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Introduction 

This report assesses the relationship compatibility and satisfaction of Ms. J and Mr. M. 

The report is based on observational data, interview, and the Revised NEO Personality Inventory 

(NEO PI-R). The NEO PI-R is based on the five-factor model of personality, which are 

neuroticism, extraversion, openness, agreeability, and conscientiousness. Within these five 

factors are six facets of personality. Ms. J and Mr. M have agreed to come into our offices for an 

interview about themselves and their relationship and to take the NEO PI-R. Their behavior will 

be observed throughout this process. All this information will be used and compared to current 

research on healthy and functional relationships. 

Personality Characteristics 

 I have gathered many research articles on relationship satisfaction, on what works, and 

what does not work. I shall use this information to evaluate Mr. M and Ms. J’s relationships 

compatibility and satisfaction. Dutton et al (1994) found that men’s self-report of insecure 

attachment, anger, jealousy, borderline personality organization, and trauma symptoms were 

significantly positively correlated with the frequency of verbal and physical abuse of partners. 

We test insecure attachment and reports of abuse through interview questions and test trauma 

symptoms by looking at the anxiety (N1) score and test anger by looking at the anger hostility 

(N2) score on the NEO PI-R. 

Buss (1992) found, through factor analysis, there to be 12 manipulation tactics: charm 

(compliment), reason (explain), coercion (demand/criticize/yell), silent treatment (ignore), 

debasement (lower self), regression (pout/sulk/whine), responsibility invocation 

(commitment/deadline), reciprocity (promise/exchange/compromise), monetary reward (gifts), 
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pleasure induction (enjoy/fun), social comparison (compare to others), hardball (physical 

harm/lie/degrade/deception/withhold (money)). He found correlations between extraversion and 

the tactics of coercion, responsibility invocation, and debasement; agreeability and pleasure 

induction, reason, coercion, and silent treatment; neuroticism and regression and hardball; 

conscientiousness and reason; openness pleasure induction and reason. The tactics of 

manipulation will be extracted from the interview and the five personality traits from the NEO 

PI-R. 

 Thomas & Fletcher (2003) found that higher mind-reading accuracy in couples was 

correlated with relationship satisfaction and closeness. Both of these variables will be determined 

from the interview. Feeney & Collins (2003) found that altruistic motives for caregiving were 

indicative of healthy relationship function. Again, both of these variables will be determined 

from the interview. Hendrick et al (1988) found that love attitudes, including commitment, 

investment, self-esteem, and self-disclosure, were positively correlated with relationship 

satisfaction. Hendrick et al (1988) also found there to be six love styles: eros 

(intense/passionate), ludus (game-playing/uncommitted), storge (friendship-based), pragma 

(practical), mania (obsessive/dependent), and agape (altruistic/gift). Eros, agape, and ludus were 

related to the degree of relationship satisfaction whereas storge, pragma, and mania were related 

to relationship length. Again, all of these variables will be determined from the interview. 

 Barelds (2005) found that neuroticism was negatively correlated and extraversion was 

positively correlated with marital happiness. Relationship happiness will be determined from the 

interview and the traits of neuroticism and extraversion will be determined from the NEO PI-R. 

Robins et al (2000) found that women’s relationship happiness depended upon their partner’s 

low negative emotionality (aggression, stress reaction, etc.) and high positive emotionality 
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(social closeness, social potency, well-being, and achievement) whereas men’s relationship 

happiness depended only on their partner’s low negative emotionality. Neuroticism, specifically 

N1 and N2, will be used to measure negative emotionality based on the NEO PI-R. Extraversion, 

specifically E2, and C4 will be used to measure positive emotionality based on the NEO-PI-R. 

Relationship satisfaction will be determined through the interview. 

 To sum up this research, neuroticism, specifically N1 and N2, are associated with anxious 

attachment, reports of abuse, negative emotionality, relationship dissatisfaction, and 

manipulation tactics of regression and hardball.  Extraversion is associated with relationship 

satisfaction, positive emotionality, and manipulation tactics of coercion, responsibility 

invocation, and debasement. The other three personality traits, openness, conscientiousness, and 

agreeability, were not found to have a significant impact on relationship functioning, but are 

correlated with manipulation tactics. I have decided that reason is the best manipulation tactics 

and is used by those scoring high in openness and conscientiousness. Mind-reading accuracy and 

altruistic caregiving motives indicated greater satisfaction in relationship. Eros and agape love 

indicated greatest relationship satisfaction whereas storge and pragmatic love indication 

relationship dedication. 

