Spring 2001
Tangney

Psychology 811

PERSONALITY ASSESSMENT
Lecture:
Friday’s 1: 3 0‑4: 10 p.m.

Instructor:
June Tangney, Ph.D.


DK 2012


(703) 993‑4051


jtangney@gmu.edu

Office Hours:
Tues 1:30‑2:30, Wed 1:00‑2:00 and by appointment

TAs:
Deb Klingender ‑ (703) 379‑1206; dklingen@gmu.edu


Lisa Northman ‑ (703) 239‑2189; lnorthma@gmu.edu

Lab:
Monday 11:00‑12:50


Monday 3:00‑4:50

Course Description: This is the second semester of a two‑semester sequence in psychological assessment. The goals of the two courses are: 1) to provide a basic understanding of the principles of psychological assessment; 2) to develop an understanding and appreciation of the professional, ethical and social issues involved in psychological assessment; 3) to develop specific skills in the administration, scoring, and interpretation of key intellectual and personality assessment measures; and 4) to develop basic skills in interviewing, rapport building, behavioral observation, and presentation of assessment results in oral and written forms. This semester, the focus will be on personality assessment and on conducting full psychodiagnostic assessments.

Course Structure and Requirements: This course is comprised of lectures and lab meetings. The lab meetings will continue to focus on refining interview, administration, scoring, and interpretation skills. The attached course outline includes the reading list. Please make every effort to read the assigned readings associated with each class before class so that we can make the most of class time and so that we can cover any questions, controversies, and concerns that might arise.

Grading will be determined by:

o Class attendance and participation ‑ 5%

o Lab attendance and participation ‑ 5%

o Adherence to clinic policy, ethical standards, professionalism, responsibility in working with subject 

pool/volunteers ‑10%

o Test administrations and scoring ‑ 30%

o Test reports ‑ 50% 

4 "single" reports (5% each) 

2 full batteries (15% each)

Please make every effort to complete assignments promptly, since late assignments will make completion of the course requirements extremely difficult. For one out‑of‑class assignment, you may receive an extension of up to five days; however, this applies only for circumstances beyond your control, such as "no‑show" volunteers. Any other late assignments will be docked one full letter grade.

Testing Requirements: Students will administer tests to volunteers, and score, interpret, and write reports based on their findings. Administration and scoring of test protocols will be observed and monitored by your TA. Test reports will be reviewed by the instructor. The TAs will keep the instructor informed on students' progress. Scoring and interpretations may be returned for revision before a final grade is assigned. Please do not hesitate to seek extra assistance from the TA or instructor should you feel the need.

Volunteer Recruitment: Tests will be administered only to volunteers. Do not test individuals whom you know personally, or with whom you have any type of relationship (e.g. teaching assistant, neighbor, etc.). In the case of child volunteers, you may "trade" volunteers of this latter type with your classmates, but you should not get any feedback on the test results of such individuals. Adult volunteers will be recruited from university courses. Children will be recruited from the community. Children may be given some token incentive to participate. In the past, prizes have included McDonald's gift certificates, movie passes, or small toys. Parents who volunteer their children may not receive extra credit for their coursework.

No one, except you, your classmates, TA, supervisor, and instructor are allowed to know the results of the tests. Volunteers must be told beforehand (and it is written in the informed consent form) that NO FEEDBACK WILL BE GIVEN. Volunteers and parents must be told that you are learning to administer the tests, and that reliability and validity of the results are, therefore, questionable. Make no recommendations to volunteers or parents based on your testing. You will, of course, be encouraged to do so in your reports, but those are to be seen only by your instructors.

Confidentiality: Protocols, reports and all other information about volunteers should be treated with strict confidentiality. All protocols and written materials should be identified by code number or clear pseudonym. Materials left in mailboxes should be in sealed envelopes. Do not discuss the information outside of lab, class, or supervision. Do not conduct discussions in public areas where others may overhear you. Violation of any of these guidelines is a breech of ethics and will be treated seriously.

Required Texts:

American Psychological Association (1985). Standards for Educational and Psychological Testing. Washington, DC

Exner, J.E. (1995). A Rorschach Workbook for the Comprehensive System, Fourth Edition. Ashville, NC: Rorschach Workshops.

