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1. Orientation 
Nots. Before beginning this subtest, introduce yourself to the examlnee. Record responses verbatim. Award 0-1 point for each response. 

Item/Response / 
Score 

(0, 1) 

1, What Is today's date? If the examlnee gives correct month, day, and year, give credit for Items 2-3 and skin to Item• ~~ I 

' IF ,,,...,J 
2. What year Is this? 

3,~ .. PJ \... .. I 
3. What month is this? 

~ I 
4. What day of the week is this? 

fG I 
5. What season Is this? k \,. .. ,. :-! __ • __ ··--------·-------··--· .. _. .... . - . --·- ·---·- --- ......... .. ··-·- ...... -. ····-·· ·---· .. , ...... ... ..... . ·-- ·-· ··- --........ -· ··-·- ----· --··-------· ··-··- -l-···-

I 
t 
I 

' 

I 

6. What time is it now? Actual Time: __L_: '111 
I .)_} 

7. What is the name of this place? If the examlnee gives a general response (e.g., "hospital"), say, Yes, but what Is the name 
} ol this hospital? ·(J, F, I rn~ £),J,I, ~ 

B. What city/town-are we in now? Cb1.~ , / t 
9. What state/province are we In now? 

(J (_ I 
10. How old are you? V i--..J- I 
11. When were you born? ..,,- I 
12. What Is my name? Is this how you Introduced yourself? _v?es __ No _,.,,.-· ~- Y-IAAI~ I,~ I / - } 

13. Is this the first time we have met? Have you met the examlnoe before? ~es __ No Vj_..--"' I 
Total 1°3 Score 2.Sequences 

For each Item, record responses verbatim and completion lime In seconds. Award 1 point for each correct response and sum the points to obtain the item score. 

Item/Correct Response Response 

,_.---

3. Numbers 

Completion Item 
Time Score 

, •• fl (0-12) 
(NYVI..-• /;;;L_ 

Total 
Completion 

Time 

(0-11) 

t/ 
(0-13) 

13 

Total 
Score 

Record responses verbatim for each oral trial. For each trlal, award 1 point for each correct response, Sum the. trial scores to obtain the Item score. 

Oral Trial 1 Oral Trial 2 Written Trial Item 
Score Item Response Score Response Score Response Score (0..,) 

1. 279-57-64 

' 
2. 591--08-32 

3. 913-863-80-95 

Total (D-9) 

Score 
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I 
.Trial 3 / 

asnaranus V/ 

"Ilk 7.,, 
Notebooks ,7 
Coffee .,, 

. _,./.;/ Folders ·-·-· .... . --· --·-··· --· -- . 
----- I/ Snlnach 

Lemonade 
.,, 

"elerv v -

s=nvelones ·,7,. 

~ 
Potatoes ✓, 

Scissors ,7,, 
t Soda v -~ 
e 
• i 

Trial 3 Sums 

Trial 4 . ;~ 

•s-aranus ✓ 
MIik ✓ 
••otebnoks 

Coffee ✓ 
Fol.ters 

Snlnach 
-✓ 

1 e-onade \7 
Celer" ✓ 

Envelo-es V 
Potatoes ,/ 
Scissors V. 
Soda v 

I - .... - ... 9..." . 
Trlal 4Sums 

Intrusions 

s NS 

-- ···-. --· ..... ......... -

Combined 
0 

1/ 

Combined 

\ 
lntruatons 
s NS 

Subtest Sums Y. !), 
C0.511.bln1d 

Response Type 

Clusters Regions Score 
Repetition C s p M R (0, 1) 

·.· '. .. , .,,, ·, 
•,, .. :,.· :-:: . .. 

... 
·--· . ····· --- ····· 

',n 

·-:.;:· -'!, .. ,.·,·,:.:.:: .. ,'·:,. ·r: - ',·, ..... ·~·:, , .. :·,~~,.i;(_,t ., 

(~ 

Clusters Regfons 

'ii Repetitions C 8 p M R 

--

.. 

Recall 
Total 
Sc,ore 

. -
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7. Auditory Signal Detection 
Circle each target that Is endorsed and cross through each nontargel that Is endorsed. Award 1 point tor each target endorsed. Sum the number or nontargels endorse 

Practice Trial 

Scoring Trial 

\I • 
y 

J 

N 

F 

B 

V 

Q 

M 

F 

L 

u 
p 

C 

B 

V 

T 

H 

K 

A 

D 

R 

Targets 

Firs! Half 

Second Half 

Combined 

A 

w 
p 

L 

N 

X 

A. 

A D 

A C 

G M 

0 
y J 

A R 

D E 

H A 

R M 

B 

M 

A 

w 

M 

D 
y 

Q 

T 

X 

R 

J 

A 

A 

H 

G 

u 

X 

0 

T 

N 
p 

A 

N 

N 

Q 

Nonlargels 
(0-11) First Hall (0-97) 

(0-11) Second Half (1)-97) 

(0-22) Combined (0-194) 

8. Symbol Cancellation 

Q R A X 

D C T .A 

I C. X B 
F . M. ,fl .':B 

H 

A 

A 

A 

E 

N 

V 

R 

F 
E s 
L I 

H K 

L Q 

J u 
0 X 

I X 

D 

Targets 
Combined 

(0-22) 

F 

0 

F 

F 

X 

0 

X 

R 
L 
p 

D 

B 
y 

u 

,a 
A 

R 

A 

E 

X 

V 

Nontargets 
Combined 

(0-194) 

·--':/J*. R J 

s Q G s 
y A V G 

L M H D 

Q H K R 

B y A E 

T J p p 

I Adjusted 
.__ ___ ....,_ Score 

(0-22) 

Allow the examines up lo 2 minutes lo complete the page. Award 1 point for each target symbol endorsed. Sum the number of nonlargets endorsed. 

Targets Nontargets 

left Half (0-$0) Combln.ed j (0-1so+J 

Right Hall (0-,10) 

Combined (0-<10) 

Targets 
Combined 

Nontargets 
Combined 

(0-160+) (0-60) I Adjusted 

~----- Score 
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1 O. Word Lists 2 
Free Recall 

Record responses verbatim and enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Do Not Read Response 
Intrusions 
S NS 

ResDonse Tvne 
Clusters Score 

Rene""·· r. " 10 " 

-~ .... - ....... '\ 

~;·::;;,;,c",o;;:fl;;;ee"'._ .. -:". ".'-)-i---:---::-.. --:---:.:::-.. ---:---:: .. --:,._:----:.:-:-.. --:--.~.---,-,.cc .. i-,.~. -· ·r=--~ .. --+---:r--1r~i-~1--· ..... 
Folders 

Solnach 

Lemonade 

Sums 

Combined 

Free Recall Score I c---- + Word Lists 1 Trial 41~---~ 
. Cued Recall 

X 100 = 

Free Recall 
Score 

~---~ 
Percent 

Retention 

Record responses verbatim and enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Veaetables r,..,:;:.I'") I .. 

r-ic ,...., ' 
\(T \ (\ [J;), . 

-~ "'1,r, ' . ) -, -
Beverages IT\\'. J , __ . '-~-'l·J ' 

• n ") 

0 i.\('\ 
. 

Office SunnJies \ n -1-"u·_, 

,'/.[' ..:...P.,.-"')Q: _i-5 . ' 'i,,,01 •• 
... ,,,., ,P. 

~- -•1 . -
\'r 

ResDonse 

V, 

Response Type 
Intrusions 

s NS Reoetltlon 

._..,-

Sums -- -- -· 
Combined 

Score 
(O, 1) 

(l!:::12)... Cued Recall 
Score 

Free r-zf7 
Recall L,L-J + 

Cued~ 
Recall L...L,LJ = I ,.<.aa_o-24) I Recall Total Score 

8015



11. Complex Figure 2 
Recall 
Enter a check mark for each criterion element Included in the examlnee's drawing and award 0-2 points according to the-criteria here and in Appendix A. 

· Criterion Element 

Large Rectangle 

Small Squares 

Backward S 

Triangle 

Obllque Lines 

Sunburst 

X 

Vertical Extensions 

Horizontal Extensions 

Recognition 

Score 
Included,~ 10-2) 

V:' I 
'/ / 1"1.l 

1, 

I 

Scorlna Criteria 

Four sides are present and resemble a rectangle, not a square. Four sides meet at right angles 
Q.e., >75°). 

Both squares are present and positioned above large rectangle and at the top of the vertical 
extensions; each contains four right angles (I.e., >75' and <105'); ratio of longest to·shortest sld! 
~~:12 . 

Four semicircles are Present and do not touch each other or Intersect. 

Shape Is that of a( S facing backwar~nd does not touch any sides of the small square. 

A triangle Is present anu ,~,,s on top and within 5% of center of the large rectangle. The sides 
are approximately equal In length, within a ratio of 1 :1.2. 

Four oblique lines are present, each starting within 1/8" of each corner of the rectangle. They join 
within 118" of an imaginary horizontal bisector of the rectangle and to the right of center of the 
rectangle. 

A circle with six short lines extending outward from Its perimeter Is positioned In the correct secto1 
of the rectangle. Three of the lines are on the left of the circle, and three are on the right. 

An X with two Intersecting line segments and with top and bottom horizontal lines Is positioned 
within the correct sector of the large rectangle. 

Two lines extend vertically, one from the upper-left and one from the upper-right corner of the 
large rectangle. The ratio of each extension to the height of the rectangle ranges from 1:1.25 
to 1:1.18. 

Two lines extend horizontally, approximately parallel to the top of the rectangle, one from each of 
the lower side of the small squares. Each tine Is between 1.5 and 1.9 of the length of the side of 
the squares. 

Recall 
Total Score 

For the Identification task, record the letter corresponding to the examlnee's response. For the placement task, enter a check mark for each correct placement. 
For each task, award 1 point for each correct response. 

Identification 

Criterion Correct Score 
Element Response Response (0,1) 

Triangle a ')I I . 
Right Square b D 1 
Left Square C ~ I 
Sunburst b ) I 

X· .C f)I/' J 

Placement 

Correct 
Scoring Criteria Placeme!ll, 

Must rest on top of rectangle and within ✓ 
5% of center of rectangle 

Must be above and right of the rectangle, 
within 5% of vertical extension 

Must be above and left of the rectangle, / within 5% of vertical extension 

Must be In left sector of rectangle V/ 
Must be In right sector of rectangle t/ 

Score 
(0,1) 

l 
.. , . 

).1 

\ 
' ~, ) ... 

; .. , 

Recognition 
Total Score 
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1.3. Sentence Reading-Arithmetic 
For Items 1-2, record the examlnee's reading of the problems verbatim, Award 0-2 points for reading accuracy. For Items 1-2 and the arithmetic problems, award 1 
point for each correct response. 

Item Response Reading Accuracy Item Correct Arithmetic 
~+---+-------------------.:__-1 __ ..::,Score Response $_core I ,o-2·,1------1r------+-----+--1,1e-1.)--:--

1 

2 

14. Reading Single Words 

Reading 
Accuracy 

Score 

11)-..4) 

. -

1 
2 

4+8 
16 + 34 

_453 __ ± I!~~-+ _18? 
38-5 
76 -13 

831 - 546 
7X8 
27 X 3 

615 X 16 

$4.18 
$0.82 

12 
50 

-M6_~ ·---
33 
63 
285 
56 
81 

9,840 

Arithmetic 
Score 

Enter a check mark for each correct pronunciation. Record Incorrect responses verbatim. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Item Score 
Regular Irregular Pseudo• 

Item Resnonse Words Words words 
1. Throno ,'({:··•;,\'.(~ .. 

·'. 

2.Gauae 

3. Caum rcawm\ 

4. Skate 
5. Thorouoh 

6. Scana fskavnl 

?.Armament 

8. Heir ----

9. Prode (oroadl ;:··:;·:r~·~:\; \ -··i':S'::-

13. Splendid 

14. Montie lmon tel, mun tel\ 

15. Biscuit 

(0-11) 

Total 
Score 
(0-15) 
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.0 16. Verbal Fluency ✓ 
Re cold responses verbatim. Enter a check mark for each perseverallon (P) and each Intrusion (I), Award 1 point for each correct response. 

CWords '.<,.· :_., ,.':,<<·", .. ·.,. ·.:·)/:,;.:,.'.;'. '-'·' i .. · · • . ' < -~ -~- ~:- • i, ,· . '"'.'. . . . . 

1-15 Seconds 16-30 Seconds 31-45 Seconds 46-60 Seconds 

Responses 

. 
' 
/in. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

n .. RpoRlfS 

,_,,., I 

",-) 
r, r. e .I 

r-1 <. )'\). 
n, ,\ \_ l __ (") 

Score -(0,1) . ' .... , .... es 

I ,·, ~ ... -
"~' 

(\JA .II . 

. ,_ 
10,1) 

p Reaponses ;,core P 
(0,1) 

1------+-+-1--+-------1~-,1-+-1-------+-+~1-+------+--+-+---I CWords 
Score 

Animals 
1-15 Seconds 

Responses Score 
(0,1) p 

I 
J 
J 

l,_l.;. l 

16-30 Seconds 

Responses Score 

" 
(0,1) 

,. ., \Ar.:l 

:r,., M\ \--· 
k,111J..,. l 

-1 ,..r, I 
-1 J}) t,, l 
\'\ ,11 I 
l~-\h."-~/ l' I 

t-",il,, I 

31-45 Seconds 46-60 Seconds 

p Respona,s Score p (0,1) 
Score p Responses I0,1) 

-k\_,, I i'.1 ,• .. I li!\f.,i.,·i.r-<,(• I' 
i,._:.)J..}l(L8~ I , •. ,,_ > ,,J11,\f'• f .\ 

\'.-P"" (' ,r..1. ' ·r~i,) J ~:..--· ' ) .( 1, 

. 

1---1"',J..-"1-'\1_-+--1-'-+--11-+-------1---1-+-1------+--+--11-+------+----+-+--+ Animals 
'~•l\,11, I Score 

''First Names .. . ·. -··. .. ···.:-.:,,: ... . ,.·-- ,,,.,,, •.cc,,·.·- ... 1 .. ~-'"'"'·'"'•.~.,,,; .,,,..,, .. \ ... -~-. .. 
1-15 Seconds 16-30 Seconds 31-45 Seconds 

Responses Score p I Responm Score p I Reaponaes Score p 

' 
(0,1) (0,1) (0,1) 

I TM'tf/'I I ,(II I --~~---!' 1 
'"l,\:l',( I ?" ,v,_";\,..._. I ,,,,'..-<;f,4,-~-· I ,,, l\\i,I' I "":' C ,NJ-~ I lf\,\•-t,,;r·•· 1 

I,.,!"· I II :~(, 1 , 't)')r'Q,r> I 
',,rw. I ', 1, 1' r I .,,--,,v, ( 

'° I. I ., c,-A I r\,-v;/\ ' 
"/t, I ,J'. , I Al/lA..ff/:_.. I 
c ,,,l J V<=\.o,. I i 

~1 " I I""\ IP,.mn, I 

'""' I ,,t,i , ''-'I"' I 

JQ_ J12. l1.. 
HS Seconds Score D + 16-30SecondsScore D + 31-45SecondaScore D + 

Tolal Peraeverallons D Total Intrusions D 

,., .... ,, ""'·•-"" . .... , •.. , ... -, .. ,. , .. ,, ... , .. •: ··,\, ,., .. 
'" ,:-. 

I 

46-60 Seconds 

Responses Score p I (0,1) 
.. !"'O',t_ J(.,,.,., ' -IPn \ 
-:,.,~,ti) j { 

•· -~~"1" l 
,,,,;.,. J ' -,....,., i.A 1 

ll,1,U'\] I 
"' Flral 

Names 
Score 

L:j:: '3~ I 

46-liOSecondsScore D = [=:) 
Total 
Scor~ 

8018



f .. -

I 

18. Picture Recognition 
Circle Y or N tor each response. For each Incorrect response, enter a check mark tn the applicable Error Type column. Correct responses are printed In boldfaced 
Italics. Award 1 point tor each ccrrect response. r-'----------------~ 

"·-
1. Windmlll 
2. Goat 
3. Clothespin 
4. Spinning wheel 
5. Spider 
6. Motorcycle 
7. Rocking chair 
a. Guitar 
9.Well 

10. Belt 
11. cow 
12. Pliers 
13. Piano 
14. Tie 
15. Switch 
16. Trumpet 
17. Chair 
18. Iron 
19. Umbrella 
20. Shirt 
21. Toaster 
22.Nallfile 
23. Violin 
24. Telephone 
25. Dress 
26.Screw 
27. Roller skate 
28. Helicopter 
29.Owl 
30. Lobster 
31. Frog 
32.Pumpkin 
33.Lamp 
34. Star 
35. Kangaroo 
36. Television 
37. Barrel 
38. Eagle 
39. Envelope 
40.Anchor 

Total 
Score 

y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 

(0--40) 

Error Type 

(0-20) l Total 
Errors 

8019
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' 
i 
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21. Conceptual Shifting 
for each part of each item, circle the numbers corresponding to the examine e's selections of designs and record the attribute descriptions verbatim. Award 1 point fc 
each correct response 

A B 
~--~----~-------------~------------< Score Score ,. __ 

"···--~1•··· (0, 1) (0, 1) 

1. A/ :r ro ~) IP_/ 1, 2, 4: same shape 
' 

B Ii) 2 ttf);@ 1, 3, 4: same shading ·.:, \ 
' ····--·-·· -ro·2('P@ 2. A . ( (,)--z:;c,,--S - . . . -- - .... ... . . , ~- . 

B t ---;,v 1 2 (£);{ ) 1, 3, 4: same shading I 
3, A 1 {If )rf)(4',, ! 

• t 

OYK4Y :.e_c;:,/ s,·_ -t _ 2, 3, 4: same orientation 
'-" 

B {j)r(),()4 1, 2, 3: all while or no shading 

4. A (v(';) 3 (.:: -~ 1, 2, 4: same shape \ 
B 0 2 (IJ) f. 1, 3, 4: all while or no shading \ 

t: . 
5. A 1 1'7~ 3_,?'4' f) rit',,t1kd~ ,c-...c. .. '2, 3, 4: same orientation \ ·' :•··· -

B (f)c-,'YA J4 1, 2, 3: same shading 

6. A 'i' r 121\3)4 1, 2, 3: same external shape 

B {(f)2 t'3)T 1, 3, 4: same Internal shape 

7, A "1) 2 i(i) r-) 1, 3, 4: same orientation 

B 1 fD(3')£) 2, 3, 4: small triangle in same corner 

f": ?,.I\. 1, 2, 3: open figure 

a ~ rn l ~- 1'11,n-(_,,_ 1, 2, 4: line and curve 

9, A 
!"-

-~--"-"' ~--2·;;.l.··)_ ~....'.l~!..--~~~J ·~ ·, -!l,,!n[d.'1~"~~-~--__,7_-;--· ----+-·..:.:..:::~::.::.:::..:==-::::::::::.:._-b%37'J~f-~i-/7". ru /(4 flil'E.•·, fl v,✓•- 1, 2, 4: point In same direction ':,-;,:/-,'.':._ 

B p-,_ ~~-2 3 -~4' '17" .- L !~ I!,.:)/'; I r 1J1 12 .J ( 4 . ~ _J 1, 2, 4: same number of petals 

( (0-10) 

),o 
A B Total 

Score Score Score 

8020



22. Picture Description-Oral • . -
Record the exam/nae's description verbatim (you may use a cassette recorder). Assign a point rating that best corresponds to the description. Roughly estimate the 
average length of all phrases. 

~ L__J Content Score 
2:Bword■ [I] 
3-5 wor<la 1 Phrase Length Score 
<3Worda 0 

23. Auditory Comprehension 
Circle Y or Nin the appropriate column lo Indicate the examinee's response lo the first or second reading of the question. Award 2 points for a correct response lo 
the first reading or 1 point for a correct response to the second reading. Correct responses are printed in boldfaced ltalfc. 

Item First Reading 

1, Is there Ii chair In this room? y N 

2, Is a comb good for brushing your teeth? y N 

3. Do you buy shoes In a furniture store? y N 

4. Do you put on your shoes after your socks? y N 

5. If the bear was kllled by the tiger, Is the tiger dead? y N 

• • 24. Repet1t1on 
Record responses verbatim. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Item 

1. Belong 

2. President 

.. . . -· ... .. - . -- ....... - . -·-····· ·---·-
· ·: 3.-· Authorlzed"Sfgnature-·· ·· · - ... 

4, If he comes, I wlll go. 

5. The prosecutor's closing argument convinced the jury. 

• • • • 25. Picture Descr1pt1on-Wntten 
~sslgn a point rating that best corresponds lo the description. 

Second Reading Score 
(0-2) 

y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 

(0-10) 

Response 

-·· 

Total 
Score 

.. -· .. -- . 

Score 
(D, 1) 

----- ··-···· 

(0-5) 

f--;•---

Total 
Score 

... 
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19. Expression of Emotion . . 

Enter a check mark for each correct spontaneous (S) or Imitated (/) expression. Award 2 points for each correct spontaneous expression and 1 point for each 
correct Imitated expression. 

Expression Spontaneous Score Imitation Score 
(0, 2) (0, 1) 

1. Angry 

2.Happy 

3. Surprised 

4.Sad 

Spontaneous (0-8) lmilal/on (M) 

Score Score 

20. Practical Problem Solving 
Record responses verbatim. For each item, award 2 points for two acceptable responses or 1 point for one acceptable response (printed In Italics). 

Item 

1. What would you do If you 
smelled smoke In your house 
or apartment? 

2. What would you do if you were told 
that the water to your house would be 
turned off for 3 days? 

3. You were Informed that you owe 
$2,000 In taxes. You do not have that 
much money available. What could 
you do? 

4. If someone visiting you suddenly 
reported feeling sick and then fainted, 
what would you do? 

5. What would you do if you saw a 
2-year-old child playing In the middle 
of the street? 

Acceptable Responses 

notify fire department; try to locate 
source and extinguish fire, if possible; 
leave the house or apartment 

collect enough water by some means 
to last for 3 days; purchase bottled 
water; arrange to stay some place else 
fora days 

borrow money from some source or 
arrange for a loan; ask for an 
extension for payment; ask to pay by 
Installments; sell stocks/bonds to 
obtain money; cash savings bonds; 
sell property or real estate to obtain 
money 

offer Immediate assistance, such as 
lay the person down; telephone for 
medical assistance; call 9-1-1 

Immediately remove the child from the 
street; tell the child's parents; yell to 
the child to move 

Response 
/ 

Score 
(0-2) 

-y&llA-~✓ 
-· ) /)D i,,·R,'2 ()v ( ('},/ j_ 

- ~ \.Jv~ \L-

,,- ~-t~t / 

Total 
Score 

8022



17. Praxis 
Record the examlnee's dominant hand. Enter a check mark for each spontaneous 
(S) or Imitated (I) correct movement. Award 2 points for each correct spontaneous 
movement ·and 1 point for each correct Imitated movement. 

.. · ~ ·:~;:'.· \~·:'. ~~~r,, ·._._1;:_ t . ::-~. ~ ~.''.Y, ~--, .... -~·,:· ·.,: · lrit~~·u.:-., it~y~·. ~py~m~~t~ .. ·".:;··~••- :, :_,.::-~/.'. . \· \. \~ __ ; ~ .. -----~·'_,_;~~;::_:; :: i -~ 1~:: 
. '{;'!Z?t;t;if J;ti.bo iliriiaht·l:i•riii /( )'.;';\ i\(ii,:C· , i '·/i)•(: 'Noiici~1111naii_i .ii•~~ t/4;.il;!Jt!Jl \)i 

Movement 

1. Wave 

2. Motion "Come here" 

3. Signal "Slop' 

4. Saluto 

s Score 
(0-2) 

+ 

Movement 

1.Wave 

2. Motion 'Come here" 

3. Signal 'Slop" 

4. Saluto 

s Score 
(o-2) 

-·:-:~f~i\}t{ti~li~itJt_\j;,40/6:1i1\ii(:}tr.~~-S.i_t_tV~ :·M_QV.~ifl•h,t~t¼~wi?{:~t1i\~tft.~%~;;~g~~~~~'.j%.?~~@ 
i;,,0,t/?ft'!t'ci.oni111■ii1/1•hilt':'!':••1::?:t,;. .•.· ;'.'j\'::,t iNtjn~oiiii~ant liand'¾t'l!tfd:il1;1 

Movement s Score 
(0-2) 

1. Turn key 

2.Hammer. 

3. Brush tooth 

4. Comb hair 

Movement 

1. Turn key 

2.Hammer 

3. Brush teeth 

4. Comb hair 

+ 

Movement 

1. Blow candlo 

2. Suck straw 

3. Lick crumbs 

4.Cough 

s 

s 

Score 
(o-2) 

Score 
(0-2) 

Intransitive + Transitive + Buccolaclal 

= 

= 

= 

Examlnee's Dominant Hand 

R L 

rio=iiil Intransitive 
L_J Score 

Transitive 
Score 

r<Hi7 Buccofaclal 
L_J Score 

Total 
Score 

.. -·-· ·--·-- ·-- ...... __ --····-· ··-·-· .... ·--··-· -· 
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1 ~. spatial Location . . 
For each Item, mark an X on the grid to Indicate correct and Incorrect chip placements, Grids are shown from lhe examlnets view. Item adjusted scores are 
based on the following general formula: Number of Correct Chip Placements minus [Total Number of Chips Placed minus Correction Factor]. Use th, 
formula provided with each Item to obtain the Item adjusted score. Sum the Item adjusted scores to obtain the subtest adjusted score. 

\f~JMS/i&WM W 
Item Adjusted Score Item Adjusted Score 

Practice 6 6-r6--s1=6-
Numb,r Total 
corroct Chf PJ 

1 ~~-[~-31= ✓ 
c±=iE Correct Ch1ps 

7 • . 
• -· • , - Numb,r Tola I 

Correct Chips 

2 _-[_-3]=' __ 8 -5-t5:-5J= 3 
Number Tolar Number Total 
Comtct Chips Correct Ch!pt 

3 -[ -4]= __ 
_;r -;;;- 9 Je-r~-6]=~ 
Correct Chips Correct Ch fps 

4 

✓ 
_-[_-4]= __ 
Number Total 

10 r "-r-3:--11 = 
~r Tolal 

Correct Ch!ps Correct Chlpg 

---~-•- . -=--- =[_·-_ -4J:i ~ -
• 

Number Total 
Correct ChJps 

i \ 
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12. Picture Naming 
Record all responses verbatim. Record complellon time and award 1 point for each correct, spontaneous response, 

Spontaneous Semantic Cue Phonemic cue 
The first 

Score Thtartlstwas sound ofthe 
llem Response (0-1) Time trying to draw ••• Response Word fl,,, Rasponso 

1.Cow 
an animal C 

2. Shirt an article sh (blouse) of clolhing 

3. Telephone a means 
le (phone) ol communlcallon 

4.Tle something worn I (necl<tle, cravat) wilhashlrt 

5.0wl ab/rd ow 

6,Sw/tdl somelhlng to do 
SW (Ught swllch) with elsctrlclty 

7, Iron 
an appliance Ir (sleam Iron) 

a.Motor~• a means mo (moto Ike, bike) of transportaUon 

9. Plano a musical Instrument pl (grand piano) 

' 10. Screw a piece of hardware SC I 

! 

11,V/olln \ 
(viola, fiddle, cello) a musical Instrument vi 

12. Clolhespin something used cl (clothespeg) 10 hang laundry 

13. Rockln1 Chair 
(rocker a piece of lurnnure ro 

I 

14, WlndmW a building often Wi found In Holland 

15. Lobster somelhlngthal lo (crayfish, crawdad} /Ives In the ocean 

16. Frog something that Ir ~oad) lives In a pond 

17. Kangaroo an Auslrallan animal ka 

·- ···-···· . .. -·· --·· . ··-· ... -·· --·--- .. . -·-
!8,_BaJrel ---- - ···something io ..... ... -- .. 

--- ----· -···---•-'-• -----·- - ·- -... 
store things In ba 

19. Envelope somelhlng used en for a letter 

o.Anchor something used by 
:;.oats,;i, ~ ... ,.- -· 

(0-20) (0-20) (0-20) 

Total Score Completion Time Semantic Phonemic 
Cues Cuea 

8025



1 u. word Lists 2 
· Rec'ooii1iiont/'-, '-: · ·· -~~ 

•• <,_.' .- . 

Circle Y or N for each response. For each yes response {correct or incorrect), enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Correct responses are 
printed In boldfaced llallcs. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Response Type Score 
~-----+----~-H~lt-~F~P~R-~F_P_U__, (0,1) Item Responsg, 

1. Corn· y (N 
r.>.: • -2. Milk y N 

3. Envelopes v3 N 

4. Soaahetti y /(N 
5. Asoaraaus rv·. N 

17. Moo 
,,, ....... ~ 

18. Scissors / Y N 

19. Cola Y /{ti)• 
20. Onions Y r'f,,. NJ ·,;• · · • '. 

21. Spinach '.Y.l N 

26. DeterQent Y / AL ./ 
27. Toothpaste Y I N.. / ·. 

28. Pencils y __ / N. 

29. Celery Y ) N 

30. SlaDles ./ Y J N - J 
31. BlueberrJes · Y ,r'ii' 
32. Coffee ('yJ N 

33.Lamb Y 

35. Paper 

36. carrots Y V NJ',. 
I - (0-

1
12
1
) Sums 

(M2) (0-12) 
n rz. 

,.,om llied V\J 

-------------- --- -___ .. _____ ·-.-·-

Recognllfon 
Total Score 

Hits ~ _ False Positives ~ _ 
L__J Combined L___j 

rr.=m7Adfusted 
L.__J Score 

8026



9. Clocks 
Free Drawing, Predrawn, Copy 
For each component, enter a check mark for each Included feature. Award 0-1 point for each feature according to the criteria here and In Appendix A. 

Free Drawing Predrawn Copy 

Score Score Score 
Feature/Criteria Included (o, 1) Included {O, 1) Included (O, 1) 

· contour~:~),:;J::7;•;··(•: :i:i . . :,.:: .:.::::•.!.~ -r ;-:._:-- .. ··: :-..·!-:·=;\;·. -:~,--.' · .. -~:-_ .. : :::··-. ..,~--:~.--.~, ·':•_ .:·;_ ,\·.·. ·.:·-· .. , ~ •. :. ;;>•\:··_._::.7:=. •?:::.::: .. ~T:\· ~~•: (i·:;·_~_? .,._.·::: ;\,1~,:•.:_; .. , '-?. ·n(;~:.: )::;.-:'~-
contour of clock face Is circular. V/ I· 
Contour fs not too smalr1 overdrawn, or reproduced repeatedly. V ,. 
Only numbers H2 are present. 

Only Arabic numbers are used. V / ,. 1/, v / , 
Numbers are sequenced ccrreclly. ti/ I Vi I ,/, \ 
Numbers are oriented correctly and_proporllonate/y to the ccntour. 

Numbers are posifionod within the contour. V r If 1/ I 
·:•,,::-:7· <_-.,-:,·--, ,. ...• ,._,/ '';!i_.;;y.:--:··' x;s:/,::c:: ·,<->> 

1wo hands, or marks representing hands, are present. J// ' V/ \ V \ 
One hand Indicates the target hour. VI /. VI ' ,/ \ 
One hand /ndlcates the target minute. I/ I V / I ,/ I 
Ono hand Is perceptually or measurably longer than the other. 

Hands are Joined or approximately Joined (within 1/2' or 12 mm). 
Cent•.f-1~11~ii~f(\~.::.'.)X~:,;;\(:".:?; ?<t ;·., :::,· ·:_::-: .: -\.::-•(.'/:·: .- · .-·:·: :-·· . /. ··c:-·:'': >• . .::. ··. ·:'·'·-'··."•::,- ::<: ; .. ".>>:_,.: :;._ ,\ ::.,_ ·.:,··.: · ~:_;,: '·.;•·;,. 

Clock contour has an apparent center, either drawn or Inferred by the 
extrapolation of the point where two nonlolnlng hands would meet. v 1/1.3 ✓ '/it V Y\3 

Reading Without Numbers 

Component 
Score 

I <<1-11> 
I I 

Record responses verbatim. Award 1 point for each correct response, A response Is correct If wllhln 3 minute, of the target lime. 

Score 
Time Response {O, 1) 

1. 11:10 

2. 8::!0 

3. 8:30 

4. 12:15 

5, 9:45 

6. 2:15 
(ll-6) 

Reading With Numbers . 
Record responses verbatim. Award 1 polrl for each correct response. A respoose must be the eKact target time lo be correct. 

1. 12:15 

2. 8:20 

3. 2:15 
_..4._a••• 

5. 11:10 

6. 8:30 

- - ... ----·. ·······---·· --· -·-
Response 

·-·----- · · · Sccire.--
10, 1) 

(IHl) 

(0-13) 

13 

Score 

Score 

Combined 
Score 
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5. Complex Figure 1 
For each of the Copy and Recall components, enter a check mark for each criterion element included In the examlnee's drawings, and award 0-2 points according to 
the criteria here and In Appendix A, Record completion time In seconds, 

Copy Recall 

Criterion Element Included 
Score 

Included 
Score Scoring Criteria 

(0-2) (0-2) 
' 

Large Rectangle '.) ✓ a.. Four sides are present and resemble a rectangle, not a square, Four 
sides meet at right angles (I.e., >75'), 

✓ Both squares are present and positioned above large rectangle and 
Small Squares cl v ;l at the top of the vertical extensions; each contains four right angles . 

l (I.e., >75° and <105'); ratio of longest to shortest side ls s1:1.2. 
/ 

Semicircles v, ') v ~ Four semicircles are present and do not touch each other or Intersect. 

✓ - ✓ Shape Is that of an S facing backward and'.does not toucljany sides of Backward S I) .R5 I the small square. 

v ✓ 
A trlangle Is present and rests on top and within 5% of center of the 

Triangle 
~ 

;i large rectangle. The sides are approximately equal In length, Within a 
ratio of 1:1.2. 

✓ ✓ ~ 
Four obfique fines are present, each starting within 1/8' of each corner 

Oblique Linea 
~ 

of the rectangle, They Join within 1/8' of an Imaginary horizontal blsecto 
of the rectangle and to the right of center or the rectangle. 

Sunburst y' ✓ 
~ 

A circle with six short lines extandlng outward from Its perimeter Is 

I) positioned In the correct sector of the rectangle. Three of the nnes are 
on the left of the clrcle, and three are on the right. 

- AnXwith two Intersecting llne segments and with lop and bottom 
X ✓ ') V ~ horlzontal lfnes Is positioned within the correct sector of the large 

rectangle. 

/ ✓ 
Two lines extend vertically, one from the upper-left and one from the 

Vertical Extensions 
,)" J, upper-right corner of the large rectangle. The ratio of each extension to 

the height ot the rectangle ranges from 1:1.25 to 1:1.18. 

✓ ✓ J. Two lines extend horizontally; approximately parallel to the top of the 
Horizontal Extensions )_ rectangle, one from each of the lower side of the small squares. Each 

llne Is between 1.5 and 1.9 of the length of the side of the squares. 
Copy (0-20F,, :, ,(0-20) . .' ·.' Recall 
Score ,, 90:;,t ''1 {)/+;),.'' Total Score 

Completion - Completlon 
Time - Time 

6. Motor Programming 
If the examines completes five consecutive correct alternations In a trial, do not administer subsequent trials. For each trial administered, enter a check mark lor each 
correct allernallon and the error code for each Incorrect allernalion, Rve correct allernallons {lull sequence) equal one correct trial. 

Trial 1 

Trial 2 

Trlal3- --··. 

1 

...... -

Alternation 
2 3 

...... - ·- -·· . *"···-··. - . 

Points for 
Correct 

4 5 Sequence 

4 (1-4) 

3 Total 
__ .. --- -- .. --· -- -··-- ··- ··-- .... 2---· -- --· ··- -- ----- -· Score-.... - · -.... ·- ,, .. · 

No Correct Sequence 1 
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-.. YYUI U 1.1::iL:S I 
For each trlal, record responses verbatim and enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Award I point for each correct response. 

MIi" V.,. 
Notnbooks 

Coffee 

Folders 

Lemonade 

CelA-• 

Envelones v. 
Pol•toes 

Soda 

Trial 1 Sums 

Milk 

Notnbooks 

V 
Folders 

"-inach V 
Lemonade 

V . 

Scissors 

Trial 2Sums 

Intrusions 

s NS Repetition 

'··· 

Combined 

Response Type 

Clusters 

C S 
Regions Score 

p M R co,11 

:· .. •.:_,. \ 
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PLAN 
Examiner Kg_V<,0 
Examinee ::=t• ::::S:Of:::-0...::'1 

KUNA· Reason for Referral ____________________________ _ 

8A.YCREST 
NEUROCOGNITIVE 
ASSES SH ENT"" 

!lecord 
Form Year Month Day 

Sex~ .. 
Education 

Handedness 

Test Date 

Birth Date 

Chronological Age 

- Subtest Score Conversion c·hart -

Complex Figure 1 Recall Total Score 
~fiY.Ll4-'i+e;~+,,''=,,±--h-i-'o+'+l-i:c+-~&F 

Complex Flgure ~-Copy/Clocks Combined Score• ~S;~~:{},;?::~: itW~:B<~~;\:K; ?~'A}:,;1:.'.;:; ;~!;}.(:W·:~ 

Word Lists 2 Recall Total Score '~)!\Ti: *~~;:¾+ . 
Word Lists 2 Recognition Total Score ·; {\Ji< 

r>,,~:+,-+,,,,,,,,.,-p,s~~F""-"'"':+~+-,+. 
Complex Figure 2 Recall Total Score •1~:'.';;',\; J:'.(::'f;;\~ 

Complex Fl~ure 2 Recognllfon Total Score ·_;\:·Lid~;{:.::.·:··'.:· f:'i:J/<: 
Spatial Location Adjusted Score \ 

f-.-"""4-..,L,-"""'-.j.-',-~.:...::_,h'i"":c;::.;;4~4.+.±i 
i ·_:::··;.··: _.aL._-~·:_··.i::,.> 

-;· _ _.:\~•.'! -· Verbal Fluency-Phonemic Fluency Score 

iclical Problem Solving/Conceptual Shifting Combined Score' 
t--,i;;n.,+---,+-~-'-f-":::-:-9~--:::--+r-r"t'-ml-"---t--':-:t-.i 

sad on sum of raw scores. AC MIR MOR MDRec SP VF RCS 

Calculation Boxes 

0-20 0-13 0-11 0-13 

Complex Flgllfe 1-Copy/Crocks Combined Score= I an /.3 I I l , 31 = 
Complex Figure Clocks-Free 

1-COpy + Drawing + 
Clocl<s­

Predrawn 
+ Clocks-Copy 

0-10 0-10' 

Practical Problem SOMngfConcaptual Shifting Combined Score= I / Q I /I{) I 
Pracllcal Problem Conceptual 

Solving + Shifting A + 

0-10 

101 
Conceptual 
Shlf1Jng B 

G-30 

=130 I 

@PsychCorg 
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Materials 
TOPF Word Card . 0 Start 

Agll IS-SO: Item I 

Additional Prompts 

Diacanlinu■ 

After 5 consacutiva scores of 0. I Scare 
Seara O or 1 point far 
each response. 

[f, at any time during administration, you are unsure which w~rd the e~minee is reading, say, Point to the word you Ire reading. 

If ,he examinees rate of reading is too rapid fur accurate scoring, say, You are going too fast for me to keep up. Please read th• words 
moreslowly, 

If the examinee's response is unclear, say, Say it again, 

If rhe exantlnee asks whar ro do if he or she makes a mistake, say, You can try It again, If the examine• self-corrects his or her initial response, 
award credit appropriately. Examinees may correct their initial response(,) at any time during adntlnisttarion. 

If the examine• provides multiple responses to an item, score only the inrended response, Ifie is not clear which one is the intended response, say, 
You pronounced the word more than one way, Which one did you meanl 

Give no further assistance except to remind rhe examinee to continue until told to stop (if necessary) or to redirect the examinee to the 
appropriate word or column. 

fem 

I. rwo 

2. address 

3. whole 

4. eye 

5. again 

(TOO) 

(uh-DRESS) or (AH•drHs) 

(HOHL) 

(I) 

luh-GEHNJ 

0 

0 

0 

6. enough (et-NUHF)or{uh-NUHF)or(ln•NUHF) 0 
·--- . ---------- .......... .. ,. _________________ ----,cd"',~ 

7. already <•wl•R•H•d••J O 
----------",,;,-,<. 

8. cough 
····--·-- ... 
9. fuel 

!~~ 
11. most 

12. exciremenr 

13. mosquito 

i 4. decorate 

I 5. lierce 

16. plumb 

17. knead 

. 8. vengeance 

(KAWF) 

(FYOOL) 

(KUM) 

{MOHSTJ 

(FIHRSS) 

fPLUHM) 

(NEED) 

{VEHN•juh11ss) 

0 

.' ' . 0 r'/ 1 

0 -----
0 

0 

Item 

19. gnat (NAHT) 

20. prestigious (prea-TIH•Juhss) or (prehi•TEE•Juhss) 

21. amphitheater (AM-fuh•lh•••uh•ler) 

22. lacuna (la•KOO.nuh) 

23. iridescent (lhr•lh•DEH 0 suhnl) 

24. lieu (LOO) 

25. wily (Wl•lae) 

26. aesthetic 

27. equestrian (eh•KWESS•ltee•uhn) 
.............. -. 

28. porpoise (POR-puhssJ 
•-•••••--------- --• --•- n -----

29. subtle (SUH•luhl) 

30. palatable tPAH-r,,-ouh-o,hrJ 
--------··---·-···. -·---- - --.. ---- ·-·-· 

31. homlly IHAWM-uh-I••1 

(conti'1usd) 
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'est of Prem orb id Functioning (continued/ 

1dditional. Prompts 
; at any time during administration, you are unsure which word the examince is rending, say, Point to the word you are reading. 

· che.examinec's rate of reading is coo rapid foruccurate scocing, s-ay, Yciu are going too fast for rne to keep up, Please read the 
·ords more slowly, 

'the cxaminee's response is unclear, say, Say It again, 

'the examinec asks what to do if he or she makes a mistake, say, You can try It again, If the examince self-corrects his or he, 
1itial response, award credit app;~priacely. Examinees may correct their initial response(s) at any time during administration. 

'the cxamlnce provides multiple responses to an item, score only the intended response, If it is not dear which one is the 
1tended response, say, You pronounced th• word more than one way. Which one did you mean? 

;ive no further assistance except to remind the examinee to continue until raid co stop (if necessary) or to redirect the exarnince 
> the appropriate word or column. 

W\Mi Item Score 

o· If' 
---- __ t~ ·-~ 

0 fl . 
. - - ··-·· --.- .. :--:-';~ 

39. scurrilous (SKUHR•lh•luhsa) or (SKUH-rJh•fuhss} ( O ) l 

37. umbrage (UHM,bnhl) 

38. fecund (FEH-kuhnd) or (FEE-kuhnd) 

.. l.4. hyperbole / (hl•PER-buh,fH) 

5 5. facetious 

56. tr;;;-,;-..: 
(fuh-SEE-ahuhH) 

(TREE·llhss} 
---- ·--·----. ·-·· .. 

40. heinous (HAY-ouhH) 0 I ' 57. picot. (PEE-koh) 

- ------ .... --------· .. '·--· .... · .-,,,:__97-
_4_!_,_o_b_fu-sca_t_e ____ (O-B-,f-,h--1-k-•y-l-) or(OB•fyoos-kayl) or ·· · · · · · ~ - -- D-
42, plethora . ;;~:~~•::::, - 0 '@· 

58. macabre 
(muh-KAWB) at (muh-KAW-bruh) or 
(muh-KAW-ber) or (muh-KA.W•btH) 0 { I 

43. cxigen~ --·- __ <~~-~-~f~:!•hn•see)orfhg•ZIH-luhn•sae) ··0-·i:·•1;. 
44. lasciviow (luh-SIH-v .. •uhs) O ~ .~ 
-----. ••4· ... :-- J .... 

45. paradigm (PEHR••h-dlm) 0 . ,. 

