid, antisocial, borderline, narcissistic, or ob-
sessive-compulsive personality disorder scores
were controlled in logistic regression models. Con-
versely, the magnitude of the relationships between
the personality disorder scores and arrest did not
markedly change when included in these models.

For almost all NEO scores, there were only
small differences between subjects with a nonvio-
lent-only or violent prior arrest (data not shown).
However, violent arrestees had lower mean scores
than nonviolent-only arrestees on gregariousness

(45.8 v 52.0, P � .02) and openness to feelings
(42.2 v 49.2, P � .004).

DISCUSSION

Major Findings

We found that several “normal” personality di-
mensions were associated with prior arrest over the
preceding 13� years. Compared to those who had
not been arrested, arrested subjects had signifi-
cantly higher mean scores on NEO scales of angry
hostility, impulsiveness, and excitement-seeking,
and the odds of prior arrest increased between 4%
and 7% per unit increase on these scales. This
suggests that the likelihood of arrest increases, in a
dimensional way, with readiness to experience an-
ger (angry hostility), inability to control urges (im-
pulsiveness), and craving excitement and stimula-
tion (excitement-seeking).28 In contrast, arrested
subjects had significantly lower mean scores on
NEO scales of trust, straightforwardness, compli-
ance, modesty, dutifulness, and deliberation, and
the odds of prior arrest decreased 4% to 5% per
unit increase on these scales. This suggests that the
likelihood of arrest decreases dimensionally with
the disposition to believe that others are honest and
well-intentioned (trust), unwillingness to manipu-
late others (straightforwardness), tendency to in-
hibit aggression and to forgive others (compli-
ance), degree of humility and self-effacement
(modesty), extent to which one is governed by
moral obligations (dutifulness), and tendency to
think carefully before acting (deliberation).27

The association between scores on these NEO
scales and prior arrest were independent of demo-

Table 4. Relationship Between NEO Scores in 1993 to 1999

and Prior Arrest (1981 to 1993)

Odds Ratio
(95% CI) P Value

Neuroticism 1.04 (1.01-1.06) .002
Angry hostility 1.06 (1.03-1.08) �.001
Impulsiveness 1.04 (1.02-1.07) .002
Warmth 0.97 (0.95-0.99) .006
Excitement-seeking 1.07 (1.05-1.10) �.001
Agreeableness 0.95 (0.93-0.98) �.001
Trust 0.96 (0.95-0.99) .001
Straightforwardness 0.95 (0.93-0.98) �.001
Compliance 0.95 (0.93-0.97) �.001
Modesty 0.96 (0.94-0.99) .002
Dutifulness 0.96 (0.93-0.98) �.001
Deliberation 0.96 (0.93-0.98) .001

Table 3. NEO Personality Scores in 1993 to 1999, by Prior

Arrest (1981 to 1993)

Prior Arrest
Test

Statistic
(t609)

P
Value

No
(n � 532)

Yes
(n � 79)

Neuroticism 49.9 53.6 3.09 .002
Anxiety 49.1 50.9 1.55 .12
Angry hostility 50.4 55.7 4.66 �.001
Depression 50.9 53.5 2.06 .04
Self-consciousness 49.8 51.6 1.66 .10
Impulsiveness 48.6 52.0 3.15 .002
Vulnerability 50.7 51.9 0.91 .36

Extraversion 47.5 48.3 0.67 .50
Warmth 47.5 44.1 2.81 .005
Gregariousness 50.1 49.5 0.54 .59
Assertiveness 48.7 49.2 0.41 .68
Activity 47.5 48.5 0.93 .35
Excitement-seeking 48.0 52.9 4.83 �.001
Positive emotions 47.7 47.6 0.11 .91

Openness 45.8 46.0 0.14 .89
Fantasy 48.3 47.3 0.93 .35
Aesthetics 48.7 49.8 0.93 .35
Feelings 47.7 46.2 1.24 .22
Actions 45.9 47.5 1.44 .15
Ideas 47.1 49.0 1.68 .09
Values 46.0 43.7 2.07 .04

Agreeableness 49.2 43.8 4.32 �.001
Trust 46.6 42.2 3.42 .001
Straightforwardness 49.5 44.8 4.04 �.001
Altruism 49.1 46.7 1.89 .06
Compliance 49.4 43.8 4.51 �.001
Modesty 50.8 46.9 3.19 .001
Tender-mindedness 51.8 52.1 0.28 .78

Conscientiousness 47.0 44.3 2.31 .02
Competence 48.2 45.1 2.45 .02
Order 46.3 46.5 0.27 .79
Dutifulness 47.0 42.3 3.92 �.001
Achievement-striving 46.9 46.4 0.42 .67
Self-discipline 46.3 46.0 0.23 .82
Deliberation 52.0 48.2 3.48 .001
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