Based on research into healthy relationships and personal opinion, I hypothesize that 

neuroticism is negatively correlated with the happiness and satisfaction of a relationship. 

Extraversion is positively correlated with relationships satisfaction and the rest of individual 

differences do not significantly affect the relationship. Securely attached infants tend to have 

more successful relationships in adulthood. I believe the ideal relationships is one in which both 

partners are low in neuroticism and high in extraversion, securely attached, only use the 
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manipulation tactic of reason, have one of the matching love styles that promotes relationship 

satisfaction and length, and have altruistic motive for caregiving. 

Observation 

The first stage of the evaluation of Ms. J and Mr. M was an observation of their 

interaction when they came in for their separate interviews. We observed them, with their 

consent, while they waited for the interviewer to prepare for the interview and to administer the 

NEO PI-R. They sat very closely to each other, holding hands, while Mr. M was playing a game 

on his iPhone and Ms. J had her head on his shoulder and was just looking around the room. 

They did not talk much, but were very physically affectionate in that they sat very closely and 

maintained touch despite doing separate activities. They did not seem particularly eager for the 

interview, as they did not say anything about the upcoming activity. 

Ms. J was interviewed first and when in the room with the interviewer she was more 

talkative, but a bit apprehensive. She was very jittery and constantly was tapping her foot or 

shaking her leg. She continued this behavior throughout taking the personality inventory. Mr. M 

was very thoughtful about each of his responses, both in the interview and when taking the 

personality inventory. 

Interview (see Figure 1&2) 

I interviewed Ms. J first. She is a 19-year-old female from a family than rose from 

working class to upper middle class. She is half Chinese and half Caucasian and lives in a 

wealthy area of Northern Virginia where she is working on a degree in Psychology. Ms. J 

reports, “My ethnicity and socioeconomic status is important because it is part of who I am. I 

have grown up in two conflicting cultures with Western society being extremely individualistic 
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and carefree and Eastern society being very community oriented, strict, and great emphasis on 

education. Having seen both sides of working class and upper middle class has made me 

extremely grateful for everything I have now.” 

She reports that she and Mr. M have been dating for 3 years and 8 months. She told me 

that they are very committed, invested, and expects a long-term relationship. She reported that 

her relationship with Mr. M was a top priority in her life and that she “forsee[s] a very long-

lasting and happy relationship.” They have discussed the future, but nothing too seriously as they 

are both very young. Ms. J expressed an interest in having a family “in the very distant future.” 

They used to live together, but after Ms. J returned from studying abroad, they are both living at 

home due to financial and practical reasons. Ms. J expressed an interest in resuming their 

cohabitation when the time was right, presumably meaning when they are financially able to. 

She reports high satisfaction with the relationship and emotional attachment, especially 

compared to previous relationships in which she had “never felt a very strong emotional 

attachment”. Ms. J is extremely comfortable in the relationship and claimed that “[Mr. M] is the 

only person [she] can completely let loose and be [her]self” and that Mr. M is always supportive 

and boosts her self-esteem. When asked if she was generally satisfied with the relationship, Ms. J 

said, “Yes, we just have fun together, very similar interests; I can always talk to him about 

anything. He makes me happy, which is the most important aspect to a relationship. We have 

similar ideas about the future.” The only problem she reports with the relationship is lack of 

romance. She reports that Mr. M has never abused her in any way. 

She reports a storge style of love, which is friendship-based love. On a scale of 1-10, Ms. 

J reports a 7 on being able to predict and interpret partner’s thoughts. In discussing a made up 

scenario about choosing an activity, Ms. J used the manipulation tactics of coercion, regression, 
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and reciprocity. She makes up a very specific example about an evening activity, “I want to go 

out to dinner and a movie, but Joey says he has too much work to do and doesn’t want to spend 

that much money. I tell him he wouldn’t have too much work if he hadn’t procrastinated so much 

and that even though it is kind of expensive, we never really go out anymore. I’d whine and pout 

about how we never do fun things anymore, but also promise to help him with his work the next 

day.” She criticizes him for procrastinating, which is an example of coercion. She pouts and 

whines, which is an example of regression. At the end, she compromises to help him with his 

work if he takes her out, which is an example of reciprocity. 