46. cretonne 

47. vicissitude 

48, ethereal 

49. uxorious 

50. lugubrious 

51, piquant 

i2. perspicuity 

53. ubiquitous 

(kr■h•TAWN) or (KAEE-lawn} 

(vih0 SIH-suh-tood) 

(fh•THEER•te•uhl) or (!h-THIR•aa•uhl) 

(loo-G00°bfH•Uhs) or (luh-GOO•bru-uhH) 

(PEE-kuhnl) or (PEE-kw1nt) 

(par-speh°KY00°ih 0 tee) 

(yo0°BIH-kwih-1Uhss) 

0 

0 

0 

59. anechoic ; (ah•nlh°KOH 0 lhk) 

60. acquiesce ; (ah•kwH•EHSS) 
. ' 

61. dilettante :; <--.(OIH-IUh•lawnl) 

62. eytir 

63. misogyny ,,. .· (meh•SAW-Jeh-nae) 

64. vertiginous 

65. hegemony 

66. insouciant 

67, vide 

68. chthonic 

69. vivace 

70. ceilidh 

Test of Premorbld Funclianing 
Total Raw Scare 

!Max= 70) 

Test af Premorbid Functioning 
Standard Scar, 

PEARSON Cllnlcal Assessment 19500 Bulverde Road San Antonio, TX 78259 
S00,827,7271 www,PsvchCorp,eom OPsychCorg 

--=-- ·--· - .. , .. ~-

.__. 

Copyrlglif©·zoog·Ncs Pearson, rnc;"illl'rlglils reserved:- -.-... --.. - - .. -- ----·-- .. ---·---·---··--- , ..... 

Warning: No part of this publication may be reproduced or transmitted In any form or by any means, 
electronic or me<:hanical, Including photocopy, recording, or any information storage and retrieval system, 
without permission In writing from the copyright owner. 

Pearson, the PSI logo, PsychCori,, WAIS, and WMS are trademarks In the U,S, and/or other countries 
of Pearson Education, Inc., or its afftllate(s), 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 ABC DE .':81 186·2 12f Product Number 0l5489M46 
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: . . •.. Mufti tr itt(yal: Ap~asi'o Exainina~i'otf IIJ.Sl/ ;:· \ i?> 
· . Co(ltrolfe<f (1-ial \V'o(d Associ'atio·'!,; :'. . · -. : 
. · Art!\ur B'~nforf, l<'erry JeS-~ Hams lie~ an& A bf gait stviiri• , ·. 

i~e<:ord Sheet 

Noma ::Urno ~~- 0~('4.<:::, s.~2..., No. ··- Date a /;_I,.).;\~\ 
: \ / _ y',::) f11.onth day . year 

Age 3-:}-Gender \:--- · Education (no. of years) ---I-le Handedne••-+I <J~· ~·· _ Examiner _\,.,' -k-~~i'-~-,i~f-• _) __ _ 

20. 

21. 

" 

first Leiter ( I minute) 

C or P 
(form Al (Form B) 

~ lo. ,,f c:orred responses {~ I ... '._ 

Setond Letter [ 1 minute) 

F or R cy. (Form A) 

~c-\-: 

(Form BJ 

j2QOd ., {)0 Q .:> 

-~0;~. ,J,17;\, ,,t2 
;-t.~1 .\CY\ , 

Total Raw Score 17 ~ ·Adjustment I _::J = i : I Adjusted Score 
1-s~e r,1ble) 

_____ _ ... Adi!!.•.11!\•nt. ....... . .. . 
. Ago !yoors) 

f !lemarks:.-..... ... . 
I 

:ducation (years) 25-54 55-59 60-69 
8 JO 12 
s 7 9 I 

lhird Letter (l minute) 

L or W 
(Form A) (Form B) 

PP.rcentile Rank :: r:::n ·. 
-J 

<9 
9-11 

12-15 
~ ... :..19 - ..... .:"?. .1=..Ll-i----------------------------- --~----
~.' l6204 M. Florida Ave.• Lut2, fl 33549 • U300.331.8378 • www.pari11c.co111 
1yrn,lht/t, I 9i3 by P..J.A. ~II 1:uhls r•1s1uwd. ~.lay 1101 be 1eµro.Jr1.:~!J 1n ·,v11cl,111r m pan in .tnv l1Jr111 or~, J1W ini?ans wtrhOlit NNl➔11 i:-co-r.i<s5f1ill c,; /J•IR rt1,,; !Mm 1~ w:,:•,~1 :ll bl•J>J 
:ii wh1/.q r,:~per. ,.\ny ..:itt'ier varsicn •s 1JJ1aulhrm.::ed. 

Id 5 -1, 3 n~order i:RO-.~r.66 i-"r:ri!sll m :1,~ IJ :3 A. 

IW·i;\ JIV[ ~i 141[· tf •t i·J·Ui& £,]; l·l'l 4-!1& 1 it· I? l·Uiii Iii i•l;li Wb i I ffi'i 14 ·i;Mit~Eit·bil$U•l!:UPU-t·i .@•i~•'li1M itdlli!IL,m 
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«>; 1ao1Nt 

INTERPRETIVE CONSIDERATIONS 
's I 

· • .,MCMI•lll repo,u, .;re normed c,Jpat;ejita who were in lhc ~l'e!!! oflSIClll!ICiltorP!)'C~ 
· or emotional dilcom. ..: fort or.,..• .djflio ... · 111ttes. ~ w&o do not tit thlt normative 1J02!!lation or 

. . , y . . . . . , . . • I foriioiicliiucii pufpi\ijii may hiw UIIIOCllialc lhe 
• . . . ~ ev . JD COllJUllctiOll 111 th l 

clini~ data. 'I'M #on 1bould;j,o ~111tcd by a mental health clinician trained in the UIC of 
psycbi>logical tests. The report ~d not bo shown co ofrcodcrs or their relarim. 

Thi, client is a 37-,w-okl div~ white n,ale, He is cummtfy being socn as a COltOCtional offender, 
and ha did not idontify specifie;probl!'l»I arid diffioultics of an Axil I nauire In lhc dcmognlphic portion 
ofthisteat. · ' 

The BR Scorot ~rtcd ti:ir thtl individual have been modified to account for tbc high aolf-revealina 
inclinations indi~tcd by the hjgh ray.r acore on Seate X (Oiacloturo) and the piychic tenlion indicaled 
by the elovation on Selfe A (~nxitty). 

Slt. ~ ¥~-
.• '{V\,& {IY\ 1-JJL :;. 6/J ti r:$'.O>'\ 

c & ().) Q N)lv f'(l;~ lM-(. ~ ;:v • 

&> 

.. - - .. 
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M-FAs:1•·-
~ • I 

Interview Booklet 
1' . : 

: Hqlly A MiJler, PhD 

M1FAST Scale Scores 
Sale Score 
ROI (Sito:IN) 

ES ('t~} \ 
RC C,llema) • -

UH (5iiam) II 
use (11mm) . 
NI , · (I Ital) t) 

'S (I hem) I" 
~«ore ~ 

1 
• 'H ' • ' 1 J ') > r I • ' I , , / • 
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f Reeoni ill&enm,J alart ~ ; 

Instructions: 
Dlldagtbene;xtf~~l~golagto~ mlngyquqlleldom llhoutyoarpll)'fho­
logl111!~ 11aeae ... .-egh'flft to clltteraatpeople'With maay difftnll.t 
~,.olOj:lle of thep,,'obl.,_ m.,-applytoyou lllld110me-,1110t-lwlllradeach 
qveadon aad tll!m md yo~ rl!IIIJl'OIWe optiom for thatq-'1GILJuitw each 
qu-6.oD file beltway you.. : 
Suggestibility item-Part 1: 
Areyouha~ay~ ~ beariDg a miging in your ear,: Ya or No1 

D lfl'alllmypeopie,vith 1Frtere meotaJ HlneN -:anuot ~fora long 
ame.~dom,...,~withoutPUhc•rlopg•dt.eii'ev1.ne..e 
let me ~if the ...... get1 wone ata,Chnb during thil ili.tenie'w, 

~ lfNst.;.._,., people,-.wbh~e ment,1Dh• Qml.OtcoaeeatrMefora long 
rdmlt,Ubdoiag~~wltholitpttfaf arqingblebeire--.Pleale 

lettlile~lfyou.,speq,ence ayprolilemlM1hhea:dng,mglngbiyuurem 
at a, (Imo di.ding ttus~ew. 

lltml 1-25 

1~:6:ndlll)'ltlt'~Wac•ble totit..W ma chain 
~,., t<'\O>", ~~,'\l<,U / QS ~ ' 

(Obler;,e,) ls the i~uaJ•, report incoolistent with bis or 
her behavior: ».r ()If No 1 

feel dept,e..ed ~ of the l'al#t 

m 

Raw score collMl!'l 

Yes '1;) 
No. =O 
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<_ Oblene.) & ~~ivid¥,'• feP<ut.incontiatent with his or her 
beha'Yior:~we, 

12. Sofflenigb111bave nigh~;., INldillC:aN!lme: Ya 

1£Yes: Doet this oaly ... wJ&ea,you. ure loet a lot of 
weiglw ~ &IM ICiNIPf, 1W ~1 

ltaw score column 

'lme =1 
Fabe.~ 
NA~ 

Ya :I 

No~ 

1G 

Always = l 
Sometimca s l 

No/Never~ 

'lrue ;A.. 
Fa!scct!.) 

I 
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22. Wbealhe.-...,lo"'9z;'oflea'riJIIDl1 · 
orroomz ..U.,., ED■lfi11,:-, · ·t--' 

' . 

24. On .... I feel~:.· tut I •'tmmrememhermy run Dllllie: nw or , 

• 

25. lfY§ to Suggestibility Item-Part l (if the indmdull $aid that he 
or me wu ~caring any t,inging a.t the beginning of the interview), 
ask the f()llowing ques!li:m: 

Hu die riagtagin ycnir ~ aouen. wone; Yaor Nor 

J[NQ to Suggeitibtlity ifFm-Part l (if the indmdual stated that 
he or me• not heam,ig any ringing at the beginning of the 
interview), ask the foll~ng queation: 

Anycru ~ ..,......,~imwithbearlac riugillgin 
youremalw 

KOrec:olumn 

Amys 
Sometimes 
Never 

=1 

NA :0 

'Ihle~ 
Fal,e'tV 

Yes A Nore; 
END OF INT Total KON! 

Re(Ord 1ntemew atop ume: 10 ;1:H,Q 1>s 

0 
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l$$ues/Points 
For Cross of Dr. Kimberly Kruse 

1. What was the reterra( question? What was sh& assessing for? 
2. Who decll1fed what types of tests to administer? Her or Or. Frierson? 
3. Old you score the te$}s dufing or after the evall.1at1on? 

1. If After;-then-H()W did you then figure out that you needed to admini$1:er the 
SIRS? She probaQly BC.bred the MFAST on the spot, and the SIMS afterward. 

SIMS 
SIMS-Manual, page 1$"-"Th~ SIMS Total score was determined to be the best 
indicator for distinguishlrig b•een tlialingefing individuals and honest responders ••• • 
SIMS mallng$ring cut off~s a score of greater than 14. Defendant's SIMS..12, However, 
because he d!(f not ele~ the Total SIM$ score, then she went digging among the 
sul;lseales. 

Only 1 (psychpsis scale lieore = 6) of 5 SIMS scales su99ested malingering. However, 
there Is only .St .82 sensi~itivily for the P scale (this means that only 82% of the time, it 
correctly deteets mallngf!(ers_;_-so, there is plenty of room for error in classification). 

SIMS-Manual, page 14-i~R,spondents who obtain a SIMS Total score of greater than 
14 are identified as poss~le malingering individuals who are considered to be in need 
of further evaluation ... " Def. only scored a 12. . 

' ' 

She wrote on her report ~allngering based on th& one elevated scale score o.e. 
Psychosis :: 6). This Is WRONG ••• and not supported by validity indeces of MMPl-2 or 
PAJ, which indicate that c;llent UNDER-reported problems, and did NOT malinger. 

Nok~ :t:. ~--t11k ~-YV\ W\ ~s.-~, 
vJ - - . ,I - - t A--,i: 
~ - <;;: :r:: "R <; ( fo s:i::'f: <;' ... -z.). 

- ~ o ,-t.~ -YY"'I ~St" 
- $It\'\~ 

_ '11t-~ K~ l-t po it. 

➔ Lac'J Jv..P J- ~ ~ ~: ,p~.i::-z.. 
'W"-'-' JiY\. :t:"';TI\ _ 
$ I tz.S. 
tv\ -;;. A-<;' 
<; :t ht S,,, 1 of9 
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The roost Hke!Y dlagnoslti for il'.ldlviduals with this profile type Is Schizophrenia, possibly 
Paranoid type, or a Oelu~onal; Disorder." · 

MMPl-2 them; were two ffems pmitted: 
192. My mother is a gooc;I wo~an, or (If your mother Is dead) my mother was a good 
woman ; · 

198.1 often hear voices wlthol.jt knowing where they come from (If he is malingering, 
WHY not answer this on~ wfth'"trUe"?) 

3of9 
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Th$ respondent descrlb,es CflrtlJin problems potentially associated with elevated 
and variable mood. In f¥irticu/ar, he Is likely to have an activity level that Is 
perceptibly high to m~ ob~rvers. He may be involved In a wide vanety of 
activities In a somewhat dlsqrganized manner and may experience accelerated 
thought processes." ' · 

"Axis I Rule Out: 

297.1 Delusional Oisol'4er 

296.40 Bipolar I Dlsordr, Mpst Recent Episode Manic, Unspecified 

295.30 Schizophrenia, Paranoid Type 

Axis II: 

799.9 Diagnosis Def~ on Axis II 

Axis II Rule Out 

301,9 Personality Disorder NOS (Mixed Personality Disorder With Borderline, 
Antisocial, Narcissistic, Schizotypat, and Paranoid Features)" 

·: ' 

I gave you entire printout of diagnostic considerations, in case she brings up the 
personality stuff. Obviously you do not want to point out the personality stuff, 
but get her to ADMIT that there were elevations suggestive of severe mental 
illness/psychosis. 

5of9 
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SIRS 

She administered and OLD version of the test. Should have used the SIRS;.2 
which came out In 201 o. · 
I re-scored using the Sf,RS·~-no major difference In findings. 

! 

What concerns me is tf,at the ONE scale in the Definite malingering range 
{IA:::mpro~at::jle or absufd syptorns, was ~ score of 7 ••• Had It been 6, It would 
have put it at probable range). The questions in the IA scare could easily be 
mlsscored-~s she dld;the MFAST. 

7of9 

8042



More on the MFAST-
- f , 

Measures that assess rpallngering are NEVER to be interpreted In a vacoum. 
' ;: ; 

Kruse should have ad~j'es$ed the validity of the personality and . . · 
psyehopatho,logy testspn ff1e "symptom validity" report section (page 6). Oolng 
so would have allowecfjfor h,-,r to explain HOW It is that M-FAST and SIRS are 
inconsltent With MMPl-2 and PAI valldlty indeces. 

Instead, she chose to riot adress at ALL the fact that there was NO evidence on 
' ' ' {" ' 

the MMPl-2 or PAI of ~alingering. There was the opposite-UNDER-reporting of 
problems. · 

See page 20 of M-FAS'f manual for sample of how she should have discussed 
findings of the M-FAS~ and :MMPl-2 validity indecesjolntly. 

9of9 
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' ! i 

• ~). 'lb do ao, ~ ~· _.na,,,;,g 
group•~wifhthcHRgtO!ipforeachtca!e. 
lnlhccueof~clilld~ ~cutoff 
IC~Wete ~ U lhc♦wf~ lhc diluibu­
D()D intc::i1Dclion !bat maxirniiild hit ra1:e1 for bolh 
BtO\lPI- In lhc• of~np; ~'iiuliOIII. the 
miclppint ~,iictwo dislri~bccimetbeeot­
oft' IQOCC. In tld5 Yiay, hit -.1tor bOdl groups were 
maximi:ad. Tible:4.1 ~l& lillinJ of tbaee ape-
cific IClle CUIOtt Yllucs. C • 

Seti.ti 
TOCII 
l'qcbosis(P) 

N~~(Nl) 
AmnepicDUIQl'dcrl (4M) 
4w ~ip,cc (U) 
~'Ditonfeff(g) 

ctimtf Score Utility 

>14 
>1 
>2 
>2 
>2 

())lee the culoft'~ w.ectablislled, the optimal 
utility of indi.vidu-1 scalea in ~ malingering 
~swudietfflllincdus,ni~dcve1opmcntal 
wiiP,ac, Bocmae t;IIIOft' IICIJm ·were c:!l"'bfished using 
!he 4CVe~tal sample, thefe crifi:da WOlllcl pro-
4~. the hi~ pouible n+&• of ~. 
~-tod cffii:icmcy, 'lbut~ ~ of tcmitiv­
ity, ~fit.I~,~ efficiency~.~ initially 
Ufl]IT~~Mmplcj both to provide ID ini­
tial delcriptive ~eli11c of~ ~•s ~ 
~ c:,pdmal coi!dili0111 md ~ provide a point or 

.;>f p•.::> ,, u,,,.,............... ~ 
c:ompll'i8oll to bo u,d lllCr wbcn COIUlderina tallltl · .. 
obtained by UGllg die erou-'VIJidi!doll umple. 

Pot C'l'llulrion of the Ulillty of SIMS scale CU1olf 
IICOMfot clallfying lhc~ ~ paniC­
ipals • ~ or as hollog. ie,pcmden. an 
~ J'l'0\1P' ~ ~,into &11 .O\'ttlll 
lill1lnFhl& group llld ~ to Ille HR group (see 
'Iible-4.2). M ownll compariloll beMcn rnalinpr­
ing ml norunaJmgedag WII made in «clar to reflect. 
U much u powblc, tbe conditlolll OIICOUlll!nd in 
~-world ailuatl0111 wllete\1y cliaici•ns Ile IID&WltO Qf 
tbe specific C0Dditm (l('combimtiCll of ')Jll,IKUIDI 1bet 
the m•lingering individml imy try to ptaellt, 

Relulll of the aul)'ICI 'llSUII thc develop.tal 
samplc. m'ellcd scvoraJ impottallt initial ~gs. 
Spccifi'celly, chi-.scpm u.Iyac, illdica!ed lbat all of 
the SIMS tctlcl, min& thc cmpiriceJJy dctivcd cutoff' 
~ criteria, wt.re able to identify particlIJlll,tl u 
mallnp:ms at lcvcli tbat wen, above cbaneo. 
lndl.Yidiw SIMs scalca ~ hip etli,ci\lllll)' 
tatinga. for diltinguilhlng ~ illdmduals 
m>m bouest n,spillDC ' il,ate, of e1fideooy 
rangin1 from 7 (P tcalo) to .24~ . ~-
Purlhen0015i(1the SIMS Total score wu 

• .for 
vldudl and bOIICltreapondffl 

OplllOQ group, l 
wele. combined into I I g group, !be 
SIMS Total score demon,1ratod an effickmcy raff/lg 
of94.96'1. At ~ v.iJJ..., ~'$ 

Raults teJtlding SIMS ICl1e utility etllmatol in !be 
~ 11mple, which wooJ4 tollli to reflect 
oplinid ellblWcl of utility gtYCII die ovedltting nftbe 
data to die WlJi)lc., then wero rc:plica!ed umni tho 
«oa-validali.oo ample. All cross-~ sample 

c;,~ Jc./. 
'l'lble 4,2 

SIM$ Selle Util!)Y tn the Detection of Nalf!!i!!!nt for the Dewlopmental Sample 

Scali/Cutoff"°"'. . ;& err., ~r"> l:fflcit!"f <"'> 
'Ibcal > 14 . M.63 &7.88 94.96 1,-
p > 1 81.82 76.05 75.12 
Nl>2 85.8:1 !l(t.91 86.SS 
AM> .2 18.78 84..85 111.24 
II>~ '4.39 78,7' &.61 
AP> S 76.10 90.91 78.i, 
Mtk .•• 231.,.. l'l)'dl1111: Iii• NC!IIOlollc fa { I '.i ~., •Awkl Di,(• I :a; u-Lt-, hte!J1em11 M•Alrldl,e 
~ 

13 
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' 1rom rlmlw~~&om~a 
laacl.om111d ~~hfflbcen ltlled 
C!llt ~ OJI mi: VRIN 11W TlUN ~-Ttble 
~2 p~ ~ lnU'Jpfflltiom Cwdlf. 
~.. f levels ofF;i"' Th➔ RC001mtndmocia 1tc 
~on.~~ prltlllrilyln dinbl ...... _ . ; 
~-?· . 

f'OllliltlllMcM!s 

. . . 

Tabf« 13 w1 14 indicaw lntupretll/C }'OIIA ' 
ltlcs lo,r ditfmnt ~ af dcmion on Lin dlni,!;, 
cil Gd ftOlldlnbl tettinp. tcapc,cdft!y. T tcioto;\ 
pter rhaii 19 lo. elchcuettlng libly teflecnn ·.·. 
mft!ld pmtllc ~ ddtetb,- penu1w non- • 
~ (ifTRJN k gmr.rdiin 19P) or tu;. ' 
IJl&p>d ~ lo apcMSln:andmhcr · 
UlliOpl\lstk:ated pr.nem of dClllal of lllirlOr &ulu 
wt~. ~-betwocn,lhctwo 
wiles Rllec:t dllfetcntial mo<mtlonal feli tMt 
-,btpreacotincbetW!lm,aof~In 
-~leidngc,~~dicttc:clJ11 
tfflOl>gpnsfof ~dngoa~ln rhelllOlt 
~-(e.g., einploymenc 111d a.ild 
Q1$tOQyevaJIWk>nt), ~ ell:miDIII on L 
f.11! .:0-11W do 110C ~ illcllcate m 
ln\'llid pl'Ollle. ln dinlcll scninp; denial of 
~ is lctt likely CO oc:att, a!thOllgli it ii 
-tbnct bmd. ln p&ll\\lm with i-,cl,odc dls­
onlea ~ byparaoold~Jn­
dMdu.J, whoc,ome1itllll wcy ~ &m.lliu 
bl which ibey wete nlled lO aipite t0 the kinds 
of virt11e1 Included wong !he L i-mat pt1>­
dUc:t 11'.I~ clcvad<>m OD dils ~ that do 
not l'dlcct a Jab.p>ad tut-mlngappioadi. 

K(Cot,,acti•) ~ 
'l'bc KQle- dm:lopcd m-an lndMd­
uat•s level of dcfensl'ICne,s In capondlilg to the 
MMl'I-21-and t0 comet for th¢ dfcct iJl4 
fe$p(lllle style hu on cltnk:a19C9le s«im. lt wu 
dcdped ro identify a Im bl.Mt fom'I of ddi:n­
~ ~ b 1e8cctecl In elmtionJ on l. Indi­
viduals 'Who prodlle:C d~ scota on chc K 
teile Nt unllkd1 cc report sipiftOUlt plY!ihologl­
cal pmbli:.lns In n:,apacuc co the MMPl-2 JtQ!ll. 
Thi$, in itJelf, dot$ DOI' indicate that th- ate 
problenl& tbat .m: l,cing QCMftd up. HO\ffl'tf, att 

elevated~ oct K -.u that It it nor pollible 
) 

T-6co!t!Ml Pnlftll- for8eill!M ~ PGnibllllll 

711--tt ~ ~ r,,,1ao113'onGI~ 
td""flll)l'lld p1IIMmf 

l.bl, 'lllll \ 

ll'VRIII arimlf illlbo\'lTt:Q!I 7i. till lun ils'lld 
anll~~lll.dl•l'ltil~ 
1n:11.1111•••-,..pQ11kli~ 
lllat._10._.IIIOl'IMnidlhifllwlarlhll$ 
bfflllil'/, 

CGt1lidll ,ilQOII "'111 Ol:tJffllMfflll, Pllftll)&ISt 
•a:, for - • 

Tttl-llllklll:IJlllllly~Wlllitlllllillhllllh ... 
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Pafl~t p)UJ)l it¥ to IOOl'C~ lower OD 

N!Mtban do~ indivktllllslPslructed tomiwlue 
the ICl\lOllSCSofaseye.rely~ ~ r,tlicnl 
The_ •. acrvet ~- a uact'ul Mghmil',I poi!1t ill 1he 
de~ of ,;,.n .. --:,.,. ·veo tbi. lllOl1if.r tl f . . M~• .. •• . -~ .. _ , cmecuo 
NIM i~ iJ ~ closely ~ to ~­
These items wemw;um to IOlln411thqlJ&httiey rcp­
resentpadlologicalsyllli)COmf butb1n Cactextremet . . . - . •. y 
rare or,noncxistent fn cJimcal pllpt)l-1qm. The item 
content is varlcd. but all items ' · d,ranjatic toUDdipg 
am tap inlO ~ of men~ dllorifer. ln fld. a 
few of lbe ilelnl are'. diQociative"b,. • and it has 
bcea aoterved that indi~als .... • ...... di··...,· . . . . . WI"' 1111,..,., .........,uve 

I disorders IO!Delimes'obcain mama elevl'tiom OD NIM 
(Alpber. 1995). Idiosyneralic ~ tO iltm content 
~o Clll recult in N.TM c~ ~ugh In tJlta 
m~. INPalso tends to beol4;~ted. ~ of 
lhe context, some iliquiry about t1Jc n1t1B11.of positive 
~ to the&e NIM it.ems ia. •led. 

,r--~.!9:W f"1)0'S li.e .. < 7~7) ort,NIM. suggest 
that dierc is little distortion In a ~gatM: dkoction on 
the clinical scales arul that the ~tliJccly did not 
attempc to pre$ellt a~ negativl.~on dllft tho 
clinical piCIWC wOl11d Wll?IIU. ~ eltvat!ODS 

-· ···(i.e., 73T lo 837) sugcst an clctticot of. exaggeration 
regarding wmpblms and prol,lcnJs. Any interpretive 
hypot!u:scs besodon clinical ICalo elevatil)JJ.S lbouk1 be 
conside(cd with caution because t4, iiypqt.iiesea might 
poaibly ovcmpreHlit the cxlellt '4 degi:ee of iignif­
icant test findings. The lib~ of distortion 
~ In the range from 84T tq 91T, w~ eteva­
ti011s in this ranp may be indicati'1/ of a 'lci'y for help" 
or an c~y nogativc cvalua~ of_ onetelf and 
one's 1~ ~berate distol:jion of the cllilical 

#: pietmc also may be IffieDL . 

{' Cn'l- · lil&h1JOOCCSonN.,IM~92'.9~~t~respon• 
~?'\. dent~ to ~Y himself a,: hmcilf m ID espe-
1-' -:1, / claJly ~vc manner, The i1em QOl!tenl auggests the 

',.~~.. pt)ISibililyof(a~~~--'·· p,>cmemei_ y 
tivesclf'-~.or(c)~.Reseuch 

~ individl!als ~ to malinger~tnmtll dilar­
ders typically abrain 111 averageNIJ/ SCOl'f in excess of 
110T, and score$ ~ than thi.s !t,t'o ~ an indica­
tion of otfordill ne,~ve clmQrtiOl\j A ~J.etely AD• 
dom completion of~ PAI would _ffllllt ~ an avm,se 

1. NIM acore of approximarely 96T. tJi. tbe QOlltext of a 
markedly elevmd NIM, the test ~ • beat 

I assumed to be invalid, alid clinl~ intetpn:lllti011 of 
I other PAI sc.ies sho!ild focus on! the ~ of the 

I 
I ;,o 

I 

I 

• • t .,,,,.:,,--

rcspoadcnt IO ~ the sympiOml reflecled in tbe 
mmainder of the p:otUo 1'lthel: than infcmna that he or 
• actually cxperieacos thete symp(Oms. 

P11f1Awhnpf\ff •(ml) h ,;;: ,(' ifb V ( 
The content of PIM scale items involve$ the p«eecn• 

tatioo. of a ~ favorable lmptegsion ot the detlial of 
rc1ativety minor faults. The iltlll$ wee selected by 
tx•mioin& the dislributioo.s of ms for nonnil indi­
vidlials, paticlltl:, aod ~h illdi.vidQals respoading 
to the PAI undet l)()litive ~iou en1w1cement 
mslmc!iOllll sets, The items were selected on the ba1i8 
of Jow endonelnerit hequencies in boch nonnil and 
clinical illdivkblals; bo-wevcr, PIM items are endorsed 
with~ mquency in IIOmlll adulta Ihm in c1inical 
pationts. Hence, :matbd ele\lltioo8 in ~ individ,. 
um am particularly rare and .i-e intetpretivcly sipifi­
c&llt if cibtaiDed. Both patients and community adults 
ICore C011Siderably lower than reacuch individuals 
C10mpletin1 the PAI under a po&ilive impteasion 
cnh10Q'!IMl1t lru!lrUC!iona1 set. 

For the most pm. PIM itJ:ms offer the opportwmy 
for an indivklual to acknowledge a telalivety minor 
penonal fault. HeAoc, cl11vared scores indicate lhlt 1h11 
respondent does not take many oppodunilies to say 
nogative things aboPt himself or hmdf. ~ ll'C I 

number of .rwo111 why people completing a eolf-xq,ort 
iastrumlmt miSht not rq,ort negative chatacterlstics, 
One J:l05'ibility is lbat the rcspoodent indeed does not 
have negative ~cs, or It least has fewer than 
most indiv.idllals. A teCOlld po1S11ri.lity is lb.It tbey arc 
not IClliDg the truth--lhat Ibey m tryina to deceive tho 
recipient of tho test resul~ into belic\'ing 1hal Ibey have 
ID01'C positive fe&WM Ihm they n:ally do. A dmd pos• 
Sl'bility is that they am simply not aware of catain 
faults lhllt. tbcy may havo-lbat they lick imigbt into 
some of their pe!tOllal ~. In either of tho 
IIUel' two illsta11eet, the~ of a tolf-eport test will 
lead tho in~ to form a 111orc positive ffll1l'fflion 
of the respondent's life citcumstlnces and psydlologi• 
cal adjusAment than would probably be merited accord­
ing to ID independeilt obl«ver. It is lhcs11 latter two 

cbarlctemticJ that PIM was designed to measute. 

It should be~ that the teadency for favor­
able 1e1lf;nmitatiM .ppe-ara ro be fairly COl:llmon in 
the IIOl'DW population. 'fypi<wly, mast C)Ulotf scores 
on indeXes of toclal desirabi!in' that were derived from 
clinical atudies will ickmtify ~ to 40S\S of lbe Jeoetal 
populadon as "faking good." Such mults ~ 
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Validity of Teat 
Results 

PAI CtlnlCll llll"~veAeport 
TIIIIQIITY .llne5.r (212191 
~ 

t,nxltt,Y OIIOl'da' 
~icld~hletory 
Jlyathymic DillOl'der 
~matptorm Ola,rder · 
f\lpillls 
A.U"Fdllli' 
~-,it hletory 
ptufll~ 4 
j\qJu«:ment rea::tlon 
tl,nti93plal PEra,nality Disorder 
piuatej'S 
Mania 
P,,ISlflfl'S 
()ru9abu&e 
¢;urra1t eggreseion 
bluster 3 
~fo::ihqlic 
flM f"l'.edided 
~-abu9!KS 
etu•«e 
¢lust« 1 
l;ek&Good 

' . 

0.338 
0.323 
0.33) 

0.310 
0.309 
0.286 
0.250 
0.243 
0.'3J1 
0.201 
0.186 
0.199 
0.1.63 
0,162 
0.143 
0.052 
o.w 
.0.014 
-0.134 
•0.190 
•0,211 
-Cl.358 

the PA I provides a number of vlllidlty indiOEIS that are deeigned to provide 
iln 1 · 11«it Of factors that could dllitort ther(!IIUl!sof testing. a,ct, factors 
tjotlld Include failure to complete test items propa-ly, oarale.1ees, raiding 
dlfflcultl89o conluaon, eicaggeralion, mallnga-ing, or dete,1Si11eness. For this 
~rotooof, thenumber of uncompleted Items is within acx:eptable limits. 

~I«> evaluat.ed is the E!Ktalt to whim the respondent eltended 
..,propr1ace1y and responded oon!ljstf.litiy to the conl-11 of teet !tans. The 
~dent's 9COC8S on lh898 fD!les eugg891 that he did attenlf to Item 
q:intent In r«ll)ondlng lo PAI Items; however. there may have been 110me 
l~l~alic rMPOnS85 to particular items that could sleet lellt results. 
Thus. the lnterpr«ive hypotheses that follow in this rGl)Ort mould be 
rtWlew~ cautlouay. 

i:he d~nre to which respon$E! styles may have llffected or dlliorted the 
tjlport of 11¥mptomlltology on lhelnventory lsals> a T 151. Certain of theee 
ihdi~s fell outside cf the normal rMge, euggestfng thll! the respondent 
may nqt have oos.Nered In a completely forthright m#l!IEI'; the nature of his 
r~onees might teed the 81/alull!or to form a 110mewh8l lntmurate 

{ . 
li,npraon ol the dlent based upon the :ityle of responding dea:ribed 
1¥if ow. With respect to pOflitive lmpresei on management, the client's pattern 

' . 

5 
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Cllnlcal Features -h,e PAI Clinical profile le mll'kcd by aignifioent elevll!lons. lndlilaling the 
@r~ of dlnlall features th• •e likely to b8 ll0Ur08!) of difflcolly for the 
qiilpondail. The tlPnflguratlon of the dlnlcal ales a,ggQ!lts e pera,n wlth 
~gnffl<ient thinking and concentration problans, aooomp.,Jeo by prominent 
llD!itlllty, reeentmait, and 11Jll)ICIOUS'I-. His 880Sltivlty In 80Cial 

✓ · lpltrac:tions probably wves as a formidallleob«ac!eto thedwelopm111t of 
'\, ~ ""-- <fooe··· relati. on!hlps, and thus he is likely to be withdrl!IIYn and itoletecf, 

\Y 1 fiBlng!ecranged from and misreate:I by the people around him. His 
{ J~dgmerll Is probably falrly poor arid fie ls likely to be chronically tenae Md 

1 ~m!atfc about whllt tile future may hold=,:stlllllldllng a therapEtitio 
"(" ~ p With the respon en m glng becauSB he probably 

~· quite lr!XIOU$ Md threetened by tile off• Of a d09e lnterparlkl!lal 
riilllllonttiip. 

PI\I CllnlC11 lnl«P,l!f;IV11Aepoft 
'l'lmo!lly .tlne$.t ('2211i! 
~o 

lJle repon<lent's eelf-<leecrlptlon lndlcatEl6 llignlflQ¥lt a111pldoua,eas and 
hi:>lltlllty in his rdations with others. He is quick to believe that he ls being 
~eattld: Inequitably end will hold a grudge "9aintlt . oth«s, even if the 
*oalv~ affront Is unintenllonal. Becauee he Is likely to question 1¥1d 
mistrust the motives of thoae around him. working relationltllps with others 
~e llkeiy lo be v1ry «reine:l, deiplte the dforts of others to d(IO'lonsrate 
~pportw,<1 aistanoe. 

Iii, numbe' of _,ec:ts Of the reepoodent's $811-dmcrlptlon wgge!t not~orthy 
p!)CUll&rlties ln thinking and $!p«lence. It Is likely that he experl1110B6 
u~u,ual pt!l'ceptua or lmsiry events (pertieps Including lull-blown 
h~ludf\alions) as well as unusual Ideas that may indude magical thinking 
ot <lel~sional beliefs. His thought prooa!lG88, although relatlvE!ly 
unoompromlsed, may O<lCMonally be m•ke:I by s:ime confusion Md 
d!fflculty oonaintratlng, He may have eome dlttlculty etabllttilng cJosa 
iriterpa'a:mlll refatiomtlips. 

liie r$l)Ondent d-=:rlbe& OErtain problems potentially 89SQdale:l with 
el~aceci and variable mood. In partlcula-, he Is likely to have M activity 
1«.tel tiiat is p«ceplibly high to mOlll 01)$1Sfvers. He may be lnvOlved In a 
wJde variety of activities In a simewhat dlsirganiZed m111ner and may 
9iperienoe a:;x:eerated thought prOC81lGE19. 
The respondent indica!ea that he oo::asonally exp«iences. or may 
e,(perierjm lo a mlld degree, mllledaptive behavior plltilfns aimecl at 
~trolllhg anxiety. The respondent has likely eq>erlaiced a dl~urbing 
tr~matic event ln the past-an event that oontlnuea to dilltrees him f/lld 
prpcsu~ recurrent epis:xles Of anxl«y. Whereas the it1111 cont Ent of the PA I 
dqes not lk:ldr• specific ceu• of traumatlc «rees, poasible traumatic 
Gl(ents Involve victimization (e.g., rape, ebUse), combat experiences, 
lif,-thrGf.\tening IO:idents, and natural disa&ters. 

7 
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lnterpereqnal 
and Soell!il 
environment 

PAI C>IM:ll lnt«~r«l•tRIIJllll 
1'111'11h)' .blilll-.1' (22:tlt) 
OZ'2'Jl3)1$ 

~e n!f~ent's JntErper11011a! etyle aeems beet mera:ta-iml as mod• 
IJld unpretentlour. Heis llkely to bell!lf~ousln eociaJ lnt«ecllonsand 
~• Is ljrobably not llkllled or oornrorlable In 881Krting hlmeelf; previous 
~forts 1lf 881Krtion may have led to oonfllcts that he does not h1111dle well 
tild w~llld prefer to avOid. Othh probllbly view hlm as retflar paseive, 
~nll'IIIUmlng, yet f"rly 111r181t1vetotheapp<11iselsof others. 

l/1 0011lliderlng the IIOCllll envirqrunent of the reapondent with r8!11)ecl to 
p~Qll!v;icl tlfea!IOfS and theavaltablllty Of IIOClal eupports with whim to dee& 
ytlth Uti,aestr611$)rs, hlsr«iponalndlcalethat both hisrecent levs of stra 
apd his'p•o1'ved lwel of eocilll a,pport are about ava-ageln comparison to 
n\:lfmal adults. The r«l!IOnably low streas environment and the lntecl maJ 

) . ' 
~pport SIJSml are both tworebleprognollllcsignsfor future adjustment. 
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DSM-IV 
Dlagnoatlc 
PoNibilltle$ 

PAI Clinical lnt«pr«IWRlpQ,I 
Tlmcithy JxllSJ' (%121~ 
t0'22il»lll 

µsteel t>eow Gre DEM•IV disgno!tlc poS!iblllll88 aigglllled by the 
ponfigµrltloo Of PAI tcale s:o,es. Toe following are advmoo:f as 
hypoth.-,; all availablemurce.of Information should beooruidered prior 
!o Gllte;:,llllhing flnal dlsgnoa. 

l",xls I: 798.9 Diagnoasor Condition Deterred on Axis I 

Axis I fluleOut: 
, ~.1 Oelulllonal Ol(lOrder 

~40 Spolar I Disorder, Moel Recent !Spleode Manic, UnllpQ:ifled 
295.30 S:tllzophren,a. Pa'anold Type 

Axfslt: 798,9 OlagnossOeterred on Axis II 

AxlJH Rule Out: 
301.9 Ps-a:>nallty Oisirder NOS (Mixed Personality Disorder With 

B:>rderllna A ntl8)0181, N a-d tldstic, S::hlzolyplll • and Pannoid Features) 

11 

8053



l'AI CllnlCII lfllilrpr•IWI Aepofl 
Tit!IQCh,' J:11111..t (22219) 
OZ'22t2!118 
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• 
ll)hasJd 

P&rsoria ln\lento~2 I' , i 

Adult Clinical lnterprwtive .. rt 

MMPl•-2 
The Minnesota Report™: Ad.ult Cli.nlcal System-Revised, 4th Edition 
James N. Butcher, PhD ' 

Name: 
Age: 
Gender: 
Marital Stalus: 
V1111$ of EduCAUOn; 
Dal& A$$es$ed: 

Ti➔ Ray Jorles, Jr 
37 • 
Male· 
Olvotbad 

' 16 
~19 

Setting WIS Sf)tl;lfltd .. "otller .• 

. I. I . ,,• PEARSON 
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Tnolhi, Illy~ Jr 

MMPl-2 CLINICAL AND SUPPLEMENTARY SCALES PROFILE 
120 120 

110 10 

-10 

30 

H• 0 tly Pd MJ Pa Pl Sc Ma SI M.<C-R JJ>S AAS PK Ho MDS 

Raw Score: ,o 28 17 20 213 25 28 34 24 ,47 19 19 ,2 19 28 • 

K Correction: 8 ;e 15 15 3 

TScore: 64 70 42 $7 ~69 75 -46 ae 46 68 62 • 

Aespon$8 %; 100 100 100 100 100 100 tOO Q9 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 • 

Welsh Code; 6''"87"0ll+ 1~: L'F+-IK: 

Ptollla Elevation: 72, 1 

•Mos ac;o,-.c •re niporte<I only fa, dlen\S who indicate that they are marrie<I or 68J)8!'8tad. 
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Timo1l'f Rli1J!ll1N. Jr 

PRO.FILE VALIDITY 

e client responded to the MM:PJ.2 items by claitning to be unrealistically virtuous. This tcst-taki.n, 
attitude weakens tltc validity of;~ ~t and $hows an un'111illinsness or inability on the part of lhc client 
to disclose pcaon41 in,formatioq. ~ite this C:1CmmlC defensiveness, he ll:$l)Onded 10 items reflecting 
some itnusual $}'mptoms or belie'-. M,any reasons may be found for this pattern ofuncooperativencss: 
consci?llS ~to¢~ to present A,i1111clf in a favorable tight, lack of psychological S<>phi. is,\ication, or rigid 
neurotic adJU$1mclit. '.·. . ij\_ l,\ M~ .-~ ~ ,r:)nJ"t, 

. . ; • /l.:, ¢ y)'lw ¥ 
SYMPTOMATICPATttRNS · ~ 
Scales Pa and Sc were moo as ttle prototype to develop this report. A severe chofogical disorder is 
reflected in this pl'llfilc:. The cliqnt appears to be experiencing a flon psychooc process t 1ttc u cs 
personality decompen$$tion, so~ w#hdr~. disotdcred affect, and erratic, possibly assaultive, 
behavior, He appears to be quitQ OOl.lfl.\sed, withdrawn, and preoccupied with oocu1t or abstract idw, 
and he may f«il ~ .others an:~ him because of his belief$. He may appim: quite apathetic, tends 
to spciJd a great ~I of time in fantasy, and might suffer from hnlfucinations, blunted or inappropriate 
affect, and hostile, irritable beh4vior. ~e ~ coniused and disotientod, and he may behave in 
unpredictable, highly aggressiv~ ways. This MMPl •2 clinical profile reflects chronic maladjustn\Cnt, 
although he may presently be eJ!Pei'ic~ciog an intensification of problems. Personality decompensation, 
disorganization, and thought disbrdc.tr ~ liJcely to persist. 

In addition, the following description is suggested by Ille client's scores on the content scales. He has 
difficldty managing routine afre,!1t, mil 1he items he endol'$Cd suggest a poor memo,:y, concentration 
problems, and an ~bility to ~e dCQisions. He appears to be immobilized and withdrawn and has no 
eneray fur life. He Vicw.s hi.s physical health as failing and reports numerous somatic concerns. He feels 
that life is no longe.,. wonhwhile.:and t]iat be i.s losing control of his thought proce11$CS, He \•iews the 
world a.s a thrllatenin:g place, se~ himself as haVing been unjustly blamed for others' problems, and fccls 
that he is ~!ting a raw deal out ~iife; He is rather high-strung and belieY"-' thac he feels things more, or 
more intemely, thaji others do. Jjlc feels quite lonely and misunderstood at times. 

He endorsed a nwubet of ex.treme and bizane thoughts, sugJesting the presence of delusions and/or 
hallucinat.ions. He appat'ently believe# fuat he has special mystiC4ll powers ot a special "missionw in life 
that othcm do not understand or pt,cept. 

An understanoing of the client's l.ll1det1ying personality, as represcntod by his soorcs on the PSY-S 
scales, can provide a cliniCf.1 context in which to view the extreme psychological symptoms be is 
pte$¢ntly experiencing. He •~ holds some unuwal beliefs that appear to be disconnected from 
reality, His high scote on the PSYC (Psyehotieism) scale $Ugge.sU that he often feels alienated from 
others ll!ld might experience ~Uill symptoms such as delusional belief$, circumstantial and tangential 
thinlcine, and loose association,.:. 
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TREATMENT CONSID~AA'flONS 
! 

Individuals with this profile may be ~encina a gn1at deal of personality deterioration, which may 
require bospitalizatiOlt if «My I\J'C ®n'sidcrcd danaerous to themsclve& or others. Psychotropic 
mcdi<;ation may teduQC their tblr:tting distUttiance and mood di$0rdcr, Outpatient trealmc:nt giay be 
complicated by their regressed prdisorganiied behavior. Day treatment programs or other such 
structured settjngs may be helpjb] in providing a stabiliiing treattrumt environment. 

} ' 

Long•term adj\ls~t is a problem, Frequent, brief "management" therapy conttcU may be helpful in 
suucturing their aqtivities, lnsight-ori!)llted or uncovering therapies cend not to be helpful for individuals 
with this profile &J)d may actua{ly exacerbate the problems. This individual is unlikely 10 be able to 
cstnblish a ll'Usting working rclitio!l!bip with a therapist · . . 