Exner, J.E. (1993). The Rorschach: A Comprehensive System. Volume 1: Basic Foundations. Third Edition. New York: Wiley and Sons, Inc.

Graham, J. (1999). MMPI‑2: Assessing Personality and Psychopathology, Third Edition. New York: Oxford University Press.

Additional Readings

Acklin, M. W. (1993). Integrating the Rorschach and the MMPI in clinical assessment: Conceptual and methodological issues. Journal of Personality Assessment, 60, 125‑13 1.

Ball, J. D., Archer, R. P., & Imhof, E. A. (1994). Time requirements of psychological testing: A survey of practitioners. Journal of Personality Assessment, 63, 239‑249.

Bellack, L. (1986). The T.A.T., C.A.T. and the S.A.T. in Clinical Use (4TH Ed.), Chapter III. Orlando: Grune & Stratton, Inc.

Butcher, J.N. & Rouse, S.V. (1996). Personality: Individual differences and clinical assessment. Annual Review of Psychology , 47, 87‑111.

Collins, F.L. & Thompson, J.K. (1993). The integration of empirically derived personality assessment data into a behavioral conceptualization and treatment plan. Behavior Modification, 17(l), 58‑71.

Epkins, C. C., & Meyers, A. W. (1994). Assessment of childhood depression, anxiety and aggression: Convergent and discriminant validity of self‑, parent‑, teacher‑, and peer-report measures. Journal of Personality Assessment, 62, 3 64‑3 8 1.

Finn, S.E. (1996). Assessment feedback integrating MMPI‑2 and Rorschach findings. Journal of Personality Assessment, 67(3), 543‑557.

Ganellen, R.(l 996). Comparing the diagnostic efficiency of the MMPI, MCMI‑11, and Rorschach: A review. Journal of Personality Assessment, 67(2), 219‑243.

Ganellen, R., Wasyliw, O.E., Haywood, T.W., Grossman, L.S. (1996). Can psychosis be Malingered on the Rorschach? An empirical study. Journal of Personality Assessment, 66(l), 65‑80

Jones, E. E., & Thorne, A. (1987). Rediscovery of the subject: Intercultural approaches to clinical assessment. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology. 55, 488‑495.

Koppitz, E. M. (1983). Projective drawings with children and adolescents. School Psychology Review, 12, 421‑427.

Lilienfield, S.O., Wood, J.M., & Garb, H.N. (2000). The scientific status of projective techniques. 

Psychological Science in the Public Interest, 1, 25‑66.

Masling, J. M. (1997). On the nature and utility of projective and objective tests. Journal of Personality Assessment, 69(2), 257‑270.

Meehl, P. E. (1973). Why I do not attend case conferences. In P. E. Meehl (Ed.), Psychodiagnosis: Selected papers. New York: Norton.

Parker, K. C. H., Hanson, R. K., & Hunsley, J. (1988). MMPI, Rorschach, and WAIS: A meta-analytic comparison of reliability, stability, and validity. Psychological Bulletin, 103, 367‑373.

Sorkin, B. A., & Freylerp, T. F. (1988). Animal movement on Rorschach cards: An empirical analysis of a deservedly neglected topic. Journal of Polymorphous Perversity, 5, 7‑8.

Tanaka‑Matsumi, J., & Kameoka, V. A. (1986). Reliabilities and concurrent validities of popular self‑report measures of depression, anxiety and social desirability. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 54, 328‑333.

Viglione, D.J., Jr. (1996). Data and issues to consider in reconciling self‑report and the Rorschach. Journal of Personality Assessment, 67, (3), 579‑587.

Weiner, I.B. (1997). Current status of the Rorschach inkblot method. Journal of Personality Assessment, 68(l), 5‑19.

Westermeyer, J. (1987). Cultural factors in clinical assessment. Journal of Consulting an Clinical Psychology, 55, 471‑478.

Zillmer, E.A., Archer, R.P. & Castino, R. (1989). Rorschach records of Nazi war criminals. Journal of Personality Assessment , 53, 85‑99.

Testing Requirements

MMPI‑2

Two administrations & reports

Score and write‑up of interpretation for instructor

TAT

Two administrations, one done with each MMPI‑2

Transcripts checked by the TA.