According to Ms. J’s mother, Ms. J was a securely attached child. When given a 

description of the three attachment styles, Ms. J’s mother says to Ms. J: 

“You belong to the "Secure Child" category.  I read each category three times to make 

sure that I give the correct choice.  I recall the time when you were little, I took you to the 

child care person or center, you would always hold me for a while and let me go and 

when I picked you up you were so happy, but you seldom cried or got angry when I 

dropped you off to the child care center.  You got along with other kids and were nice 

and sweet from my observation and from teacher's reports.  You have always been 

confident and self-esteem about yourself, etc. So I choose "Secure Child" for you.” 

When asked about caregiving motivations in a scenario in which the partner is ill, Ms. J 

responded with altruistic motives for caregiving saying that she “want[s] him to feel better” and 

wants to reduce his discomfort by getting things for him and making him food.  

Next, I interviewed Mr. M. He is a 22-year-old male from an upper middle class family. 

He has nearly graduated college and is a high school graduate. He concurs that they have been 

dating for 3 years and 8 months and that they are very committed, invested, and expects a long-
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term relationship. Mr. M has not had any previous relationship. Mr. M does not indicate future 

plans, but believes them both to have the understanding of a long lasting relationship. He reports 

high satisfaction and when asked if he was generally satisfied with the relationship, Mr. M said, 

“Yes, she makes me happy. My day-to-day operations without her are not as exciting as when is 

not part of them. She introduces me to new experiences I wouldn’t normally experience.” Mr. M 

describes himself as “completely invested” and comfortable in the relationship also asserting that 

he “feel[s] more [him]self with her than anyone else”. He told me that Ms. J is extremely 

supportive and there for him when needed. 

Mr. M also reports a storge style of love. On a scale of 1-10, Mr. M reports on average, 

an 8.5 on being able to predict and interpret partner’s thoughts, but makes a point to specify that 

some of the time he has no idea and some of the time he knows exactly. In discussing a made up 

scenario about choosing an activity, Mr. M uses the manipulation tactics of pleasure induction 

and manipulation. He is very ambiguous and general in his answer, “If we disagreed and wanted 

to do two different things I would start by describing the scenario in which we do my idea, trying 

to make it appealing to them. Basically describing my reasons why I think my activity is the 

better choice. If the reason I would rather do my activity is because I didn't want to do her 

activity, I would tell her the reasons why I don't want to do her activity.” His attempt to make his 

activity seem more appealing is an example pleasure induction. He relies a lot on reason in his 

attempt at manipulation. 

Mr. M reports no significant problems with the relationship and has never been abused by 

Ms. J in any way. When asked about caregiving motivations in a scenario in which the partner is 

ill, Mr. M also responds with altruistic motives saying that he wants “to make them feel 

better/get better sooner (…) to be happy, not sick.” When given a description of the three 
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attachment styles, Mr. M’s mother categorizes Mr. M as a securely attached child and adds, “He 

had a pillow that he would cling to when I left so as long as he had that pillow, he was OK.” 

NEO PI-R 

The Revised NEO Personality Inventory (NEO PI-R) is a concise measure of the five major 

dimensions, or domains, of personality and some of the more important traits or facets that 

define each domain. Together, the 5 domain scales and 30 facet scales of the NEO PI-R allow a 

comprehensive assessment of adult personality. In this report, Mr. M and Ms. J filled out the 

self-report form, which consists of 240 items answered on a 5-point scale. Below are the raw 

scores and a comparison of normality based on gender for the five major dimensions. 

Mr. M’s NEO PI-R Scores (see Figure 3) 

Neuroticism 54 Low 

Extraversion 101 Average 

Openness 142 Very High 

Agreeability 146 Very High 

Conscientiousness 98 Low 

Ms. J NEO PI-R Scores (see Figure 5) 

Neuroticism 71 Low 

Extraversion 125 High 

Openness 129 High 

Agreeability 132 Average 

Conscientiousness 109 Low 
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Both Mr. M and Ms. J scored low on neuroticism and conscientiousness and ranged from 

average to very high on extraversion, openness, and agreeability. Anxiety (N1), anger hostility 

(N2), gregariousness (E2), and achievement (C4) will be specifically looked at. Mr. M 

respectively score, average, very low, average, and average. Ms. J scored respectively average, 

very low, high, and low (see Figure 3&4&5&6). 

Discussion 

Based on observation, Mr. M and Ms. J seemed very physically close and comfortable 

with each other indicating relationship happiness at that point in time. The results of the 

interview were much more telling into the deeper aspects of their relationship and happiness over 

a longer period of time. Based on the demographic information collected during the interview, 

currently Mr. M and Ms. J are both young college students at the same university, living in the 

same area, and are both from upper middle class families. To quickly sum up the interview, Mr. 