If psychological treatment is be!ng coµ.sidcn:d, it may be profitable for the lherapist to explore the 
client's tteatment motivation ca(ly in !hcrapy. His scores on the content scales indicate some fQClings 
and attitudes that QOuld be unprpducti\•e in psychological treaunCilt and in implementing change, 
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Raw Score TScore Resp.,,.. 
Scbizopl®nia Subscales 

Social AJi¢1Wion (Sc1), 12 88 100 
eit\otiQnal Alienation ($aj 4 78 100 
Lack of Ego Mulccy, Qo~ti,ve (S~) 4 66 100 
Lack of Bgo Mastery, qonative (Sc4) 3 ss JOO 
Lack of Ego Mastery, Qefectivc Inhibition (Sc5) 7 89 100 
Bizarre Sepsory Bxperi~ces (Scfi) 1 15 100 

Hypomania Su~l~ 
Amorality (Mai) 0 3S 100 
Psychomotor Accelmtion <Mau 7 58 100 
lmpeiturbabllity (Ma3) • 3 47 !00 
Ego lntlation (Mac) s 63 100 

Sod.al Introversion Subsealea;(Ben-Porath, Hostetler, Butcher, & Graham) 

Shyness/S~lf•Consciol!llness (Si1) 14 77 100 
Sooial Avoidance (Si2) . 8 71 100 
AlienatiM••Sclfand ~ (Si1) 6 S3 100 

Content Compon.ent Scale$ (Q,en-Porath & Sherwood) 

Fears Subscales 
Generalize~ Fearfulness, {FRS 1) I 53 100 
Multiple Fears (FRSi) 0 37 100 

Dcpre$Sion Subscales 
Lack of Drive (OEP1) I 46 100 
Dysphoria (DBP0 I so 100 
Sclf•Det)reciation (DEPt) 3 62 100 
Suicidal ldeation (DEP 4) I 62 100 

Health Concerns Subscales 
Gastrointestinal Symptoms (HEA1) I 57 100 
Ncnrologi~ Symptoms<HEA2) 3 60 100 
General Health ConCClllf (HEA3) 2 56 100 

Bizarre Mentation Subscales 
Psychotic Symptomatology (BIZ1) 2 64 100 
Schizotypal CharacteriSt\C6 (BJZ) 1 86 100 

Anger Subscales 
Explosive Behavior (Al\,101) () 39 100 
Irritability (ANG2) l 41 100 

Cynicism Subscale& 
Misanthropic Beliefs (C)'N1) !) 58 100 
Interpersonal Suspicio~css (CYN;z) 6 62 100 
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CRITICAL 11'EMS 

The following critkal items ha-Ye been found to have pom'ble ti,nificance in analyzina a client's 
problem situation. Although th6Se itoi'os may serve as a $0Uroe of hypotheses for further investigation, 
caution should be used in inti:t"P,retini individual iicms because they may have been checked 
inadveftently. ; 

The percentages of endc;m1e~ for each eritical item are p~nt~ in brackets following the listing of 
lite item. The percentage of the(:MMPJ-211onmruve sample of l,ljS men who cndoned the item in the 
sooted direction i&, given. \ · 

i 

Acute Amiety State (Ko.ss-Bdtcher Critical Items) 

Of the 17 possible items in this 'Section. 10 wcro endor4Cd in the scored direction; 

S. l am easily awakened by noise. (True) 
[N -41] : 

15. I work under a great deal flftension. (True) 
[N=37] 

28. 1 am bothered by an upset'.\stomach sevCilll times a week. {True) 
(N=S] , 

39. My sleep is fitful and distlp'bed. (True) 
[N=ll) 

140. Most nights I go to sleep with<>~ thoughts or ideas bothMDg me. (False} 
[N=23J '. 

218. I have periods of such gte$t n:stless~s that 1 cannot sit long in a chair. (True) 
{N•30) . 

223. I believe I am no more ncl'vous - m0$t ot.hct$. (False) 
[N= 16] : 

301. I feel tinxiety about som~ng or someone almost all the tin\e. (f JUe) 
{N .. IS] 

444. I am a high-sirong person.,{True) 
[N=22J , 

463. Sevcml times a week I feef a,s if ~mething dreadful is about to happen. (True) 
(N=4J , 

Dtprcned Suicidal Ideation ~oss-~utcher Critical Items) 

Of the 22 J)O$Sible items in this ~ctioii. 5 were endorsed in the scored direction: 

130. I certainly feel useless at tiJncs. (True) 
[N=34) . ' 

146. l cry easily. (Tmc) 
[N = 13) 

273. Life is a min for me muc~ of~ time. (True) 
[N .. 161 
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Timolll)! Ra)I .ion., Jr 
51£1 j $ Qi ! U. £ !Mi 154 

361. Someone has been trying~ influence my mind. (Troe) 
(N •4] ; 

Antlsodal Attitude (Lachtr•'\}'robel Critical Items) 
• 

Of the 9 possible items in this section, 4 were endorsed in the scored dm:ction: 
' ' 

35. Sometimes when I \.\'llll ytjung I .stole tbiJlp. (Tme) 
[N=SS] ··. 

84. 1 was suspenc:led from ~ol one or more ~ for bad behavior. (True) 
(N= 17] ; 

254. MOllt people make friends,because friends are likely to be useful to them. (Ttuc) 
[N=24) : 

266. l have never been in troub)e with the law. (False) 
[N=4ll . 

Fanlll)• Confflet (Laehar-\V,obel Critical Items) . ' 

Of the 4 possible i~s in this section, I was endorsed in the scored direction: 
. ' 

2 t. At tittles I have very mucq wanted to loave home. (True) 
[N=32J 

Somatic Symptoms (L■eh■r-\Yrobel Critical Items) 

Of the 23 possible items in this ~ection, 8 were endoncd in the fiOOrcd direction: 

28. lam bothered by an upset'stomach $CVentl times a week. {True) 
[N=8) . 

33. [ seldom wony about my 1,iealt!L (False} 
[N=37J . 

47. I am almost never bothered by pains over my heart or in my chest. (False) 
[N = 19} : 

57. J hardly ever feel pain in dJ,e back of my neck. (False) 
(N-=27) ' . 

142. I have never bad I fit or cQnvulsion. (False) 
[N=7) ' 

159. I have never had a fainting qi.ell. (False) 
[N=21J . ' . 

229. I have bad blank spells in thlcb my activities were intcmipted and I did not know what was going 
on around me. (True) 

[N=SJ 
295. I have never been paralyud or had any unusual weakness of llDY of my muscles. (False) 

[N= 15] 
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122, At times my thoughts ha~c raced ahead faster than I could speak them. (True) 
[N=80] ·. 

316. I have stm.nge and peculiar thOl.jghts. (TtllC) 
[N • 1s1 l 

319. I hear strange things whe'i' I am:alone. (True) 
[N "'4] ; 

Depression and Worry (Lach~r-Wrobfl CriUcal Items) 

Of the 16 po6Siblc items in this\sectiOI!, 6 were endol'!Cd in the soored direction: 

73. I am certainly lacking in ~lf-contidcni:e. (True) 
[N=l7J . ' 

130. I certainly feel useless at ~es. (True) 
[N•34J 

J 80. There is so~ing wrong with my mind. (True) 
[N=S] 

273. Life is a strain for me muQh of the time. (True) 
[N .. 16] ·• . 

411, At times I think I am no gjx>d at all. (True) 
[N"' 20] 

415. I wony quite a bit ov=- poss.ible.misfortunes. (True) 
[N•27J . 

Deviant Beliefs (l,achar-Wro'1el Crltic-1 Items} 
; 

Of the I S possible items in this llection, IO were endors«t in the scored direction: 

Tli10lfl' Aly J0<1N, Jr 

42. If people had not had it inior me, I would have been much more successful. (True) 
[N=4] . . 

99. Someono has it in for me. {True) 
[N=SJ 

138. I believe I am being plotte,/i again.st. (True) 
(N•2] 

144. I believe I am being followed. (True) 
[N= I) . 

216. Someone has b«n trying~ rob me, (True) 
[N=3] • 

259. 1 ams~ I am being talko!l about, (True) 
[N• 18) 

314. I have no enemies who rej\lly wish to harm me. {False) 
lN"" 1Zl 

333. People say insulting and vul,gar things about me. (True) 
{N•6J , 

361. Someone has been trying IP influence my mind. {True) 
{N•4] . 

466. Sometimes I am sure that other people can tell what I am thinking. (True) 
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1lffl0lhy RIY J-,Jr 

OMITTED ITJMS 

The following items were omi~cd by the client. It may be helpful to discuu these item omissions with 
this individual to determine th~ reason for noncompliance with the test instructions. 

' 
123. lfl could get into a movie without paying and be sure J was not seen l would probably do it. 
192. My mother IJil a &ood w+, <>i (if your mother is dead) my mother was a good woman. 
198. 1 · often hear voices Withoqt kno'Mng where they oome ftom. 

' ' 

End of Report 

NOTE.: This MMPI-2 interp~tion ~ serve as a useful source of hypotheses about clien1$, This report 
i$ based on objectively derlve~~e indices -,id scale intcrpn:utioM that have been developed in 
diverse groups of patients. The i,ertotµllity descriptions, inferences, and recommendations coniaincd 
herein need to be verified by ot~r sowccs of clinical infomu.tion because individual clients may not 
fully match the prototype. The Inrorniation in lhis rq,ort should only be used by attained and qualified 
test intetpreter. The Jeport was p!:!t designed or intended to be provided directly to client$. The 
informmion contained in the rei!ort is technical and was developed to aid professional lllterpretation. 

\ . 

This and previous pages of this~~ (lOlltam trade secrets and are not to be releued in respon$C lo 
reqUC$1S under HlPAA (or any Other $ta disclosure law that exempts trade secret information ftom 
release). Further, ~lease in resi,'.1>nsc to litigation discovery demands should be made only in accordance 
with your profession's ethical i,Wide~c.s 1111d under an appropriate protecti\'c order. 
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MMPl't MJII .Cinloll lrlll'J)lloWe fl'l!Crt; 
~tt, f'9 19 . '. 'limolhv Ray J!lnll. Jr 

441: 2 442: I 443: 2 444: I 445: 2 446: l 447: 2 448: 2 449: I 450: 2 
451: 2 4S2: 1 4S3: 1 454: · 2 455: 1 456: l 457: 2 458: 2 459: I 460: I 
461: 2 462: 1 463: 1 464: 2 465: 1 466: l 467: I 468: 2 4()9; 2 470: 2 
471: 2 472: 2 473: I I 474: 2 47S: 2 476: I 477: 2 478: 2 479: 2 480: 2 
481: 2 482: 2 483: I '484:. I 485; 1 486: 2 487: 2 488; I 489: 2 490: 1 
491: 2 492: I 493: 2 '.494: I 49S: l 496: I 497: 2 498-: l 499: 2 500: 2 
501: 2 502: 2 :503: 2 , 504: 2 SOS: 2 506: 2 507: 2 SOS: 2 509: 2 510: 2 
511: 2 512: . l :513: 2 iSl4: I SIS: I 516: 2 517: 2 S18: 2 519: 2 520: 2 
521: 2 :522: 2 523: 2 'S24: 2 525: 2 526: l 527: 2 528: 1 S29: 1 530: 2 
531: l 532: I 533: 2 ?,534: 2 535: l 536: 2 537: 2 538: 2 539: 2 540: 2 
541: I 542: I S43: l '544: 2 545: 1 546: I 547: I 548: 2 549: 1 550: I 
SSI: 2 552: 2 553; 2 '554: 2 SSS: 2 556: 2 557: 1 558; 1 55.9: 2 560: 2 
561: I 562: l 563: 1 .• 564! 1 S65: 2 566: 2 567: 1 

8064



' . • 

MCMl®-111 

MCMI®-I I I 
MILLON• CLINICAL 
MULTIAXIAL INVENTORY-Ill 

Millon® Clinical Multiaxial Inventory-Ill 
Profile Report 
Theodore Millon, PhD, DSc 

ID Number: 

Age: 

Gender: 

Setting: 

Race: 

Marital Status: 

Date Assessed: 

0 PsychCoq:~ 

 
37 

Male 

Correctional Inmate 

White 

Divorced 

02/22/2019 

Copyright IC> 1994, 2005, 2009 DICANDRIEN, Inc. All rights reserved. 
Pearson, the PSI logo, and PsychCorp are trademarks In the U.S. and/or other countries of Pearson Educa~on, Inc., or Its afflllate(s). MCMt 
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Not for release under HIPAA or other data disclosure laws that exempt trade secrets from disclosure. 

[7.3/ 1 /4.0,12] 

ALWAYS LEARNING PEARSON 
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MCMl0-lll Proflle Report 
02/22/2019, Page 2 

INTERPRETIVE CONSIDERATIONS 

ID:  

MCMI-III reports are normed on patients who were in the early phases of assessment or psychotherapy 
for emotional discomfort or social difficulties. Respondents who do not fit this normative population or 
who have inappropriately taken the MCMI-III for nonclinical purposes may have inaccurate reports. The 
MCMI-III report cannot be considered definitive. It should be evaluated in conjunction with additional 
clinical data. The report should be evaluated by a mental health clinician trained in the use of 
psychological tests. The report should not be shown to offenders or their relatives. 

The client is a 37-year-old divorced white male. He is currently being seen as a correctional offender, 
and he did not identify specific problems and difficulties of an Axis I nature in the demographic portion 
of this test. 

The BR scores reported for this individual have been modified to account for the high self-revealing 
inclinations indicated by the high raw score on Scale X (Disclosure) and the psychic tension indicated 
by the elevation on Scale A (Anxiety). 
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MCMl'•III Profile Report 
02/2212019, Page 3 

ID: 

MILLON CLINICAL MUL TIAXIAL INVENTORY - Ill 
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION FOR PROFESSIONAL USE ONLY 

INVALIDITY (SCALE V) = 0 INCONSISTENCY (SCALE W) =3 
PERSONALITY CODE: 2A BB 2B •• 3 • 1 z.M 6B + 5 6A" 4' 'II S •• P C • II 
SYNDROME CODE: A N •• R • II PP •• - • II 
DEMOGRAPHIC CODE: ICI/M/37/W/D/-/--/--/------I--/------/ 

CATEGORY 

X 
MODIFYING 

y 
INDICES 

z 

1 

2A 

2B 

3 

CLINICAL 4 

PERSONALITY 5 

PATTERNS 6A 

6B 

1 

BA 

8B 

SEVERE s 

PERSONALITY C 

PATHOLOGY p 

A 

H 

N 

CLINICAL 
D 

SYNDROMES 
B 

T 

R 

SEVERE ss 

CLINICA~. cc -- --
SYNDROMES pp 

SCORE 

RAW BR o 

125 76 

7 35 

13 61 

11 71 

21 102 

17 91 

11 80 

2 1 ■ 

11 51 

4 47 

1 63 

19 65 

9 65 

17 95 

22 99 

13 16 

19 84 

15 99 

3 44 

14 94 

6 61 

3 59 
. . ---· ..•. 

6 70 

14 76 

12 10 

5 64 ·-. - •.. ·--
14 104 

60 

---·- ··-

PROFILE OF BR SCORES 

75 

I 

85 

·- ~ 

··-· ----··- .. 

·- .. .. -- - - ... ~-- . ...... 

DIAGNOSTIC SCALES 

116 

DISCLOSURE 

DESIRABlllTY 

DEBASEMENT 

SCHIZOID 

AVOIDANT 

.DEPRESSIVE 

DEPENDENT 

HISTRIONIC 

NARCISSISTIC 

ANTISOCIAL 

SADISTIC 

COMPULSIVE 

NEGATIVISTIC 

MASOCHISTIC 

SCHIZOTYPAL 

BORDERLINE 

PARANOID 

ANXIETY 

SOMATOFORM 

BIPOLAR: MANIC 

DYSTHYMIA 

ALCOHOL DEPENDENCE 

DRUG DEPENDENCE 

POST-TRAUMATIC STRESS 

THOUGHT DISORDER 

MAJOR DEPRESSION .. --·· .. . . - ·- -· 

DELUSIONAL DISORDER 
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MCMl0-III Profile Report 
02/22/2019, Page 4 

NOTEWORTHY RESPONSES 

ID:  

The client answered the following statements in the direction noted in parentheses. These items suggest 
specific problem areas that the clinician may wish to investigate. 

Health Preoccupation 
74. I can't seem to sleep, and wake up just as tired as when I went to bed. (True) 

149. I feel shaky and have difficulty falling asleep because painful memories of a past event keep 
running through my mind. (True) 

Interpersonal Alienation 
10. What few feelings I seem to have I rarely show to the outside world. (True) 
18. I'm afraid to get really close to another person because it may end up with my being ridiculed 

or shamed. (True) 
27. When I have a choice, I prefer to do things alone. (True) 
48. A long time ago, I decided it's best to have little to do with people. (True) 
63. Many people have been spying into my private life for years. (True) 
69. I avoid most social situations because I expect people to criticize or reject me. (True) 
99. In social groups I am almost always very self-conscious and tense. (True) 

161. I seem to create situations with others in which I get hurt or feel rejected. (True) 
165. Other than my family, I have no close friends. (True) 
167. I take great care to keep my life a private matter so no one can take advantage of me. (True) 
174. Although I'm afraid to make friendships, I wish I had more than I do. (True) 

Emotional Dyscontrol 
22. I'm a very erratic person, changing my mind and feelings all the time. (True) 
34. Lately, I have gone all to pieces. (True) 
83. My moods seem to change a great deal from one day to the next. (True) 

116. I have had to be really rough with some people to keep them in line. (True) 
124. When I'm alone and away from home, I often begin to feel tense and.panicky. (True) 
134. I sometimes feel crazy-like or unreal when things start to go badly in my life. (True) 

Self-Destructive Potential 
24. I began to feel like a failure some years ago. (True) 

112. I have been downhearted and sad much ofmy life since I was quite young. (True) 
IS I. I've never been able to shake the feeling that I'm worthless to others. (True) 
154. I have tried to commit suicide. (True) 

Childhood Abuse 
81. I'm ashamed of some of the abuses I suffered when I was young. (True) 

132. I hate to think about some of the ways I was abused as a child. (True) 

_ Ea_tingJ)isorder 
No items endorsed. 
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INVALIDITY (SCALE V) = 0 INCONSISTENCY (SCALE W) = 3 
PERSONALITY CODE: 2A 88 2B •• 3 * 1 I.BA 6B + 5 6A " 4 ' ' // S •• P C • // 
SYNDROME CODE: A N •• R •//PP •• • * // 
DEMOGRAPHIC CODE: /CI/M/37/W/D/·/-·/--/······/··/······/ 

CATEGORY SCORE DIAGNOSTIC SCALES 

RAW BR o 60 

PROFILE OF BR SCORES 
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X 125 76 DISCLOSURE 
MODIFYING 

I y 7 35 DESIRABILITY 
INDICES 

z 13 61 I DEBASEMENT 

1 11 71 ! SCHIZOID 
-----· f--·--· . ··-·--·--··. - --!-------- •·-··· "·-------···- ··--··-· --· - ··-·. 

2A. 21 102 AVOIDANT 

I 
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28 17 91 DEPRESSIVE 

-·---
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····- c--·--- .. --.--, . --~' ····-·-·----·----.. --.. --·------· 
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-·· .....• ··1.·-•·· -- ·-· -- ... ------- - C ..... ... . . .. --·-·- ----------·--····· ... ···- ---
PATTERNS 6A 4 ; 47 l ANTISOCIAL 

• .... .. ·- -- ·•--·· -· -·-·· ·- . .... .. f ··--·-- ··-.... ····r 
68 7 ! 63 I SADISTIC 

! • 
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---------1----·--· ··-- ........ - '·-· ........ ........ - ······ ---·-••··· -· ... ··- . .. .. . -·- .•. .. .. 
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PATHOLOGY p 19 64 PARANOID 

A 15 99 ANXIETY 
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CLINICAL ·---·----·- -- -·- ··------- ----·· - -· --· ·----

D 6 61 DYSTHYMIA 
SYNDROMES 
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.. - ----··· 

T 6 70 DRUG DEPENDENCE 

R 14 76 POST-TRAUMATIC STRESS 

SEVERE ss 12 70 THOUGHT_DISORDER 
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- ·- -···-· ··- ... . , - .. ·-.•. -- ___ ,., . -·--. -· --·· -.,-··-
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MMPl-2 VALIDITY AND CLINICAL SCALES PROFILE 
120 -=----=--,,.---,,---,,--,,--------,-,,,--,,--,.---,,-----,,---=---:::--,,--.,_120 

110 

100 

90 

80 

40 

30 •• 

VRIN TRIN F FB Fp FBS L K s Hs D Hy Pd Mf Pa Pt Sc Ma 

Raw Score: 8 10 10 9 4 16 9 16 24 9 29 17 20 28 26 27 33 24 

K Correction: 8 6 16 16 3 

T Score (Plotted): 61 57T 67 79 70 61 74 51 49 62 72 42 57 54 108 85 89 69 

Non-Gendered 
62 58T 69 79 72 58 75 52 48 60 70 41 57 107 81 87 69 T Score: 

Response%: 100 100 97 100 96 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 99 100 

Cannot Say (Raw): 2 Percent True: 45 
F-K (Raw): -6 Percent False: 55 

Welsh Code: 6***87"02'9+ 1-45/3: L'F+-K/ Profile Elevation: 73.0 

· The highest aiid lowest rscores possible on eacli scale are indicated oy a•;;•; ·· 

For Information on FBS, see Ben-Porath, Y. S., & Tellegen, A. (2006). The FBS: Current Status, a report on the Pearson web site 
(www.pearsonassessments.com/tests/mmpL2.htm}. 
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MMPl-2 NON-K-CORRECTED VALIDITY/CLINICAL SCALES PROFILE 
120 ..... ------------------------------,,,...-----,,.-..,.,.-----,_ 120 

110 110 

100 •• 100 

90 

40 

30 .• .. 
VRIN TRIN F Fe Fp FBS L K s Hs D Hy Pd Mf Pa Pt Sc Ma SI 

Raw Score: 8 10 10 9 4 16 9 16 24 9 29 17 20 28 26 27 33 24 46 

T Score (Plotted): 61 57T 67 79 70 61 74 51 49 61 72 42 57 54 108 73 78 67 74 
Non-Gendered 
T Score: 62 58T 69 79 72 58 75 52 48 59 70 41 58 107 71 77 68 72 

Response%: 100 100 97 100 96 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 99 100 100 

Cannot Say (Raw): 2 Percent True: 45 
Profile Elevation: 69.8 Percent False: 55 

The highest and lowest T scores possible on each scale are Indicated by a "··". 

Non-K-corrected T scores allow interpreters lo examine the relative contributions of the Clinical Scale raw score and the K correction 
to K-corrected Clinical Scale T scores. Because all other MMPl-2 scores that aid in the interpretation of the Clinical Scales (the 
Harris-Lingoes· subscales;· Restructured Clinical· Scales; Content and Content·Component Scales, PSY-5 Scales;· and Supplementary · 
Scales) are not K-corrected, they can be compared most directly with non•K-corrected T scores. 

For information on FBS, see Ben-Porath, Y. S., & Tellegen, A. (2006). The FBS: Current Status, a report on the Pearson web site 
(www.pearsonassessments.com/tests/mmp1_2.htm), 
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40 
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MMPl-2 RESTRUCTURED CLINICAL SCALES PROFILE 

120 120 

110 110 

100 100 

90 90 

80 BO 

70 70 

80 60 ........... 

50 50 

40 40 

30 30 

RCd RC1 RC2 RC3 RC4 RC6 RC7 RCS RC9 
dem som lpe cyn asb per dne abx hpm 

Raw Score: 7 6 5 10 5 12 13 7 13 

T Score (plotted): 57 60 53 60 49 90 67 70 50 

Non-Gendered T Score: 55 59 54 61 52 100 65 70 51 

Response%: 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 94 100 

The highest and lowest T scores possible on each scale are Indicated by a"··". 

LEGEND 
dem= Demoralization 
som = Somatic Complaints 
lpe = Low Positive Emotions 

cyn = Cynicism 
asb = Antisocial Behavior 
per = Ideas of Persecution 

dne = Dysfunctional Negative Emotions 
abx = Aberrant Experiences 
hpm= Hypomanic Activation 

For information on the RC scales, see Tellegen, A., Ben-Porath, Y.S., McNulty, J.L., Arbisl, P.A., Graham, J.R., & 
KaemmeF. .. 6' 2003;· Th.e MMPl-2.Restruetuted Clinical (RC) Scales; Development,- Validation,• arn:l.lnterprelatio"--­
Minneapolis: Univers~y of Minnesota Press. 
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MMPl-2 SUPPLEMENTARY SCALES PROFILE 
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Non-Gendered 
T Score: 56 60 32 41 51 59 67 63 63 53 51 53 3B 

Response%: 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

The highest and lowest T scores possible on each scale are indicated by a"··" . 
. ------··- ... ---· --·· 
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Raw Score: 

T Score (plotted): 

Non-Gendered T Score: 

Response%: 

MMPl-2 PSY-5 SCALES PROFILE 

AGGR PSYC DISC NEGE 

5 14 10 11 

40 84 41 52 

42 85 45 51 

100 96 100 100 

The highest and lowest T scores possible on each scale are indicated by a "•·". 
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ADDITIONAL SCALES 
(to be used as an aid In interpreting the parent scales) 

Raw Score T Score 
Harris-Lingoes Subscales 

Depression Subscales 
Subjective Depression (D1) 13 66 
Psychomotor Retardation (D2) 8 65 
Physical Malfunctioning (D3) 5 67 
Mental Dullness (D4) 3 53 
Brooding (D5) 4 62 

Hysteria Subscales 
Denial of Social Anxiety (Hy1) 0 30 
Need for Affection (HY2) 3 36 
Lassitude-Malaise {Hy3) 4 57 
Somatic Complaints (Hy4) 4 57 
Inhibition of Aggression (Hy5) 6 71 

Psychopathic Deviate Subscales 
Familial Discord (Pd1) 2 51 
Authority Problems (Pd2) 2 40 
Social Imperturbability {Pd3) 0 30 
Social Alienation (P~) 9 77 
Self-Alienation (Pd5) 4 53 

Paranoia Subscales 
Persecutory Ideas (Pa1) 14 120 
Poignancy {Pa2) 5 68 
Naivete (Pa3) 5 51 

Schizophrenia Subscales 
Social Alienation (Sc1) 12 88 
Emotional Alienation (Sc2) 4 78 
Lack of Ego Mastery, Cognitive (Sc3) 4 66 
Lack of Ego Mastery, Conative (Sc4) 3 55 
Lack of Ego Mastery, Defective Inhibition (Sc5) 7 89 
Bizarre Sensory Experiences (Sc6) 7 75 

Hypomania Subscales 
Amorality (Ma1) 0 35 
Psychomotor Acceleration (Mai) 7 58 
Imperturbability (Ma3) 3 47 
Ego Inflation (Ma4) 5 63 

• Sodal lntroveFSion• Subscales-- · 

Shyness/Self-Consciousness (Si1) 14 77 
Social Avoidance (Si2) 8 71 
Alienation--Self and Others (Si3) 5 50 

ID: 
TIMOTHY JONES 

Non-Gendered 
TScore Resp% 

64 100 
64 100 
65 100 
52 100 
60 100 

30 100 
35 /00 
56 100 
55 100 
70 100 

51 100 
43 100 
30 100 
76 100 
53 100 

120 100 
67 100 
50 100 

86 100 
78 100 
67 100 
55 100 
86 100 
73 100 

36 100 
59 100 
48 100 
62 100 

75 100 
72 100 
50 100 
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Content Component Scales 

Fears Subscales 
Generalized Fearfulness (FRS 1) 

Multiple Fears (FRS2) 

Depression Subscales 
Lack of Drive (DEP 1) 

Dysphoria {DEP2) 

Self-Depreciation (DEP3) 

Suicidal Ideation (DEP 4) 

Health Concerns Subscales 
Gastrointestinal Symptoms (HEA1) 

Neurological Symptoms (HEA2) 

General Health Concerns (HEA3) 

Bizarre Mentation Subscales 
Psychotic Symptomatology (BIZ1) 

Schizotypal Characteristics (B IZi) 

Anger Subscales 
Explosive Behavior {ANG1) 

Irritability {ANG2) 

Cynicism Subscales 
Misanthropic Beliefs (CYN1) 

Interpersonal Suspiciousness (CYNi) 

Antisocial Practices Subscales 
Antisocial Attitudes (ASP 1) 

Antisocial Behavior (ASP 2) 

Type A Subscales 
Impatience (TPA1) 

Competitive Drive (TPA2) 

Low Self-Esteem Subscales 
Self-Doubt {LSE1) 
Submissiveness (LSE2) 

Social Discomfort Subscales 
Introversion (SOD1) 
Shyness (SOD2) 

Family Problems Subscales 
... Fal)Jily_l)is~10rd_(FA.M1L 

Familial Alienation (F AM2) 

Raw Score 

I 
0 

l 
l 
3 
1 

I 
3 
3 

2 
7 

0 
1 

8 
6 

6 
3 

I 
6 

5 
1 

13 
7 

4 
0 
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Non-Gendered 
T Score TScore Resp% 

53 51 100 
37 34 100 

46 46 100 
50 48 100 
62 62 100 
62 62 100 

57 55 100 
60 58 100 
64 64 100 

64 64 100 
86 86 100 

39 39 100 
41 40 100 

55 56 100 
62 63 100 

49 51 100 
59 64 100 

39 40 100 
66 68 100 

64 64 100 
48 47 100 

73 75 100 
74 72 100 

55 54 100 -
40 41 100 
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Negative Treatment Indicators Subscales 
Low Motivation (TRT1) 

Inability to Disclose (TRT2) 

ID:  
TIMOTHY JONES 

Non-Gendered 
Raw Score T Score T Score Resp % 

2 
4 

54 
68 

53 
68 

100 
100 

Uniform T scores are used for Hs, D, Hy, Pd, Pa, Pt, Sc, Ma, the content scales, the content component 
scales, and the PSY-5 scales. The remaining scales and subscales use linear T scores. 
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OMITTED ITEMS 

ID:  
TIMOTHY JONES 

Those items for which there is no response or for which both true and false responses have been entered 
are considered "omitted." The potential for lowering the elevation of individual scales or the overall 
profile and rendering the administration invalid increases with the number of omitted items. 
Defensiveness, confusion, carelessness, and indecision are among the common reasons for omitting 
items. Examination of the content of the items that were omitted by the respondent may reveal specific 
problem areas or suggest reasons for their not responding appropriately to all items. Following are the 
items that were omitted: 

192. My mother is a good woman, or (if your mother is dead) my mother was a good woman. 
198. I often hear voices without !mowing where they come from. 

CRITICAL ITEMS 

The MMPI-2 contains a number of items whose content may indicate the presence of psychological 
problems when endorsed in the deviant direction. These "critical items," developed for use in clinical 
settings, may provide an additional source of hypotheses about the respondent. However, caution should 
be used in interpreting critical items since responses to single items are very unreliable and should not 
be treated as scores on full-length scales •• for example, an individual could easily mismark or 
misunderstand a single item and not intend the answer given. The content of the items and the possibility 
of misinterpretation make it important to keep the test results strictly confidential. Special caution 
should be exercised when interpreting these items in nonclinical settings. 

Acute Anxiety State (Koss-Butcher Critical Items) 
5. I am easily awakened by noise. (True) 

I 5. I work under a great deal of tension. (True) 
28. I am bothered by an upset stomach several times a week. (True) 
39. My sleep is fitful and disturbed. (True) 

140. Most nights I go to sleep without thoughts or ideas bothering me. (False) 
218. I have periods of such great restlessness that I cannot sit long in a chair. (True) 
223. I believe I am no more nervous than most others. (False) 
3 0 I . I feel anxiety about something or someone almost all the time. (True) 
444. I am a high-strung person. (True) 
463. Several times a week I feel as if something dreadful is about to happen. (True) 

Depressed Suicidal Ideation (Koss-Butcher Critical Items) 
130. I certainly feel useless at times. (True) 
146. I cry easily. (True) 
273. Life is a strain for me much of the time. (True) 
41 l. At times I think I am no good at all. (True) 
'!_85._I often feel that I'm not as good as other people. (True) 

--- ·--·· --· --· -

Mental Confusion (Koss-Butcher Critical Items) 
32. I have had very peculiar and strange experiences. (True) 
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180. There is something wrong with my mind. (True) 
316. I have strange and peculiar thoughts. (True) 

Persecutory Ideas (Koss-Butcher Critical Items) 
17. I am sure I get a raw deal from life. (True) 
42. If people had not had it in for me, I would have been much more successful. (True) 
99. Someone has it in for me. (True) 

ID:  
TIMOTHY JONES 

124. I often wonder what hidden reason another person may have for doing something nice for me. 
(True) 

138. I believe I am being plotted against. (True) 
144. I believe I am being followed. (True) 
145. I feel that I have often been punished without cause. (True) 
216. Someone has been trying to rob me. (True) 
241. It is safer to trust nobody. (True) 
251. I have often felt that strangers were looking at me critically. (True) 
259. I am sure I am being talked about. (True) 
314. I have no enemies who really wish to harm me. (False) 
333. People say insulting and vulgar things about me. (True) 
361. Someone has been trying to influence my mind. (True) 

Antisocial Attitude (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
35. Sometimes when I was young I stole things. (True) 
84. I was suspended from school one or more times for bad behavior. (True) 

254. Most people make friends because friends are likely to be useful to them. (True) 
266. I have never been in trouble with the law. (False) 

Family Conflict (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
21. At times I have very much wanted to leave home. (True) 

Somatic Symptoms (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
28. I am bothered by an upset stomach several times a week. (True) 
33. I seldom worry about my health. (False) 
47. I am almost never bothered by pains over my heart or in my chest. (False) 

142. I have never had a fit or convulsion. (False) 
159. I have never had a fainting spell. (False) 
229. I have had blank spells in which my activities were interrupted and I did not know what was going 

on around me. (True) 
295. I have never been paralyzed or had any unusual weakness of any of my muscles. (False) 

Sexual Concern and Deviation (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
268. I wish I were not bothered by thoughts about sex. (True) 

Anxiety and Tension (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
- .15. -I work. under a.great deal o£tension .. {True)... _____ ... __ 

17. I am sure I get a raw deal from life. (True) 
218. I have periods of such great restlessness that I cannot sit long in a chair. (True) 
223. I believe I am no more nervous than most others. (False) 
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261. I have very few fears compared to my friends. (False) 
301. I feel anxiety about something or someone almost all the time. (True) 
320. I have been afraid of things or people that I knew could not hurt me. (True) 
463. Several times a week I feel as if something dreadful is about to happen. (True) 

Sleep Disturbance (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
S. I am easily awakened by noise, (True) 

39. My sleep is fitful and disturbed. (True) 
140. Most nights I go to sleep without thoughts or ideas bothering me. (False) 

ID:  
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328. Sometimes some unimportant thought will run through my mind and bother me for days. (True) 

Deviant Thinking and Experience (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items)• 
32. I have had very peculiar and strange experiences. (True) 

122. At times my thoughts have raced ahead faster than I could speak them. (True) 
316. I have strange and peculiar thoughts. (True) 
319. l hear strange things when l am alone. (True) 

Depression and Worry (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
73. l am certainly lacking in self-confidence. (True) 

130. I certainly feel useless at times. (True) 
180. There is something wrong with my mind. (True) 
273. Life is a strain for me much of the time. (True) 
41 I. At times I think 1 am no good at all. (True) 
415. I worry quite a bit over possible misfortunes. (True) 

Deviant Beliefs (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
42. If people had not had it in for me, I would have been much more successful. (True) 
99. Someone has it in for me. (True) 

138. 1 believe I am being plotted against. (True) 
144. I believe I am being followed. (True) 
216. Someone has been trying to rob me. (True) 
259. I am sure I am being talked about. (True) 
314. I have no enemies who really wish to harm me. (False) 
333. People say insulting and vulgar things about me. (True) 
361. Someone has been trying to influence my mind. (True) 
466. Sometimes I am sure that other people can tell what I am thinking. (True) 

Substance Abuse (Lachar-Wrobel Critical Items) 
168. I have had periods in which I carried on activities without knowing later what I had been doing. 

(True) 
429. Except by doctor's orders I never take drugs or sleeping pills. (False) 

• . ;. .. -- End of Report. _ . 
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NOTE: This and previous pages of this report contain trade secrets and are not to be released in 
response to requests under HIP AA ( or any other data disclosure law that exempts trade secret 
information from release). Further, release in response to litigation discovery demands should be made 
only in accordance with your profession's ethical guidel.ines and under an appropriate protective order, 
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9 

8092



4 
+8 
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- 5 
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x8 

16 
+34 

. 76 
-13 

27 
x3 

453 
926 

+ 187 

831 
-546 

615 
x16 

11 
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1. Orientation 
Note. Before beginning this subtest, introduce yourself to the examlnee. Record responses verbatim. Award 0-1 point for each response. 

Item/Response / 
Score 

(0, 1) 

1. What Is today's date? If the exam/nee gives correct month, day, and year, give credit tor Items 2-3 and ski> to Item 4 ' / -- . I 
,. I/ .-•l1a--, 
; 

' 
2. What year Is this? !I-~·"' \...,..,,, .,_,, I 
3. What month Is this? ~ I 
4. What day of the week Is this? r-, I 
5. What season Is this? -·--·----~-·--··· ---· -l- -

, .. --. -····------·• ········· .. ··--- ...... --····-·····-· -· ····-- ••-•••u • ··- . --- .... --·· -·-··· -· ·--·- ----· -··-------· ··-··· 
6. What time is It now? Actual Time: __L: JS__ .:)_} l 
7. What is the name of this place? If the exam/nee gives a general response (e.g., "hospital"), say, Vas, but what Is the name 

I of this hospital? (!,F, Im-fl />)Jril ~ 
8. What city/town are we In now? ~).~ , 

/ t 
9. Whal state/province ere we in now? () ( I 

I 10. How old are you? 
, 

~ ~::i--- I 

t 
11. When were you born? 

~ I 
12. What Is my name? Is this how you Introduced yourself? -~es __ No .,,,/ Jl?, V•~ \, I, /:IV-;,,,c. I / I 

I 13. Is this the first time we have met? Have you met the examlnee before? ~es __ No ... ........---
' I 

. Total 1°3 I Score 2.Sequences 
For each Item, record responses verbatim and completion lime In seconds. Award 1 point for each correct response and sum the points to obtain the item score. 

Completion Item 
Time Score 

Item/Correct Response Response 

t,vM-, 
(0-12) 

Id--.. 
( ) 

~ 
(0-11) 

t/ 

v·--· (0-13) 

13 

[»W' 
Total Total 

Completion Score 

3. Numbers Time 

Record responses verbalim for each oral trial. For each trial, award 1 point tor each correct response. Sum !he.trial scores to obtain lhe item score: 

Oral Trial 1 Oral Trial 2 .Written Trial Item 
Score 

Item Response Score Response Score Response Score (0-3) 

1. 279-57-64 

2. 591-08-32 

3. 913-863-80-95 

Total (0-9) 

Score 
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,. 

,, 

.Trial 3 / 

r--us V/ 

Milk 7,,, 
Nntebooks ,/ 

Coffee ,,, 
Folders . :✓- ✓ .. ___ ... - -· ... -····-· --· -- . 

----- v' Snlnach 

Lemonade / 

Celeru v_ 
Envelo"es v,; 

b Po•-toes ✓-
i Scissors ,/ ,, 
~ Soda 7 -~ 
§ 

• ! 
Trial 3 Sums 

Trial 4 .. ·. ; ... 
As"ar-us ✓ 

Milk ✓ 
Notebooks -

Coffee ✓ 
Fol"ers 

S"inach ✓ 

Lemona"e \/ 
Cele-- ✓ 

l'nvelo--s V 
Potato~s \/ 
Scissors V. 
Soda v 

I .• - - 9... 

Tr/al 4 Sums 

Intrusions 

s NS 

. •.. . ... ···-·····- ·- •"-

Combined 

0 

1/ 

Combined 

\ 
lntruafon1 
s NS 

Subtest Sums Y. ~ 
Cof\blnad 

Response Type 

Clusters Regions Score 
Repetition C s p M R (0, 1) 

·.·. :::::-:·,!:},_:• 

.•. 
-- .•.. . . ··- ..... 

(in 

:._,. .. 
· . .- :. : · ·'(,;'•"'':.:':· . ..'·:::,::. "4•: -~-- ·.:.:·· .,.\: : .. 1 .• , 

(Y.) 

Clu1ters Regions /f~'; 
Repetltfons C s p M R §{Ji .,. ~·,, - \ .. ' 

Recall 
Total 
Sc:t1r• 
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-r. VVUl U L.l:Sl.:S I 
For each trial, record responses verbatim and enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Response Type 

Intrusions Clusters Regions Score 
s NS Repetition C s p M R (0, 1) 

niaf::1.,;r··• :·.: c.'C,\••?~T ,,; ·.·••:i/;'C:/ .. ., -~··: ·:·. .•· ': ~-·: .. ... ;:: . 
.. :·•'.·.' •.. .:-:;-:: . ,. ..-:..\ . ' -:· -f! .· .. .·,•,>· . ·. .-_-,. ,_.. ~ :-::·. '··· 

., ... ·,. >· • .. -, . . . .. 
·---ranus v' 
MIik ✓--
Noteboftks . 
Coffee ✓ 

Fo1ders 

s-1nach / 

Lemon·d" V 
Ce•e-· · .., 
Envelones v. 
Po•atoes j77 
Sc1ssor• ,/ 
So"a 

Trial 1 Sums 
(9") 

Com;f}ed 

Asnaranus 

"Ilk 

No'"books v,. 
<'offee v 
Fo1dera 

V 
Lemonade 

Ce1er" 

Envefones V . 

Potatoes 

Scissor• 

Trial 2Sums 

Combined 
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5. Complex Figure 1 
For each of the Copy and Recall components, enter a check mark for each crtterfon element included In the examlnee's drawings, and award 0-2 points according to 
the criteria here and in Appendix A. Record completion lime In seconds. 

Copy Recall 

Criterion Element Included Score Included Score Scoring Criteria 
(0-2) (0-2) 

Large Rectangle 
7 

'.) ✓ ~ Four sides are present and resemble a rectangle, not a square. Four 
sides meet al right angles (I.e., >75'). 

,/ Both squares are present and pos/1/oned above large rectangle and 
Small Squares 

! :l v ::1 al the top of the vertical extensions; each contains lour right angles 
. (I.e., >75' and <105'); ratio of longest lo shortest ~Ide Is s1 :1.2 . 

Semicircles ✓, "I ✓ ~ Four semlclrcles are present and do not touch each other or Intersect. 

7 ~ i/ Shape Is that of an S lacing backward an..✓.ioes not to~any sides of Backward S R5 I I\ the small square, -
✓ ✓ 

A triangle Is present and rests on lop and within 5% of center of the 
Trlangle 

.Q ,;) large rectangle, The sides are approximately equal In length, within a 
ratio of 1:1.2. 

✓ ✓ ci 
Four oblique lines are present, each starling within 1/8" of each corner 

Oblique Lines 
::1 of the rectangle, They Join wllhln 1/8' of an Imaginary horizontal bisecto 

of the rectangle and to the right of center of the rectangle. 

I"" ✓ 
A circle with six short lines extending outward from lls perimeter Is 

Sunburst 
') ~ positioned In the correct sector of the rectangle. Three of the lines are 

on the left of the circle, and three are on the right. 
--.,, 

An X with two Intersecting line segments and with top and bottom 
X ✓ ') V ~ horizontal lines Is positioned within the correct sector of the large 

rectangle, 

,/ ,< lwo fines extend verllcally, one from the upper-left and one from the 
Vertical Extensions J: l upper-right corner of the large rectangle. The ratio of each extension to 

the height of the rectangle ranges from 1:1,25 to 1:1.18. 

7 ✓ J. Two lines extend horlzontally, approximately parallef to the top of the 
Horizontal Extensions .l rectangle, one from each of the lower side of the small squares. Each 

line is between 1.5 and 1.9 of the lenolh of the side of the squares. 
Copy (0-20F-.·. . (0-20) ,•: ·. Recall 
Score 6)6// 'itil+'''•' Total Score 

Completion - Completion 
Time --- Time 

6. Motor Programming 
If the examlnee completes five consecutive correct allernallons In a trial, do not administer subsequent trials. For each trial administered, enter a check mark for each 
correct allernallon and the error code for each Incorrect allernalion. Five correct alternations (full sequence) equal one correct trial. 