2 reports to Instructor (with MMPI‑2s)

Rorschach
Three administrations (2 adults and I child)

1. Adult:
Administration observed by TA


Scoring to TA

2. Adult:
Scoring, structural summary ‑ to TA


Report to instructor

3. Child:
Scoring, structural summary to TA


Report to instructor

Rotter Incomplete Sentences
One administration, with a Rorschach

Projective Drawings
One administration, with a Rorschach

Full Batteries*
You may conduct the full batteries with volunteers from last semester, using the WAIS‑111, WISC‑111, or CAS results you already have. In such cases, please update the interview.

Adult:
Administer, scoring to TA


Report to instructor

Child:
Administer, scoring to TA


Report to instructor


*Full batteries should include:

· Clinical interview

· WAIS‑Ill or WISC‑111 or CAS

· MMPI‑2 or MMPI‑A if subject meets age requirements

· TAT, CAT or Roberts

· Projective drawings (your choice)

· Rorschach

· Incomplete sentences or other self‑report measure (optional for child battery)

Tentative Class Schedule and Assignments

Date
Lecture Topic
Reading

Jan 19
Introduction to Personality Assessment
Butcher & Rouse (1996)


MMPI‑2: Introduction, Administration


TAT Background & Administration

Jan 26
MMPI‑2: Validity Scales
Graham: Ch. 1,2,3,8


Social Desirability ‑‑ Response Bias



or Personality Disposition?


TAT Interpretation
Bellack: Ch. 3

Feb 2
MMPI‑2: Clinical Scales


Rorschach: Introduction & Administration
Graham: Ch. 4



Exner Text‑ Ch. 1,2,3



Exner Workbk: Ch. I


Weiner (1997)


Ganellen (1996)

Feb. 9
MMPI 2: Interpretation
Graham: Ch. 5


Rorschach Scoring ‑ Loc and DQ
Exner Text: Ch. 4,5,6



Exner Wrkbk: Ch.2,3

Feb 16
MMPI‑2: Interpretation
Graham, Ch. 6,7


Rorschach Scoring ‑ Determinants and FQ
Exner Text: Ch. 7,8



Exner Wrkbk: Ch.4,5

Feb 23
MMPI‑2: Interpretation
Graham: 9,10,12


Rorschach Scoring
Exner Text: Ch. 9,10


The Structural Summary
Exner Wrkbk: Ch. 6,




7,8,9

March 2
Rorschach Scoring
Exner Text: Ch. 13,14


Rorschach Interpretation
Ganellen et al. (1996)

March 9
NO CLASS ‑ Spring Break!


March 16
Rorschach Interpretation


Other projective techniques
Sorkin & Freylerp (1988) Koppitz (1983)

Mar 23                  Rorschach Interpretation

                             Other personality measures

                            More than "One Way" ‑ Alternatives to

                           "Traditional" Personality Assessment

                             (Cognitive Behavioral Assessments,

                            Functional Assessments, and other useful

                            "treatment‑focused" evaluations) Guests: 

                             Jim Maddux and John Riskind
Exner Text: Ch. 15,16,17 Masling (1997) Tanaka‑Matsumi & Kameoka(l 986) Readings: TBA

Mar 30
Rorschach Interpretation
Exner Text: Ch. 18, 19


Integrating Test Results
Meehl (1973)


Report Writing
Viglione (1996)



Acklin (1993)

April 6
Integrating Test Results
Parker et al. (1988)


Report Writing
Zillmer, et al. (1989)


Providing Feedback
Finn (1996)

April 13
Special Issues with Special Populations                       
Jones & Thorne (1987)


Cultural Factors and the Limits of                       
Westermeyer (1987)



Current Assessment Techniques      

Apr 20
Treatment Considerations                            
Collins & Thompson (1993)

April 27
Reliability and Validity Revisited             
Epkins & Meyers (1984)


Wrap up                 
ball et al. (1994)






Lilenfield et al. (2000)

May 4
Final Exam and Discussion

CONGRATULATIONS!!! THAT'S 2/10ths.  HAVE A GREAT SUMMER!!!