M and Ms. J were in agreement on a number of things including: intent for long term 

relationship, high relationship satisfaction, comfort in relationship, feeling of supportiveness 

from partner, increase in self-esteem in relationship, storge love style, high rating of mind-

reading accuracy, and both were reported as securely attached as babies as reported by their 

mothers. They differed in manipulation tactics. Ms. J used coercion, regression, and reciprocity 

whereas Mr. M used reason and reciprocity. 

Mind-reading accuracy is correlated and therefore indicative of relationship satisfaction 

and based on self-report of mind-reading ability of their partner, both Mr. M and Ms. J rated 

themselves highly indicating a health relationship (Thomas & Fletcher 2003). They both 

indicated very similar goals and the same friendship-based love style, storge, which is correlated 

with relationship length and matches with the interview reports of intent for a long term 
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relationship (Hendrick et al 1988). They both reported altruistic motive for caregiving in the 

example in which their partner has a cold. This is correlated with relationship health and 

functioning so the fact that they both report altruistic motive shows they have a happy and 

healthy relationship (Feeney & Collins 2003). 

Their mothers both reported them to be securely attached infants, which suggests healthy 

adult relationships (Dutton et al 1994). Dutton et al (1994) found anxious attachments to be 

correlated with abuse and not only are they both securely attached, but there is no report of abuse 

in their relationship. According to Buss (1992), coercion and reciprocity is correlated to high 

extraversion, regression to emotional instability, pleasure induction and reason to agreeability 

and openness. Based on the results of the NEO PI-R, Mr. M scored very high in agreeability and 

openness and used mostly the manipulation tactics of reason and pleasure induction. Ms. J scored 

low on neuroticism, but average on N1 and high on N5 and N6, and high in extraversion used the 

manipulation tactics of coercion, regression, and pleasure induction. Reason was determined to 

be the only good manipulation tactic so the fact that Ms. J does not use this tactic may be 

problematic to the relationship. 

N1 and N2 are correlated with anxious attachment (Dutton et al 1994) as well as marital 

distress (Barelds 2005). Both scored low on neuroticism, very low on N2, and average on N1, 

which shows that they have less of a chance of experience marital distress. Barelds (2005) also 

found that extraversion was positively correlated to marital happiness. Ms. J scored high on 

extraversion and Mr. M scored average on extraversion indicating they have the capacity for a 

happy marriage. N1, N2, E2, and C4 scores can be used to measure negative and positive 

emotionality. Low negative emotionality is the most important to a both men and women’s’ 

relationship satisfaction. Ms. J and Mr. M both scored average on N1, very low on N2 showing 
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their similarity and satisfaction in their relationship, although N1 could be lower. High positive 

emotionality was found only to matter to women so Mr. M scored average on E2 and C4. 

Based on the results of observation, interview, and the NEO PI-R, both Ms. J and Mr. M 

are securely attached, are not abusive, have mind-reading accuracy, have altruistic motives for 

caregiving, report high satisfaction with relationship, have storge love style, both are low in 

neuroticism and conscientiousness and average to high in openness, agreeability, and 

extraversion. Based on the research, these are all indicative of a healthy relationship. Both scored 

average on N1, this could be lower for a happier relationship. Mr. M scored average on 

extraversion and positive emotionality traits; again this could be higher for a happier 

relationship. Their relationship lacks eros, which concurs with Ms. J’s report of lack of romance. 

Ms. J uses negative manipulation tactics and this can cause problems in the relationship. 

The hypothesis states that the ideal relationship is one in which both partners are low in 

neuroticism, high in extraversion, securely attached, only use the manipulation tactic of reason, 

have matching love styles, and altruistic motives for caregiving. Based on the findings and the 

hypothesis, Mr. M and Ms. J have a very psychologically healthy relationship and all signs 

suggest a long and happy relationship. 
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Appendix 

Figure 1: Joey Meyer Interview 
 
Interview Questions: 

1. What is your name? Joey Meyer 
2. How old are you? 22 
3. Describe your socioeconomic and racial status. Upper middle class, white 
4. What is your highest level of education? Nearly graduated college, high school graduate 
5. Scenario: You want to do a certain activity for the night, but your partner wants to do 

another activity, how do you convince your partner your activity is better? Feel free to 
make up the activities and add details as realistically as possible. If we disagreed and 
wanted to do two different things I would start by describing the scenario in which we do 
my idea, trying to make it appealing to them. Basically describing my reasons why I 
think my activity is the better choice. If the reason I would rather do my activity is 
because I didn't want to do her activity, I would tell her the reasons why I don't want to 
do her activity. 