Trlal 1 

Trlal 2 

Trlal-3-

1 

----- .. -····· I-

Allernatlon 
2 3 

·--~- - ·- -·· - ·····-··. -· 

Points for 
Correct 

4 5 Sequence 

4 (1-4) 

3 Total 
·-·· ·-- -··· - --- ·- - -·. ·- ... ··•· .... 2---- .. t---- ··- -- . -· -- -· $core--.. - · --- --- .... · 

No Correct Sequence 1 
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1. Auditory Signal Detection 
Circle each target that Is endorsed and cross through each nontarget that Is endorsed. Award 1 point for each target endorsed. Sum the number of nontargets endors, 

Practice Trial 

Scoring Trfal 

\I y u A 
y p w 
J C p 

:s B A 

N V A 

F T G 

B H 

V K y 

Q I A 

M A D 

F D H 

L R R 

Targets 

First Half (0-11) 

Second Half (0-11) 

Combined (0-22) 

L 

N 

X 

B 

M 
A 

A 

H 

G 

A. 

D 

C 

M 

0 

J 

R 

E 

A 

M 

D 
y 

Q 

T 

X 

R 

J 

A 

0 

T 

N 
p 

A 

N 

N 

Q 

Nontargets 

First Half (Q-97) 

Second Half (Q-97) 

Combined (0-194) 

8. Symbol Cancellation 

Q 

D 

H 

A 

A 

A 

E 

N 

V 

A 

R 

C 

C 

A 

T 

X 

F Q 

E 

L 

H 

L 

J 

0 

I 

D 

s 
I 

K 

Q 

u 
X 

X 

Targets 
Combined 

(0-22) 

X 

A . .. J 
s :nB 

F R 

0 L 

F p 

F D 

X B 

0 y 

X u 

. :s· 
, ' , 

::.:.s··. ., .. 

A 

R 

A 

E 

X 

V 

Nontargets 
Combined 

j)•· I R J ·,, 

s Q G s 
y A V G 

L M H D 

Q H K R 

B y A E 

T J p p 

(0-22) I Adjusted 
Score .__ ___ __. 

Allow the examlnee up to 2 minutes to complete the page, Award 1 point for each target symbol endorsed. Sum the number of nontariiets endorsed, 

Targets Nontargets 

Left Half (0-30) Combln_ed I (0-1so+) 

Right Half ((h'IO) 

Combined (HO) 

Targets 
Combined 

(HO) 

Nontargets 
Combined 

(0-150+) (HO) I Adjusted 
Score .._ ___ __. 
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9. Clocks 
Free Drawing, Predrawn, Copy 
For each component, enter a check mark ror each Included fealure. Award 0--1 point for each feature according to the criteria here and In Appendix A. 

Free Drawing Predrawn Copy 

Score 
Feature/Crlterla. Included (o, 1) Included 

Score 
(0, 1) Included 

Score 
(0, 1) 

·contO"'tift]\i\\\·'. :i:i_.i:{ .;/: \ ,.;· }. __ ::· .. :·· '·. l ·-:··\·;~· :,<:·.,i :: .. ···.,.,:.··_/•:., '·.:'. _;~~-\ ·:~.-·+::-:. r ~- ,,_ ::::-J:-, Y?(:i)\~fr.:( )~]t\~·-Y:?~t\t~l( j\:_:;\;',:.:.:,, ---~:. "fi\-'::.:t\\::':. 
Contour of clock race Is circular. ✓ / ·,. 

Contour Is not too small, overdrawn, or reproduced repeatedly. V I. 

Only numbers 1-12 are present. t/ / ,. V1 I 
Only Arabic numbers are used. V / I· V/ I 
Numbers are sequenced correctly. II/ I ✓, I 
Numbers are oriented correctly and proporllonately to the contour. ,/ / ,. t/ I 
Numbers are positioned within the contour. V r 1/ I 

.. ··•• :· ·:•·1,,:-;e./.· ?<'->,, ......... 1_-··.s._.:-••:1·i/ . , .,. ... .-/'·.· 
Two hands, or marks representing hands, are present. 'II I 'I/ \ V 1 
One hand Indicates the target hour. "I . [. V / ' ,I I 
One hand Indicates the target minute. \ / I 'I/ I d I 
One hand Is perceptually or measurably longer than the other. 

Hands are Joined or approximately joined (within 1/2' or 12 mm). 

Combined 
Score 

Component (t>-13) / (0-ff) io--13> -_: .. <~l!::,,-'. ,,·_.· ·· 1 
Score I?, tr L-"l'"')!..--'--.J.. 1..i:...: lf...:...J. 

Reading Without Numbers 
Record responses verbatim. Award 1 point for each correct response. A response Is correct If within 3 minutes of !he target time. 

Score 
Time Response (O, 1) 

1. 11:10 

2. 8:20 

3. 8:30 

4. 12:15 

5. 9:45 

6. 2:15 
(0-8) 

Reading With Numbers 
Record responses verbatim, Award 1 point for each correct response. A response mus! be the exact target time to be correct. 

····· Time··· 

1. 12:15 

2. 8:20 

3. 2:15 

d Q,AP 

5. 11:10 

6. 8:30 

Response 
··-······- · ··Score.--

10, 1) 

Score 

Score 
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10. Word Lists 2 
Free Recall 

Record responses verbatim and enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Award 1 point tor each correct response. 
Response Tvne 

Intrusions Clusters Score 
Do Not Read Response s NS Rene'"'Aft __.J: .. ,. " 
_(.o·soaraaus •····· 

. _, 
., ..... ··~~·:) \ 
,/\'' 

Milk 

,;-Notebook0 ) 

, • ,C~ffee • ) 
.. ... ·-· .. . ·-··· 

( 

.• ... .. . - -- .. - ... .. -··· ·-·· 
··• ... 

Folders 

Solnach 

Lemonade 
. . '') 
CeJAru..s, -~ 

0

<En;~;ooes
0 

) 

., .·. ...... ) 
8')to+nao-' 

·' ~oon~j sci 

<soda~ 
~ ~ 

~-\e.th (~ 
Free Recall - Sums Score 

Combln1d 

Percent . ~ - = ---Free Recall Score j ~---~ Word Lists 1 Trial 4 ~' ---~ X 100 ,__ ___ %__,j Retention 

. Cued Recall 
Record responses verbatim and enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Veaetables ()..~ I .. 

' .. ,, " l ' 

\( T ►\ <U'..-U\ 
.~,,-~ ' . ) - '\ -

Beveraaes N'"'\ \'. I j 

( ,·, . ,p. 
. ..,. .,. n ') 

\ON\. 

Office Sunnlies l O .l..lD' ...., ..,_ 

c, ,"\)~<:..,i".")Q' r-:: . ' tl\VJ I•• 1111 ,•~ -.I'! ..A. .. - ~ ~A" 

lJ'· ..; 

Resoonse 

~ 

Response Type 
lntruoions 

s NS Renetltlon 

Sums .,;.-- . ......-- -· 
combined 

Free !?fl 
· Recall L,L-J + cued ti17 = 

Recall L...L,LJ 

' 
Score 

(0, 1) 

(l!:::12)- . Cued Recall 
Score 

I ·'·aa-l>-24) I Recall Total Score 
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1 u. word Lists 2 
· i:recog,;1do,frr \ ·. 

Circle Yor N tor each response. For each yes response (correct or Incorrect), enter a check mark In the applicable response-type column. Correct responses are 
printed In boldfaced ltaUcs. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

~-----+-----~R•--'a"'p"-o'-'n•,..•..cl'Y=P•'-~---1 Score 
Responag. Hit FPR F PU (0, 1) Item 

1. Corn y (N 
2. MIik N 

3. Envelopes 

4. Soaahetti 
5. Asoaraous 

6. Fish 

9. Erasers 

10. Folders , Y 'JN 
11.Tea 

12.SoaD 

13. Pears 

14. Lemonade y__/ h 

15. Paint y I(;{ ,. 

16.Julce y TN 
17. MOD 

II' , ... ..__ 

18. Scissors .' Y ., N 
19. Cola 'y /(,i : 

21. Spinach ".Y..J.. N 

22.Soda ( l!:... N 

23. Notebooks , "¥ ) II. 

24. Broccoli Y Y 'I .: ;·\.> :• 
25.Cocoa 

26. Detergent 

27. Toothpaste 

28.Penclls 

29. Celery Y J N 

30, Staoles {. y') N -J· 
31. Blueberries· V ,{Iii 

33.Lamb 

:w. Snciii"ge ,- · 

35.Paper 

36. Carrots 

y 

y· 

yt/ WI'• ,_ 
S1.1ma 

.. 
. ,,,.:-: .. ,), 

(0,-12) (0-12) 

I? J'Z. 
Recognition 
Total Scor• 

Hits f7o=iii7 - False Posllfves ~ 
L__J Combined L__J 

~ Acfjuated 
- L___J Score 
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11. Complex Figure 2 
Recall 
Enter a check mark for each criterion element Included in the examlnee's drawing and award 0-2 points according to the criteria here and in Appendix A. 

Criterion Element 

Large Rectangle 

Smalf Squares 

-'Semlclrcfes ·· ······ 

Backward S 

Triangle 

Oblfque Lines 

Sunburst 

X 

Verlfcal Extensions 

Horizontal Extensfons 

Recognition 

., Score 
Included · ' (0-2) 

I 
• 

' 

Scorlna Criteria 

Four sides are present and resemble a rectangle, not a square. Four sides meet at right angles 
(i.e., >75'). 

Both squares are present and positioned above large rectangle and at the top of the vertical 
extensions; each contains four right angles (I.e., >75' and <105'); ratio of longest to·shortest side 
~~~z -
Four semicircles are oresent and do not touch each other or Intersect. 

Shape Is that of a( S facing backward)nd does not touch any sides of the small square. 

A triangle Is present anu , •• ,s on top and within 5% of center of the large rectangle. The sides 
are approximately equal In length, within a ratio of 1:1.2. 

Four oblique lines are present, each starting within 1/8' of each corner of the rectangle. They join 
within 1/8" of an fmaglnary horizontal bisector of the rectangle and to the rtght of center of the 
rectangle. 

A circle with six short lines extending outward from Its perimeter Is positioned In the correct sectol 
of the rectangle. Three of the lines are on the left of the circle, and three are on the right. 

AnXwllh two Intersecting line segments and with top and bottom horizontal lines fs positioned 
within the correct sector of the large rectangle. 

Two lines extend vertically, one from the upper-left and one from the upper-right corner of the 
large rectangle. The ratio of each extension to the height of the rectangle ranges from 1 :1.25 
to 1:1.18. 

Two lines extend horizontally, approximately parallel to the top of the rectangle, one from each of 
the lower side of the small squares. Each line Is between 1.5 and 1.9 of the fength ol the side Of 
the squares • 

Recall 
Total Score 

For the Identification task, record the letter corresponding to the examinee's response. For the placement task, enter a check mark for each correct placement. 
For each task, award 1 point for each correct response. 

Identification 

Criterion Correct Score 
Element Response Response (o,1) 

Triangle a (}I I 
' 

Righi Square b ) i 
Left Square C ~ I 
Sunburst b \ I 

X· .C r)\ /' J 

Placement 

Correct 
Scoring Criteria Placemeot-

Must rest on top of rectangle and within 
5% of center of rectangle 

Must be above and right of the rectangle, 
within 5% of verlical extension 

Must be above and left of the rectangle, ? within 5% of veNlcal extension 

Must be In left sector of rectangle V/ 
Must be In right sector of rectangle V 

score 
(0,1) 

I 
{. 

U.1 
' \ 

; 

it ~· . 

... , -

RecognlHon 
Total Score 
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12. Picture Naming 
Record all responses verbatim. Record completion time and award 1 point for each correct, spontaneoua response. 

Spontaneous Semanllc Cile Phonemic Cue 
Thefirat 

Score The artist was sound of the 
Item Response (0-1) Time trying to draw •.• Response wordJa ... Respontt 

1.Cow 
an animal C 

2. Shirt an arllcie sh (blouse) of clothing 

3. Telephone a means te (phone) ol communlcetlon 

4.Tle somelhlng worn I (necktie, cravat) wHh a shirt 

5.0wl ab/rd ow 

6.Switch somelhlng to do 
SW (light swilch) wilh electrlclly 

7./ron 
an app/Jal\C9 Ir (steam Iron) 

8. Motor';lcJe a means 
(molo Ike, bike) of transportation mo 

9. Piano a musical instrument pl (grand piano) 

10.Screw a piece of hardware SC 

11.V/o/Jn a muslcal instrument vi (viola, fiddle, cello) 

12. Clothespin something used cl (clothes peg) to hang laundry 

13. Rockl~ Chair 
(rocke a piece ol furniture ro 

I 

14.Wlndmlll a building often 
WI found In Holland 

15. Lobster something that lo (craytlsh, craWdad) lives In the ocean 

16. Frog something /hat fr (load) Uves in a pond 

17. Kangaroo 
an Australian animal ka 

.. .... ··- ... -·- --··- ··-- ....... -·•---• 
" . ··-

.18,_B.aJrel... . --··-·· ---- r·· ·something io ····· -· -------·- ----·-····-··--·- - ba slore lhlngs In 

19. Envelope ' somelhlng used 
for a fetter en 

!O.Anchor somelhing used by 
~oats-o1 .. ,..,, .. an 

(D-20) (0-20) (0-20) 

Total Score Completion Time Semanllc Phonemic 
cues cuea 
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1.3. Sentence Reading-Arithmetic 
For Items 1-2, record !he examinee's reading of the problems verbalim, Award 0-2 points for reading accuracy, For llems 1-2 and the arllhmelic problems, award 1 
point for each correct response 

Item Response Reading Accuracy Item Correct Arithmetic 
Score Response Score 

I 
,o-2, ., 

' 1 $4.18 

I 2 $0,82 

1 4+8 12 
16 + 34 50 

t . ·- - ·-- ··-··- - ·- -- .. - ... ·-·--- -·-- . -· ··-·· .... ·-·-··· ... .. --··· - ..... ... --- .. ·····--·····- . -.... . -- 4~3 __ ± 11~6-.+ _18?. . .. __ 1_,~66 ·-
38-5 33 
76 -13 63 

2 831 - 546 285 

~ 
7X8 56 
27 X 3 81 

Reading (1)-..4) 615 X 16 9,840 
I Accuracy Arithmetic (0--11) 
I Score Score 

14. Reading Single Words 
Enter a check mark for each correct pronunciation. Record Incorrect responses verbatim. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Item Score 
Regular Irregular Pseudo-

Item Resoonse Words Words words 

1. Throne 

2.Gauae 
3. Caum (cawm) 

4. Skate 

5. Thorouah 

6. Scane (skavnl 

7.Armament 

8. Heir 
9. Prods (proadl 

10. Grill 
11. Basten (bas ten, bavs ton) 

12. Benion 
13. Splendid 

-'-14-"'-'-M"'oc.:nt"'le'-'("'rm~o""n"'tec.:,l,-'-mc:.:uc.:n..cte'"ll'--l---------------------+·.;.,· l.;.,:_·e.ic,,.,::,.,.:,'"'::,-+' :-",;,""_;"'t""_,:.~;;::'-; "'. ~==--1 Total 
15. Biscuit -~,':\t~,~::~~~-~;~::: :··,. ··;-~rr-t~F-(;_s Score 

(G-li) (G-li) {G-li) (0--15) 
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1 o. spatial Location . . 
For each Item, mark an X on the grid to Indicate correct and Incorrect chip placements. Grids are shown from the examiner's view. Item adjusted scores are 
based on the following general formula: Number ot Correct Chip Placements minus [Total Number of Chips Placed minus Correction Factor). Use th, 
formula provided w/lh each Item to obtain !he Item adjusted score. Sum the Item adjusted scores to obtain the subtest adjusted score. 

Item Adjusted Score Item 

Practice 6 

1 ~~-[~-3]= ✓ 
~ Coffect Chlpa 

7 

2 -[ -3]= __ 
;;;;;;;, ,;;;;, 8 

Correct Chips 

3 -[ -4]= __ 
;;;;, ,;;-- 9 

CoffeCI Chips 

4 ~ -Number- [ _Tolil -
4l = -✓-

~ Correct Chips 

10 

. ···- .. !j-· ... 

• • • --., 

Adjusted Score 

- _.I C" 6-£0..-5] ='.LL_ 
Number Tola! 
Correct Chips 

~ 

Number Tola I 
Couect Chips 

'3-rQ-SJ= 3 
Number Total 
Correcl Chips 

\ ,.,_ [ 1 - -6] = h 
~ ~ I 
C<>rtect Chlp1 

f " - [ .1-7] = 
~r TolaJ 
Correct Chips 

~Adjusted 
~ Score 

···-- -· -- ______ ... ---····-·~ -
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U 16. Verbal Fluency ✓ 
Record responses verbatim. Enter a check mark for each perseveralion (P) and each Intrusion (I). Award 1 point tor each correct response. 

CWords . i /:.I(•;;;<, .:,-;.,\ \; •· 
1-15 Seconds 16-30 Seconds 

Score P 1 

··• 
Score - pon, .. 

(0,1) . 
"¥>JI I 
"' J 
r, , o .I 

l 
1 

31-45 Seconds 
-

' ·•--,--·•-e' (0,1) 

( FV' 

(l)r, ,/ I 

p 

46-60Seconds 

Responses 

,,, - ' 
• 

'\ICore p 
(0,1) 

1-------t---+-1--t-------t--1-+~1------+---t---1-+------t---t---t---i CWords 
Score 

_x_ 
Animals 

1-15 Seconds 

Responses Score 
(0,1) 

l(,u..v'( I 

\,<. (, 
L¼V.t 

(J. -/Llt 1 ,. I 
,_, ~:., I 
,J.l, l 
V\.1..'), .. I 
r, .. , l 

16-30 Seconds 

p Responses 
" 

Score P 
(0,1) 

,. ., \M I 

31-45 Seconds 

Respons~s Score 
(0,1) 

I 
I 

p 

46-60 Seconds 

Responses Score p 
(0,1) 

; ' ) .{ 1, 

,},\'.', I 

1~,11,11. I 
'---+l'-+-1--t-------1---1-+-1------+-+-,1--t-------t---t-+-t Animals 

Score 

jQ_ 
.,:,first Names 

' ... -.... , . . -,:.:, .. ,C'•: !'·.·.':.:,•;:.~-: • . ..•. ,,._.,,,,, ~-·--·, ....... :-:·~-- .·,,,:~ _,_,, .•• :,.;,,;. ··, - ' .,_ <:.·, ........ : ... ~~"\ 

1-15 Seconds 16-30 Seconds 31-45 Seconds 

Responses Score p I Responses Score p I Responses Score p 
(0,1) (0,1) (D,1) 

" JJ,l\ I ,fl\ I 1-i'o,:-,..f' I 

~ 11'.l'x_ I 
""' 

,M.';v.... I /lu,',n<:.t,l,,Jo· I 

"" ",.r ) < <>~-:, I "-"lMrJ/ft'• I 

IIA .r. I " 
.,., I r,11r'{},r> I 

C,,/ l ', ,q•r I -;;i-<.1,-,.J' ( 
>? .\, I .; (•A I tvv,/i • 
..J .. ~L I ·,,,,-~· ., I Aii/1-4'/_.. I 
C."" I V <·>i' I ' "'1.., I VV'l IP..mK,!, f 
J-,M f h~r• ,. \<..i<>- I 

JQ_ J1L 1-
1-15SecondsScore D + 16-30SecondsScore D + 3H5Second1Score D + 

Total Perseverallons D Total Intrusions D 

..: ' ••• ;;,.,.,. .. • . . •'• _,,;. ,• ,. '"•" • .-•• ,, ..• '" . ·- .,1 .. ,/,. ·•.-· . ,• ' •• 

I 

46-60 Seconds 

Responses Score p I (0,1) 
,n>11,'(..~ I 

-:--"'n \ 
j""'\r,:~Mf I 
v..,.•~-:;- ' r, .. ~ .• I • 
~ 'v,A ',A I ,- kf.<'\) I 

g 

Flrat 
Names 
Score 

~ -:5 '¥ I 

4HOSecondsScore D = [=:J 
Total 
Score 

Phonemic Fluency j •<fi-'$·;;! 
(CWoNla) · ..... , _ _, ., :· 
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17. Praxis 
Record the examlnee's dominant hand. Enter a check mark for each spontaneous 
(S) or Imitated (I) correct movement Award 2 points for each correct spontaneous 
movement and 1 point for each correct Imitated movement. 

'.:•;:;,11:,:,~:1siHJWfi1:j~(~!;t\:W;:.'.',:;::•·i11ir~6s·itiv~ Mkit~m~nts/,}L~:\ ••· ,· ;::_:: ·::i;~.~:: :,:;,;::. '.;;~::· 
. <~•-:i~:~•t:)~~~~~f ~iE:~~: .. Dri_rit,~lllt ~-•nd ~:,}}~·{·.\ -~j'~:::}?.<· · l •i ---:;,..,_i'.·~·:-\!;,:~: :~ NO~d0"11~~n,, Jf ~ll~;;· ~~i~l ,\?i1=ti;; 

Movement 

1. Wave 

2. Motion "Come here" 

3. Signal "Slop' 

4, Salute 

s Score 
(0-2) 

+ 

Movement 

1.Wave 

2. Motion "Come here' 

3. Signal "Slop' 

4. Salute 

s Score 
(0-2) 

-·-·~1;t:\~;f2:··}~·~~-~~:.·:.r:::~.-~~~-;::;~::~;\~;~~:.: .... :1·ra~.si1iV~:·MQVC,~~htfr;:,~-l::_;:F·>1·-:}:<-::.·.;,;~~fV:~f:~~~\t~~i­
.. ;\?f;_.;~~-:~r::;\~. l;-~~·m1fll~~.ftlhd (,:,_'.''•:·~ :·-_,:--~::: :·',:·,;· . .:° ···'·;~·::~:.··.=<.~\ "N_~·~~Ori1i~.~·nt "tiJitld'~;_:~'.tf':~··:s:.:; 

Movement s Score 
(0-2) 

1. Turn key 

2. Hammer. 

3. Brush teeth 

4.Combhalr 

Movement 

1. Turnkey 

2. Hammer 

3. Brush leeth 

4. Comb hair 

+ 

Movement 

1. Blow candle 

2. Suck straw 

3. Lick crumbs 

4. Cough 

s 

s 

Score 
(0-2) 

Score 
(0-2) 

Intransitive + Transitive + Buccofaclal 

= c=J 

Examlnee's Dominant Hand 

R L 

Intransitive 
Score 

Transitive 
Score 

= lio=ifl Buccofaclal 
L_J Score 

= Total 
Score 
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18. Picture Recognition 
Circle Y or N for each response. For each Incorrect response, enter a check mark In the applicable Error Type column. Correct responses are printed In boldfaced 
Italics, Award 1 point for each correct response . .--'-----------------, 

1. Windmill 
2.-Goat 
3. Clothespin 
4. Spinning wheel 
5. Spider 
6. Motorcycle 
7. Rocking chair 
8. Guitar 
9.Well 

10. Belt 
11. Cow 
12. Pliers 
13. Plano 
14. Tie 
15. Switch 
16. Trumpet 
17. Chair 
18. Iron 
19. Umbrella 
20. Shirl 
21. Toaster 
22. Nall file 
23.Violln 
24. Telephone 
25. Dress 
26.Screw 
27. Roller skate 
28. Helicopter 
29.0wl 
30. Lobster 
31. Frog 
32. Pumpkin 
33.Lamp 
34. Star 
35. Kangaroo 
36. Television 
37. Barrel 
36. Eagle 
39. Envelope 
40. Anchor 

Total 
Score 

Error Type 

.,. ___ ()A-I_ -
R 

Semantic/ 
---.--creep ;;nre1atet1-I--------------------

y N 
y N "•,'\".••· 

y N 
y N 
y N .. . . , . , ·.· ... •• ··.; I.":• . : 

. .,..;_.;;-;.,,;.;;-,.:z-..; . .:.a, ,.::,;;.-.;.,::-;.;.~°"',-i.~k' ,..:.l,l;..,.7··-,·,;t:_;•,-::-:; .'_ •- •• ••-- ··- • •- ·---• ··-·•-• ·-• ·•• "·• " 

y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N ·•.·.':<::-.~;_:··.·';=;~. '~··.'!·';~·-~•:::~.\·!~~ .:·~;:,;;;~t·{•::~~\~:: 
y N ·::··,.·_:·>?-} ·:,_ ·,)::,( .. :i,i:\\;W;:~-
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 

,tB::~:::,7! !']:i 
y N : <:~\,/·'·:•'?:, .~::. . +:•>f:..::r-:,.-.'.·r--
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 

(ll-40) <0-20> I Total 
._ ___ ..,_-'---'-----'------''-----'---..J Errors 

(0-6) (0-6) (o-5) (o-5) 
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19. Expression of Emotion . . 

Enter a check mark for each correct spontaneous (SJ or Imitated (I) expression. Award 2 points for each correct spontaneous expression and 1 point for each 
correct Imitated expression. 

Expression Spontaneous Score Imitation score 
(0, 2) (0, 1) 

1. Angry 

2. Happy. 

3. Surprised 

4.Sad 
Spontaneous (0-8) Imitation (11-4) 

Score Score 

20. Practical Problem Solving 
Record responses verbatim. For each item, award 2 points for two acceptable responses or 1 point for one acceptable response (printed In Italics). 

Item Acceptable Responses Response 
Score 

/ 
(o-2) 

1. What would you do If you notify fire department try to locate -\)-&llA-~✓ smelled smoke In your house source and extinguish fire, if possible; 
or apartment? leave the house or apartment 

-· l (JO 't>·Rj2. <:J,v (_ ('_ V/ t-
2. What would you do if you were told collect enough water by some means ---30 ·ti \'-OJ le A that the water to your house would be to last for 3 days; purchase bottled 

turned off for 3 days? water,· arrange to stay some place else 
for3days 

e: (ct\ \ r;_ I ;,,-11l, ~ ~-~ 
3. You were informed that you owe borrow money from some source or LO,\\\--~(..-?( $2,000 In taxes. You do not have that arrange for a loan; ask for an - · 1<0 v--. 

much money avallable. What could extension for payment; ask to pay by ..,, .. - ~-

you do? Installments; set/ stocks/bonds to r'{OY'· /... obtain money; cash savings bonds; 1.) .I \./ ,., n sell property or real estate to obtain / 
money 

..• -· \0 \--n l_ t,'C-1/"'-,. ___ )'d-
.,, K "'' ,); '.:.. 

4. If someone visiting you suddenly offer immediate assistance, such as v· 0. -, 
reported feeling sick and then fainted, Jay the person down; telephone for ~~V \L.-
what would you do? medical assistance; ca/19-1-1 

) ,,- 1-1~t 
.... -· - ..... -----------· . . ···-· - . ,,,_,., __ --·. ,_ ...... 

. -- .. ·- .. - .... ... .... ··--·····- . ·----····· --···· -· ··----. --- .... -• 
• 5. What would you do if you saw a Immediately remove the ch/Id from the _ 7j- c l,,,\c\ { )itt~ µ- h_, ~--... I_!.,/ 

2-year-old child playing In the middle street; tell the child's parents; yell to r! 
of the street? the child to move 

\'i"\ Of '0/1~ ~ , 
\ 1sO l(,.fof.. (c / --· PfJ-k.S 

(tJ>C: Total 

\'.\,· Score 
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21. Conceptual Shifting 
For each part of each item, circle the numbers corresponding lo the examlnee's selections of designs and record Iha attribute descriptions verbatim. Award 1 point for 
each correct response. 

A B 

1, 1, 2, 4: same shape \ 
1, 3, 4: same shading \ 

2 1, 3, 4: same shading 

3. A 2, 3, 4: same orientation 

B 1, 2, 3: all white or no shading 

4. A 1, 2, 4: same shape 

B 1, 3, 4: all white or no shading 

5. A '2, 3, 4: same orientation 

B 1, 2, 3: same shading 

6. A 1, 2, 3: same external shape 

B 1, 3, 4: same Internal shape 

7. A 1, 3, 4: same orientation 

B 2, 3, 4: small triangle In same corner 

8. A 1, 2, 3: open figure 

B 1, 2, 4: line and curve 

9, A 1, 2, 4: point In same direction 

B 1, 2, 4: same number of petals 

.10, A 1, 3, 4: same shading In square 

B 2 ©tP 1, 3, 4: same shading In triangle 

A B Total 
Score Score Score 
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-· 

i2. Picture Description-Oral • . -
Record fhe examlnee's descrlpllon verbatim (you may use a cassette recorder). Assign a polnf rallng fhal best corresponds fo the description. Roughly esllmate fhe 
average length of all phrases. 

~ L__j Content Score 
2':8word■ [I] 
3-5 word• 1 Phrase Length Score 
<3WOrdl 0 

23. Auditory Comprehension 
Circle Y or Nin the appropriate column to Indicate the examlnee's response fo the flrsf or second reading of fhe quesuon. Award 2 points for a correct response fo 
the f/r,t reading or 1 polnl for a correct response fa the second reading. Correct responses are printed in boldfaced Italic. 

Item First Reading 

1, Is there a chair In this room? y N 

2, Is a comb good for brushing your teeth? y N 

3, Do you buy shoes In a furniture store? y N 

4, Do you pui on your shoes alter your socks? y N 

5, If the bear was killed by the tiger, Is the tiger dead? y N 

•• 24. Repet1t1on 
Record responses verbatim. Award 1 point for each correct response. 

Item 

1. Belong 

2, President 

- . . -· ... ····- . . . .. --··· - . ........ -----
·: 3.-· Authorlzed'llfgnature-·- · · 

. . .. 

4, If he comes, I wlff go. 

5, The prosecutor's closing argument convinced the Jury. 

• • • • 25. Picture Descrrpt1on-Wr1tten 
Assign a point rating that best corresponds to the description. 

Second Reading Score 
(0-2) 

y N 
y N 
y N 
y N 

y N 
(0-10) 

Response 

- . 

Total 
Score 

.. -· .. -- . 

Score 
fo, 1) 

--·-- ,. ___ .. 

(0-5) 

----·· 

Total 
Score 

-· 
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PLAN 

KUNA· 
8>.YCREST 
l'(EUROCOGNITIVE 
ASSESSMENT'" 

i:lecord 
Form 

Examiner ~ 
Examinee ::t, 3"0C::::fl..:,~ 
Reason for Referral ____________________________ _ 

Year Month Day 

Sex~ .. 
Education 

Handedness 

Test Date 

Birth Date 

Chronological Age 

- Subtest Score Conversion Chart -
Raw 

Score Scaled Score t---1---,----r======== 
Sequences Total Score .. ;.ii~~~'.::i~,i; il~~;~;;.~~~T::.'.:;;, ;i~:.·.: 

K.:--+;,,,,.,~,1-"''f'":'=--~~"*-+¥:h 

Word Lists 1 Recall Total Score 

Complex Figure 1 Recall Total Score 
,-,..4"-"--f--'+\":¥+,+,,',,,,.,,+,,-,i.,,,+,+.,,.+.1-;,,;;;+ 

Complex Figure ~-Copy/Clocks Combined Score* ?~t;~J}t.ti: il~it¾~~(!l; t~-;~-.trJ~5 f;- :i{!t;/ 

Word Lists 2 Recall Total Score 'Ki\(iy j;j;l~i:~}j 
Word Lists 2 Recognition Total Score · .:. 1>,;~:,-,~;~,: A~;'._;~'.~,t~}~::'-~~ fi~\~~;;3/,f~~:i 
Complex Figure 2 Recall Total Score 

Complex Fl~ure 2 Recognition Total Score ·. E,•:~;::u m:t;u;;:;·'.; ~'~ll~t;~i:: 
Spatial Location Adjusted Score :,;-:::;:,:;'. ;'.;t};::}'.,0} :;i 

I---J!-c::.+..,JC,....::..,+..;,..,c.,.,,.:..;;..µµ;:;:.:::.;F4~.;.;;;,:.;:;.µ;;;; 

Verbal Fluency-Phonemic Fluency Score ):,:;;/ (/;,i\; '.}\, ij!t;:;/~¼?i 
t-:--t-"......,...,-t-i-'7-"'~:",'b~~~+m , .. : . ...-.. :·+ ·:~:/.:~ :. -~~'.-\.= !~~'.~~;:;·'.~~ ;~-: Verbal Fluency-Semantic Fluency Score 

tcllcal Problem Solvlng/ConcepIual Shifting Combined Score• 

Sum of Scaled Scores 

sed on sum of raw scores. AC MIR MOR MDRec SP VF RCS 

Calculation Boxes 

0-20 0-13 0-11 0-13 

Complex Figure 1-COpy/Clocks CombJned Score= I :Jp l3 I J l I 31 
Complex Figure Clocks-Free Clocks-

1-COpy + Drawing + Predrawn 
+ Clocks-Copy 

~--'o-~1_0_~ __ ... ,....;.;10~·-~-~ ... ~10"-....., o-30 

Pracllc~ Problem SoMng/Conceptoal Shlffing Combined Score• I / 0 I /I{) I / 0 I = I ;:,o I 
Practical Problem Conceptual Conceptual 

Solving + ShillingA + ShittlngB 

liiii•H• GI> Pu,,.hrnrn 
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- Index Score Conversion Chart -
AC . MIR MOR MDRec 

Sum of Scaled Scores 

Index Score (TScore) 

Cl:<. ___ % Confidence Interval 

Percentile Rank 

100 

0 

ehavioral Observations: 

EARSON 

pyrJght © 2000 NCS Pearson, lnc. All rights reserved. 

1rnJng: No part of this publication may be reproduced or transmitted In any form or by any 
-ans, electronic or mechanical, lncludlng photocopy, recording, or any information storage and 
r/e\ral system, without permission In writing from the copyright owner. 

arson, PsychCorp, and the PSI logo are trademarks, Jn the U,S. and/or other countries, of 
trson Education, Inc. or Its afflllate(s). 

1ted In the United States of America 

SP VF RCS 

= 

Sumo! 
Index 

TScores 

~~ 

., 

Total 
Index 

rscore 

~ 
(Jo/-
?; 

qg 
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M1torlal1 
TOPF Word Card . 0 Slart 

Agas 15-90: item I 

Additional Prompts 

e Diaconlinu■ 

After 5 consecutive scores of 0. I Scare 
Score O or 1 point for 
each response, 

[f. at any time during administration, you arc unsure which w~rd the e~amincc is reading, say, Point to the word you are reading. 

If the examinees rate of reading is 100 rapid for accurate scoring, say, You are going too fast for me to keep up. Please read the words 
more slowly, 

If the examince'.s response is unclear, say, Say It again. 

If the examincc asks what ro do if he or she makes a mistake, say, You can try It again. If the cxaminee self.corrects his or her Initial response, 
award credit appropriately. Examinees may correct their initial response(,) at any time during administration. 

If the examinec provides multiple responses to an !rem, score only the intended response. If ir is not clear which one is the intended response, say, 
You pronounced the word more than one way. Which one did you meanl 

Give no further assistance except to remind the cxamincc to continue undJ told to stop (if necessary) or to redirect the examlnce to the 
appropriate word or column. 

lem 

I. two (TOOJ O 

2. address (uh-DRESS) or (AH-dress) O 

7. ulrcady 

8. cough 
·····-·--··· 
9. fuel 

I~~ 
I I. most 

12. exciremenr 

(KLIM) 

(MOHST) 

{lhk.SIT•rnahnl) 

I 3. mosquito (m11h-SKEE-loh} 

14. decorate 

15. fierce 

6. plumb 

7. knead 

8. vengeance 
·-·- ····- ... 

(OEHK·Uh•tayt) 

(FIHRSS) 

{PLUHM) 

!NEED) 

(VEHN•juhnH) 

0 ----
0 

0 0-v I 
. ·--=.:,. 

19. gnar (NAHT) ~ ----"'--------------------
11£1ll 

20. prcstigiow (prts•TIH-Juh11) or(prehs•TEE•JUhH) 

21. amphitheater CAM•fuh•lhH•Uh•le,) 

22. lacuna (la•KOO•nllh) 

23. iridescent (fhr-lh•DEH•aUhnl) 

24. lieu (LciO} 

0 , I 

0 ., I 

0 

0 

0 ---------------------- ---~=-.,,., 
25. wify (Wl•lot) 0 

-----'----------·----·-·-•·". ----=-· ~--
26. aesthetic (ehs•THEHT•lhk) (() . _ 

····-- --·-···· ---···--·-•··-·-···• .... ··--~---
0 ( 1 , ·---·--75 

--~8 
27. equestrian (eh•KWESS0 ltH•t1hn) 

28. porpoise (POR-puhssJ 
----- --· ···- ~------

29. subtle (SUH•luhl) 

30. palatable (PAH0 luh0 !11h..buhl) 

31. homily (ftAWM-uh-loe) 0 ( l ,( 
32. ogre (OH-guh,J O (. I j 

·--·-·-···-·- ... ···-· . --- -··-----·-· ..... ··-· ----.-,...... 
33. liaison flH•AY-zawn) or (lEE.uh-.zawn) or (LAY-uh-1:awn) 

.. ----·----·•···•-·•··· - ..... •····--·-·-----
34. xenophobia (zeen-oh-FOH-bee-uh) or (zehn·Uh·FOH•bGl•Uh) 

35. dichotomy (di-KAW•luh-mae) 

36. menagerie (meh•NAH•JUh-rea) er (rnah0 NAH-2hree) 

~ (~ 

-~?'i; 
-o~'i7 
(contif1usd) 
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'est of Premorbid Functioning (continued/ 

1dditional. Prompts 
: at any time during administration, you are unsure which word the examinee is reading, say, Point to the word you are reading. 

· the cxamincc's rate of reading is too rapid for accurate scoring, say, Yciu are going too fast for me to koep up. Please read the 
·ords more slowly. 

~ the cxaminee's response is unclear, say, Say it again. 

'the examinec asks what to do if_he or she makes a mistake, say, You can try it again, If the examinec self-corrects his or her 
1itial response, award credit appropriately; Examinees may correct their initial response(,) at any time during administtation, 

'the cxamlnce provides multiple responses 10 an item, score only the intended response, !fit is not clear which one is the 
1tendcd response, say, You pronounced the word more than one way. Which one did you mean? 

iive no further assistance except to remind the exnminec ro continue until raid to stop (if necessary) or to redirect the examinee 
, the appropriate word or column, 

w;.;; Item Score 

37, umbrage (UHM•brlhl) / 54. hyperbole lhl-PEA•buh•I") 

38. fecund (FEH•kuhnd) or (FEE-kuhnd) 55. facetious {fuh-SEE-shuhss) ,. 

39, scurrilous ---------·----- .. ··------· -· ., 
40. heinous 

(SKUHR•ih-JuhH) or (SKUH,rlh-luhss) 

(HA.Y-nuhas) 
---- ·--·--· ··-·· 
57, picot.'-.. 

(TREE-llhss) 

(PEE-koh) rJ1 
4 I. obfuscate 

42. plethora 

43. exigency 

44. lascivious 

45. paradigm 

46. cretonne 

47, vicissicude 

(OB 0 fuh-1kaylJ or (08-fyOOS•kayt) or 
(08,foo-skayl) 

(PLEH·thor•uh) 

(EHK•slh0 Jehn°see) or {lhg•ZIH-juhn-sae) 

(PEHR•uh,dlm) 

{kreh•TAWN) or (KREE-lawn) 

jvih-SIH-sutHood) 

48. echereal (ih•THEER•ee•uhl) or (ih•THJR••••uhl) 

49, uxorious (Uhk-SOHR•ee-Uht) or (uhg•SOHR••••uha) 

50. lugubrious (loo-GOO-bree•uhs)or11uh•GOO-bree-uhssl 

; 1. piquant (PEE-kuhnt) or(PEE-kwanl) 

)2. perspicuity /per-spah-KYOO-th-tee) 
···-·- ··-··· ...... 

;3_ ubiquitous (yoa-BIH-kwih-luhss) 

0 

0 

0 

0 ""fr ·-
0 . - 1- , 

··-··--- ·-· .... 
58. macabre 

59. anechoic ; 

60. acquiesce ; 
. . 

{muh•KAWBJ or (muh-KAW•bruh} or 
(muh•KAW-btr) or (muh-KAW,bree) 

(ah-nlh•KOH-fhk) 

(ah,kwllle•EHSS) 

61. Jilett;J;nte :~'-.(OIH-luh-lawnl) ..... 
62. eyrir . ;,{. (AY-rihr) ,, 

63. misogyny • .. •· tm•ti·SAW•J•h•nee) 

64. vertiginous 

65. hegemony 

66. insouciant 

67, vidc 

68. chthonic 

69. vivace 

70. ceilidh 

(var-TIH•jtih•nuhs■) 

Test of Premorbid Functioning 
Total Raw Score 

!Max• 70) 

Test al Premarbid functioning 
Standard Scar■ 

0 
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Warning: No part of this publlcatlon may be reproduced or transmitted In any form or by any means, 
electronic or mechanical, Including photocopy, recording, or any information storage and retrieval system, 
without permission In writing from the copyright owner, 

Pearson, the PSI logo, PsychCori,, WAIS, and WMS are trademarks In the U.S. and/or other countries 
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I •J. 

20. 

21. 

,~ lo. ,,f correct responses i~ ? ... :_ 

·fL.o,--, ,-.1cr. ,,~ 
\--,__C's¥)1 .\,s\, 

~lo. of (orrect re,i;pon-ses i ·--·_1 

Total Raw Score 17 + .Adjustment I ;-J : r: I Adjusted Score ,~~e ,,,bfe} 

·--·- - .... Adi!!s.!n.\••'- ...... ----· 
· . Ago (yeors) 

'ducatton ( e<>rs) 25-54 ;5-59 oO-69 
< 9 • I) 10 12 

f llemarks:-.----. 
I 

9.11 5 1 9 I 
,2.1s 3 4 Ll ; 

. ...., ' , ____ :~.l~ ::·•- _b..,...,, ·-I· 

Re<:ord Sheet 

Third letter ( l minute) 

L or W 
(form A) 

\ . 
;t"\CnOH 

_\ /'.)I'\. r 

(Form BJ 

. ' 
.(~_-:::;. <---·-----

. --i ; · · rotol 
i·!o. ,..,f corrAct responses , \ .;• ~ ; 1 1aw 

•-- :_., ____ ! Score 

PP.rcentile Ronk :: f•:::n ·. 
Frcm :::.J;;u,,i) -J 
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Demographic l,:,:nt~o:.i+"" .. ' 

M-FAS'I,._ 
Interview Booklet 

Holly A. Miller, PhD 

Name: -----.L..!c>..,,;J!..U.-'--'...e.=-=r;--,----Today's date: 
Gender: p(Male· D Female· Age: · Education (years): ________ _ 

Occupatti:m:·..,...,-·-------------------~-------
Interviewer: ..'.l-~~~~"-----..,_ ________ _,c..:..~---_::1,-_:_......:._ 

Setting: D Clinical inpatient D Clinical outpl!tient ~~rensic 
D Other __ ___c ____________________ ~ 

Administration lime . 
Inte~ew start timeA.6',QG)'( · I~terview stop time: lO'.!.\~ fI Total interview time: p II"\ 

M-FAST Scale Scores 
Scale Score 

RO (3 items) 

ES (7 items) \ 
RC • (7 items) I-

UH (5 items) ii 
use (1 item) t 
NI · (1 item) . n 
s (1 item) f) 

Total score ~ 

WI!: 16204 N. Florida Ave. • Lutz, FL 33549 • 1.800.331.8378 • www.parinc.com 
Copyright C 1995, 2000, 2001 by·PAR. All rights reserved, May not be reproduced In whole or In part In any form or by any means without written 
permission of PAR. This form Is prtnted in purple and black Ink on white paper. Any other vemlon Is unauthorized. 
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 Reorder #R0-4649 Printed In the U.S.A. 

WAANING 1 PHOTOCOPYING OR DUPLICATION OF THIS FORM WITHOUT PERMISSION IS A VIOLATION OF COPYRIGHT LAWS 
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Utility Rates of M-FAST Total Scores 
for the Nonclinical Samples 

M-FAST 
scores NPP PPP Specificity 

I 1.00 .66 .51 
2 .99 .80 .77 
3 .98 .90 ,90 

.4 ,94i•i .96'\/· .!iii 

·· .. · t:" •. · .. :99'4~<' .. _i.0~0\_:_i_::,.:• ... ::
9'7:,..,. · 1,Q0,"< 

7 .86 1.00 1.00 
8 

9 

Hi 
ui::,., 
12 
13 
14 
15 

.81 1.00 
,86 1.00 

1.00 
1.00 

.84 :: 1.00 , . .: i.oo 
:.82·,,:··.1.00:.,: 1.00- ·, 

.77;: ),00,':i i.00 '• ·. 

.73 1.00 1.00 
,68 

.56 

.54 

.53 

1.00 

1.00 
LOO 
LOO 

1.00 
LOO 
1.00: ·, 
'i.oo· 

1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

Sensitivity 

1.00 
.99 
.98 
'.M'{-i:.: 

::::r • 
.82 
.75 
.83 

·.sf:. 
.77" .. 
.69";' 
.61 
.51 
.39 
,32:,. 
',28':'" 
.l!i :,, 
,18 

.12 

.08 

19 
20 
21 
22 
23,', 

,52'· 1 oo·:..·:: · 1 oo:-,··· · 04 ._:·. 

:::.·;·•.··!:~~;.''.'')·'·:!.:~~-
1

:(t'.::'.:':'.t':iti':• 24 
25 .51 1.00 LOO .00 

Not,. N = 210. Base rate of simulated malingering= 51 %. 
NPP = Negative Predictive Power; PPP = Positive 
Predictive Power. ' 

Utility Rates of M-FAST Total Scores 
for the Clinical Samples 

M-FAST 
scores NPP PPP Specificity Sensitivity 

l 1.00 .48 .40 1.00 
2 1.00 .52 .49 1.00 
3 .99 !,7 .60 .97 

·. 4'.'. ·:,:_\'.96·.' ·.56:, :·:,72:: ',93• .. ': 

5 . .96 .62 :.,78 .. 93 6 .... 97 .. ,, ::• .. 68 ·, ... ·(,83i' ' : .98·,•.-:.: 

7 .96 .72 .86 .93 
8 .91 .73 .89 .79 
9 ,87 .88 .95 ,73 

10 .84 .95 .98. · ' <67.; · 
u;;.·, 
12,. 
13 
14 
15 
16 .. 
17 
18 

,. 

19 
20 
21 
22., 
23':,,:,. 

•· .sr·•· 
.7ir 
.75 
.83 
.72 
.71 

!:~~ . · .. ·. !:~~:-:::: : '\'):!;::;, 
1.00 1.00 .40 
1.00 1.00 :63 
LOO 1.00 ,30 
1.00 1.00:. ,23 ·.·' 

.68 1.00 

.67 1.00 

.66 1.00 

.66 1.00 
.66 1.00 
.66: 1.00 

1.00· ,' .13'.. : 
1.00 ·.10 :· 
1.00 ,07 
1.00 .03 
1.00 .03 
1.00 .03 

24\: : ... :-:.,!i6\i 1.00 
25 .66 1.00 

1.00 
1.00 

.03 · 

.03 

.03 

Note. N = 86. Base rate of malingering = 35%. NPP = 
Negative Predictive Power; PPP = Positive Predictive 
Powet · 
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I Record interview start time: 

Instructions: 
During the next few minutes, I am going to be asking you questions about your psycho­
logical symptoms. These questions are given to different people with many different 
problems, so some of the problems may apply to you and some may not. I will read each 
question and then read your response options for that question. Just answer each 
question the best way you can. 

Suggestibility item-Part 1: 
Are you having any problems with hearing a ringing in your ears: Yes or No? 

D If Yes: Many·people with severe mental illness cannot concentrate for a long 
time, like doing this interview, without getting a ringing in their ears, Please 
let me know if the ringing gets worse at any time during this interview. 

'-tl If No: Many people with severe mental illness cannot concentrate for a long 
rtime, like doing this interview, without getting a ringing in their ears. Please 

let me know if you experience any problems with hearing ringing in your ears 
at any time during this interview. 

Items 1-25 Raw score column 

~ fmd myself not being able to sit still in a chair: R01 

, 1rue False? \'\\~ \x., ~((l\,t,U 1 (2S ~ , 
(Observe.) Is the indi ual's report inconsistent with his or 
her behavior: Yes or No? 

Yes G) 
No =0 

' 
2. I feel depressed most of the time(['~}- False? ESi - (i) p ~ s ~Q_:Jy True 

False =0 
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3. Some days I have major moo~,~• where for a while I feel 
great and then I feel depress~ or No? . 

If Yes: Does this only happen when you believe that someone is 
after yo~Sometimes, or Never? 

4. Do voices tell you to do thin ? 

IfYes: Do you always ob 

ao 
5. I feel unusually happy most of the time: 1rue or .__.-

Whenever I am sitting down, I have to check un~ chair 
many times to see if anything is under it: True ~ 

(Observe.) Is-th~dividual's report inconsistent with his or her 
behavior: Ths m'(!:!!!}I 

8. Many times during the day, I hear a l~ud di laying when 
there is not a radio on near me: 7hre or Fi / 

\Jo -rn,~ · 1 ~ 
o\\ Oo-j , \M °' ~,u 

E] 

Raw score column 

Always. © 
Sometimes = I 
No/Never =0 

UH1 

Yesr?i"\ 
No~ 

Yes =l 

No r0 

TrueQ 
False~ 
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9. Whenever I see people wh. o are ~there, they are 
always in b~ack and white: 1rue ~ . 

10. Most mnes when people are ~e, I see the words 
they speak spelled out: True ( • .....d..,-

11. Whenever I am sitting in a chm~I reathe deep breaths 
in order not to get sick: True or ? 

(Observe.) Is the individual's r port inconsistent with his or her 
behavior: Yes ur{f!) 

12. Some nights I have nightmares so bad it scares me: ~s '9',4:1.!U,.­

IfYes: Does this only happen when you have lost a lot of 
weight Always, Sometimes, or Never? 

13. Latel~t is so good that I think I have a special power: 

True~ 

14. Somemnes it s~ems as though somebody controls my 
symptoms, ' "'~.._, ~~ so I don't know how 

I'll feel most da '-----~E~ ~ ~) 

V6'0r\ri '7 ' \ . 

Raw score column 

True = 1 

Faise.~ 
NA i;ir 

'!rue A 
False~. 

Yes =l 

No~ 

Always =l 

Sometimes = 1 

No/Never@'.) 

True = 1 

False© 

False = 0 
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15. When I hear voices, I hear them from either my right ~. 
left ear, but rarely from bo~ at the same time: 1rue ~ 

r~ INi&l/~ ()I/in M>o/ 
~d,v\~~ 

16. Sometimes I am ~ed that I have more than one 
personality: Yes o~ 

lfYes: At those times, do you feel dizzy or lightheaded: Always, 
Sometimes, or Never? 

17. The times when you c 't go to sleep, do you ofte~e 
odors that are not really there: Always, Sometimes, ~ 

18. When I hear voices, my hands begin to sweat: '.lrue 

19. Often, ~trange feeling that I am from another planet: 
Troe~ 

20. On many occasions, I~ crawling on me when there is 
nothing there: '.lrue or~ 

Raw score column 

True = 1 

False~ 
NA =0 

Always = 1 
Sometimes = 1 
No/Never 

Always 
Sometimes 
Never 

NA 

'Due = 1 

False@ 
NA =0 

True A 
False~ 

'Due J3,...__ 
False~ 

RC4 

=l 
=l 

~ 
=0 
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21. 

22. 

Sometimes I hear music coming from o 

_...at$& 
/~'IY, -When I hear voices, I often~ of leaving my 

or room: Always, Sometimes, F 

23. Most of the lime I feel that I don't really matter: True or 

24. On many days I fe~that I can't even remember my 

full name: True or ( ~ 

25. IfYes to Suggestibility item-Part 1 (if the individual said that he 
or she was hearing any ringing at the beginning of the interview), 
ask the following question: 

Has the ringing in your ears gotten worse: Yes or No? 

If No to Suggestibility item-Part 1 (if the individual stated that 
he or she was not hearing any ringing at the beginning of the 
interview), ask the following question: 

Are you expetje 
your ears: Yes 

problems with hearing ringing in 

Record Interview stop time: IQ '/::} W ~ 

Raw score column 

Thi~ 

UH5 

False = 0 

RC6 

Always =1 
Sometimes =1 
Never 

NA =0 

NII 

nue~ 
False - 0 

RC, 

True(€) 
False = 0 

SI 

Yes = 1 

Nor0) 
Total score 
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.7"'M:)m~ -:J~ :=r~. 

~ ~ \ 9/f)D I )q~ test Results 
-

Age & Education 
• U.S. Census Age-matched Demo2ra hlcally Corrected 

WCSTscores Raw Standard T ¾iles Standard T ¾iles scores scores scores·. scores scores 
Trials Administered 81 
Total Correct 68 

Total Errors 13 99 49 47% 104 53 61% 
% Errors 16% 98 49 45% 103 52 58% 

Perscverative Responses 7 97 48 42% 106 54 66% 
% Perseverative Responses 9% 95 47 37% 104 53 61% 

Perscverativc Errors 7 96 47 39% 105 53 63% 
% Perseverative Errors 9% 93 45 32% 103 52 58% 

Nonperscverative Errors 6 100 50 50% 1!)5 53 63% 
% Nonpersevcrative Errors 7% JOO 50 50% 106 54 66% 

Conceptual Level Responses 66 
% Conceptual Level Responses 81% 98 49 45% 103 52 58% 

Categories Completed 6 > [6% > 16% 
Trials to Complete I" Category 12 > 16% > [6% 
Failure,to Maintain Set I > 16% > 16% 
Leaming to Learn 1.52 > 16% > 16% 
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Str.uctured 
Inte~view of . 
R~p~rted-s · .. -.· .. 

Y-.U.Pt~~s 

Interview 
Booklet 
Richard Rogers, Ph.D. 

Client Name Yi~ '2..c;pce,~') ,}12} Interview Date ~,- d-d- -d(JI :1 
Sex ~\ ::3~ducation I lo \j:t';. /.Pls, Occupation_--------=-------

,/ U I \ 
Interviewer t>,(l Vy/._:, Interview Setting ---::r'f'\• 1\/) . .',.:., _., : ., I! ., ., 1 

SIRS Profile 
Primary Scales 

RS SC IA SU SEL SEV RO Scale Scores 

f. i· 
Primary Scales 

· ·' a:t.1-~/~\ii!!.:.~~·~fh, i . .- 'f·•j3fl.t~?t2$.i.~ .. il~~~~li16i;r~'.~:\~i"f.~·~~?i'. 
=Jo_ RS (Sum items marked with a •) 

SC (Sum items marked with a I) .--3_ 

4 

3 

2 

1 

0 

. :··. '.- .;- . -~ 
7 '. 

6 

5 

. . 1't . 16'. · 18" .. 10 

10 

9 

15 17 

14 

13 

16 
15 
14 8 

7 

6 

5 

IA (Sum items marked with a ■) 

BL (Sum~ from p. 3 and B(from p. 9) 

SU (Sum from p. 3 and hl from p. 9) 

SEL (Sum sQ, from p. 3 and -;k, from p. 9) 

SEV (Sum sJv, from p. 3 and i, from p. 9) 

RO (Sum items marked with a :IJ 
# of Primary Scales in definite range 

# of Primary Scales in probable range 

Supplementary Scales 
DA (Sum items marked with a ♦) 

DS (Sum items marked with a t) 
OS {Sum items marked with a .A) 

SO (Sum items marked with a .A.) 

=!£_ 
r.) 

m 6 

--1 
- l-'2... 
- (") 

L 

' 2,, ( 

4 4 
INC (Sum ·1NC

1 
from p. 3 and INC, from p. 9) = -'li~­

--i~----'~--l!c__-\.?.--~---1 . ··----. -··----- ··-------------·· -----
3 

6 
4 4 

2 2 
5 

2 
---·· 3 __ 4 __ ·-- 3 . -· 

1 1 2 2 1 
2 

1 
1 

0 0 
0 0 0 

0 

Legend on inside cover 
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Enter Time Started --­

strudions: You will be asked about many specific psychological problems. These are standard questions about 
notional difficulties that may or may not apply to you. 

DETAILED INQUIRIES I REPEATED INQUIRIES I 
X No Yes Unbearable X No Yes Unbearable 

J you have any majpr problems with: . 
J. ...peopre reading your mind? X 0 e 2 71. 

l. . .. getting motivated? X ~ 1 2 72 

l. ...having thoughts about suicide? X . 'G) 1 2 73: 
4 .... expressing strong feelings? X 0 ~ 2 74. 

1e problem you mentioned with .. .is it unbearable? ·'"" • ¢ ~\- e,aN>l 
~r;c.· 

o you have any major difficulties with: 

5. ...feelings of self-doubt? . 

6. ...seeing religious visions? 

7 .... being restless? 

9. ...having strangers talk about you 
behind your back? 

X 06) 
X ® 1 

XO~ 

X o{[) 
1e difficulty you mentioned with .. .is it unbearable? 

o you have any major problems with: 

J. ...striving to be successful? X 

}. ...noticing very strange smells? X 

I. ...communicating with other planets? X 

!. ...having too much energy? X 

e problem you mentioned with .. .is it unbearable? 

> you have any major difficulties with: 

,. ...making everyday decisions? X 

... having your body move strangely? X 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

75. 

76. 

7.7, 

78. 

: 79. 

80. 

81. 

82. 

83. 

84. 

X 0 (j) 
X Rf) 1 

X O [) 

X 0 

X 

X 

X 

X 

1 

•· ... being organized? 

... fighting evil forces? 

X 

X 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

85. X 

1 

1 

86. X 

e difficulty you mentioned with ... is it unbearable? 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

Turn to page 4 and begin 
General Inquiries I. 

Turn to page 9 and begin 
Detailed Inquiries II. 

Inconsistency 
Score 

oring Worksheet INC
1 

Total (Sum Inconsistency scores in this column) 

_-3.. (Sum scores for shaded Detailed Inquiries I) 

1 _t3,_ (Sum s~ores for unshaded Detailed Inquiries I) 

1 _5_ (Count number of Detailed Inquiries I endorsed with a score of 1 or 2) 

-~I_ (Count number of Detailed Inquiries I endorsed with a score of 2) 

•! 

--
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GENERAL INQUIRIES I 

17. Do you sometimes feel shy around people you don't know? 

18. Are your thoughts sometimes broadcasted so that large numbers of 
people know what you are thinking? Do they know your thoughts 
without being told by anypne? 

19. Are there times when it is difficult for you to admit you are wrong?. 

20. Does the furniture where you live seem to change its shape and color 
from day to day? 

Rule-out: Was it because you were on drugsl 

21. Do you sometimes worry that others might not like you? 

22. Have you learned to manage any of your psychological problems? 

23. Do most of your problems suddenly .appear without any warning? 

24. Do you have exactly two nightmares every eveningl 

25. At times when you feel hopeless, do you also feel lightheaded or faint? 

26. Do you have any secrets that no one else knows? 

27. Are you always looking around the room so that you won't have 
any unpleasant surprises? 

28. Do you frequently have muscle spasms while drinking water? 

29. Do people have a strange odor to them? 

Is that more than just body odor? 

30. At times when you feel upset, do you have problems concentrating? 

31. Have you heard actuai voices talking to you when there wasn't anyone there~ 
Do these voices sing to you in a foreign language? 

32. Do all of your problems seem to take care of themselves and quickly 
disappear? 

• 

X G) 1 2 • 
X 0 2 ♦ 

X 0 e I 2 • ■ 

X 0 ®• 
X 0 0 
X 0 1 ri!:}• 
X (t::)1 2 Ji.. 

x~, 
2 • 

X O 1 2 

2 • 

X G), 2 • 
X 0 0 ♦ 
X t(!) 1 2 

X C) 1 2 
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33. Do ·you sometimes have strange feelings in your body) 

(i) Do these feelings only occur on Tuesday? X 2 A 

34. Do you just not care what others might think about you? {) ♦ Does this include mental health professionals? X 2 

35. Do you have any unusual beliefs about automobiles? f{j Do you believe they have their own religi~n? X 1 2 • 
36. When outside, do you become afraid of things which couldn't possibly fJ hurt you, such as grass or flowers? X 2 

G ♦ 37. Do you have a strong sense of what is morally right and wrong? X 0 

~8. At times when you have been more physically active, did you develop (!) fears that others might hurt you? X 0 1 

0 
11) 

£ -ti) 
~ 
~ 

"Cl 

Do you lose your train of thought when answering questions? 
~e1 

ti) 

39. Ill 
fi!' 
Q. -::s 
.Q 
E. 
::!. 
ti) 
en --

40. Are you sometimes too critical of other people? X ♦ 

41. Do you hear unnatural sounds or voices? 

p1 Do they come from closets and nowhere else? X 2 A 

42. In the middle of talking to .people, do you sometimes begin to rhyme €)1 your words? X 2 • 
43. Do you often comb or brush your hair? 

Do you feel you always have to comb or brush your hair before and 
after every meal? ''i) 2 

44. Do you sometimes like to fool or mislead doctors? X 0 1 2 ♦ 

45. Do you sometimes feel like insulting people who have been rude to you? X.'0 1 2 ♦ 

46. Do you hear voices that others don't seem to hear? f;) Do these voices happen every time your appetite for food increases? X 1 2 
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47. Do you often repeat yourself, saying the same thing several times? 2 ■ 

48. Have you been exaggerating some of your psychological problems? ♦ 

49. Do you often have upsetting sexual thoughts which bother you only 

€)1 on elevators? X 2 

50, Do ¥ou have a need to wash your hands frequently? · 
c[)1 Is this related to any unique or special powers that you possess? X 2 • 

51. Do you find it difficult to say no to a friend? X 0 1 o• 

52. Do you blink your eyes more than most people? X 1 2 ■ 

53. Do you have feelings of hopelessness? 

~ Does this always happen to you when you see children? 2 

54. Do you hold back telling people everything ... keep some things to yourself? X 0 1 0 
55. Is the governm~nt trying to keep track of your actions? 

© Are they using military air~raft to do this? 0 1 2 

56. When you are nervous, do you sometimes laugh at things which are 

® not funny? X 1 2 ♦ 

• 
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ome people with psychological problems have difficulty with concentration and memory. Please complete the following 
!SI as quickly as you can. 

57. What is the opposite of: 

(a) UNDER Q\ft(Z.-' ✓ 

(b) BRAVE J&f.-t; \ ✓ 
(c) TALL \)',,-/\·· ✓ 
(d) FAST (-~ \,vv-' v 

Total errors !i)__ (e) OPEN t _J,,.,.\L, v 
58. What word rhymes with: 

(a) CRY 

-~ 

✓ 

(b) OLD ✓ 

(c) STAR Y'x,1V ✓ 
(d) ATE 

-✓ To~al errors 1()__ (e) BOAT 

59. Is your breathing rapid and shallow whenever you are sitting still? 

60. Do you feel elated or "too good to be true" from watching the 
evening news? 

61. Do you have fears of growing old? 

62. Do you sometimes feel like you are physically outside of your own body? 

le-out: Was this only because you were taking drugs or didn't get enough sleep? 

63. Do you have severe headaches at the same time you have abnormal 
sexual thoughts? 

2 ■ 

X 0 

2 • 

i. 
II 
I 

11 

--
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64. Do you always gesture or move your hands when you are talking/~ X 0 

\ 
65. Do you become nervous and fidgety whenever you use the bathroom/ X - 0 1 2 

66. Do you have any trouble remembering peoples' names that you have 
Q) ♦ just metl X 0 

67. Do you have strong religious thoughts and periods of giggling? 
_ 11)~. Do these happen together? X 0 

68. Does pain ever bounce through your body going back and forth Q from limb to limb? X 0 2 ■ 
69. Does your face look strange or unfamiliar to you? X co 2 • 
70. Do you sometimes make up psychological problems that don't G really exist? X 1 2 ♦ 

I would like to go over several earlier questions to make sure I have the correct information. 

Turn to page 3 and begin Repeated Inquiries I. 
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DETAILED INQUIRIES II 
X No Yes Unbearable 

you have any major problems with: 
7 • ••• concentration? xo5J2 (I) 

XO@ 2· 3. · .:.strange or disturbing t)loughts? 

3 .... waking up early in the morning? xi§) 1 2 

) .. :.hearing voices which aren't 
. really there? .. · · xo_@@ 

e problem you mentioned with ... is it unbearable? 

, you have any major difficulties with: 

1. ..• others plotting against you? 

2. . .. being irritated with others? 

13. ...losing weightr 

X 0 

X 0 

X 0 

14 ..•• feeling that you can control J":"I 
world events? X (l.::J 1 

,e difficulty you mentioned with .. .is it unbearable? 

o you have any major problems with: 

15. . .. being very depressed? 

16 .... having others control your 

X ,{o)1 
movements? 

17 .... sleeping too much? 

18 ..•. over-reacting to difficult situations? 

1e problem you mentioned with ... is it unbeara . le? 

o you have any major difficulties with: 

1 

1 

1 

)9 .... pronouncing difficult words? X {§2, 1 

)0 .... maintaining your interest in activities? X T::.J 
)1 .... keeping your sexual feelings under /4') 

control? X C1/ 1 

02 • ••• having unfriendly people /'-, 
following you? X O C,/ 

,e difficulty you mentioned with ... is it unbearable? 

Turn to page 1 O and begin 
General Inquiries II. 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

REPEATED INQUIRIES II 
X No Yes Unbearable 

157. X O CD-, /G:) 
158, X o/G,:_) 2 

159. rf§) 1 2 

0 
,.✓-=-;;'\ ,1.;2-1 

160. X ~ (..:./ 

161. X 

162. X 

163. X 

164. 0 1 

169. X &) 1 

170. (G::) 1 
! 

171. X 0 1 

172. X 0 €J 
Enter Time Finished 

Total Time 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

cori~rksheet INC
2 

Total (Sum Inconsistency scores in this column) 

L, · (Sum scores for shaded Detailed Inquiries IQ 

u, ..J:l__ (Sum scores for unshaded Detailed Inquiries II) 

EL, 4- (Count number of Detailed Inquiries II endorsed with a score of 1 or 2) 

EV, _L (Count number of Detailed Inquiries II endorsed with a score of 2) 

-

Inconsistency 
Score 

0 
(J 
e5 

g)_ 

:, 

--
! ., 
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GENERAL INQUIRIES II 

103. Do you sometimes wish you were more self-confidel)t? 

104. Can people put thoughts in your mind against your will? 
Is it that they actually put thoughts in your head without speaking to you? 

105. Do you occasionally have trouble making important decisions? 

106. Do buildings appear to change in shape? 
Does their shape seem different to you at different times? 

tole-out: Was it only because you were on drugs? 

107. Do you sometimes wish for world peace or an end to poverty? 

108. When you've had emotional problems, were you successful at 
helping yourself? 

109. Did your emotional problems come suddenly so that one day you were 
completely normal and the next day you were very troubled? 

110. Have you lost exactly 4 pounds in the last 12 months? 

111. At times when you have felt happy, did you lose all interest in other people?. 

112. Do you feel angry when others try to take advantage of you? 

113. Do you find it difficult to sit in a chair without looking under or behind it\J) 

114. Do your teeth hurt only while eating breakfast? 

115. Are you bothered by strange smells wherever you go? 

116. Do you feel nervous when speaking to a large audience? 

117. Can cats or dogs communicate with you in some special way? 
Does this involve actual words from them? 

X 0 u::. 
X 0 Q 1 2 ♦ 

X 0 1'W■ 
X 0 @ 
X 0 Q2 

X 0 1CV• 
X c91 2 A 

X 0 G::>2 • 
-~ 

X 0 10 

2 • 

X 0 

X/01 
Q♦ 

2 

~: 
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118. Have you ever woken up one morning and realized that all of your 
problems were gone ... that you were feeling completely okay? 

119. Do people seem to criticize you more on Wednesdays than any other day? 

120. Does it matter to you what mental health professionals think about you1 

121. Do you believe that trees have supernatural powers? 

122. Do you become fearful of soft household objects for no real reason? 

123. Has there ever been a period of time when y<'lu worried about the future? 

124. Have you ever felt that people were following you? 
Did you experience an increase ill_appetite during those times? 

125. Do you stutter and stumble over your words when you first talk 
with someone? 

126. Would you be upset if a police officer caught you speeding? 

127. Do you feel more confused or upset at noon time than at other times? 

128. Do you make up your own words and expect others to understand them? 

129. Do you have to cross your arms before you can cross the street? 

130. Do you sometimes like to keep doctors guessing about what is really 
going on with you?' 

131. Do you sometimes pretend to know something so you won't look stupid? 

132. Have you ever heard voices coming out of nowhere? 
Was this at the same time you had seizures or trouble walking? 

'-? Dre<-o~laJw 
,..,l0)~ 

X 0 1tc;:J 

x((D 1 2 .A 

X 0 1.-CE) 

X~1 
2 

X 0 1 2 ■ 
X 0 0• 
X /82 • 

2 ■ 

X {i) 1 2 
Ii 
Ji 

x1§21 
,. ,. 

2 

x··v1 2 ■ 
Ii 

S: X 2 ♦ i 
' 

♦ 
I 

X 2 i, 
!I 
" 

0• /i 
X 0 11 

I' ,, 
ii 
:1 

•I ., 
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133. When talking to others, do you whisper for no apparent reason? 

134. Do you make your symptoms seem worse than they actually are? 

135. Do you spend much time worrying about your physical health? 
Would this average between 30 and 40 minutes each day? 

136. Do you have thoughts about your own talents and abilities? 
Do these thoughts occur at times wh~n you have an increased 
need for sleep? 

137. Is it hard for you to forget mistakes you've made in the past? 

138. Do you tend to frown most of the time? 

139. Do you experience feelings of terror at the sound of children's voices? 

140. Do you often tell people only half the story .. .leave it to them to figure 
out the rest? 

141 . Can common insects be used for electronic surveillance? 

142. Do you have any painful memories from your childhood? 

X 0Q2 .A 

X 0 0 2 

X 0 1 tG:)♦ 
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Some people with psychological problems have difficulty with concentration and memo,y. Please complete the following 
test as quickly as you can. 

143. What is the opposite of: 

(a) HOT 
-~ 

(b) SAD 

(c) SLENDER 1.2,me r,,). 

(d) SLEEPY f)ht011f, 
Total errors ~ (e) HUNGRY fUIL 

144. What word rhymes with: 

(a) .FAT M:I 
(b) BOOK -Y,>1C 
(c) CAKE {!J?rll 
(d) SLOW ~) 

Total errors4 (e) MOP tfuf 

145. Do you tend to sigh when talking to others? 

146. Do you often experience feelings of energy and excitement? 
Do these feelings occur at unusual times, like when you hear o(} • sad news? X 2 

147. Do you ever have thoughts about "getting even" when 

fj ♦ someone hurts your feelings? X 2 

148. Do you sometimes feel strange and unreal for several days Cu in a row? X 0 1 

149. Do you sometimes have severe physical pains? 
Do these pains create feelings of inner happiness or peace? 

c) Rule-out: Was this only because of prescribed medication you were taking? X 1 2 • 

CD 
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150. Do you move your feet a lot when sitting in a chair? 

151. Do you have intense feelings of depression? 
Do these only occur while watching TV? xQ1 2 

152. Are your moods affected by the weather? X 0 cf) 2 

153. Do you often feel scared? 
Does this seem to happen to you when your personal hygiene is poor? 

154. Do you often have physical pain? 
Do you experience this pain equally throughout your body? 

,}RY, • 
X 0 (§ 2 

155. Have there been major changes in the way your body looks to you? 

Rule-out: Is it just because you have been getting older, or are physically ill? X 0 1 G)• 
156. Have you ever made up psychological problems that didn't really exist? x~ 2 ♦ 

I would like to go over several earlier questions to make sure I have the correct information. 

Turri to pag~ 9 arid begin Rep~ate~ lnq~lries IJ/ . . . ' . . . •,: /". : .. --· 

8137



1, 
2. 

3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 

8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 

14. 

15. 
16. 

17. 
18. 

19. 

20. 
21. 
22. 

23. 
24. 
25. 

26. 
27. 
28. 

29. 

30;-· · -·: 

31. 

32. 
33. 
34. 
:w.-

36. 

Today's Date 

Ag&_---!'3.t._..f!....· ____ Date of Birth 

NI AF p LI AM 

I 

I 

,\ 1...--1 ----111-----, 

I . .----:--t----
\ 

!.______,I 
I 

I . ,. 

I 
.. L...1--~' . ·- -··· 

\ 

Subtolal Items 1-38 LI _ _!.\ _..J...._..J::!......JL__-..,.,1--L--b~__,'--~-~ 

o· 
. ., 
o·\ 
·' ,,.~ 

I lo 
I <o'.i 

: ·•. 
I .' 0.: 

f 9) I 

\ 

I (I, ....... 
. O.' I 

I QJ 

I t Q) 
Q 

,·-·~ .. 
I-' 0 , 

o· 
I ·.CJ..' 
I ·o-
I ,.o) 
I o· 
0 

I _I) 

I.: 0 

I O i 

0 
0 -.:., 

o• 

0 -. 
I 0 

I 0-

1. 0 

' (~ 
,- :--' o'; --·· . . 

,· ·. 
I .1' 0 

0 
(II 

0 

O' 

O· 

i 
I 

I 
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37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45, 
46. 
47, 

48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 

52. 
53. 
54. 
55, 
56. 
57. 
58. 

59. 

60. 

61. 
62. 
63. 
64. 
65. 

66. 
67. 
68. 

69. 
70. 

NI AF p 

I 

\ 
J 

I 

\ 

-~~-- . ··-·· -· ··-· - .. !._ --1._ ___ .. •-....,·· 1 ·-· 

73. 
74. 
75. 

Scale raw scores 

Cllnlcal cutoff scores 

NI 

>2 

AF p 

. > I 

LI AM 

I 

l 

LI AM TOTAL 

>2 >2 >1-1 

r··. :·. ,9; 
I . Q! 

(.o) 
I (:·9'., 

,·;,, 
,.:,, . o, 

I &~g) 
I --~j 

,·-
I I• I!) 
O' I 

I 

I 

I 

,-
'-.0 

~: 

0 .' ., 
: o; ... 
, QI 

. I J 

0 

0-

, I 

•. 

0\ . , .. 
0,i 

.r·oi --Oi 

0 

0 

'. Q) 

I 

I 

0 

Q,1 

0 
o, 
0 

0 

0 

o. 
o· 
0 

0 

I o· 
. I 
I,. 0 
o·-- · • r 

0 

0 

0 I 
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,IMS" Response Form 

ame_~----------------------- Today's Date ___ ~--~--

ender ____________ Age Date of Birth---~-~~--

T = True or usually true for you F = False or usually untrue for you 

Sometimes I lose all feeling i.n my hand so that it is as if I have a glove on. 
When my depression becomes too severe, I go out for long walks or do some form of exercise 
to reduce the tension. 
I believe that an individual's phone number is not randomly assigned but Is God's way of 
determining one's salvation. 
If your shadow points to the southeast, the sun is in the northeast corner of the sky. 
Food doesn't taste the same as it has in the past... 
I seldom laugh. 
Gold and silver are alike beoause they're both metals. 

,, I have noticed that my shadow dances wildly even though I remain still. 
1. I can remember what I Was doing· one hour ago. 
I. I have noticed that my body changes shape even though my weight stays the same. 

The capital of Italy Is Hungary. 
' I have difficulty remembering my address, 
l. There is nothing that I can do; ~asides taking medication, that has any effect on the voices 

I hear. 
I. The United States has 55 states. 
,. The major problem I have is with my memory. 
5. Even though I'm depressed most of the time, I feel best in the morning after a good night's sleep. 
7. My mood Is worse at night. 
l. More than three times a day I find myself getting up to get something only to forget what it was. 
) . At limes· I am so depressed I welcome going to bed early to "sleep ii off:• 
I. My major problem is that my brain is injured. 

There are six days in a week. 
Recently I've noticed that my memory is getting so bad that there have been entire days that 
I cannot recall. 
I seldom cry. 
The more depressed I get, the more I want to eat. 
Al times I've been unable lo remember the names or faces of close relatives so that they seem 
like complete strangers. 
Walking is difficult for me because of my problems with balance. 
I have difficulty remembering the day of the week. 
I believe that the government has installed cameras in stop lights to spy on me. 
Sometimes when writing a phone number, I notice that the numbers come out backwards even 
though I don't mean to do it. 
I have difficulty remembering today's date. 
People can put thoughts in my rrlind against my will. 
I have trouble sleeping. 
My past life and important events became a blur to me almost overnight. 
I believe that if you think very hard it is possible to actually see the thoughts of others. 
Sometimes my muscles go limp for no apparent reason so that my arms and legs feet as if they 
weigh a ton. 
I have difficulty remembering my phone number. 

T 

T 

T F 

T F 

(!}F 
. T (j) 
Q)F 
T\'.£) 
T Q) 
T {V 

G)F 
T GJ 
T (!} 

; ~ 
; ~ 

CD F 

Tq) 
TG) 
T @) 
T Q) 
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T ~ True or usually true for you F ~ False or usually untrue for you 

37, As the day progres·ses my mood gets worse. 
38. The voice(s) that I hear, which others do nol hear, has (have) never stopped since it (they) began. 
3~. I have pain in my body wh_ich seems to feel like bugs crawling,ander. the surtace of my s~in.--. · ; ·:· · 
40. I cannot remember whether or not I have been married. 
41. I cannot count backwards from 20 ·to 1 without making a mistake.· ·. 
42. Flowers have magical powers like the ability to talk to people. 
43. I have no troubie falling asleep but I wake up often during the night. . 
44. There is a constant ringing in my ears. 
45. ·1. was iold of an angry meeting·! had Wi1h someone, but I do not recall any of it. 
46. Candles are made of wax. 
47. I am·depressed all th\3 time. 
48. The voice(s) I hear, which no one else hears, come(s) from outside my head. 
49. While driving; I sometimes forget how to get home .. 