6. How well do you think you can interpret your partner’s thoughts on a scale of 1-10? 8.5 
7. When your partner is sick with a cold, do you take care of them or not? Why? Yes, to 

make them feel better/get better sooner. I want them to be happy, not sick. 
8. There are 7 love styles. Base on the descriptions below; circle the ones that are most 

applicable to you/our relationship. 

a. Eros (intense/passionate love) 
b. Ludus (game-playing/uncommitted) 
c. Storge (friendship-based love) 
d. Pragma (practical love) 
e. Mania (obsessive/dependent love) 
f. Agape (altruistic/gift love) 

9. Ask your caregiver: given these description for secure, anxious-avoidant, and dismissive 
attachment, which best characterizes your child? 

a. Secure: Child uses caregiver as a secure base for exploration. Protests caregiver's 
departure and seeks proximity and is comforted on return, returning to 
exploration. May be comforted by the stranger but shows clear preference for the 
caregiver. Caregiver responds appropriately, promptly and consistently to needs. 
Caregiver has successfully formed a secure parental attachment bond to the child. 

b. Anxious-Avoidant: Child shows little affective sharing in play. Little or no 
distress on departure, little or no visible response to return, ignoring or turning 
away with no effort to maintain contact if picked up. Treats the stranger similarly 
to the caregiver. The child feels that there is no attachment; therefore, the child is 
rebellious and has a lower self-image and self-esteem. Caregiver give little or no 
response to distressed child. Discourages crying and encourages independence. 

c. Ambivalent: Child unable to use caregiver as a secure base, seeking proximity 
before separation occurs. Distressed on separation with ambivalence, anger, 
reluctance to warm to caregiver and return to play on return. Preoccupied with 
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caregiver's availability, seeking contact but resisting angrily when it is achieved. 
Not easily calmed by stranger. In this relationship, the child always feels anxious 
because the caregiver's availability is never consistent. Caregiver is inconsistent 
between appropriate and neglectful responses. Generally will only respond after 
increased attachment behavior from the infant. 

d. Comments: “He had a pillow that he would hold onto when I left so as long as he 
had that pillow, he was OK.” 

10. How long have you been dating? 3 years and 8 months 
11. Do you foresee relationship dissolution in the future? Why or why not? Do you have 

future plans? No, I believe we are both very committed and both understand we want a 
very long lasting relationship. 

12. Are you generally satisfied with the relationship? Why? Yes, she makes me happy. My 
day-to-day operations without her are not as exciting as when is not part of them. She 
introduces me to new experience I wouldn’t normally experience. 

13. How invested are you in the relationship? Completely invested, I am very willing to 
make it work and make her happy. 

14. Does your partner make you feel good about yourself and support you? Yes, she always 
provides me with supportive words and is there when I need her. 

15. Do you feel comfortable being yourself in the relationship? Yes, completely. I feel more 
myself with her than anyone else. 

16. Please describe your past relationships. I haven’t had any previous relationships. 

17. What are significant relationship conflicts you have had? Had your partner ever verbally, 
emotionally, or physically abused you? We do not fight much. When we do, it is over 
small things and we make up quickly. No, never. 

 
~ 
This interview provides very important insights into the Mr. M’s personality and his relationship 
with Ms. J.
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Figure 2: Sonia Jeffers Interview 
 
Interview Questions: 

1. What is your name? Sonia Jeffers 
2. How old are you? 19 
3. Describe your socioeconomic and racial status. I am half Chinese, half American. I live 

in a wealthy part of Northern Virginia. I would say my family is upper middle class 
currently, but when I was growing up, I would say we were working class. My ethnicity 
and socioeconomic status an important part of who I am. I have grown up in two 
conflicting cultures with Western society being extremely individualistic and carefree and 
Eastern society being very community oriented, strict, and great emphasis on education. 
Having seen both sides of working class and upper middle class has made me extremely 
grateful for everything I have now. 

4. What is your highest level of education? I am currently completing my degree in 
Psychology at George Mason University. 