50. I have difficulty recognizing written and spoken words. 
51. The fear I have.of someone hurting me Is so real that I know exactly how and when 1hey 

would do it. 
52. I do no1 seem to have the energy I used to have. 
53. When I can't remember something, hints do not help. 
54. There has been no change in my sense of smell. 
55. When I'm "dow.h,''.I can get a lift through my hobbies, interests, or frieods .. 
56. A judge and a lawyer are alike because they are both part of the legal system. 
57. One day, all of a sudden, I began to hear one or more voices that other people couldn't hear. 
58. A door and a gate are alike because they are both openings. 
59. Although I am able to move them with no difficulty, I have noticed several p,irts of my limbs 

are numb; 
60. I can't seem to express my feelings. 
61. I have difficulty remembering my birth date. 
62. In my visions, I often see parts of bodies covered with blood. 
63. Washington was our first President. 
64. At times my leg, below the knee, goes limp and I'm unable to move it. 
65 .. When I hear voices coming out of nowhere, I want to run but find I can't even ·walk wtthout 

great difficulty. 
• 

66. I work slowly and produce a small amount because my activities are so limited. 
67. If you have $1.50 and I iake away fifty cents, you will have 75 ·cents left· · 
58. In the series - 1 12 123 - the next response would be 456. 
l9. When I hear voices, I feel as though my teeth are leaving my body. 
'0. The major problem I am having is that things are hard for me to understand. 
'1. Once a week I suddenly find myself cold even though the actual temperature is warm. 
2. Even though things seem pretty bad, I try to remain hopeful that they'll get better. 
3. A man had 56 apples and a neighbor gave him 37 more. He now has 83. 
4. I find lately that I suffer from headaches and dizziness just before I forget something. 
5. In the series - 11 22 33 - the next correct answer would be 44. 

. -~:• 

T ~: T 

T G): 
T G) 
T. '@>, 
T (© 
T. G) 
T ~ 

·i•~i 
;,-~, 
T ~: T 

·Gs F ,. 

0)'0 '·. '· r,:· ·F · 

·Ii 
6) F 

T &) . 
<!) F 

T, ~ 
T (J) 

lP F 

T (!) 

G), F 

T © 
T 

~-T 

T i T ( 

<fB' : 
T 

~ T 

(!) F 
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Wisconsin Card Sorting Test"': Computer Version 4 
Research Edition 

by 
Robert K. Heaton, PhD, and PAR Staff 

Client Information 
Last Name: 1:ij12)lc, ,_ . 
First Name: Test Description: rn . (no description) 

BirthDatc: Rapport: 
 Good 

Age: Cooperation: 
37 years, 2 months Adequate 
Gender: Effort; 

Male Adequate 
Elhnlclty: On Medication: 
Caucasian (not of Hispanic Origin) •. Yes 
Education: Description of Medication: 
16 years 
Handedness: 
Right 
Occupation: 
(not specified) 

Caveats 
Use of this report requires a thorough understanding of the Wisconsin Card Sorting Test (WCST; Berg, 1948; Grant 
& Berg, 1948), its interpretation, and clinical applications as presented in the WCST Manual (Heaton, Chelune, 
Talley, Kay, & Curtiss, 1993). This report is intended for use by qualified professionals. 

This report reflects a computerized administration of the WCST. It is important to recognize that nonnative data 
used in this report were developed using the standard 128-card version of the WCST (Heaton et al., 1993). While 
research to date has demonstrated general equivalence between computerized administration and card administration 
of the WCST (Artiola i Fortuny & Heaton, 1996; Hellman, Green, Kero, & Christenson, 1992), no definitive 
equivalence data are available for the computerized administration of this version of the WCST and, as such, 
nonnative scores must be interpreted cautiously. In order to estimate the potential effects of a computerized 
administration on test performance, users should be familiar with the original card version. 

Users should refer to the WCST Manual (Heaton el al., 1993) for the clinical interpretation of this score report. 
Clinical interpretation of the WCST requires professional training and expertise in clinical psychology and/or 
.neuropsychology, The utility and validity of the WCST as a clinical measure of cognitive ability are directly related 
to the professional's background and knowledge and, in particular, familiarity with the infonnation contained in the 
WCST Manual. 

WCST results should be interpreted within the context of a larger clinical assessment battery and relevant clinical 
and historical infonnation about this client. Additionally, use of WCST scores for clinical or diagnostic decisions 
·should-not .. be-attempted-without-- a- good-understanding- of. .. brain-behavio~ .. relationships.. and--the- medical.. and..-... . 
psychological factors that affect them. 

PAR Psycbologlcat Amssment Resources, Inc. I 16204 North Florida Ave,/ Lutz, FL 33549 / 1.800.331.8378 I www.parlnc.com 
Copyright 0 1990, 19931 1998, 1999, 2000, 2002, 2003 by Psychological Assessment Resouroes, Inc. AU rights reserved. May not be 
reproduced in whole or in part in any form or by any means without written permission of Psychological Assessment Resources, Inc, 

Ven;ion: 1.04 ( 4.50,024) 
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. Age & Education U.S. Census Age-matched 
.. 

· Demographically Corrected 

WCSTscores Raw Standard T ¾lies Standard T ¾iles scores scores scores scores scores 
Trials Administered 

... , .. :.:.:· 
•. :/•····•·· 81 

. , 
·' 

• ' .-!·_:.. . :(:(>.· ·:. 
.• ;·._;:, .:: . .:·, . 

Total Correct 68 ' .· : . ·, .. •· .. _.: · .. . .-·,,:._-.:; 
.. .. '·•·, :_ "; :.," . •• . . .. '·· . ·. •.··, 

Total Errors 13 99 49 47% 104 53 61% 
%Errors 16% 98 49 45% 103 52 58% 

• .. 

Perseverative Responses 7 97 48 42% 106 54 66% 
% Perseverative Responses 9% 95 47 37% 104 53 61% 

•.:.. ,-_., . ·-·· ., ... . . ' . . .. 
Perseverative Errors 7 96 47 39% 105 53 63% 

· % Perseverative Errors 9% 93 45 32% 103 52 58% 

Nonperseverative Errors 6 100 50 50% 105 53 63% 
% Nonperseverative Errors 7% 100 so 50% 106 54 66% 

Conceptual Level Responses 66 
% Conceptual Level Responses 81% 98 49 45% .103 52 58% 

·-:. 
Categories Completed 6 >16% >16% 
Trials to Complete I •1 Category 12 >16% >16% 
Failure to Maintain Set 1 > 16% >16% 
Learning to Learn 1.52 >16% >16% 
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Client: T J 
CllentlD: 

Test Date: 03/18/10/9 
Page3of4 

Response Deck 1 

~ortJng,.Corte~t.·. card-.' Column:~:·Cate--: Pe~e.".erfleJ'seve~~-· ·. Sorting··· COrrect'·. ·. Card·." Co!Umn/" Cate-, :: Pfrlever:- PerreVet~. 
l'rlq.~·/'~- $e:q;~,i:-Numb~i\ Sortf!d"··, "gories•_,;~· ·atlve_i1.· 1,::,at1Ve:-~:.r : :,_P;~.:;:{\ -~~-q;,(:~~m-~e-~.::~ort,~ _: ·g9.rlj~.c:.:'~R~Y~I/"<·· itl~e:: -·:· 

-,: cfnle\ Nu'mbti .:. '- :._. __ : . . : : To :.· M&fclii!dPrinCl~Ie:Re,.;Orise.': ·tlnle·:,, Number'·:-!:.•,_ ····To·--· MatchedPrinclnle·Resnonse· 

C - 1. I FN N 6 33. 3 N F 

- 2. 3 F 7 34. 4 N F 

J 3. 4 C F 8 35. I N F 

2 4. I CN F 9 36. 4 N F 

3 5. 2 CF F JO 37. 2 N F 

4 6. 3 CF F C J 38. 3 CN N 

5 7. 4 CN F - 39. I N N /) 

6 8. I C F J 40. 4 CN N 

7 9. 2 C F 2 41. I CFN N 

8 10. 3 C F 3 42, 4 C N 

9 II. 4 C F 4 43. 3 C N 

JO 12. I CF F 5 44. 2 CN N 

F - 13. 4 C C p - 45. 3 N N 1) 

- 14. 3 C C p J 46. 3 CF N 

J IS, I F C 2 47. 4 CF N 

2 16. 4 CFN C 3 48. 3 CN N 

3 17. 2 FN C ·4 49. 2 CN N 

4 18. 4 F C 5 so. 3 C N 

5 19. I CF C 6 s I. 4 C N 

6 20. 4 F C 7 52. 2 CF N 

7 21. 2 FN C 8 53. I C N 

8 22. 3 FN C 9 S4. 2 C N 

9 23. 2 FN C JO 55 . 4 C N 

JO 24. l F C . F - S6. 2 C C 0 

N - 25, 2 F F ,, - 57. 2 N C 

- 26. 3 C F J 58. I FN C 

- 27, 4 C F 2 59. 3 FN C 

J 28. 4 FN F - 60. 2 CN C 

2 29. 2 CFN F J 61. 2 F C 

3 30.- 1 CN-· .. F'' .. ·- - - --- . 2' .. - 62.' :;· cm- c---· 

4 31. 4 FN F 3 63. I CF C 

5 32. I CN F 4 64. 3 F C 
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Client: T J 
Client JD: 

Test Date: 03/18/2019 
Page4 o/4 

Response Deck 2 

So"t·tlng ·correct, .. Card Column .. Cate,, .. Persevel'i:•Persever-'. Sorting- CorrC:c:f•, .. 'Card ... ·column.- Cafe,,,. Peneve~-PetseYer00 

·. Pdu~ ·: Seq.t}iumber. Sorttd-:''. go_rtff•: _:.atjve .._:' .. ·a:tll'e:!="· Prln- .. · seq.'· Num~.ert~qrttd.-· :goi:tel.·. ,itlv~--·· :_:·a«ve .. 
cJnJe •· Nitmber- · To MiltcJ1edPriiicinJe Resnonse · • cJnre· Numbei- ~·: .1'0.- ·· ·MatchedPrJneJole· Rfsnou1e 

F s I. 1 FN C 33. 

6 2. 3 F C 34. 

7 3. 1 F C 35. 

8 4. 4 F C 36. 

9 s. 2 CF C 37. 

JO 6. 3 CF C 38. 

N - 7. I F F fJ 39. 

I 8. 3 N F 40. 

2 9. 4 N F 41. 

3 10. 2 N F 42. 

4 II. 1 N F 43. 

s 12. 3 N F 44. 

6 13. 2 N F 4S. 

7 14. 1 N F 46. 

8 IS. 3 N F 47. 

9 16. 4 CFN F 
, 

48. 

JO 17. 2 FN F 49. 

18. so. 
19. SJ, 

20. 52, 

21. 53. 

22. 54. 

23. ss. 
24. 56. 

25. 51. 

26. 58. 

27. 59. 

28, 60. 

29. 61. 

..... 30 •.. -- ... -· 62,-·----· .. .. --

31. 63. 

32. 64. 

-----------------End--of-Repnrt,-------------------
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~. RECORD>- FORMiiiJ 
:(\ .:lfyj~ ii~~nei ~h.l>:'~I·:'?.::':,.::1 
~.: ;., Po,Ltt, Pi)iD!·, anct{< i / .. {,:;,:j 
1, '· OavJd.!J, tiarzbarg, Ph.O:'.:.· ,:·. 'j' 
:.1..:.-.:: ... .i."\·. t-.:. -: .. . ,. . -:i.:.!, . :~~;.. -::.::~ ::i;.i 

Age: '2ri: 
ender: D Female c( Male Years of Educat1onCompleted:_._\l~i2'-------

ace/Ethnicity: 0 American Indian/Alaska Nallve D Asian O Black/African American 
0 Hispanlc/Lailno O Nailve Hawallan/Pac!Pc Islander '.1'1'Whlle O 0lher 

1lher Background Information/Notes: _·-:r;~-~1~)~1~·1,_r_'!_'·_,.,~.,----------

Read aloud the following instructions to the examinee: 

I'm going to show you cards with dots on them. 
I want you to count the dots as quickly as you 
can and then tell me your answer. 

Fill in the boxes below during administration. 
See instructions in chapter 2 of the Dot Counting 
Test Manual. 

Cornet Eumlnn. R11pon,o Tim• 
Cant Count CountJ·· Etrot?. - (sH►, 

1 'tLJ \\ -0 fJ 
2 19 '\~ -I ✓ 0 

3 rfs') \'< -0 l1 
4 23 Ii?- -1 ✓ ( 

5 27 ?~ -I V' ,zo 
6 (1) '1- - 0 .-~ 

. •"'=' ., 

\"L 
.. 

I 7 (12 -n 
. ~-

a '20 '. 
\ ,., _i '2...0 ,-(:; I -( 16 

" 11 

9 ·- r, ':, --
-tt,- }- le 1-- . ) . - -- cr.r• -- ·--- ,. ··--_ ...... - . 

' 11 _2!J.. ' .. - ·) .. ' >· '-' ·- • 
12 8 -··· ' :. ' 

.. 

.. 

Scoring Instructions 

1. Count the number of chock marks In the Error? column 
and enter the count In the space below labeled Total Errors. 

2. Sum the Response Timas for Cards 1 through 6 and enter this 
total In the space below labeled Cards 1-8 Total Response 
Time. Divide this total by 6. Entartha result In the space 
labeled Mean UG Time. 

3. Sum the Response Times for Cards 7 through 12 and enter 
this total In Iha corresponding space below. Divide this total 
by 6. Enter tho raault In the space labeled Moan G Time. 

4. Calculate Iha E-score by summing Total Errors, Mean UG 
Tlma, and Mean G Time, than rounding Iha rasult to the 
nearest whole number by applying the following rulaa: 

• If the first digit to Iha right of Iha doclmal point Is . 
4 or Jass, round down to Iha nearest whole number 
(e.g., 6.23 rounds to 6). 

• II the llrat digit to the right of Iha daclmal point 
Is 5, round to Iha nearest even whole number 
(e.g., 6.51 rounds to 6, but 7.51 rounds to 8). 

• II the first digit to the right of the decimal point Is 
6 or greater, round up to the nearest whole number 
(e.g., 8.78 rounds to 7), 

5. Enter Iha rounded sum In the box labeled E-soore. 

-_\....,Q....__\ _+s•~\l_.12_.8_3_ 
Cards 1-6 Mean UG 

Total Response Time Time 

____ )_,_l~t~ __ +6=_~~-✓_,_'~_·_S_~_ 
Cards 7-12 

Total Response Time 
Mean G 

Time 

( ·., 

",~=1~~ -
"--::< I~. •:~ -~- , 1 

} '_; ·•' -"---.J 

Total Errors + Mean UG Time + MeanG Time E-Score 

The following values are filled In during inlarpratallon. 
Please consult chapter 4 of Iha Dot Counting Test Manual 
for detailed Instruction•. 

. ·- I . 
:(\::,11,', i'•17, ,,., / f-J,<i:,rl ·.: ·~ ! 

Comparison Group: 
I 

E,Soore Cutoff: E?O 8111 Raio: 
. ,.. (. .~, 
I =' ., 

I \ .. , • ~ I I\ 
~·•-~'ty.'. ! J~.) -- .. _SP~.c~'~. _ 1 ~ • . . .. ... : 

~·'.i,\ . I ,, '.\ -~ ) 

~ I, PPA: NPA: 

' 
Interpretive Range: ' 

. I . , 'i' \. - . 

Addilional copies of this form IW·:J9161 rnay be purchased from WPS. Please conlact us al 800•648-3857or wpspubllsh.com. 
' .... --. ~ .. ,. ...... , .. ~ .. T<'IIII ........ u111 nr.U"AI Cl:AUl('S:~ U/11 tfl 1111 ,~nroduc1d In wlloll or In oarl 'Hilhcbt wrm,n 01trnlsslon. All riclib t!UIVl!d P1hd..t ... II CA 

.. 
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TRAIL MAKING 

Part A 

SAMPLE 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON ) 

THE STATE, ) 
) 
) 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR ) 
Defendant. ) 

1. Preliminary Instructions 

a. Introduction 
b. Court: Instructor of the Law 
c. Jury: Finder of the Facts/Witness Credibility 
d. Prior record of witness 
e. Weighing the Evidence 
f. Circumstantial/Direct Evidence 
g. Expert witness testimony 
h. Voluntariness of Statements 
1. Burden of Proof 
J. Reasonable Doubt 
k. Criminal Intent 
I. Copy of Jury Instructions 

2. Specific Law of the Case 
a. Murder 
b. Defense-NGRI 
c. Burden of Proof 
d. Verdict forms 
e. Involuntary Intoxication 
f. Voluntary Intoxication 
g. Accident 
h. Consequences of verdict 

INSTRUCTIONS 
2015-GS-32-188 
2015-GS-32-189 
2015-GS-32-190 
2015-GS-32-191 
2015-GS-32-192 

3. Failure of Defendant to Testify - Defendant's Right to Remain Silent 

4. Conclusion and verdict form 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

MEMBERS OF THE JURY, THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

CHARGES THE DEFENDANT, TIMOTHY R. JONES, JR, WITH THE 

CRIME OF MURDER. YOU WILL OF COURSE BEAR IN MIND THAT 

THE DEFENDANT HAS PLED NOT GUil TY BY REASON OF INSANITY, 

AND BY THAT PLEA, Mr. Jones DENIES THE CHARGEs ALLEGED IN 

THE INDICTMENTS. Defense would request that this language be struck. 

THE DEFENDANT COMES INTO THIS COURT CLOTHED WITH A 

PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE, AND THIS PRESUMPTION OF 

INNOCENCE CONTINUES THROUGHOUT THE CASE AND ENTITLES 

THE DEFENDANT TO A VERDICT OF NOT GUil TY UNLESS AND 

UNTIL IT IS DISPELLED BY EVIDENCE SATISFYING YOU, THE JURY, 

BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE DEFENDANT IS GUil TY 

OF THE OFFENSEs CHARGED, AND THE STATE HAS PROVED EACH 

AND EVERY ELEMENT OF THE ALLEGED CRIMEs BEYOND A 

REASONABLE DOUBT. 

THE COURT: INSTRUCTOR OF THE LAW 

THE SAME CONSTITUTION AND LAW WHICH MAKES YOU, THE 

JURY, THE FINDERS OF THE FACTS AND THE EVIDENCE AS I HAVE 

DISCUSSED WITH YOU, MAKES ME, AS THE JUDGE, THE SOLE AND 
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ONLY INSTRUCTOR OF THE LAW. YOU MUST ACCEPT AS CORRECT 

THE LAW WHICH I INSTRUCT AND APPLY TO IT THE EVIDENCE, AS 

YOU FIND IT, AND REACH A VERDICT. 

IF I SHOULD MAKE AN ERROR IN THE LAW AS I INSTRUCT IT TO 

YOU, THERE IS ANOTHER TIME AND PLACE WHERE THAT ERROR 

CAN BE CONSIDERED AND, IF NECESSARY, CORRECTED. Defen?e 

believes that this statement is a violation of the rules against talking about 

possible appeals and shouldn't be given - see State v. Linder, 276 S.C. 

304 (1981) and Caldwell v. Mississippi, 472 U.S. 320 (1985). BUT FOR 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS CASE TODAY, Defense would request that this 

language be struck as above. YOU MUST ACCEPT THE LAW AS I 

INSTRUCT IT. AND IN THAT REGARD, I TELL YOU THAT NEITHER 

YOU, NOR I, FOR THAT MATTER, SHOULD BE CONCERNED ABOUT 

WHAT WE BELIEVE OR THINK THE LAW OUGHT TO BE, BUT ONLY 

CONCERN YOURSELVES WITH WHAT I INSTRUCT YOU THE LAW TO 

IN FACT BE. 

JURY: JUDGE OF FACTS AND CREDIBILITY OF WITNESSES 

UNDER THE CONSTITUTION AND LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

YOU ARE THE SOLE FINDERS OF THE FACTS IN THIS CASE. I AM 

NOT ALLOWED TO SUGGEST IN ANY WAY WHAT I MAY THINK 
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ABOUT THE GUil TOR INNOCENCE OF THE DEFENDANT. 

YOU ALSO ARE THE JUDGES OF THE CREDIBILITY AND 

BELIEVABILITY OF THE WITNESSES WHO HAVE TESTIFIED IN THIS 

CASE. IN PASSING UPON THEIR CREDIBILITY YOU MAY TAKE INTO 

CONSIDERATION MANY THINGS, SUCH AS: 

-- WHAT WAS THE MANNER AND APPEARANCE OF THE WITNESS 

WHO TESTIFIED? WAS HE OR SHE STRAIGHT FORWARD, OR WAS 

HE OR SHE HESITANT IN ANSWERING? Defense requests this language 

be struck. "Hesitant" in answering should not be considered in assessing 

credibility of a witness. "Reluctance" or "evasiveness" would be more 

appropriate. 

-- HOW DID THE WITNESS COME TO KNOW THE FACTS THAT HE OR 

SHE TESTIFIED TO? OR WHAT WAS HIS OR HER ABILITY TO KNOW 

THESE FACTS? 

-- IS THERE SOME REASON A WITNESS WOULD WANT TO GIVE 

TESTIMONY WHICH WOULD HELP OR HURT ONE SIDE OR THE 

OTHER? IN OTHER WORDS, WAS THE WITNESS BIASED OR 

PREJUDICED? 

--AND, WAS THE TESTIMONY OF A WITNESS STRENGTHENED OR 

WEAKENED BY OTHER TESTIMONY OR EVIDENCE? 
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YOU - THE JURY - MAY BELIEVE AS MUCH OR AS LITTLE OF 

EACH WITNESS' TESTIMONY AS YOU THINK PROPER. YOU MAY 

BELIEVE THE TESTIMONY OF A SINGLE WITNESS AGAINST THAT OF 

MANY WITNESSES, OR JUST THE OPPOSITE. 

YOU MAY BELIEVE PART OF A WITNESS'S TESTIMONY AND 

DISBELIEVE THE REST. 

THE FACT THAT TESTIMONY IS NOT CONTROVERTED DOES 

NOT MEAN YOU MUST ACCEPT IT AS TRUE AND UNDISPUTED. YOU 

STILL MUST GAUGE THE CREDIBILITY OF THE WITNESS TO 

DETERMINE THE BELIEVABILITY OR TRUTH OF THE FACTS 

OFFERED THROUGH THE TESTIMONY. 

PRIOR RECORD OF WITNESS 

A PERSON WHO HAS A PAST CRIMINAL RECORD IS 

COMPETENT TO TESTIFY DURING A TRIAL. A PAST RECORD DOES 

NOT AFFECT THE ABILITY OF THAT WITNESS TO TESTIFY. THE 

PAST RECORD MAY ONLY BE CONSIDERED BY YOU, IF AT ALL, IN 

DETERMINING THE WITNESS' BELIEVABILITY. 

REMEMBER, YOU ARE THE SOLE JUDGES OF THE FACTS IN THE 

CASE AND OF THE BELIEVABILITY OF ANY AND ALL OF THE 

WITNESSES. 

Page 5 of23 

8157



WEIGHING THE EVIDENCE 

AS THE SOLE FACT FINDERS, YOU SHOULD HAVE LISTENED 

CLOSELY TO THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED. WEIGHING THE 

EVIDENCE IS ENTIRELY A MENTAL PROCESS. YOU MUST WEIGH 

THE EVIDENCE USING YOUR GOOD JUDGMENT AND COMMON 

SENSE. 

DIRECT/CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE 

THERE ARE TWO TYPES OF EVIDENCE WHICH ARE 

GENERALLY PRESENTED DURING A TRIAL - DIRECT AND 

CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. 

DIRECT EVIDENCE IS THE TESTIMONY OF A PERSON WHO 

ASSERTS OR CLAIMS TO HAVE ACTUAL KNOWLEDGE OF A FACT, 

SUCH AS AN EYEWITNESS. CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE IS PROOF 

OF A CHAIN OF FACTS AND CIRCUMSTANCES INDICATING THE 

EXIS"TENCE OF A FACT. THE LAW MAKES ABSOLUTELY NO 

DISTINCTION BETWEEN THE WEIGHT OR VALUE TO BE GIVEN TO 

EITHER DIRECT OR CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. Defense requests 

that this language be struck. The law unequivocally makes a distinction in 

the value of direct and circumstantial evidence. NOR IS A GREATER 

DEGREE OF CERTAINTY REQUIRED OF CIRCUMSTANTIAL 
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EVIDENCE THAN OF DIRECT EVIDENCE. YOU SHOULD WEIGH ALL 

THE EVIDENCE IN THE CASE. 

YOU SHOULD WEIGH ALL THE EVIDENCE IN THE CASE. 

HOWEVER, TO THE EXTENT THE STATE RELIES UPON 

CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE, ALL OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES MUST 

BE CONSISTENT WITH EACH OTHER, AND WHEN TAKEN 

TOGETHER, POINT CONCLUSIVELY TO THE GUil T OF THE 

ACCUSED BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT. IF THESE 

CIRCUMSTANCES MERELY PORTRAY THE DEFENDANT'S BEHAVIOR 

AS SUSPICIOUS, THE PROOF HAS FAILED. AFTER WEIGHING ALL 

THE EVIDENCE, WHETHER DIRECT EVIDENCE OR CIRCUMSTANTIAL 

EVIDENCE OR SOME COMBINATION OF THE TWO, IF YOU ARE NOT 

CONVINCED OF THE GUil T OF THE DEFENDANT BEYOND A 

REASONABLE DOUBT, YOU MUST FIND THE DEFENDANT NOT 

GUil TY or not guilty by reason of insanity. 

EXPERT WITNESSES 

THE RULES OF EVIDENCE ORDINARILY DO NOT PERMIT 

WITNESSES TO TESTIFY TO OPINIONS OR CONCLUSIONS. AN 

EXCEPTION TO THIS RULE EXISTS FOR WITNESSES WE CALL 

"EXPERT WITNESSES". A WITNESS WHO, BY EDUCATION AND 
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EXPERIENCE, HAS BECOME EXPERT IN SOME ART, SCIENCE, 

PROFESSION, OR CALLING MAY STATE AN OPINION AS TO 

RELEVANT AND MATERIAL MATTER, IN WHICH THE WITNESS 

CLAIMS TO BE AN EXPERT, AND MAY ALSO STATE THE REASONS 

FOR THE OPINION. 

YOU SHOULD CONSIDER ANY EXPERT OPINION RECEIVED IN 

EVIDENCE IN THIS CASE AND, LIKE ANY OTHER EVIDENCE, GIVE IT 

THE WEIGHT YOU THINK IT DESERVES. IF YOU DECIDE THAT THE 

OPINION OF AN EXPERT WITNESS ·IS NOT BASED ON SUFFICIENT 

EDU CA l'ION AND EXPERIENCE [The defense believes this language 

should be struck. The Court has qualified witnesses in this case as 

experts. Jurors may not determine expertise on their own, they are 

required to accept the Court's finding that a witness is an expert], OR IF 

YOU CONCLUDE THAT THE REASONS GIVEN IN SUPPORT OF THE 

OPINION ARE NOT SOUND, OR THAT THE OPINION IS OUTWEIGHED 

BY OTHER EVIDENCE, YOU MAY DISREGARD THE OPINION 

ENTIRELY. AN EXPERT WITNESS' TESTIMONY IS TO BE GIVEN NO 

GREATER WEIGHT THAN THAT OF OTHER WITNESSES SIMPLY 

BECAUSE THE WITNESS IS AN EXPERT. FURTHER, YOU ARE NOT 

REQUIRED TO ACCEPT AN EXPERT'S OPINION, EVEN THOUGH IT IS 
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NOT CONTRADICTED. 

BURDEN OF PROOF 

IN A CRIMINAL PROSECUTION, THE STATE HAS THE BURDEN 

OF PROOF. IN THIS STATE, ACCORDING TO OUR CONSTITUTION, 

THE PROSECUTION MUST PROVE THEIR CASE TO THE STANDARD 

OF PROOF BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT BEFORE A FINDING OF 

GUILT MAY OCCUR. IF THE STATE FAILS TO MEET THIS HIGH 

BURDEN, THE DEFENDANT IS ENTITLED TO A VERDICT OF NOT 

GUil TY or not guilty by reason of insanity. NORMALLY THE DEFENSE 

HAS NO BURDEN BECAUSE OF THIS PRESUMTION, Presumption of 

innocence? BUT IN THIS CASE Mr. Jones has entered a plea of NOT 

GUil TY BY REASON OF INSANITY. THE DEFENSE HAS THE 

BURDEN OF PROVING THIS DEFENSE. THE BURDEN OF PROOF of 

this defense IS BY THE GREATER WEIGHT OF THE EVIDENCE OR 

PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVIDENCE. 

REASONABLE DOUBT 

WHAT IS A REASONABLE DOUBT? IT IS SIMPLY THIS: A 

REASONABLE DOUBT IS THE KIND OF DOUBT THAT WOULD CAUSE 

A REASONABLE PERSON TO HESITATE TO ACT. 

REASONABLE DOUBT MAY ARISE FROM EVIDENCE WHICH IS 
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IN THE CASE, OR FROM THE LACK OR ABSENCE OF EVIDENCE IN 

THE CASE. PROOF BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT IS PROOF 

THAT LEAVES YOU FIRMLY CONVINCED OF THE DEFENDANT'S 

GUILT [The defense believes this sentence should be the first sentence of 

the paragraph]. IT IS A DOUBT TO WHICH ONE CAN ASSIGN A 

REASON, IF THE ASSIGNMENT CAN BE DONE REASONABLY, 

FIRMLY, AND CONVINCINGLY. A REASONABLE DOUBT IS THE KIND 

OF DOUBT THAT WOULD MAKE A REASONABLE, CONSCIENTIOUS, 

and HONEST PERSON HESISTATE TO ACT IN A MATTER IMPORTANT 

TO HIS or her OWN AFFAIRS. 

I FURTHER CHARGE YOU THAT A DEFENDANT IS ENTITLED TO 

EVERY REASONABLE DOUBT THAT MAY ARISE IN THE CASE. WHAT 

THAT MEANS IS SIMPLY THIS: IF ANY OF YOU HAVE HAD A DOUBT 

ABOUT ANYTHING DURING THIS TRIAL, YOU WOULD BE REQUIRED 

TO RESOLVE THAT DOUBT IN FAVOR OF THE DEFENDANT. 

THE VERY FACT, HOWEVER, THAT THE JURY ENGAGES IN A 

FULL AND FREE DISCUSSION OF THE ISSUE OF GUil TOR NON­

GUil Tor not guilty by reason of insanity IN THIS CASE DOES NOT 

AUTOMATICALLY MEAN THAT REASONABLE DOUBT EXISTS IN THIS 

CASE. YOU MUST MAKE THE DETERMINATION OF WHETHER OR 
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NOT REASONABLE DOUBT EXISTS AS TO THE GUil T OF THE 

DEFENDANT. IF YOU FIND THAT THE STATE HAS NOT MET THE 

BURDEN OF PROOF BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT, THE 

DEFENDANT IS ENTITLED TO A VERDICT OF NOT GUil TY or not guilty 

by reason of insanity. 

CRIMINAL INTENT 

CRIMINAL INTENT IS A NECESSARY ELEMENT OF EACH CRIME 

THAT MUST BE PROVED BY THE STATE BEYOND A REASONABLE 

DOUBT. 

CRIMINAL INTENT IS ALWAYS A MATTER THAT MUST BE 

DETERMINED BY THE JURY FROM THE CIRCUMSTANCES 

SURROUNDING THE SITUATION. THERE IS NO WAY TO PROVE 

INTENT TO A MATHEMATICAL CERTAINTY. THERE IS NO WAY 

MEDICAL SCIENCE CAN DISSECT A PERSON'S BRAIN AND 

DETERMINE WHAT HE OR SHE HAD IN MIND, SO THE LAW STATES 

CRIMINAL INTENT MAY BE INFERRED FROM THE CIRCUMSTANCES 

SHOW TO HAVE EXISTED, BOTH BEFORE AND AFTER THE FACT. 

THIS IS HOW YOU, THE JURY, MAKES A DETERMINATION OF 

WHETHER OR NOT THE REQUESITE INTENT WAS PRESENT. 

CRIMINAL INTENT IS A STATE OF MIND THAT OPERATES 
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JOINTLY WITH AN ACT OR OMISSION IN THE COMMISSION OF A 

CRIME. CRIMINAL INTENT IS A MENTAL STATE OF CONSCIOUS 

WRONGDOING SO IT IS UP TO YOU, THE JURY, TO DETERMINE 

WHAT THE DEFENDANT INTENDED TO DO BASED ON THE 

CIRCUMSTANCES SHOWN TO HAVE EXISTED. I TELL YOU THAT 

THE STATE MUST PROVE CRIMINAL INTENT BEYOND A 

REASONABLE DOUBT JUST AS THE STATE MUST PROVE EVERY 

ELEMENT BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT. 

COPY OF CHARGE IN THE JURY ROOM! 

I WILL GIVE YOU A COPY OF THESE INSTRUCTIONS. DURING 

YOUR DELIBERATIONS, YOU MAY REFER TO THE INSTRUCTIONS TO 

GUIDE YOUR DECISION-MAKING. YOU MUST CONSIDER THE 

INSTRUCTIONS AS A WHOLE AND NOT FOLLOW SOME AND IGNORE 

OTHERS. 

SPECIFIC LAW OF THE CASE 

MURDER 

1 Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann.§ 16-3-20, a copy ofthe jury instructions on 
statutory aggravating and mitigating circumstances must be given to the jury 
in writing in capital cases. In non-cap~tal cases, upon request by the jury and 
consent of the parties, the jury may be given written, or other form of, 
Defense request this language not be included in copy provided to jury. 
instructions 
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Mr. Jones IS CHARGED WITH five counts of MURDER. For each 

indictment THE STATE MUST PROVE BEYOND A REASONABLE 

DOUBT THAT Mr. Jones KILLED ANOTHER PERSON WITH MALICE 

AFORETHOUGHT. The state must prove all of these elements for each of 

the counts of murder beyond reasonable doubt. The elements are: Killing 

of another person with malice aforethought. MALICE IS HATRED, ILLWILL, 

OR HOSTILITY TOWARDS ANOTHER PERSON. IT IS THE 

INTENTIONAL DOING OF A WRONGFUL ACT WITHOUT JUST CAUSE 

OR EXCUSE AND WITH AN INTENT TO INFLICT AN INJURY OR 

UNDER CIRCUMSTANCES THAT THE LAW WILL INFER AN EVIL 

INTENT. 

MALICE AFORETHOUGHT DOES NOT REQUIRE THAT MALICE 

EXISTS FOR ANY PARTICULAR TIME BEFORE THE ACT IS 

COMMITTED, BUT MALICE MUST EXIST IN THE MIND OF THE 

DEFENDANT JUST BEFORE AND AT THE TIME OF THE ACT IS 

COMMITTED. THEREFORE, THERE MUST BE A COMBINATION OF 

THE PREVIOUS EVIL INTENT AND THE ACT. 

MALICE AFORETHOUGHT MAY BE EXPRESS OR INFERRED. THESE 

TERMS, "EXPRESS" AND "INFERRED" DO NOT MEAN DIFFERENT 

KINDS OF MALICE BUT MERELY THE MANNER IN WHICH MALICE 
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MAY BE SHOWN TO EXIST. THAT IS EITHER BY DIRECT EVIDENCE 

OR BY INFERENCE FROM THE FACTS AND CIRCUMSTANCES WHICH 

ARE PROVED. EXPRESS MALICE MAY BE SHOWN WHEN A PERSON 

SPEAKS WORDS WHICH EXPRESS HATRED OR ILL WILL FOR 

ANOTHER OR WHEN THE PERSON PREPARED BEFOREHAND TO DO 

THE ACT WHICH WAS LATER ACCOMPLISHED; FOR EXAMPLE, 

LYING IN WAIT FOR A PERSON OR ANY OTHER ACTS OF 

PREPARATION GOING TO SHOW THAT THE DEED WAS WITHIN THE 

DEFENDANT'S MIND WOULD [The defense requests that this word be 

changed to "could") BE an example of EXPRESS MALICE.421 

MALICE MAY BE INFERRED FROM CONDUCT SHOWING A TOTAL 

DISREGARD FOR HUMAN LIFE. 

NGRI-

THE DEFENDANT HAS RAISED THE DEFENSE OF INSANITY. 

CRIMINAL INTENT IS REQUIRED TO PROVE THAT THE DEFENDANT 

41 When giving examples, be sure they do not constitute a charge on the 
facts of the case. State v. Hughey. 339 S.C. 439, 529 S.E.2d 721 (2000), 
overruled on other grounds, Rosemond v. Catoe, 383 S.C. 320, 680 S.E.2d 5 
(2009). 
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IS GUil TY OF THE CRIME CHARGED. A PERSON WHO IS INSANE 

CANNOT HAVE CRIMINAL INTENT AND, THEREFORE, CANNOT BE 

FOUND GUil TY OF A CRIME. 

IN ORDER TO BE FOUND NOT GUil TY BY REASON OF 

INSANITY, IT MUST BE SHOWN THAT, AT THE TIME OF THE CRIME, 

THE DEFENDANT HAD A MENTAL DISEASE OR DEFECT WHICH 

MADE HIM UNABLE TO DISTINGUISH MORAL OR LEGAL RIGHT FROM 

WRONG OR TO RECOGNIZE THE CRIME AS MORALLY OR LEGALLY 

WRONG. 

BY RAISING THE DEFENSE OF INSANITY, THE DEFENDANT 

DOES NOT NECESSARILY ADMIT THE CRIME WAS COMMITTED. [The 

defense requests that the instructions state that the defendant does admit 

the acts were committed]. THE STATE MUST STILL PROVE BEYOND A 

REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE DEFENDANT COMMITTED THE 

CRIME. HOWEVER, THE DEFENDANT MUST PROVE INSANITY BY A 

PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVIDENCE. A PREPONDERANCE OF THE 

EVIDENCE SIMPLY MEANS THE GREATER WEIGHT OF THE 

EVIDENCE, OR MORE LIKELY THAN NOT. 

IF YOU FIND THERE IS EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD THAT AT 

THE TIME THE CRIME WAS ALLEGEDLY COMMITTED, IT IS MORE 
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LIKELY THAN NOT THAT, BECAUSE OF A MENTAL DISEASE OR 

DEFECT, THE DEFENDANT DID NOT KNOW THE ALLEGED CRIME 

WAS MORALLY OR LEGALLY WRONG, THE STATE MUST THEN 

PROVE BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE Df:FENDANT 

WAS SANE. Defense's position is that if the jury finds that the defense has 

shown by a preponderance of the evidence that he is NGRI then the jury 

must find him Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity. As discussed in the verdict 

forms. 

IT IS FOR YOU TO DECIDE WHAT THE STATE OR CONDITION 

OF THE DEFENDANT'S MIND WAS AT THE TIME THE ALLEGED 

CRIME WAS COMMITTED. 

INSANITY CAUSED BY THE USE OF DRUGS OR ALCOHOL MAY 
.... 

BE A DEFENSE IF THE INSANITY IS PERMANENT AND DESTROYS 

JHE DEFENDANT'S ABILITY TO KNOW RIGHT FROM WRONG. 738 I 

agree that this is what that case says, however I believe that the 

appropriate standard is that where the voluntary intoxication causes a 

permanent brain defect of disease Insanity may be considered, but there is 

no such thing as permanent insanity, in the legal context, there may be 

people rendered permanently mentally ill , but not permanent insanity. 

78 State v. Hartfield, 300 S.C. 469, 388 S.E.2d 802 (1990). 
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HOWEVER, WHEN VOLUNTARY INTOXICATION HAS NOT PRODUCED 

PERMANENT INSANITY permanent brain defect or disease, IT IS NOT A 

DEFENSE TO THE CRIME. A PERSON WHO VOLUNTARILY BECOMES 

INTOXICATED IS JUST AS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ACTS 

COMMITTED WHILE INTOXICATED AS IF THE PERSON WERE NOT 

INTOXICATED.749 

THERE ARE FOUR POSSIBLE VERDICTS YOU MAY RETURN IN THIS 

CASE.850 

ONE: IF YOU HAVE ANY REASONABLE DOUBT AS TO THE 

DEFENDANT'S GUil T AFTER CONSIDERING ALL THE EVIDENCE, 

THEN YOU MUST FIND THE DEFENDANT NOT GUil TY. 

TWO: IF YOU HAVE NO REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE 

DEFENDANT COMMITTED THE CRIME, BUT YOU FIND THAT IT IS 

MORE LIKELY THAN NOT THAT, BECAUSE OF A MENTAL DISEASE 

OR DEFECT, THE DEFENDANT COULD NOT DISTINGUISH MORAL OR 

LEGAL RIGHT FROM WRONG OR RECOGNIZE THE CRIME AS 

79 State v. Crocker, 272 S.C. 344,251 S.E.2d 764 (1979); State v. 
Vaughn, 268 S.C. 119, 232 S.E.2d 328 (1977). 

80 If there is evidence of insanity or a mental disease or defect, the trial 
judge must submit not guilty by reason of insanity, guilty but mentally ill, 
guilty, and not guilty verdict to the jury. State v. Rimert, 315 S.C. 527, 446 
S.E.2d 400 (1994); S.C. Code Ann. § 17-24-30. 
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MORALLY OR LEGALLY WRONG, YOU MUST FIND THE DEFENDANT 

NOT GUil TY BY REASON OF INSANITY. 

THREE: IF YOU HAVE NO REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE 

DEFENDANT COMMITTED THE CRIME, AND THAT THE DEFENDANT 

-
HAD THE MENTAL CAPACITY TO DISTINGUISH MORAL OR LEGAL 

RIGHT FROM WRONG OR RECOGNIZE THE CRIME AS MORALLY OR 

LEGALLY WRONG, BUT YOU FIND THAT IT IS MORE LIKELY THAN 

NOT, BECAUSE OF A MENTAL DISEASE OR DEFECT, THE 

DEFENDANT COULD NOT FOLLOW THE LAW, YOU MUST FIND THE 

DEFENDANT GUil TY BUT MENTALLY ILL. 

AS WITH INSANITY, THE DEFENDANT HAS THE BURDEN OF 

PROVING THAT HE (SHE) IS GUil TY BUT MENTALLY ILL BY A 

PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVIDENCE. 

FOUR: THE FINAL POSSIBLE VERDICT IN THIS CASE IS GUil TY. 

YOU MAY ONLY FIND THE DEFENDANT GUILTY IF THE STATE HAS 

PROVED BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE DEFENDANT 

COMMITTED THE CRIME, THAT THE DEFENDANT WAS ABLE TO 

DISTINGUISH MORAL AND LEGAL RIGHT FROM WRONG AND TO 

RECOGNIZE THE CRIME AS MORALLY AND LEGALLY WRONG, AND 

THAT THE DEFENDANT WAS ABLE TO FOLLOW THE LAW. 
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STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT 

A STATEMENT ALLEGED TO HAVE BEEN MADE BY THE 

DEFENDANT HAS BEEN ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE IN THIS CASE. 

WHILE THE COURT HAS DETERMINED THAT THE STATEMENT IS 

ADMISSIBLE, I INSTRUCT YOU THAT YOU MAKE THE ULTIMATE 

DECISION OF WHETHER OR NOT THE DEFENDANT MADE THE 

STATEMENT. IF THE DEFENDANT DID MAKE THE STATEMENT, YOU 
-

MUST DETERMINE WHETHER THE STATEMENT WAS MADE BY THE 

DEFENDANT VOLUNTARILY AND OF HIS OWN FREE WILL. THIS 

MEANS THAT THE STATEMENT WAS NOT CAUSED BY PRESSURE, 

FORCE, FEAR, THREATS, COERCION, OR INTIMIDATION, OR BY 

HOPE OR A PROMISE OF LENIENCY OR A REWARD OF ANY KIND. IN 

DETERMINING WHETHER THE STATEMENT WAS VOLUNTARY, YOU 

SHOULD CONSIDER BOTH THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE 

DEFENDANT AND THE DETAILS OF THE QUESTIONING. SOME OF 

THE FACTORS THAT YOU MUST CONSIDER ARE: (1) THE AGE OF 

THE DEFENDANT; (2) THE DEFENDANT'S EDUCATION OR LACK OF 

EDUCATION; (3) THE DEFENDANT'S MENTAL ABILITY OR CAPACITY; 

(4) THE DEFENDANT'S 1.Q. OR INTELLIGENCE; (5) THE DEFENDANT'S 

BACKGROUND AND ENVIRONMENT; (6) THE PLACE AND LENGTH OF 
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DETENTION; (7) THE NATURE OF THE QUESTIONING; AND (8) THE 

ADVICE, OR LACK THEREOF, TO THE DEFENDANT OF HIS (HER) 

CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, THE 

RIGHT TO REMAIN SILENT; THAT ANY STATEMENT COULD BE USED 

AGAINST HIM (HER) IN A COURT OF LAW; THE RIGHT TO HAVE A 

LAWYER PRESENT; THAT IF HE (SHE) COULD NOT AFFORD A 

LAWYER, A LAWYER WOULD BE APPOINTED TO REPRESENT HIM 

(HER) WITHOUT ANY COST; AND THAT HE COULD STOP MAKING A 

STATEMENT AT ANY TIME. YOU MUST CAREFULLY CONSIDER ALL 

OF THE SURROUNDING CIRCUMSTANCES BEFORE YOU GIVE ANY 

WEIGHT TO AN ALLEGED STATEMENT. 

THE STATE HAS THE BURDEN OF PROVING BEYOND A 

REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE ALLEGED STATEMENT WAS 

VOLUNTARY. IF YOU DETERMINE IT WAS, YOU MAY GIVE THE 

STATEMENT ANY FURTHER CONSIDERATION THAT YOU DEEM 

PROPER. YOU MUST DECIDE WHAT WEIGHT, IF ANY, SHOULD BE 

GIVEN TO THE ALLEGED STATEMENT. IF YOU DETERMINE THE 

ALLEGED STATEMENT WAS NOT THE FREE AND VOLUNTARY 

STATEMENT OF THE DEFENDANT, YOU SHOULD NOT CONSIDER 

THE STATEMENT AT ALL.6 
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INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER 

Defense has requested and my recollection is that the court agreed to 

give and involuntary manslaughter charge as to the indictment for Murder 

against Nahtahn. 

ACCIDENT 

THE DEFENDANT HAS RAISED THE DEFENSE OF ACCIDENT. 

As to the indictment of Murder against Nahtahn. AN ACT MAY BE 

EXCUSED ON THE GROUND OF ACCIDENT IF IT IS SHOWN THAT 

THE ACT WAS UNINTENTIONAL, THAT THE DEFENDANT WAS 

ACTING LAWFULLY, AND THAT REASONABLE CARE WAS USED BY 

THE DEFENDANT. THE BURDEN IS ON THE STATE TO PROVE 

BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT THAT ACT WAS NOT AN ACCIDENT 

BUT WAS CAUSED BY THE NEGLIGENCE OR CARELESSNESS ON 

THE PART OF THE DEFENDANT. 

VOLUNTARY INTOXICATION 

INSANITY CAUSE [should be "caused"]BY THE USE OF DRUGS 

OR ALCOHOL MAY BE A DEFENSE IF THE INSANITY IS PERMANENT 

AND DESTROYS THE DEFENDANT'S ABILITY TO KNOW RIGHT FROM 

WRONG.971 Same argument as above. HOWEVER, WHEN VOLUNTARY 

6 State v. Davis, 309 S.C. 326, 422 S.E.2d 133 (1992). 
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INTOXICATION HAS NOT PRODUCED PERMANENT INSANITY, IT IS 

NOT A DEFENSE TO A CRIME. A PERSON WHO VOLUNTARILY 

BECOMES INTOXICATED IS JUST AS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ACTS 

COMMITTED WHILE INTOXICATED AS WHEN THE PERSON IS NOT 

INTOXICATED.982 

Involuntary Intoxication 

There are two types of intoxication, voluntary and involuntary. Involuntary intoxication 
may result from innocently consuming an intoxicant, through being tricked into it by 
another, or being forced to take it, or perhaps through unanticipated side effects of a 
prescription drug taken on orders of a physician. 

If you find that the defendant experienced unanticipated effects from prescribed 
medication, and as a result, he lost his ability to exercise independent judgement and 
volition while committing the crimes alleged against him, then it would be your duty to 
find the defendant not guilty. 

PUNISHMENT OR CONSEQUENCE 

IN DETERMINING THE GUil TOR INNOCENCE OF THE 

DEFENDANT, You should not CONSIDER ANY POSSIBLE PENAL TY or 

consequence of the verdict. Any consequence of any of the potential 

verdicts SHOULD NEVER BE CONSIDERED BY YOU IN ANY WAY 

91 State v. Hartfield, 300 S.C. 469, 388 S.E.2d 802 (1990). 

92 State v. Crocker, 272 S.C. 344,251 S.E.2d 764 (1979); State v. 
Vaughn, 268 S.C. 119,232 S.E.2d 328 (1977). 
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Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. 
Date of Birth:  

Dates of Evaluation: 9/13/14, 6/24/15, 4/18/16, 7/7/17, 5/8/19, 5/22/19 
Date of Report: 5/29/19 

Identifying Information: Mr. Jones is a 37-year-old male who has been charged with five counts 
of Murder in Lexington County. The victims were his children. He was referred for evaluation by 
his attorney, Boyd Young. 

Role of Examiner: The undersigned evaluated Mr. Jones soon after his apprehension. She has 
served as a consultant to oversee Mr. Jones' treatment while he has been confined and to 
render opinions about his diagnosis. She has evaluated him six times over the past five years. 

Sources of Information: 
1. Interview case manager Tishiro Inabinet 9/14/14 
2. DMH Competency to Stand Trial Evaluation 5/31/16 
3. DMH Criminal Responsibility Evaluation 5/27/19 
4. Review of Medical Imaging Examination Travis Snyder DO (skull fracture, hemorrhagic 

shearing, intraparenchymal hemorrhage, shearing injury, contusion and cortical 
thickening, hippocampal atrophy, thinning and irregularity of corpus callosum) 

5. Neuropsychological Evaluation 4/19/16 Tora Brawley, Ph.D. 
6. Review entitled Mental Illness in Discovery 
7. Discovery Summary Part I 
8. Discovery Summary Part 2 
9. Recorded calls from Mr. Jones' telephone 10/5/13-2/7 /14 
10. Review testimony Dr. Snyder 5/21/19 
11. Review Edited Video Cynthia Turner 5/21/19 
12. Review DMH Report Kimberly. Kruse, Psy. D. 3/7 /19 
13. Interview Barry Sowards 5/8/19, 5/22/19 
14. Correct Care Solutions records 5/6/19 
15. Report Erin Bigler Ph.D. 2/28/19 
16. Neuroscience Consulting Memorandum to NCI File 12/21/16, 11/3/17 Jonathan Lipman, 

Ph.D. 
17. Telephone consultation Dr. Beverly Wood 5/22/19 
18. Telephone consultation Nurse West 5/22/19 (Lexington Detention Center) 
19. Report Dr. Julie Rand Dorney 4/26/19 

Evaluation #1 9/13/14 (Kirkland Correctional Institution) 
Others present: Boyd Young 
Prior to the evaluation, the undersigned met with Mr. Jones' case manager, Tishiro Inabinet 
who reported that Mr. Jones had been evaluated by Dr. Wood and diagnosed with Psychosis 
Not Otherwise Specified (DSM-IV-TR). Dr. Wood reported that Mr. Jones had been involved in 
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two motor vehicle accidents. Mr. Inabinet reported Mr. Jones status was "mattress and blanket 
only." 
At the time of his evaluation, Mr. Jones reported symptoms of auditory hallucinations. He 
stated the voices were " random." He reported there was more than one. He stated there were 
two or three and the voices were familiar to him. He stated they are: "my children, old friends, 
family and some people I don't know." He reported the voices engaged in "casual 
conversation." He stated they are worse when he is frightened or upset or argues with 
someone. He stated sometimes they talk about him. He stated to keep them quiet, he "sucks" 
his mind up with data to "turn the power off to their conversations." He stated they do bad 
things when he is scared. "That night they told me: 'I'm gonna get rid of them kids." He 
reported the older he gets, the stronger they get. He stated the voices have been present since 
he was aged twelve and he has "learned to live with it." 
He endorsed delusional beliefs. He reported his son (Nahtahn, 6 years old) was "rigging 
electrical outlets" to kill himself or me. He stated he told Nahtahn too much about how they 
work. He stated he (Nahtahn) blew four outlets on the wall. He stated his son was taking the 
divorce out on himself, Mr. Jones and Amber, his mother. He stated the other children "could 
see the look on his face." He stated his son was very smart and had a "beyond normal 
fascination with electricity." 
He also discussed saving his son Eli (7 years old) and his other children from prison sentences. 
He stated he (Eli) threatened to cut his mother up and feed her to the dog. Mr. Jones stated he 
could read nonverbal cues. He stated Nahtahn outsmarted him because there were no black 
marks on the four outlets. "I don't know how he did it. He outsmarted me." He stated Nahtahn 
could have sprayed something on them. He stated Nahtahn denied rigging the outlets. "The 
look in his eye told me it was not an accident ... ! could have sent him in front of a f iring squad 
and he wouldn't tell ... l wasn't doing nothing dad." He reported earlier in the day he "cracked 
his (Nahtahn's) ass with a belt. My Dad cracked my ass . .it did me good" He reported he made 
him (Nahtahn) do PT that day ... squats, pushups. They did "Insanity" together. He stated when 
he went to check on him in bed, he was not breathing. He reported : "the other voices took 
over. You better get their asses. They are gonna get you too. They are gonna think you killed 
(sic)." 

He reported a history of drug use. He denied using drugs on the day of the offenses. " I did them 
after ... lt didn't quiet the voices." He stated he did "Scooby snax" on that Wednesday. He stated: 
"it is spice with mushrooms." He stated it helped him "shut the voices up." He also reported 
long term use of alcohol since the age of 12. He reported frequent marijuana use while growing 
up. 

On mental status examination, he was alert and oriented. He had a labile affect. One time 
during the interview he yelled "Fuck." He cried during the interview. He had some difficulty 
concentrating (four of five serial subtractions). He was able to abstract similarities between 
simple objects, but not difficult objects. He performed well above average on a test of verbal 
fluency but had one episode of perseveration (n=23). He was able to register three items and 
recall them correctly after five minutes using visual cues. 
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On screening neurological examination, he had one beat lateral nystagmus. His tandem gait 
was normal. His Rhomberg sign was negative. He did not have frontal release signs. He was able 
to perform a Luria test without perseveration. He did not have dysmetria. 

Evaluation #2 6/24/15 tKirkland Correctional Institution) 
He had a noticeable improvement in his mental status examination. He reported he was 

prescribed Prozac®, Propanolol, Geodon®, Prazosin®, Remeron® and Zantac® . He reported 
his thinking had "cleared up a few months ago." He reported " it had been a while" since he 
heard voices. 
He reported flashbacks of killing his daughter Merah. "It's like a tape recorder in my head. It 
plays over and over." He reported he had been self-medicating in the past with spice, K-2 and 
Red Bulls. He reported his present mood was calm. He discussed Nahtahn throwing water on 
the outlets. " He thought he would be back with Mom if dad were dead. He wanted us back 
together. She was not open to that." He reported he felt like part of him was gone because he 
no longer hears voices. "I got along with them for years." His affect was flat. 

Evaluation #3 4/18/16 (Kirkland Correctional Institution) 
He had prominent negative symptoms during this evaluation. He also had masked fades from 
his medication. He was on suicide watch because he had attempted to hang himself. He stated 
he used a bed sheet and did not get it "tight enough." He reported his medications were: 

Prozac®, Geodon® , Propanolol®, Prazosin® and that Prolixin® had been started. He denied 
auditory hallucinations. He reported he is "sometimes still sad." When further questioned, he 
reported he is sad at least twice a week for the day. He reported he wondered if the drugs 
made him crazy but stated: "they calmed me down." He reported he " replayed what happened 
a lot." He mainly has flashbacks about strangling Merah. He still endorsed the belief that 
Nahtahn was trying to kill him. "He is just like me. He missed his Mom growing up. I can't blame 
him." He stated he kept asking him (Nahtahn) the simple question: "What did you do to the 
outlet" He· (Nahtahn) kept saying: "I didn't do anything." I kept questioning him, and he would 
not tell me. "I shook him. He hit the floor. He was overworked. He collapsed. I put him in bed." 
"I killed my son. I watched him pass away. It broke my heart." 
He reported he was glad the voices are gone. "They can drug me up but they can't get rid of 
me." He stated the voices did tell him how to hang himself. He stated they told him: "to go back 
home." He stated it becomes easier to listen to them. "They hear everything I see. They make 
me listen to them." 
On cognitive examination, he was able to perform a trails test, although he was slow. He was 
able to reproduce a visual design. He showed some deficits in attention. He performed poorly 
on a test of verbal fluency compared to the past (n=6). He scored poorly on a test of delayed 
memory. 

Evaluation #4 7/7/17 (Lee County) 
He reported he had a radio that broke today. He reported he would ask Dr. Woods for a new 
handle. He reported he is prescribed Perphenazine, Geodon® , Propranolol®, Vistaril® and 

Prozac®. He reported his sleep is good. He stated he does not have canteen or rec. He denied 
that anyone was threatening him. He reported he thinks of his children every day. " I miss 
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them." He reported he was tired of "dealing with every day." He reported he uses distraction 
(Dialectical behavioral skill) when he feels that way. He reported he is reading. He discussed 
how "everything fell apart and a depressed state" before the offense. "I think about the kids." 
He reported he did not want them to go through what he had to dealing with his mother. He 
stated he wanted to go with them. He continued to have a flat affect. He did not voice any 
delusions. 

Evaluation #5 5/8/19 Lexington County Courthouse 
He reported he has hallucinated six times in the past two months. He stated the voices are a 
male and female He stated they happened when he " is quiet and about to doze off." He stated 
they say " random things." Otherwise, his affect was bright. He denied suicidal or homicidal 
ideation. The officers who transport him reported he is more isolative than his baseline. 

Evaluation #6 5/22/19 Lexington County Courthouse 
Mr. Jones was alert and oriented. He was observed attending to trial testimony. He attempted 
to minimize symptoms reported by Officer Sowards. He denied suicidal ideation, although he 
was placed on suicide watch the evening before upon his return from court. He refused to wear 
the suicide garb and stated: "It is against my religious beliefs. Men aren't supposed to wear 
skirts. Men wear slacks and women wear skirts." He stated: "I was not up all night singing 
Twinkle, Twinkle Little Star. Who said that?" He did report an increase in auditory hallucination 
over the past weekend and last night. He stated: They are not command." He stated they 
interfere with the onset of his sleep. He stated he always thought his voices were "intrusive 
thoughts" until he spoke with Dr. Dorney recently. He stated he has heard voices six times in 
the past three months. He stated he heard the voices twice in one day last Saturday. He 
reported he has started journaling his hallucinations because he cannot remember what they 
say. He stated he was unable to journal yesterday because he was not allowed to have a pencil 
on suicide watch. He denied suicidal ideation but stated: "I am worried about my family and 
legal team." His affect was animated but not labile. His insight is fair. He does not recognize his 
own symptoms at times although he can state what they are. 

Diagnoses 
Schizophrenia, continuous type 
Unspecified Neurocognitive Disorder (Minor Neurocognitive Impairment from head injury as 
evidenced by abnormal neuropsychological testing) 
Alcohol Use Disorder, Mild, In a Controlled Environment 
Cannabis Use Disorder, Mild, In a Controlled Environment 
GGPD deficiency 
Hypothyroid ism 

Discussion of Diagnoses: 
Mr. Jones has reported hallucinations and has documented delusions for a period of time 
greater than six months (2014, 2015, 2016, 2017). He has had a significant deterioration in 
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function. (College educated, employed, full time father to present charges). His symptoms have 
persisted despite treatment and abstinence from any illicit substances. He has prominent 
negative symptoms associated with his illness as well. There have been reports of prominent 
depression for which he has received treatment. There have also been reports of expansive 
mood which may qualify him for a diagnosis of Schizoaffective Disorder. During the period of 
time that I have evaluated him, his psychotic symptoms and negative symptoms have 
predominated. 

He does have a history of head injury secondary to motor vehicle accident. Neuropsychological 
testing revealed deficits in multiple areas of cognition. He also had neuroimaging which was 
interpreted to be abnormal. He was opined to have had a decline in his intellectual functioning. 
He had deficits in verbal learning, verbal fluency, delayed visual memory, speed of mental 
tracking, executive functioning, processing speed and motor functioning. 

Donna S. Maddox, MD 
Consulting Forensic Psychiatrist 
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A. Flores, Ph.D. VITA 
06/19 

Adriana L. Flores
1 

Ph .D. 
Licensed Psycho ogist 

Forensic and Clinical Psychology 

3520 Piedmont Road, NE, Suite 330• Atlanta, GA 30305 • (Ph) 404-849-6022 • (F) 404-351-0243 
adriana@dunflo.com 

SUMMARY 
Forensic psychologist (bilingual in Spanish/English) providing expert testimony in the fields of forensic 
psychology and clinical psychology. Expertise in: 

• Evaluation of competency to stand trial, testify, and waive miranda rights 
• Capacity to consent to sexual contact 
• Criminal responsibility 
• Mitigating issues 
• Assessment of malingering, psychiatric symptoms, cognitive (IQ and memory) and abilities, 

academic achievement, and executive functioning 
• Dangerousness risk assessment 

EDUCATION 
Post-Doctoral Fellowship (2000-2001) 
Emory University School of Medicine 

Doctor of Philosophy (Ph.D.) in Clinical Psychology (2000) 
Miami University 

Pre-Doctoral Internship in Clinical Psychology (1999-2000) 
Emory University School of Medicine 

Master of Arts (M.A) in Clinical Psychology (1996) 
Miami University 

Bachelor of Arts (B.A.) in Psychology (1990) 
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee; Graduated with Honors in Psychology 

Intensive Psychology Curriculum (1988-1989) 
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee Study Abroad Program 
Nottingham University; Nottingham, England 

ACADEMIC APPOINTMENT 
Feb. 2012 to Present Adjunct Assistant Professor 

Department of Psychiatry & Behavioral Sciences (Psychiatry & the Law Program) 
Emory University School of Medicine 

Train and supervise Forensic Psychology Postdoctoral Residents and Forensic Psychiatry Fellows from 
Emory School of Medicine's Psychiatry and -the Law Program on (1) expert witness court testimony and 
(2) eyaluation of (a) co~petency to stan~ trial, testif¥, waive Miranda rights, and co_nsent to se_X!:Jal 

-coMtaet ;·{b}-eriminal ·respons1oiHty,-(tj-risk ot-mmgere1:1sness,- (d}-ma~tngering, afld fe-)-miti~atioFr. 
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CLINICAL and ADMINISTRATIVE EXPERIENCE 
May 2007-Present Forensic and Clinical Psychology Private Practice (Atlanta, GA) 

Flores Forensic and Clinical Psychology, LLC (formed March 2018) 

Criminal-Expert testimony experience in federal and state court on: criminal responsibility, 
competency (to stand trial, testify, waive miranda rights, consent to sexual contact), dangerousness 
risk assessment and management, suicide risk, mitigating circumstances, and malingering. 

Civil-Evaluation of worker's compensation claimants; civil case plaintiffs and defendants. 

Psychotherapy: Adult and adolescent 

Psychological Evaluation: Adults and adolescents 

January 2013 - April 2015 Clinical Associate 
Peachtree DBT (Atlanta, GA) 

DBT team member providing peer supervision and feedback 

Oct. 2007 -Sept. 2011 Director of Treatment Programming 
Georgia Regional Hospital at Atlanta (GRH/A) 
Department of Behavioral Health and Developmental Disabilities (DBHDD), 
State of Georgia 

Psychiatric hospital executive responsible for the development and directing of hospital-wide 
therapeutic programming at a 300-bed state inpatient psychiatric hospital. Consumers included the 
following populations: adult forensics, adult mental health, and individuals with developmental 
disabilities. 

• Responsible for ensuring that hospital-wide therapeutic programming is compliant with hospital and 
DBHDD policies as well as standards relating to The Joint Commission, CMS, the Department of 
Justice, and other regulatory organizations. 

• Led the development and implementation of therapeutic programming (e.g. treatment malls) 
• Established performance and outcome measures of therapeutic programming 
• Member of hospital 's Executive and Clinical Leadership Committees 
• Co-Chairperson of GRH/A's Provision of Care Performance Improvement Function Group (Dec. 

2007 to April 2009): this group ensures adherence to state, federal , and accreditation agencies' 
regulations in (1) care and treatment, (2) assessment, (3) continuum of care, and (4) infection 
control 

• Co-chairperson of GRH/A's Ethics Committee (2005 to 2008) 
• Board member of the Georgia Department of Human Resources Institutional Review Board (IRB)-­

appointed by DBHDD Commissioner (2007 to September 2011) 

Aug. 2001-Sept. 2007 Inpatient Forensic Psychologist 
Georgia Regional Hospital at Atlanta (GRH/A) 
Department of Behavioral ·Health and Developmental Disabilities (DBHDD), 
~!gte_ 9_f ~eo_.r:gl.~--- __ ~- _ _ _ _ _ · ..... . . _ __ _ __ . . .. 
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Member of multidisciplinary team on an inpatient acute forensic psychiatry unit evaluating and 
treating adults adjudicated as Incompetent to Stand Trial or Not Guilty By Reason of lnsa~ity. 

• Provided expert witness court testimony in Forensic Psychology and Clinical Psychology 
• Psychological evaluations for diagnostic and treatment planning purposes and, malingering 
• Comprehensive Risk Assessments 
• Developed individualized treatment plans 
• Individual and group psychotherapy 
• Coordinated Forensics Department's monthly in-seNice training program 
• Member of multidisciplinary leadership team that develops SOPs for Forensics 
• Chairperson of Employee Recognition Committee, Treatment Mall Workgroup, and Performance 

Improvement Project on Customer SeNice 
• Consulted throughout hospital on: Spanish-speaking clients, risk assessment, Post Traumatic 

Stress Disorder, cultural-diversity, adolescents, and safety/security issues 

OTHER CLINICAL EXPERIENCE 
2005-2007 Licensed Psychologist 

2000-2001 

Medlin Treatment Center, Inc; Stockbridge, Georgia 

Responsibilities: Adult, child , adolescent, and family psychotherapy. Focus on treatment of 
juvenile sex offenders and victims of abuse. 

Psychology Postdoctoral Fellow, Hughes Spalding Children's Hospital, 
Children's Hospital of Atlanta (CHOA) Atlanta, Georgia 

Responsibil ities: Member of multidisciplinary team treating adolescents at risk at inner-city 
adolescent primary care clinic. Provided individual, group, and family therapy. Evaluation of 
adolescents with a history of sexual assault. Led a psychotherapy group for adolescents with 
Acute Stress Disorder or Post Traumatic Stress Disorder associated with sexual assault. 

1999-2000 Psychology Intern, Grady Health System, Atlanta, Georgia 
Three, four-month rotations (forensic psychology; adult-inpatient and outpatient; and child, 
adolescent and family). 

Responsibilities: Conducted competency to stand trial and criminal responsibility evaluations of 
inmates at urban, county jail. Brief and long-term outpatient psychotherapy. Member of 
multidisciplinary team treating adults with severe mental illness on inpatient psychiatry unit in 
large, inner city hospital. Conducted comprehensive psychological evaluations. 

1997-1999 Therapist, Community Counseling and Crisis Center, Oxford, Ohio 

Responsibilities: Adult, adolescent, child, family, and couples psychotherapy. 

1995-1998 Therapist, Miam( University Psychology Clinic, Oxford, Ohio 