5. Scenario: You want to do a certain activity for the night, but your partner wants to do 
another activity, how do you convince your partner your activity is better? Feel free to 
make up the activities and add details as realistically as possible. I want to go out to 
dinner and a movie, but Joey says he has too much work to do and doesn’t want to spend 
that much money. I tell him he wouldn’t have too much work if he hadn’t procrastinated 
so much and that even though it is kind of expensive, we never really go out anymore. I’d 
whine and pout about how we never do fun things anymore, but also promise to help him 
with his work the next day. 

6. How well do you think you can interpret your partner’s thoughts on a scale of 1-10? 7 
7. When your partner is sick with a cold, do you take care of them or not? Why? I take care 

of him because he is feeling ill and I want him to feel better. Also if he did certain things 
himself, like getting out of bed to make food etc., it would be too strenuous and cause 
him discomfort, so I do those things for him.  

8. There are 7 love styles. Base on the descriptions below; circle the ones that are most 
applicable to you/our relationship. 

a. Eros (intense/passionate love) 
b. Ludus (game-playing/uncommitted) 
c. Storge (friendship-based love) 
d. Prgama (practical love) 
e. Mania (obsessive/dependent love) 
f. Agape (altruistic/gift love) 

9. Ask your caregiver: given these description for secure, anxious-avoidant, and dismissive 
attachment, which best characterizes your child? 

a. Secure 
b. Anxious-Avoidant 
c. Ambivalent 
d. Comments: You belong to the "Secure Child" category.  I read each category 

three times to make sure that I give the correct choice.  I recall the time when you 
were little, I took you to the child care person or center, you would always hold 
me for a while and let me go and when I picked you up you were so happy, but 
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you seldom cried or got angry when I dropped you off to the child care center.  
You got along with other kids and were nice and sweet from my observation and 
from teacher's reports. You have always been confident and self-esteem about 
yourself, etc. So I choose "Secure Child" for you. 

10. How long have you been dating? 3 years and 8 months 
11. Do you foresee relationship dissolution in the future? Why or why not? Do you have 

future plans? No, I foresee a very long-lasting and happy relationship. We have discussed 
a family (in the very distant future). We used to live together, but currently are doing a 
long distance relationship. Due to financial circumstances, we will not be living together 
when I return, but I do expect to move in together again when the time is right. 

12. Are you generally satisfied with the relationship? Why? Yes, we just have fun together, 
very similar interests; I can always talk to him about anything. He makes me happy, 
which is the most important aspect to a relationship. We have similar ideas about the 
future.  

13. How invested are you in the relationship? My relationship with Joey is one of my top 
priorities. Usually #1, but occasionally school takes first priority. I would say I spend a 
lot of time on the relationship meaning we talk a lot and spend a lot of time together. 

14. Does your partner make you feel good about yourself and support you? Always. 
15. Do you feel comfortable being yourself in the relationship? Joey is the only person I can 

completely let loose and be myself. He still loves me despite my shortcoming and 
negative qualities. 

16. Please describe your past relationships. Joey is my first love and first long term 
relationship. Before him I dated casually, but was quick to end the relationship (ranged 
from a few days to 2 months) because I realized that we were not very compatible. In the 
times that I had been dumped, it was due to fundamental religious differences and one of 
my boyfriends was experiencing serious psychological issues and needed time to work on 
himself. I never felt a very strong emotional attachment to anyone before Joey. 

17. What are significant relationship conflicts you have had? Had your partner ever verbally, 
emotionally, or physically abused you? Nothing like that! Our biggest conflict is that I 
think our relationship lacks romance. 

 
~ 
This interview provides very important insights into the Ms. J’s personality and her relationship 
with Mr. M.
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Figure 3: Joey Meyer’s Form S Part 1 
 

 
 
These are the raw data results for Joey Meyer of the big five factors and the facets for 
neuroticism and extraversion. These are important to drawing conclusion about personality and 
other factors that may affect a relationship. 
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Figure 4: Joey Meyer’s Form S Part 2 
 

 
 
These are the raw data results for Joey Meyer of the facets for openness, agreeability, and 
conscientiousness. These are important to drawing conclusion about personality and other factors 
that may affect a relationship. 
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Figure 5: Sonia Jeffers’s Form 2 Part 1 
 

 
 
These are the raw data results for Sonia Jeffers of the big five factors and the facets for 
neuroticism and extraversion. These are important to drawing conclusion about personality and 
other factors that may affect a relationship. 
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Figure 6: Sonia Jeffers’s Form 2 Part 2 
 

 
 
These are the raw data results for Sonia Jeffers of the facets for openness, agreeability, and 
conscientiousness. These are important to drawing conclusion about personality and other factors 
that may affect a relationship. 