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1996-1997 Child and Family Therapist, Children's Hospital Medical Center of Cincinnati , Cincinnati , Ohio 

Responsibilities: Brief and long-term outpatient child and family psychotherapy. Member of 
inpatient child psychiatry multidisciplinary treatment team. Psychological evaluations of children 
with severe mental illness on inpatient psychiatry unit in large, inner city hospital. School 
consultation. 

1995-1996 Therapist, Community Mental Health Centers of Warren County, Inc., Springboro, Ohio 

Responsibilities: Adult, child, and adolescent psychotherapy. 

RESEARCH EXPERIENCE 
2000-2001 Researcher 

Emory University School of Medicine 
Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences, Atlanta, Georgia 

Project: Psychological Adjustment and Risky Sexual Behavior of At-risk Adolescents 

1993-2000 Doctoral Dissertation and Master's Thesis 
Miami University 

Projects: Effects of perceptions of interparental conflict on adolescents and young adults. 

TEACHING & MENTORING 
2004-Present Emory University School of Medicine 

Postdoctoral Fellowship in Psychology Seminar Speaker 
Present yearly on forensic psychology, working for the state of Georgia, and career 
development 

2004-Present Emory University School of Medicine 

2001-2007 

2000- 2001 

Postdoctoral Residency Program in Psychology Mentor 

Georgia Regional Hospital at Atlanta 
Forensics' In-service Training Coordinator 

Emory University School of Medicine 
Behavioral Mentor, Seminar of Pediatrics Residents 

PUBLICATIONS 
Bachanas, P. J., Morris, M. K. , Lewis-Gess, J. K. , Sarett-Cuasay, E. J., Flores, A. L., Sirl , K. S., & 

Sawyer, M. K. (2002). Psychological Adjustment, Substance Use, HIV Knowledge, and Risky Sexual 
Behavior in At-Risk Minority Females: Developmental Differences During Adolescence. Journal of 
Pediatric Psychology, 27, 373-384. 

Flores, A. & Bachanas, P.J. (2001 ). Psychology and primary care: An integrative model. APA° 
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Association of Psychology Postdoctoral and Internship Centers (APPIC) Newsletter, 25, Pp. 
13 & 21 . 

Celano, M. & Flores, A. L. (2001 ). A review of Family Therapy with Hispanics: Toward Appreciating Diversity, 
e.d. by Maria T. Flores & Carey, G. The Family Psychologist, 17, 4-5. 

Newton, T. L. , Bane, C. M., Flores, A., & Greenfield, J . (1999). Dominance, gender, and cardiovascular 
reactivity during social interaction. Psychophysiology, 36, 245-252. 

Stiles, W. B., Flores, A.L., Twomey, H.B. , Surko, M., Wanicur, E., & Honos-Webb, L. (1994). The state of the 
art: A review of Handbook of Psychotherapy and Behavior Change, 4th Edition, e.d. by Alan E. Bergin 
and Sol L. Garfield. Clinical Psychology: Science and Practice, 1, 104-108. 

PRESENTATIONS 
Shah, S , Flores, A, & Egan, G. (April 2019) Beyond Tarasoff: Federal and State Laws Psychologists Should 

Know. CEU Ethics Workshop at Georgia Psychological Association 2019 Annual Meeting, Atlanta, GA 

Flores, A (December 2018) Mitigation Evaluations: Answering "How Did We Get Here?" Presented at 
Middle District of Alabama Federal Defenders, Inc, Montgomery, AL 

Perdew Silas, N and Flores, A (October 2018) Ethically Representing Mentally Ill Clients. Presented at the 
2018 Fall Meeting and Seminar of the National Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers (NACOL), 
Savannah, GA (Conference theme: "Decoding and Litigating Mental Health Issues") 

Flores, A (July 2018) The Forensic Psychology Evaluation: When and Why. Training presented at Middle 
District of Alabama Federal Defenders, Inc, Montgomery, AL 

Flores, A. , Shah, S. , & Egan, G. (April 2018) Ethical and Cultural Considerations in Psychological Testing as 
Part of Clinical and Forensic Evaluations. CEU Ethics Workshop at Georgia Psychological Association 
2018 Annual Meeting, Athens, GA 

Flores, A., Shah, S ., & Egan. G. (March 2017) Professional Skills and Ethics Associated with Testifying in 
Court. CEU Ethics Workshop at Georgia Psychological Association 2017 Annual Meeting, Atlanta, GA 

Flores, A (November 2016) Assessment of Substance Abuse in Hispanics: Use of CAGE-AID Clinic for 
Education , Treatment, and Prevention of Addiction, Inc. Atlanta, GA 

Flores, A., Shah, S., & Egan. G. (November 2016) Professional Skills and Ethics Associated with Testifying in 
Court. Presenter in CEU Ethics Workshop, Psychology Division of the Emory University School of 
Medicine at Grady Health System, Atlanta, GA 

Flores, A . (June 2016). Cultural Competency in Mental Health Settings. Clinic for Education, Treatment, and 
Prevention of Addiction , Inc., Atlanta, GA. 

Flores, A., Egan, G., & Waford, R. (September 2015). The Dangerous Patient?? Competing Clinical, Risk 
Management, Legal, and Ethical ·issues-in Decision-Making. Presenter in CEU Ethics Workshop, 
~epartm~~t gf_~~Y_9hQ!Qgy ~mg .!?eh_a"'tgr:_a_l § _~i~nce~. Erl}o~ UniveJsi!Y __§_c_h99.I _Qf ~~9ici,!l_~. At!§.Qtc!1 GA 
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Flores, A. (April 2015). Mitigation: Stories from the Trenches. Mercer University School of Law (Class), 
Macon, GA 

Flores, A. (March 2011 ). Mental Health Issues Among Hispanic Female Teens. Presented at the 
Latin American Association, Atlanta, GA. 

Flores, A. (May 2010). Public and Mental Health Challenges in the Latin American Community. 
Invited speaker at St. Crispin 's Conference, Atlanta, GA. 

Flores, A. , Silas, K., & Mendelsohn, B. (October 2009). The Best Methods with Madness. 
Invited speaker at St. Crispin's Conference, Atlanta, GA. 

Flores, A. (January 2007). Depression and Suicide Risk Among Hispanic Adolescents. Invited speaker 
at the meeting of the Hispanic Health Coalition of Georgia, Atlanta, GA. 

Flores, A and Shore, C. (April 2002). Adolescents' Responses to Peer Conflict as a Function of 
Resolution and Perceptions of lnterparental Conflict. Poster presented at the Ninth Biennial Meeting of 
the Society for Research on Adolescence, New Orleans, LA 

Sarett-Cuasay, E., Flores, A. , Bachanas, P.J., Morris, M., Lewis-Gess, J.,Ries, J., & 
Sawyer, M. (August 2001 ). Adolescents' perceived risk for contracting HIV: Implications for HIV 
prevention. Poster presented at 2001 American Psychological Association Conference, San Francisco, 
CA 

Flores, A. L. , Sarett-Cuasay, E. J., Bachanas, P. J., Morris, M. K., Lewis-Gess, J. , & Sawyer, M. K. (April 
2001 ). Psychological Adjustment, Substance Use and Risky Sexual Behavior: Intervention and 
Prevention Challenges in Adolescent Primary Care. Poster presented at the 8th Florida Conference on 
Child Health Psychology, Gainesville, FL. 

Newton, T. L., Sanford, J ., & Flores, A. L. (September 1996). Child Care, Housework, and Cardiovascular 
Responses of Men and Women in Dual-Earner Couples. Poster presented at the conference on: 
Research, Prevention, Treatment, and Service Delivery in Clinical and Community Settings, 
Washington, D.C. 

Newton, T. L., Bane, C., Flores, A., & Greenfield, J. (March 1995). Dominance and Interpersonal Power 
Bases: Associations with Cardiovascular Reactivity During Mixed-Sex Dyadic Interactions. Poster 
presented at the Annual Meeting of the Society of Behav ioral Medicine, San Diego, CA. 

Newton, T. L. , Bane, C., Flores, A., & Greenfield, J. (March 1995). Oral Contraceptives and Cardiovascular 
Responses to Interpersonal Stress. Poster presented at the Annual Meeting of the Society of 
Behavioral Medicine, San Diego, CA. 

CONSULTING EDITOR 
Professional Psychology: Research and Practice (peer reviewed journal) 
(Jari". 2008-Present) -
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PROFESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
July 2017-Present 

August 2015-Present 

2017,2018,2019 

November 2018-Present 

March 2018 

May 2011 

Board of Directors 
Georgia Psychological Association 
Diversity Directorate 
Chairperson: Committee on the Psychology of Women and Girls 

Board of Directors, Executive Team Member 

A. Flores, Ph.D. VITA 
06/19 

CETPA (Clinic for Education, Treatment and Prevention of Addiction, 
Inc.) 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Executive Member of Board of Directors of CETPA, a non-profit, 
community-based mental health agency providing prevention and treatment of 
mental health and substance abuse primarily to Latino individuals 

Participant (as expert witness in mock trial) 
Trial Techniques Program 
Emory University School of Law 

Consultant 
Diversity Consultation Service 
Brain Health Center; Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences 
Emory University School of Medicine 

Organizer and Chair of Panel on Finding Resources and Solutions for Mental 
Health Issues, Federal Defender Program inc, CLE Spring Seminar, Atlanta, GA 

Panel member appointed by the State of Georgia Board of Psychology 
Examiners to revise the state of Georgia psychologist licensing exam 

MEDIA 
December 2018 Atlanta Journal Constitution interviewed for article: "Henry County student appeals 

expulsion for sexual misconduct" (Published December 17, 2018) 

September 2012 TruTV-ln Session (Two live appearances/discussions on the insanity defense) 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS 
American Psychological Association 
American Psychology-Law Society (Division 41 of APA) 
Georgia Psychological Association 

LICENSURE 
State of Georgia License #2792 

FOREIGN LANGUAGE 
Spanish. Fluent in oral and written expression. Psychological evaluations and psychotherapy in Spanish. 
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State of Georgia ) 

Forsyth County ) 

FLORES FORENSIC & 
CLINICAL PSYCHOLOGY, LLC 

ADRIANA L. FLORES, PH.D. 
Licensed Psychologist 

Forensic and Clinical Psychology 

Affidavit of Dr. Adriana L. Flores 

3520 Piedmont Road, NE 
Suite 330 
Atlanta, GA 30305 

T: (404) 849-6022 
F: (404} 351-0243 

adriana@dunflo.com 

Before me, a Notary Public in and for said state and county, personally appeared Adriana L. 
Flores, Ph.D. who is known to me, and after being duly sworn by me deposes and says as 
follows: 

1. My name is Adriana L. Flores, Ph.D. and I am over the age of nineteen (19) years. I currently 
reside in Milton, Georgia. 

2 . I am a licensed psychologist (State of Georgia License Number 2792) specializing in forensic 
and clinical psychology. 

3. I have been qualified in federal (Georgia, Alabama, Pennsylvania) and state court (Georgia) as 
an expert witness in clinical and forensic psychology approximately 90 times. 

4 . I have been retained as an expert witness by the prosecution and the defense. 

5. I am an Adjunct Assistant Professor at Emory University School of Medicine, Department of 
Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences, Psychiatry and the Law Program. 

6. I have worked in the field of forensic psychology for almost 20 years. 

7. I reviewed Dr. Kimberly K. Kruse's "Forensic Mental Health Evaluation" report of defendant, 
Timothy Ray Jones, Jr., dated March 7, 2019. 

8. I reviewed Dr. Kimberly K. Kruse's entire videotaped testimony (direct and cross) in State of 
SC v Timothy Jones. 

9. Dr. Kruse was qualified as an expert in neuropsychology, not in clinical or forensic 
psychology, yet she used forensic testing measures and testified to forensic issues. 
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10.Dr. Kruse testified on direct that she has been qualified in South Carolina "75 times in 
neuropsychology in civil, criminal, and probate" matters. This is misleading since she did not 
state how many times specifically, she has testified in with regard to criminal matters, or 
worked on death penalty cases. 

11.I reviewed Dr. Kimberly K. Kruse's raw data for the following testing measures: 

a. Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, Second Edition (MMPl-2) 

b. Personality Assessment Inventory (PAI) 

c. Miller Forensic Assessment of Symptoms (M-FAST) 

d. Structured Interview of Reported Symptoms (SIRS) 

e. Structured Inventory of Malingered Symptomatology (SIMS) 

12.1 re-entered Mr. Jones' responses of the PAI and MMPI-2 onto their respective computerized 
scoring software systems. 

13Among the five psychological instruments I reviewed, one was outdated. Dr. Kruse should 
have used the SIRS-2 (published in 2010), instead of the original SIRS (which is no longer in 
publication). 

14.1 rescored Mr. Jones' SIRS responses onto the SIRS-2. 

15.The SIRS-2 has a classification scale (Rare Symptom Total), that the original SIRS does not 
have, and is meant to reduce false positives (i.e., erroneously classifying an evaluee as 
malingering). 

16.The Modified Total Index on the SIRS-2 replaced the SIRS Total, to better classify 
indeterminate responders. 

17 .Dr. Kruse also used an outdated version of the Millon Clinical Multiaxial Inventory. She used 
the MCMI-111. She should have used the MCMI-IV, published in 2015. 

18.The SIMS manual (page 5), states, "A determination of malingering should be made in the 
context of a comprehensive evaluation only, whereby multiple sources of data (e.g., 
psychosocial, psychiatric, and medical history; clinical interview; comparison of subjective 
reports of symptoms to objective information and observations; results from malingering­
specific and psychological inventories), converge to corroborate such a classification." 

19.The testing results of Dr. Kruse's evaluation of Mr. Timothy Jones do not corroborate her 
testimony that Mr. Jones was malingering, for the following reasons: 

a. Dr. Kruse, in her aforementioned authored psychological evaluation report, noted about 
Mr. Jones, "He says he has been essentially symptom free since taking antipsychotic 
medication in prison" (Kruse report, p. 5) and "He also reports initial psychomotor 
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retardation and thinking, with prescription implementation. He reports this has dissipated 
significantly from 2016, when he was taking a higher dose of Geodon. This is also noted to 
be the time of evaluation by Dr. Brawley, 4/ 19/16" (Kruse report, p. 5) These data are 
inconsistent with malingering. 

b. Results of the MMPI-2 and PAI validity indices indicate that, rather than exaggerating/ 
malingering psychological problems, Mr. Jones was under-reporting psychological 
problems. He was making himself look healthier than he may be. This is contradictory to 
malingering. 

c. Dr. Kruse should have considered the results of the validity indices of psychopathology 
and personality testing (MMPI-2, PAI, and MCMl-2), in conjunction with results from the 
malingering inventories. 

d. Dr. Kruse scored the MFAST incorrectly. 

20.There was no need to administer any of the malingering test measures since they are all based 
on present reports of problems. Given that.Mr. Jones denied any current symptoms, there was 
no need to administer any of the malingering instruments. 

21.Dr. Kruse's testimony of the results of the malingering instruments (M-FAST, SIRS, M­
FAST) is misleading since she did not testify to the time-reference of the tests. Jurors could 
infer that the results indicate malingering of psychological problems at the time of the offense. 

22.The psychopathology and personality instruments Dr. Kruse administered have imbedded 
validity indices which inform with regard to over-reporting (e.g., malingering) of symptoms. 
So, there was no need to administer malingering instruments, especially since Mr. Jones 
denied current symptoms during Dr. Kruse's clinical interview of him-thus making 
administration of the three aforementioned malingering tests inappropriate. 

23 A psychological evaluation report should state the referral question/issue. Dr. Kruse's report 
lacks this critical information. The referral question in unclear. Was it to assess for 
malingering? Or was it for diagnostic clarification? 

24.Dr. Kruse's testimony was misleading regarding the meaning of findings of the SIMS and M­
FAST. Both tests are only screeners for malingering. She did not testify to this fact . 

25 .Mr. Jones' SIMS score of 12 was below the cutoff score of 14, and therefore not suggestive of 
malingering. 

26.SIMS-Manual , page 14-"Respondents who obtain a SIMS Total score of greater than 14 are 
identified as possible malingering individuals who are considered to be in need of further 
evaluation .. . " Mr. Jones scored a SIMS Total of 12. 

27.Yet, Mr. Jones only elevated one of the five SIMS scales, the Psychosis Scale score, which is 
not as accurate in identifying malingerers as the SIMS score above 14. 
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28.The SIMS manual (p. 13) states, "Furthermore, the SIMS Total Score was determined to be 
the best indicator for distinguishing between malingering individuals and honest responders in 
the developmental sample." 

29.Sensitivity in test psychometrics refers to a test's ability to correctly classify an individual as 
having the disorder, or issue being assessed (e.g., malingering). 

30.The SIMS manual (page 13) states that the Sensitivity rate using a Total score greater than 14 
is 94.63, whereas for a P (Psychosis) greater than 1 is only 81.82. This indicates that the 
Psychosis subscale is not as accurate in identifying malingerers, as is the Total score of greater 
than 14. Therefore, Dr. Kruse's interpretation of Mr. Jones' elevated Psychosis Score, rather 
than his SIMS Total score of 12 (and thus, not elevated), as malingering is incorrect. 

31.The SIMS manual (p. 14) further states, "As such, interpretations regarding the likelihood of 
malingering can be made with greater confidence when the interpretation is based on the 
SIMS Total score than when the interpretation is based on the SIMS scale scores in 
isolation" -which is what Dr. Kruse did. 

32.Dr. Kruse offered misleading testimony, on direct, by quoting directly from the SIMS manual 
that, "Even low level of endorsement, Psychosis greater than 1 of such inconsistent, bizarre, 
and/or atypical symptoms is highly suggestive of malingered psychosis, given the rarity with 
which such symptoms are endorsed by actual psychiatric patients" (p. 15). 

33.On cross examination, Dr. Kruse referred to the SIMS as "effort test." This is incorrect. The 
SIMS is a test of malingering. 

34.On cross examination, Dr. Kruse tes_tified that "data is consistent across the board" for 
malingering. This is incorrect. 

35 .Dr. Kruse testified on direct that his L scale score of 74 indicates that he is not a reliable 
hist(?rian. The L scale does not assess an individual's reliability as a historian. 

36.Dr. Kruse testified on direct that his "L" in L scale indicates "Lie." This testimony is 
misleading since she failed to qualify her response further, suggesting that Mr. Jones is a liar. 
This was after she had already testified multiple times that he was malingering psychosis, and 
specifically, schizophrenia. 

37.ln fact, the MMPI-2 manual (p. 20), states, "Although the L scale can reflect deceit in the test­
taking situation, it should not necessarily be viewed as a measure of any general tendency to 
lie, fabricate, or deceive others on the part of individuals in their day to day activities." 

38 .The L score of 74, was not confirmation of an invalid profile. 

39.ln fact, per the MMPI-2 manual (p. 21), Mr. Jones' L score of 74, combined with his within 
normal limits TRIN score "reflects a rather unsophisticated pattern of faking good." This 
means that he tried to present himself as healthier than he may be. This is inconsistent with 
malingering. 
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40.Mr Jones L scale score of 74 actually indicates that he is attempting to make himself as 
having less problems than he actually may have. This is contradictory to malingering 

41.On cross examination, Dr. Kruse testified that Mr. Jones demonstrated a "tendency of over­
reporting symptoms." This is not true. Mr. Jones' F scale T score of 67 is inconsistent with 
over-reporting of symptoms. 

42.Mr. Jones did not elevate the F- scale (F scale T score = 67) that assesses malingering of 
psychological problems. This indicates lack of evidence of malingering. 

43.Additionally, other MMPI-2 validity scale results further indicate that Mr. Jones was not 
attempting to "fake bad" (i.e. malinger). 

44.ln spite of under-reporting problems, there is evidence of mental illness on the MMPI-2. 

45 .Dr. Kruse noted in her report, "He scored high in persecutory ideas ... " Given that there is no 
evidence of over-reporting of psychological problems, and rather, that Mr. Jones attempted to 
present himself as more problem-free than he may actually be, this suggests that at some point, 
he has experienced these problems. 

46.lndeed, Dr. Kruse indicated elevation of depressive, paranoid, anxiety, bipolar/manic, and 
delusional disorder on the MMPl-2. Given that there was no evidence of malingering, this 
suggests that Mr. Jones reported experiencing true psychological problems. 

47 .Scales Pa and Sc were elevated on the MMPI computerized report pages that Dr. Kruse 
submitted. Given under-reporting, and that the F-scale (fake bad scale) was NOT elevated, this 
suggests that there is real, genuine psychosis that the client reported experiencing at some 
point in his life. 

48.The MMPI-2 asks questions about past and present problems, not just present, and not just 
past. 

49.When asked by prosecution about whether Mr. Jones gave a "hodge-podge" of responses, Dr. 
Kruse agreed. Yet, MMPI-2 and PAI validity scales that assess for inconsistent responding 
were valid, and thus MMPI-2 and PAI findings do not support Dr. Kruse's testimony regarding 
Mr. Jones responding with hodge-podge. 

50.One of two items omitted on the MMPI-2 was item 198- I often hear voices without knowing 
where they come from. Lack of an affirmative response by Mr. Jones is inconsistent with 
malingering. If Mr. Jones is malingering, how does Dr. Kruse explain why he did not answer 
with "true"? 

51.The computerized scored report of the MMPI-2 produced when I rescored Mr. Jones' protocol 
responses yielded the following information: 

a. "Despite this extreme defensiveness, he responded to items reflecting some unusual 
symptoms of beliefs . ... " 
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b. "Scales Pa and Sc were used as the prototype to develop this report. A severe 
psychological disorder is reflected in this profile .... " 

c. "He endorsed a number of extreme and bizarre thoughts, suggesting the presence of 
delusions and/or hallucinations. He apparently believes that he has special mystical powers 
or a special 'mission' in life that others do not understand or accept." 

d. Under "Diagnostic Considerations," "The most likely diagnosis for individuals with this 
profile type is Schizophrenia, possibly Paranoid type, or a Delusional Disorder." 

46. Dr. Kruse only submitted to the defense parts of the computer-scored report. The entire 
printout is actually 14 pages. 

47. On her report, Dr. Kruse omitted reporting findings that contradict malingering. 

48. Dr. Kruse testified on direct that PAI validity indices indicated "not only was over-reporting 
found, but underreporting." This is not true. The negative impression validity scale, which 
informs of over-reporting, indicated that the "there is no evidence to suggest that the 
respondent was motivated to portray himself in a more negative or pathological light than 
the clinical picture would warrant" (based on my re-entry/re-scoring of the PAI raw data). 

49. Results of both, negative (i.e, suggestive of over-reporting, or malingering) and positive 
(under-reporting problems to make oneself appear in a positive light) are ALWAYS included 
in the validity portion of the PAI computerized report, which Dr. Kruse used. Yet, she did 
not submit to the defense, nor include in her report, the negative impression findings, which 
suggest that Mr. Jones was not malingering. 

50. Dr. Kruse literally included in her report the paragraphs immediately and below the 
following, which she omitted- "With respect to negative impression management, there is 
no evidence to suggest that the respondent was motivated to portray himself in a more 
negative or pathological light than the clinical picture would warrant." (This means Mr. 
Jones was not malingering). 

51. The print out portions of the computerized PAI report Dr. Kruse submitted to the defense do 
not include the part stating results of negative impression management (i.e., she did not 
give the following part to the defense-"With respect to negative impression management, 
there is no evidence to suggest that the respondent was motivated to portray himself in a 
more negative or pathological light than the clinical picture would warrant.") 

52. Findings of the PAI Dr. Kruse did report indicate that Mr. Jones under-reported problems. 
This is contradictory to malingering. 

53. Dr. Kruse stated in her report that Mr. Jones did not answer in a forthright manner-she is 
correct. This is because he tried to make himself seem healthier than he is, with less 
problems, not because he was being deceptive by exaggerating problems/malingering. 
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54. PAI findings are consistent with MMPI-2 findings-Two different tests, yet the same two 
clinical scales were elevated. Paranoia and Schizophrenia were elevated on both measures. 
In light of the fact that there was no evidence of malingering, per the validity indices of both 
measures, this suggests that Mr. Jones reported problems he had experienced at some point. 

55. What PAI printout says that Dr. Kruse omitted from her report-

"A number of aspects of the respondent's self-description suggest noteworthy peculiarities 
in thinking and experience. It is likely that he experiences unusual perceptual or sensory 
events (perhaps including full-blown hallucinations) as well as unusual ideas that may 
include magical thinking or delusional beliefs. His thought processes, although relatively 
uncompromised, may occasionally be marked by some confusion and difficulty 
concentrating. He may have some difficulty establishing close interpersonal relationships. 

The respondent describes certain problems potentially associated with elevated and 
variable mood In particular, he is likely to have an activity level that is perceptibly high to 
most observers. He may be involved in a wide variety of activities in a somewhat 
disorganized manner and may experience accelerated thought processes. " 

56. On the MMPI-2 computerized report, the following possible diagnoses are listed, yet not 
reported by Dr. Kruse 

297.1 Delusional Disorder 

296.40 Bipolar I Disorder, Most Recent Episode Manic, Unspecified 

295.30 Schizophrenia, Paranoid Type 

57. Mr. Jones' MF'AST score was= 8 (cut off for possible malingering, and therefore 
need for a SIRS is 6). 

58. His score should have been 4-therefore below the cut off , and the SIRS should not 
even have been administered. 

59. MF'AST Item 2: I feel depressed most of the time-she circled True, yet he 
responded, "No, meds work great" (should have been scored "O") 

60. MFAST Item 4: Do voices tell you to do things? She circled "Yes", yet he told her 
"not anymore with medications" (should have been scored "O") Then, she followed 
it up with the second part, "Do you always obey them?" She circled ''yes", yet he 
told here "too scared to act on it." 
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61. MFAST Item 6: I experience hallucinations that last continually for days: she circled 
True, yet he told her, "Now with meds, better, but yes" (should have been scored 
"O") 

62. MFAST Item 21: Sometimes I hear music coming from nowhere: she circled true, 
yet he told her "due to drugs" and "music in my head all day, random songs" (should 
have been scored "O") 

63 . MFAST Item 15, When I hear voices, I hear them from either my right or my left 
ear, but rarely from both at the same time: He answered False and then 
spontaneously made statement: "from inside/from within head. Never heard audible 
voice outside my head, that would be terrible" (this is_inconsistent with 
malingering). 

64. Consistent with Mr. Jones' MFAST response to Item 15, Dr. Kruse noted on her 
written report that Mr. Jones "commented, 'That would be scary ifl heard an audible 
voice in the room." Mr. Jones, therefore, reported at least twice directly to Dr. Kruse 
that he did not hear voices outside his head. This is inconsistent with malingering. 

65. I have concerns that Dr. Kruse may have administered/scored the the SIRS 
incorrectly. 

66. Results of the SIRS and MFAST (which is misscored) are inconsistent with the 
validity indices of the MMPI-2 and PAI. IfMr. Jones really was malingering, then, 
results of the MMPI-2 and PAI would have been invalid due to symptom 
exaggeration. Yet, you have the opposite results. Those tests showed under-reporting 
of psychological problems by Mr. Jones in an attempt to present himself in a 
positive light, that is, healthier and with less problems than he may actually have 
experienced. 

67. There was no need to administer three psychopathology and personality tests. They 
are duplicative. 

68. There was no need to administer three malingering tests. Once Dr. Kruse gave the 
MFAST, only SIRS should have been given. 

69. Measures that assess malingering are NEVER to be interpreted in a vacuum. 

70. Dr. Kruse should have addressed the validity of the personality and psychopathology 
tests on the "symptom validity" report section (page 6). Doing so would have 
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allowed for her to explain how it is that M-FAST and SIRS results are inconsistent 
with :tvfMPI-2 and PAI validity indices. 

71. Dr. Kruse chose to not address at all the fact that there was no evidence on the 
M1v1PI-2 or PAI of malingering. There was the opposite-under-reporting of 
problems. 

72. Page 20 ofM-FAST manual shows a sample of how Dr. Kruse should have 
discussed findings of the M-FAST and M1v1PI-2 validity indices jointly. 

73. Dr. Kruse should have reviewed Mr. Jones' medical records, in particular, his jail 
medical records as these likely provide data relevant to her assessment and opinions. 

74. Dr. Kruse testified on direct that the purpose of her evaluation was "to gather 
objective information to help with differential diagnosis and to conceptualize 
defendant." Psychiatric diagnoses should not be made simply based on objective 
testing results. Diagnoses are never arrived at in a vacuum. Dr. Kruse should have 
interviewed Mr. Jones' jail treating psychiatrist, or at minimum, reviewed his jail 
medical records as these would have provided additional pertinent data. 

7 5. Personality testing in a death penalty case is irrelevant, and could be prejudicial 
toward the defendant. 

76. Dr. Kruse testified on direct that personality testing looks at "how people go about 
life, how they might be like personally, and how they might cope with problems and 
stressors." This does not aid in diagnostic clarification. This type of data is irrelevant 
in an insanity case. 

77. Dr. Kruse testified on direct that Mr. Jones has a personality disorder, consisting of 
antisocial and borderline personality traits. This has nothing to do with assessing 
whether or not Mr. Jones has ever exhibited symptoms of a mental illness. 

78. On direct, Dr. Kruse referred to measures of malingered symptoms as "psychotic 
validity testing". This is incorrect and misleading, as the jury may infer that if 
someone does not do well on "psychotic testing", then they are not psychotic. 

a. In fact, the SIMS, SIRS, and MFAST do not only assess for psychosis. 

b. An evaluee can be both, psychotic and malingering. These are not mutually 
exclusive. 
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Dr. Flores Affidavit 

79. Dr. Kruse does not state malingering on her report, yet testified that Mr. Jones was 
malingering. 

80. On direct, Dr. Kruse testified that the malingering measures she administered only 
assess for malingering of psychosis. This is not true. The SIMS, for example, is also 
a screener for malingering of neurologic impairment, low intelligence, affective 
disorders, and amnestic disorders. 

81. For the reasons noted above, and per the American Psychological Association's 
(APA) "Ethical Principles of Psychologists and Code of Conduct" (effective 
January 1, 2017), I opine that Dr. Kruse may have violated the following ethical 
principles that psychologists are to abide by: 

a. 2.01 Boundaries of Competence (a) Psychologists provide services, teach, and 
conduct research with populations and in areas only within the boundaries of 

I 

their competence, based on their education, training, supervised experience, 
consultation, study, or professional experience. 

b. 2.04 Bases for Scientific and Professional Judgments Psychologists 'work is 
based upon established scientific and professional knowledge of the discipline. 

c. 3.04 Avoiding Harm (a) Psychologists take reasonable steps to avoid harming 
their clients/patients, students, supervisees, research participants, organizational 
clients, and others with whom they work, and to minimize harm where it is 
foreseeable and unavoidable. 

d. 9.01 Bases for Assessments (a) Psychologists base the opinions contained in 
their recommendations, reports, and diagnostic or evaluative statements, 
including forensic testimony, on information and techniques sufficient to 
substantiate their findings (see also Standard 2. 04, Bases for Scientific and 
Professional Judgments). 

82. I am obligated (and intend to comply), per the following APA ethical guidelines, to 
communicate with Dr. Kimberly K. Kruse about my concerns regarding her 

a. assessment method of Mr. Timothy Jones, 

b. scoring and interpretation of malingering and psychopathology/personality 
tests, 
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Dr. Flores Affidavit 

c. misleading findings reported on her psychological evaluation report, 

d. incorrect, and misleading testimony, and 

e. failure to submit to defense counsel all raw testing data. 

Per American Psychological Association's "Ethical Principles of Psychologists and 
Code of Conduct" (effective January 1, 2017), 

1. Resolving Ethical Issues, 
1. 03 Informal Resolution of Ethical Violations 

When psychologists believe that there may have been an ethical violation 
by another psychologist, they attempt to resolve the issue by bringing it to 
the attention of that individual, if an informal resolution appears 
appropriate and the intervention does not violate any confidentiality 
rights that may be involved. 

ADRIANA L. FLORES, PH.D. 

Affiant 

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the/ o'1ay of June, 2019. 

My commission expires on: 

3/J;o/z3 
7 

Notary Public 
Tori Avery 

Forsyth County, GA 
Exp. April 10, 2023 
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··-- IO; UlOtllt 

lNTERPRl:TIVE CONSU>E~TIONS 

, .. MCMl•nt repottl • IIOrmed O!:i patlept& who were in the early of'UIGIIIDCllt or 
· or emotional dilCO!llfort or eociill dlffloultiol. • ta -w not tit thia nonnati\'C populatic>11 

. y . ._•. - · , . -~ . . for iioiietlnii:il pU1poioi may hi,,o •~Sn.The 
MCMl-lii ri:poif aiiiiot 6o Wii4ide1'4 4efblldVi. n iliouldbe ev.tiiiied in cof\iu.llctton wldi 1 
clinical data. The ~ 1hou1dJ,o ~lilted by a mental healll> clinician 1r&incd in the utc of 
psycholo&ical teltf. Tlie report ~d not bo shown co ofrondcra or their relalives. 

The client is a 37-,car-okldivon:ed white mak. He is cummtly being soen 111 conectional offender, 
and he did not identify ,pec:ifie;probl!mll arid difficultie, of a11 Axis I ~ in rho dcffl081'1Phlc l)Ortion 
of this teat. . ' 

Tho BR aeon:, reported for lhl~ individual have been modified 10 account for Cbc high 10lf-miealiJlj 
Inclinations iridicltad by tho hi&h raw ,core on ScaJcX (Ductosurc) arid the psychic tenlion indi~ 
by the elevation on Scale A (~nxiot;y). 

s \.,;. ~ #- ~I'S"" . 

. 'ff\& p'Y\ I-'1]J ::- 6/r:P t.'£ r-$01' 

0) {JJo N'.:> \'(l_,tµL t,\ll.c. ~:rv. 

(pJ 
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OMITTED fiEl\1S 

'Ibo,e 1tems for wb¥m tbert ii !IQ~ or Corwhlcb both true 111d fatso mpootea ha.'¥0 boecl entered 
ate conaideied "~•The pojoatW' for loworinJ 1hc eleva.tjoa. of individual IClle,_or tho ovorall 
piofito wt re~ the adminlttl'lltioa Invalid is>c:rwc• with the number or omitted Items. 
Defemivoneu, confuslon, care~nclf':, and indecision aro amoq the common rCllllOlll for omittina 
items. &•m1natjonoftho ~t of lljo items that wete Qlllitted by tho relpOlldent may rovCJIII specific 
probk\ffi areas or~ realllll$. fot dleil' oot 111t)Olldina appropriately to aU itecns. Following arc the 
ilOll\l that won, Off¥ttcd: 

192. My D!Othcr is a a~~ or (lf your mother is dead) my molhcr wu a good woman. 
~ C, I oftell bearvo~)wi~t knowina wbffll they come from. 

CRITICALIT,EMS 

The MMPl•2 COll!'iM a numb4t' of iti,ms ~ conient may indicate the pl'CJerkle of praychologicat 
problems when etidolll:d In tili dcv~ direction. TbeR "Clitical iiemg,- developed for lllC in clinical 
settll!P, may proyide 1111 ~ ll>unle ofhypothcl!eS about die ierpolldent However, caution should 
be uied in irttel:pri,ting crflical iwro1 ~ ~ to sinsle Items are very W1ieliable and thoul<l not 
be trealed u aco~ on fllll•I• rcillcs - for e:wnple, an individual could euily miunu:k or 
misundanw.t,d a Jmglo item •-.«1 not intend the 1111wer ;iwn. The content of the items and the J)OISibility 
of 11\isintcrpmation make it iipportaiu 10 keep tho test multi strictly confidential. Special caution 
ahould be exc,cijod when in~rcti~gdwo items in noncllnicll seUinga. 

Acute A111del)' 'late (Kon-... cllcr Critical Item} 
S. lam easily awakened by noi". (True) 

15; I worft ~ a iin:at <fo4l of ~on. (Tnie) 
28, I am bothci-cd by an llffet ltoinlch acvcral times a w"k. (True) 
39. My sleep ia fitful and cUllhubocL (True) 

140. Molt nigh1S l go to s\➔ wi~t thoughts or ideu bothering mo. (False) 
:us. I havcpcrlodsofsucb smt~lllllCSI lhatl cannouitJoaginachair. (True) 
223, I belifflt iam no ~;nervo,s than mott othen. {Fat~) 
30.~. 1 fcol an. xi:oty about ao.ritotlt .. ; 1i~.· OJ or IOlllOO!IO almost all U,e time. (True) 
4#. l 1111\ • hlp..uuna ~- ("l)'uc) 
463. Sewrat tuI!ct; a week l/fed as if wmiethm, dreadful It about to happen. {True) 

Depr ..... ~ulj.\lcbl ldeatlo,t (koi1-81!1tch1r Criflcal Items) 
130. J eodllllly feel uteleu~ times. (Tnie) · 
146. I cry taai!Y, (True) .: ' 
273. Life i••~n forme.rouchpfdietime. (True) 
411. At times r think I am ~o eoo,a at all. (True) 
485._ lo~~• ~t ~m ~ u pjod u other people. (Truo) . ·;- .. - . 

M:ental Conf\llloa (Koo-••tc* Critical Item.) 
32. I have 11-4 very pocuq.r ~ strange experiences. (True) 
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Interview Booklet 
HqDy A Miller, PhD 

Adminitfratloll lln.!f. . 
lnlmiewftartthnc~ lnremew1tcptime:l0:'½\?ft Tolllintenil,wdlQe: ''""' 

M~FAST Scale Scores 
~ Score 
1llJ; <11"'-) 
BS ('1S...) 1\ 
RC ('liliem,) 

. . 

UH (5111:1111) 

llSC <11-.> • 

NI. '(lit.ma) -r:, 
:s o, .. , ('J 

:~ICON ~ 
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l l\d, J d,~,,i'.\f \.._I ,·!11 ,,111 

; ( •I I ]I •• I II H t I I It 'I: ,l I' i ,I ' 

M-l'AST 
1com NW PPP Spedtij:lty $eni11Mty 

1 1.00 .66 .!St'. 1.00 
2 .99 .80 .'l'i .99 
S .!18 .90 .9Ci -~ . 
" ,M,' b-.o&,· -Jiii.: .. :i' .¥,!'':. 
Ii .t, <: ~ :·.. : .ij'.\ ; __ ,. '-"·_·!!:.-. ·.,_ 
8 . .M ·, -1.00··:" · 'I.IMP'-· .-
'I ,8& 1.00 1.Gij .st 
8 .81 1.00 1~ :,r, 
9 .86 1.00 1$ .8S 

IO M · 1.00 . Uio. · .81 
11 : .12 ,·: 1.00' l,Ofl·' '. ' ·:rt ' 
It .'n, ·-.µ,o,: 1.00 · M . 
lS .75 1.00 1~. .&1 
H .68 1.00 1,0/) .51 
llS M 1.00 t.00 .s 

!: . ::: {::_·:, .t:. ::. 
18 .N ' : lJIO 1.04) '. .18 · 
19 .56 1.00 1.00 ,18 
20 .54 1.00 tA!') ,lt 
21 .59 1.00 1.+o .OS 
n a 1.00 . ·. 1Ao:' · · M 
ts. st •. 1 oo· ,.· · 1~•.: ,. ,:·-,·:- 'M': .:. " a · 1:00 . · 4'D , '- ::_.~ .. ,ot· . 
25 .51 1.00 1.!)0 .00 

m 

I 1,li: ,, 11, '1,I \\ I \•,1 :1,f 1' ,, tll 

}111 !/11 ( ! fj,, 1! ',, 1(1 j ► I" 

M-FAST 
tall'el NPf PPP Spedftdty Sllllili,lty 

1 1.00 Al .40 1.00 
t UIO .151 A9 1.00 
s .99 .51 .eo .91 

" 
·:, .,._ ··.v& .16' :11. -"· 

5 ::-··:: ... '18 '.95 . ··•, '• 

II : .85.' '.,ff,' 
7 .96 .7t .BIi .99 
8 .91 .ff .. .19 
9 HI .88 •• .'IS 

10 ,.at. .95 .98 . .f/1.t . 
., 

.8l · 1.00 ' 
'• 

1.00' ' . .57, . n-
11 , .'18 J.,00 1.00' ,- . ·A'I-.. 
19 .'15 1.00 J.00 .40 
H .as 1.00 UII) .6S 
15 .'11 1.00 l,00 .&O 
111 .71 1.00 1.00. JS • 
11 .. UIO l,00 .u 
1, m 1.00 1.00 :10 
19 .&S 1.00 1.00 .rt 
to .66 1.00 1,00 .OS 
11 .66 UIII U)O .O! 

n, .. .M 1.00 1.00 .OS 
ts·•····.,. M 1.00 1.00 .OS . 
ff'. . • 1 ;!'GCt. 1.00 1.00 .OS 
15 .66 1.00 1,00 .OS 

.M,i,.N••--•....,....tllf•lll!lo.NPP• 
Nclfllh'e Pttdldhe 1-: ,., • tadll-c l'wdlc:tiK 
~ ' 

1 
I • 
• I 

I 
I 
' 

8202



I 
lnst,uc:tions: 
Dud,agthenextfcwmlu"" l~gofnc to a,.. ull•'fyou qllefl:iam llbout'70DZpllfdlo­
loptl~ Thae ~ aregiffll to d1ffenatpeople'lrithllllll1d1ffenat 
~•ao,ne ofdle~ma,applytoyouaadw-,aot.11rillmdetdt 
'fllddClll aad dum read yo~.,.,~11o1e opdON fordud.qwtion.Jllltlllll'lfel' c«c:h 
'l'Jeltioa the a,.w.yyoa-. 

Suggestiba1ityttem-Part 1: 

Anyouhmngay~,rith lieazhlg a ringing in your eve Ya or M>1 

0 l£l7r:I. ~people~ •••~meotal lllnew. easmut ~ f'or a loag dme,.domgd!:.···i;z,tier, wilbollltptdng. -~· theltean.Plea.e 
let me ~if the . ptl wone llmJ time clurlng dill interview. 

-"21 lf.Nw.¥11lfpeople;wlth"me ,aaeatalVlo•ftQJIOteo-NilitAtef«along r-~dolagdaf ~witboaiptdag•noA•Cbeirem.Pleale 
let me lmowlfyoa~ my pn#in ,nth healncdagiagin JUUi' em 
at my~ dwing '1m ~ 

lten 1-25 Raw score colmnn 

l~Wmy,elf~Wagabletodtlllllinachaln 
~,.,_, tf\~ ~ ~~k.U I f2S ~ • 

(Oblerte.) b the irulivffl~•• report incomistent 'With bis or 
her behavior: Ji, or tJc,7 

0 

~ 

1ruc (i) ~ 
Fabe =0 
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voice. WI you to do .. 7 
• 

lfYes: Do ,-..,..o 

5. I feel •im•aDyhllppy~of1be dlllet ~ 

1. Wbaur.- i - litdnr. ~ i bate to dleck ~ dim 
llllllJ ~to Ne lfaajtblllc:lt--lti n.~ 
(Observe.) k•~<Jh¥ual's ~ incomiatent with hi& or her 
behavior: Yes~ · 

law score column 

Alway,. © 
S<>medmes = l 
No~=• 

Ma 

n-uc (D 
Fabe~ 
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9. Wbeoe1er1-. . • people~an~tba:e,theyare 
.i..,.1n~anc1whltei n-~ 

(Ob&erve.) JJ ~mdual'1 '.· rtinconsiit.ent with his or her 
behaliot'! r,. ~ . 

12. Some lliglm l baw: nlghunms[-, W IUcant-. lw 

lfY~ Doea. ~~whellyoahnelolt a Jot or 
welglm~ .SO.•¼ ~•Mwr1 . 

18. ~.' ti.10p,cldlltlthmklbaw:allptdalpowet'l nwF 

law ICOl'e column 

Wt 

'liue = I 
Flbe.~ 
NA = 

!'14 

!::@). 
RO, 

Yes =I 

No~ 

1G 

Always =1 
Sometimes .1 

No/Never€!'.) 

'lhle;:A,. 
False<c.!J 
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15. When I hear. ~l~thesp.floateltMrmynpt~. 
ieri ... butrareJ:y 6-~odla, t1ae .... 11me1 nw~ 

r('{)(Y\ \Nl~~ win 'ND# 
4.JJJ.i 

• • 
16. Souwlieellw~thatllllmmoredrmoae 

per ..... altr,.e,, 
If Yes: At a.. dlMI, do, 1111' (eehlluy pr !igbthe#led! 1h ., 
&111.dMtlf, ft',_,.., 

17. 1be --°id-JOU 'tptic,.deep, clo)'OIIO 
odon dial 11R not mt;~ Ailli.,._ &111 ..... 

19, :.~~thltlam&omanocberplaaetl 

20. 0n urmrocc•lcma, 1 
noddllclbertl 7hllor;. 

crawfmgOllmewbencherell 

III 

Raw score tolumn 

'Ihle =1 
Fabe(!} 
NA. =• 

AIW'a)'S •1 
Somedma :;l 
No/Ne¥er 

Always ■ 1 
Sometime, = 1 
Nner t!) 
NA 11:0 

'nue = 1 
Fabe@) 
NA c:O 

'nue ~ 
Fabe<e.!:J 
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25. l(Ya to Suggestibility •~-Pan 1 (if !he individual said that he 
or the wu ~caring any l';inglnj at the beginning of the inteniew), 
ask the £ollowing quesli{m: 

U.. dae riaplgla JOlll' ,-.. gouea. wone= Ya or NoP 

IfliQ to SuggettlbUity i'F~ 1 (if the individual stated that 
be or the was not hcarit,ig any ringing at the beginning of the 
intcmew), ask the fo11¥ng que,tion: 

Are you~ ~1111wkhbemfllc rlugiDgbl. 
your .... r. ' . 

END OF IN--'"11 

Record Iruenmutop ~: 10 'H lQ f.\ 

w, 
'liuo{i) ·--
Fabe •t 

Sometimes 
Never 

=l 

NA. •0 

Tole~ 
Falle~ 

'liucfT':'i. 
False~ 

Yes A 
No~ 

Total ICON! 
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Scotinalinstnac1ioni: .. • · 
1. =~-!!l~~~~(ld-ibe""~~raticd .... ral-'~~~':17:e. 
~t ' ~- . 

2. Add tberaw~for~ i=-with au iimlic1hcalebbeland entereach 
awn: In the apace ffi:\'fide!i OD page I b lbatlCllelOOl'e. 

5. ~ iheaJe~and~t.ertbeauminthe1btaltc0reboxo.opage 1, 
4. Oomp!Wetbemu+entortbeTolllllXlttonpapsl and 7for~ 

5. ~tbcln~~and~~ to lbefintpaaeofthe ~­
~ o.Jculale:lbe TQlill#ta,iicwtimeaaclcn=-in thc,pce prorided 
on JlllF I. •. 

[I) 

> 

i 

I • 
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10 y. 

Issues/Points 
For Cross of Dr. Kimberly Kruse 

1. What was the referral question? What was sha assessing for? 
2. Who decided what types of tests to administer? Her or Dr. Frierson? 
3. Old you score the tesis during or after the evaluation? 

1. If After;-then-H()W did you then figure out that you needed to administer the 
SIRS? She probably scpred the MFAST on the spot, and the SIMS afterward. 

SIMS 
SIMS-Manual, page 1s.;..."Th~ SIMS Total score was determined to be the best 
indicator for dlstinguishll'!g betweeit malingering lndlvk:luals and honest responders .. .W 
SIMS mallngerlng cut off)s a scont of greater than 14. Defendant's SIMS=12. However, 
because he did not etev~e th~ Total SIMS score, then she went digging among the 
subscales. 

Only 1 (psyc~sis scale ~ON!= 6) of 5 SIMS scales suggested malingering. However, 
th6te Is only 81.82 sensitiitivity for the P scale (this means 1hat only 82% of the time, it 
correctly detects mallngerers,.;,.-so, there is plenty of l'O()m for error in classifJCation). 

SIMS-Manual, page 14...;"Respondents who obtain a SIMS Total score of greater than 
14 are Identified as posst,te malingering individuals who are considered to be in need 
of further evaluation ... " C)ef. ohly scored a 12. 

! . 

She wrote on her report l))allngering based on the one elevated scale score Q.e. 
Psychosis = 6). This Is WRONG ... and not supported by validity indeces of MMPl-2 or 
PAI, which indicate that Qllent UNDER-reported problems, and did NOT malinger. 

~--thk ~ - yY\ tr\ ~.t-~, 
- f A-.:i: 
- ~ J;.1l c; ( ft, ~ <;' ... -z,). 

_ <\:2eotl~-m~sr 
- $1 MS. 

-'14-~ ~~ \-tpolr, 

~ ldc)}Qp J-- ~~~; 1'~.r::-z_ 
'l,V\ (... ;rt X: -:.i h 
SI fZ.$. 
ty\ ~A-S:, 
~ :t htS,_. 1 of9 
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MMPl-2 

MMPl-2 
she did NOT submit full qomputer print out report. She handpicked what she wrote In 
her report. I entered the Client's MMPJ-2 responses and computer scored and printed 
out the full report. She ~Uld ~ave done the same. However, she ONLY submitted to 
defense a bal$bones cof!l>uteir report. J suspect she ran two reports (the one I 
produced, which Is comP,reh~lve), and a more basic, profile one, which is what she 
submitted to c;lefense. ~her way, even the bambones report contradicts what she 
ineluded In the report. 

MMPl-2: Kruse stated th~t L Spale soore "l"1)1ying dishonest test taking or extreme 
defensiveness.• The MMPl-2 report does NOT use the won:fs *implying dishonest test 
taking" (that Is Kruse's ~eading language) 

MMPl-2 findi~gs (elevat~ L sqale) indicate that he actually under-reported problems in 
an attempt to portray hln,self in an overly positive light. -this Is CONTRADICTORY to 
mallngering. 

In spite of UNDER-reporting problems, there Is evidence of Clear mental ilfness­
psychosls. 

Scales Pa and Sc were el~vat«t on the report pages she submitted-given under­
repprtlng, and that the F-"~ (fake bad scale) was NOT elevated, this suggests that 
there is REAL. GENUINE psychosis that the client reported. The MMPl-2 asks 
questions abo.ut PAST and Pre~nt problems, not fust present, and not Just past. 

MMPl-2 handpicked stat~men~ from MMPl2 print out report. 

She ommltted the followiog from the print out report: 

P. 5. of Dr. Flores' MMPl~2 print(lut-
*Despite this extreme def~nslvenss, he responded to ltemas reflecting some unusual 
symptoms of beliefs .... " 

"Scales Pa and Sc were 4sed ~ the prototype to develop this report. A severe 
psychological disorder Is reflected in this profile .... • 

"He endorsed ~ number CJ! extreme and bizarre thoughts, suggesting the presence of 
delusions and/or hallucina,.tion~ He apparently believes that he has special mystyloal 
powers or a special 'mlS$\on' in life that others do not understand or aooept." 

NOiagnostlc Considerations 

2of9 
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The most likely diagnosl~ for individuals with this profile type is Schizophrenia, possibly 
Paranoid type, or a Detu~lonal Disorder,~ 

MMPl-2 there. were two kems omitted: 
192. My mother Is a gooc;t woman, or (If your mother Is dead) my mother was a good 
woman 

198. I Often hear voices 1aYltho4i knowing where they come from (If he is malingering, 
WHY not answer this ont. with' "true~?) 

' ' 
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PAI 
Big problems here too. 

Again ONLY submltted1to d~fense parts of the printed computer-soored 
findings. The entire prirjtout Js actually 14 pages. 

Handpicked what she lhcluclect In her report. 

Omitted findings that ~ntradict malingering. See below. 

Did not include She l~rally included the paragraphs Immediately and below 
the following, which ~ omitted {and Is clearly helpful to defense)-

"W/th respect to negatiye impression management, there Is no evidence to 
suggest that the resporident: was motivated to portray himself in a mote negative 
or pathological light than the. cllnfcal pictu,e would warrant." 
(THIS means he was N'.OT malingering}. 

Findings she DID repo~ Indicate that client UNDER-reported problems. (This is 
CONTRADICTORY to n)alingering). . 
He did not answer In a tc,rthr,lght manner-she is correct This Is because he 
tried to make himself bfmer than he fs, with less problems. NOT because he was 
belng deoeptlve/maling~ng, 

PAI findings are consist~nt with MMPl-2 findings-Two diffferent tests, yet the 
SAME two clinloal seal$ were elevated. 

Uke MMPl-2, PAI resulti,l alsQ indicate clear severe mental illness. Paranoa and 
SchiZophrenia were eleiated. This is Important BECAUSE there was no 
evidence of malingerlng, and on the contrary, he was UNDER-reporting. 

What PAI printout says ~hat Kruse omitted from her report-

"A number of aspects of the respondent's seff-descriptlon suggest noteworthy 
peouliarltfes in thinking ~d ex~rience. It Is likely that he e,q:,erlences unusual 
pe,csptual or sensory events: (perhaps including full-blown hallucinations) as well 
as unusual ic/(/a.s that fm!Y include magical thinking or delusional beliefs. His 
thought p~. althoµgh relatively uncompromised, may occasfonally be 
marked by some confusTon and difficulty concentrating. He may have some 
difficulty establishing clqse interpersonal telationshlps. 

4 of9 

8212



~ respondent descrll:/(,s CfJrtain problems potentially associated with elevated 
and variable mood. In particµtar, he is likely to have an actwity level that ls · 
perceptibly high tom~ ob$9rvers. He may be fnvo!ved In a wide variety of 
activities in a somewhat disorganized manner and may experience accelerated 
thought processes." · 

"Axis I Rule Out 

.297.1 Delusional Oison:,er 

296.40 Bipolar I Oisord!3", Most Recent Episode Manic, Unspecified 

295.30 Schizophrenia, Paranoid lype 

Axis II: 

799.9 Diagnosis Defer~ on Axis II 

Axls II Rule Out: 

301.9 Personality Dison;ter ,..OS (Mixed Personality Disorder With Borderline, 
Antisocial, Narclsslstlc,;Sohizotypal, and Paranoid Features)" 

I gave you entire printolJt of diagnostic considerations, in case she brings up the 
personality stuff. Obvio.lJsly you do not want to point out the personality stuff, 
but get her to ADMIT t~at there were elevations suggestive of severe mental 
illness/psychosis. 
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MFAST 

Scored Incorrectly-sh, SCQl'8d MFAST = 8 (cut off for possible malingering, and 
therefore need for a SIRS is 6). 

:, ! 

His score should have been 4-therefore BELOW the cut off and the SIRS 
should not even have b~ administered. 

' 
Item 2: I feel depressedimost of the time -she circled True, yet he responded, 
"No, meds work great" i(should have been scored "0") 

' 

Item 4: Do voices tell y(!u to do things? She circled "Yes", yet he told her "not 
anymore with medications" (should have been scoll:ld "0j Then, she followed it 
up with the St)C()nd part~ "Do you always obey them?" She circled "yes", yet he 
told hen:t "too scared to;ac:t qn It." 

Item 6: I experience hallµcln~tfons that last continually for days: she circled li'ue, 
yet he told her, "Now with meds, better, but yes" (shold have been scored "0") 

Item 21: Sometimes I h~r music coming from nowhere: she circled true, yet he 
told her "due Jo drugs" ~nd "music in my head all day, random songs" (should 
have been scored "0'1 · 

On Item 15, When I hear voices, I hear them from either my right or my left ear, 
but rarely from both at ~e same time: He answered False and tehn 
spontaneously made suttem.,,t: "from Inside/from within head. Never heard 
audible voice outside my head, that would be terrible" (this ls.Jnconslstent with 
malingering). 
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SIRS 

She administered and OLD version of the test. Should have used the SIRS-2 
which came out In 201 Q. 

I re-scored using the S\RS-2-no major difference In findings. 

What concerns me is th,at the ONE scale in the Definite malingering range 
(lA=mprobable or absurd syptoms, was a score of 7 ... Had it been 6, it would 
have put it ~ probable )'ange). The questions in the IA scale could easily be 
misscored-ias she did\the MFAST. 
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b 

There was NO need to ~o THREE personality tests. In this case, the results were 
valid and indicative of a psyphotio disorder. 

There was NO need to iadmlnister THREE malingering tests. Once she gave the 
MFAST, only SIRS sho~ld have been given. 

Results of the SIRS anq MF),\ST {which Is mlsscored) are INCONSISTENT with 
the validity indeces of tpe M~Pl-2 and PAI. If he really was malingering, then, 
results of the MMPl-2 ~nd PAI would have been invalid due to symptom 
exaggeration. Yet, you ~ave the OPPOSITE. Those tests should Under-reporting 
in an attempt to present him:Self in a positive light, that is, less Iii and with less 
problems than he has. 
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More on the MFAST -

Measures that assess rilallngerlng are NEVER to be interpreted In a vacuum. 

Kruse should have addressed the validity of the personality and 
psychopathology testspn the "symptom validity" report section (page 6). Doing 
so would have allowedifor her to explain HOW It Is that M-FAST and SIRS are 
inconsltent with MMPI-~ and PAI validity lndeces. · 

Instead, she .chose to riot acjress at ALL the fact that there was NO evidence on 
the MMPl-2 or PAI of rtjalingering. There was the opposite-UNDER-reporting of 
problems. 

See page 20 of M·FAST manual for sample of how she should have discussed 
findings of the M-FAST; and MMPl-2 validity indeces jointly. 
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MMPl-2 Scale Scores 
. i 

j - ~~ ,- ~ 

; i • ' 
~ -~ ---'-, ~--·-' 

L 
F 
K 
TRlN 
ll1UN 
'a 
lrp) 
Ill 
D ,.,, 
p. 
Mf 
Pa 
Pi 
& 
Ma 
SI 

.52 
120 ,.., 
60 
55 

1'9 
120 

'10 
76 
G5 
60 
~ 
79 
'10 
59 
81 
4!l 

Notcl, t • Lie; f. • Wrcqua,cy; K • Cotlectioo; 7111N • True 
ReSponse lnci>ll!lstencr, VRIH :\latlable ~ lni;ooslAeney; 
F8 ., Bade lnlt.ciuentYJ f(p}• ln~ncy Ps~jology; Hs• 

5 riMis; D = ~NN)on; Hy• ~rla,: rd• Prydlo,­
DIMale; Ml• Masalllni¥1iernll'llnitr,}'I • lll,IIIOlf; f'I • 
~ S<: • Schlzopli,enlf; M. • H)'i!omanl,; Si• Scxlal 

ll'IIIOl'l!llion. ' ' 

Fiprr 4. (continued) 

Pl)dlopa!hology ~p)J tcalcs '1Cfe 1!11 madcedly ~ 
v.11ted, lndicaling the endonement of IJIIIIY ~ P'>" 
chlatric .ymptoms. Mr. N's MMPI-* cllnical ICales 
~ abo marktdly emted, but ~ i~nsistent 
with both behavioral Qbaenatiom and the exami­
nce's description of hb problems.) The following 
lntt;rprellllion was made on the 1-ia:of rhe lnttmew 
and 16ting retu11s. . 

20 

ME N1fJ»,l«l11ni4clmOll#tatld~oflMlr 
I~ ']111/>tffu tlud im Wf'J nm, for /Jl1CAfaJrlc 
pa,;,,,ll. His~°" a.. Mllit - ~ lditA 
t4t Wovior t4al uwlJ I,, l!tfl«W1 for on lndividtu,J ,xp,,, 
Mldllf ft OIIIMllie ~ _,Ms~ o/lJ.'l(md 
to 'll10l\lffl ~ tit, Wlit ~ 11W pnut,J. This 
,,,_.,,,,.,,. ffCII ~ OM ftliNd ~114 tliat 1/w 
~t lllipl it~ la IJf10id ffllltinol jnw«um11. 

M-l'ASI'nniltt -~ fiFiw of!IIOUllpWl lllffl­

tdl ilbim. Hit MFAST 'lDtal seo,w and t"1N scale st0m 

,-~ 4)-·~ Aiglttr llum $l'Ol'l'$ of lffl­
• fJ,Jeliiotrit ~ Ju ,nlUlffl!II S,~OIIIS 1Ml a;r 

vilJ IIIJF«l tmd ~ Jlu /Jllfol111411C<' 01I t4, M•F.W 
·~til4lwdidlloltJ/11#41'tolJtowa1tof4# 
~ within tit, waww ltf.ti"I, 4J bis stlfe,Jx,tt 11W 

~iltt:olui#mt wit!bt1iovitmd ahsmxwom. B«allSt 
of tliit M..PltSI'~ tliit MMPI-2 and SIRS wm adlllin­
irlmd for tliapoltie ~ 

M,; N'I MMP1·2 fflltl1's l'llm also ""If/SPIN! of rlltllin­
gmd -W ilhuu. Hi.r ~nu on tlit AfMP1•2 
fJ!flflMI "'1K,tir,,u on tliit'lltlli4itJ ttd.ts tl,at nlf8"Skd­
np,,,m,, of f#JdwPalAolao, His MMP/-2 J,rrtik 411d tfk. 
t1ali,pm Ot1 tit, lnft,tp,,nq (F). /Jodi l'llftrtlunu, (fi,J. «114 
~ ~ /F{Jl)J stiJl,s, AIJ/u,"lft k. 
W ""'1lt«t lllrJOtio,ns" llllffl)' of IN dblkal mitt, tu 
lat p,,jr,n,,a,u:, wat i1l«ll'llitlml 'lllilh !,is sdfrtpor/gjf!ll,t­
~ - Wavionzl ~- .lunillspn t4t SIRS 
-~ 'Willi tNI M-FAST tmtl MMl'l•2 llllVh. ffls 
~n,pt,ltllali,,did1'0lo/1Jltaltolit~ 
of /,is own IJ»ld, ~ or J1li,skal llllll~lJ 
wilhm IN i11tmlillll #llinf tfflll At,.r ti Wf1 Olypi«tl Jwes,­
ffltatioil of,:,~ n, ~ 0ti ,ipl of till SIRS 
t,i,.,, uala -(l()MS/fflt IOit1 U,, ,awts oblailud Ji'<nl,. 
tliit MF/&ST an4 MMPJ.2. 711, mfon,totio,t oblai111tl fnm, 
bthow,ral ~ on4 ~ tes1mf flraf nm• 
sist.mt IOit1 tit, 4iaparif of~ 

4 
~O..W\~ 

~ s~~ 'i,.~\~ 
M--Fw:r- 1r~ ~ I ~ 
c,~~"'ci'-~ e,0.;\-l.. 
~~~ '~ws 1' 
~f\\. ~--z.. g, ri. AA J:., 

... ------
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as maunaamJ. 1b do ao, ~ ~ JllllJinpiog 
gioupwasCODlrUlcd withtbe~Jt'Olll'foreach lCl!e. 
In lho cue or~ dialn"fllltioaf. l{ICCfflc cutoff 
ICOlff wc:tt lpllCifiod .. lho wl!ID wiliib:i lho disulbo­
tion inlClllDClioll 11W tnmrnl:iied bit tl1el tbr both 
8fO!ll)I, In die~ of~ ~l'NliOD5. the 
midp!)int ~~ twQ diltriljutloiw,~tbe.cut­
off l(X)(C. In ~ way, hit -)for bl;lal lttJUPI W'4'e 
mnlmltcd 1W11e 4.1 ~ia ~ of 1bllle ape--
cl& IUlccukllf.....tuca. · 

Tlllle4,I 
SIMS Sala CutoffScord filr 
tl!t !W!!!P••!!l S.ni!M 

Tow 
~(.PJ 
New:o,lap: tmpalm,,!llt (NJ) 
.... .,,, 1)boldm 4,UI) 
I..Gll'~lpoc(U) 
Affel:!jw Disorders cm 

cuit>ff S®re Utility 

>14 
>1 
>2 
>2 
>2 
>5 

O.CC tbe cutoff, ICOl'el were l!ltlblillled. lho optiDlal 
Ulility or.lndivichw sc,.lot ln ~ malingeriq 
~.la Wll dieterminod usfnltll+ dovclopnental 
samp1e. Bocl!IIC cutoff 11011m were .,wllhrA • 
die c!cmopmentll Mmple, tbefe cdtj:oa 'MJll1d pro­
~ tile hl&hcct, pouible ~ of aemitivity, 
~lty. and~-~ ma1~ll'tl of IClllitiv-
1ttl •-lfW"", &04 cfticii \!\!CR mjc;11)ided initiaJI ••h~"",..l . .. ~ . . y 
miultM~ tampk,jbodJ. 10 provide: ID ini· 
till 4etciiptive Wine of ~ 1Calo'1 olfectivaJotS 
unaet oplimal condiliom and ~ proridc a point of 

-~ to be \11Cd 1atcr • ~ tclllhl' obmned by Uling tbecto11-'Vllidatioa 11111ple. 

For ewlauion of lho Ulility of SIMS ICllc culotf 
ICOtel for cl,am'yiog lbedc¥ClopntJllUI lllllpie partie­
i.puts u maliDpen or u hobclt teaptmden, an 
experilllClllll piopl WCR combirled :Imo an OYetlll 
Dlllin,eria& groopllld~ tolhc HR group (­
'.lWJle4.2). 'Ibis owrill eomparilon bctwee,, owJiD,F­
ing ad~ Wll ~ ln oofcr to ldJcct. 
.. moch u ~ 1hc CODditlom Cll!COUll1al'ed in 
~-worldlllutliOIII Whereby cJinicilDl fft lJUWll'OQf 
lho llpOCiAc COllditioa 1,rcombinllioa of 'YmpkiUI,, lhat 
die m1Jlqcring indmdllll may try to Jll1IICm. 

Remlll of tbe IIWYICI IIIDII tbe developmplllll 
nmpJc mealed ICVe1'al important initial ~p. 
Spcci&aUy, cht-lquaae -.ty1e1 iadic•ted tbat .u or 
the SIMS tealea, D1UJi Ille empirically cb:ivcd cutoff' 
,com criteria, ~ able to identify pltlici.plllta u 
mallD&mrs at Jcvel1 that ~ above chance • 
IndlYidual SIMS ICIICI ~ bljb efficlm:y 
ratinp for diltillplshing maliJlping individuals 
from~ • ~-of~ 
raugis)J from 7,;>,£~:111> (P tcale) to 18.24~ (AM ). 
Pm11bennoq:1(1tbe SIMS Total IICOfe WM 
to be tho indicitor . • • betw. 

vJdulll andbollelt=n,ponders;::i,. lho 

.,. l were combined into a g piup, lho 
SJMS Total MXJre dc1nollitntod III efticlcncy rlli!)I 
of94.96~. At c...,O.l v.~ ~'& 

Rau1tl l'CJ.U'WDI SJMS (11:all, Olility ettllnatel .in the 
~ Hlllple. wbicb woold -1 to re6cct 
oplimal enlnwet of utility gtWG the oveditting of the 
data io the ..... then. w«c R:pliclled .. the 
crou-vatidldoa Ample. All cross-Ya1idalioll saq,ae 

0 ~ 14. 
Tilble4.2 

SIM$ Scalt Utilf¥ fn 11M Dftedlon of Mllf~ for the DMl.opffllfttal ;~~ 
s;;CutoffKOrW Sem"" (%c◄d&'(-r.) Uftd!;;; 
'lblal > 14 . 94.63 17.81 94.!16 I,, 
P> 1 11.12 76.05 75.12 
Nl>2 85.85 !I0.91 '6.55 
AM>2 88.?S 84.15 11.24 
U> 2 14.39 71,79 13.61 
AP> 5 U.10 90.91 7$.15 

.V...••231.I'"'~ ~!rl•: l'il•~lmQ I t:W•A-scDiao,I 111U•Lf-l s II,ms;AJl"•Allilclli'ro 
~ 

13 
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DITY AND CLINICAL SCALES PROFlLE 
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act11a1 coo&ent or tho iten!, or begin to.~ toiiems 
·fi...-li..t., 11lher than literall the ~ not be ·--•--v. . '!I, .. 
interpretable in my ~ard ~~ BecaU1e 
Sllllh reapolideeu lll-o DIil ~ the ~ jn die 
way that moft peopkl do, tho rcau1ts "- the 111,lf.report 
tell should JIOt be lnterpmed as if it W,S· ' 

dacribina !he mpondent. Howevot, althoap NIM is 
IICDlitive to ne&llive disiord011, ii must be emphasi1.ed 
Chat NIM is oot a rnalillacrini scale per se. 

NIM ltc:ms wm ilde,c&i,d on the basis of low 
endonement frequencies In both normit 111d cliolcal 
individuffl. ahbouah NlJl items are cleafly endct10d 

'lbc clialtlbutioo of IN!' is similar for ~ IIOlmlJ with pt«~ in clinical palicnta tllan in not· 
and clhlk:al individum in that both dialriblitious ate maJ acluli.. Inclivi-15 with ctcar-cut and sevt.te emo-
ve,:y !liff«e.nt from dial c!crived by lh#nl•tink random tiollal problC1'11 cu 111d wi11 obtain deviled 1C10Rt on 
telpOllding. Geocnlly, low acores (Le.t< 607) sugest NIM, ml more dlslll!bed popwatiOIIS obcain ~ 
that the rcspoadcot attenqt'4 ~ly to• con- 1001-es tba11 tholo wbo UC-~ This rdation-
lelll in rcspondlna to die PAI itemJ. ; .Wp appears toresub from the 111QCWion bctwem1 cct• 

Mocknle eleVUOJlf (i.e., 60Tto 7'4'> indicate some rain forma of mental dilOl:der 111d cbuac:terlatic 
Wlusual .re,pomea to INF; il«lll 111d, I( the b1,gbcr aid percq,tlill 111d cognitive featu«a that ctn lead to neg-
of this nnp, one rbould OOllsider ~ tcilln:a alive re&pOIIIIC styles. Several !liffemit types of mental 
suchas(a)~diffi~li.ea,(b)randi>mmpondlng, dilllllderaleadincllvidualatope(l:OiVf.tbe,mlldvea,otber 
(c) c:onfu1ioo. (d) 11001il!gemn, (e) i.c!ip&~ ilffll people. or situadom in a mmmer more ncpdvely tba11 
interpretation. or (f) failuro to follow tlie te,t inmuc- milht be wmanlCd in theey1:a of u objedivc o\ltemr. 
lions. Any interpretive bfP01be1es bo,ed on lhe PAI F« eumplll, tbo ~kd patient with• Rlf-view of 
should be n:VJe. • wed wilh ~. ution if /NF,is in tliia. nn"", Ullldequacy may bc viewod by odiecl U abJo and blgbly 
and IOIIIC inquiry aboutlHFn:aponses ~be~ cl[cctive, hlterpenorwrelatiouhipt that appear soiid to 
ferorc clinlc-1 tc:ale ~ts are~ • odlCrl may be 1111poct in the mind of the pGloid ln6i· 

' vidual, and • situltion that may appcat to tbe clinician 
High l00l'C$ on INF (i.e., .t 751) siiaaeat; that the as Idativcly bellip may be perceived II llllllffllOIIDt· 

rcspondcat-did not attend~)'~ 1• cootent able by tho bordcdinc pam. Althou&b 1bese dist«-
in ~ to the PAJ items. C'.omjllecely . .rmlom 1i0111cbrly m&ct psychopldiology, ttv.clinicilll IJIIISt 
compledon oftbe PAI ~IS in 11.lU~ 11,IF ICOle be Ctlpl7,tnt of the inftllCllCC that tbeac peteep!Ual 
of86T. There arc severtlpotemialmsops for~ in styles have whml inleqntlag the PAI profile. 
this range, including (a)_tadini or ~,~1- The U'IM ~•- ,_A._.,_A _,

0 
..,_. of •

1
._. n... 

tica, (b) tmlom reapoodil!I, (c) ~.. (cl) ICONII .....,.. ...... ......., ... •~- ....... ..,,.,, 
erron, or (e) faiJwe to fo41ow lhe -. ~- ~ pnH111S III eQAmled or•~ imprwion 
Reprdleu or lhe ctlltti, the teat •ra are belt ofth¢ielfandi::unut~andtbeotbecrq,-
aa~ 10 be invalid and tJO clmical ~on of fCliellta extremely b~ and llllllbly &ympUIDl$. Each 
dte PAl is ~. a1thCJugh II' 4UJ!ilt!ttiol' of of tbeae tmdenciel can CIIISC disiordon of IOlf-report 
apeeific INF lleml may yi\,ld uaeful iPtiqcmtd~ abOUt in a nepUVe diffl<:tion. An individual wbo lald!i to 
tbe aource of 1he elev~. For eumplp, ~ mmate at exaner-te the neptive aspeets of hi• or her file can 
a conccti!IIW lacility miJhi retpood n4Pli~y IO m provide I IC!lf•report that~ Vet)' ~ological. As 
INF item 11UCb as•~ I get ads~ tho nw1 that noted earlier in this dlapter, lhls mpoosc style can 
Icloo'treally.wanf'becauk>ofpa,.1icul*.upecllofu actually 1eprC$Clll • pn)lllillent ~ of many 
atypical tetling. \ . _f_ ,., PJydiopalhological syndromes, but !be NIM llClle ean · · "b½; ..,..-... $'U~ ~-'- ealwico diwimint11t validity, mealing the degree to 
M 11dwlliq!iSIIM (NIM) ·• . ;..-- which 1he diModion may be a l:Cllllt of Ibis petCql!Dal 

The Negative ~on (NIA() ~ ~ style. At lirnea, tbeffl may be lkl much distorti.on as to 
items that pmlf'l\t Ill~ llllfaV!nl>J.e llllJffl- render tbo test results dl.lbious in lfflDI of ~tabil-
sion or~ cxlmndy blurre and :u.nfikdy symp- ity. However, lhiJ does 111.lt mean !bat the person wu 
lomS. 111c ICl!le WIS dcsimed ID alelt ~ intctpnl« to malill&ffl1l&. R.alhcr, the !Cat hi invalid in the mite that 
tbe po8tibility tbal the resll]ts ofdte teupiay portrty • tbeie n ,orious diatorti.ons, and extreme ct.\llion lllll$t 

more Mglli~ bupn:sslon of die individpal tbl!1 miaht be ~ in interpmiq the .teat n:su!IS It face 
odlcrwiJc be pnerlted. To J!UI it anothcr~y. ~ ~If- vaJuc. Noaetbelc=ss, the mall$ may accurately depict 
Rlf)iJrt of a hipi t00lU' on NIM ii probabiy ~ pllho- die way such a peraoi1 feels about himself or bcrJclf 
lop:al !ban an objective OOllffl'« WOlll\1 fCl)0lt when and bis or her circwmtanccs. 
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~ poups ad to socn ~ lower on 
N/Mdwi domcarcb. indiv:;r. cfled to1inllll1te 
lhtJ rcapoucs of a severely dbordcml ptticm. 
The !IC-1e 80m$ u. a UICful flegiorrini pciQt in 1he 
deteccion of maling~ liven ~IIIOOjer clemeat of 
NIM items l• ~ clOldy relaiea to malin,pring. 
1belc items~ written to IOWl4 uthQogh they rcp­
mentpllboJosi.cal l)'DIPComS but ff8ill ~excremely 
rare or,noncxiite.Dt In clinical poplllti()al. The item 
COOlent ii varied, bul all iremt - 4t'lmatic IOlllldin, 
aoc1 11p mto 1tmotypa or meatai clilorilet. 1n fact. • 
tew of Ute 1cems aredioociative in lllll¥C• 111d it iw 
been~ that indivkJuals witli 1111~ dilllOCUltivo 
dilorden JOmelimcs;obfaln D1ltbit elevad.oas on NIM 
(Alpber, 1995). Idiosyncratic~. ti) item content 
also C111 reault in NIM c~ ahhough hi tllC8C 
inatuces, INF also ltnds to be cJi,yateo. Jlepnllea of 
lhe t0nlext, some lllqwry abOut tlie ~ of positive 
re~ tolhellCNIJ,titemt is•~-

_, i . 
y, lo~ tttm Oe!!, < 737) on NIM. suggest 

tbal lhcfO ii little ~ in I ._,~ dltec:lioo OIi 

lhe clinical scales. and d:lat die ~ndelllilikcly did not 
attempt to present a lj)ole ne~,impreuion duui the 
clinical picture ad wmant. Moderate elevations 

'--(•i.e., 13T 1o 837) suncst an elcm,eot of; CUQenliOD 
iegarding compl.am lilld probleti,s. Any interpretive 
hypothcsos bellld oo clinical ecale elev~ lhauktbe 
considenlcf with CJUtion bec,wc tile b)'I)l)thete.s mipt 
poaibly ovmepreaolit the extent aiid degree of alpif­
icant test findings. The libliliood of dlstortion 
mctWCS in the 1'IIJ8e from 84T ~ PIT. wm mva­
noos in ibis raqc may be indiceti~ of a ;cty for help" 
or au eitttemcly nogidlvc cvallla~ or. oae«lf and 
one's lifo-tomc delibcra1c distot1iOn of the c1inica1 

,pl! ~ctum also may be pretent. 

,<, lll'/.. . HJah~ooN/M.~?c21)~tbatthe~pon• 
N"'.l". deal~ to pot1ray bbmelf or~ in an eape­
v -;Ji), clally ~vc IlllDlltr.; • The -.~i=~. aua,ests the 

:~/".., pOl1! .. bility• of(~~~~)oxuemdy tivc rolf•pPININ\tiOII, or(c)~. Research 
UldM:klall instrucfed to malin,er ~ere~ dilor­
ders typically oblmJt an avengeNJlif ~in excess of 
11or, 111d scores~ than this~~ an~ 
tioo of cft'ordiil neplive clistadi~ A CCJ!uplerely ran-

- . i . 

dom compl&dOII of~ PAI would te,ult ,ill an av-,e 
NIM ,co.re of ,ppro~y 967: 1n the context of a 
markedly elevated NIM, the ~ roau1u are beat 
assumed co be illvalid, and clinl~ ~~on of 
othw PAI scales sfJobld Cocos Olli the de&iB of the 

mpondmt ro report lbe sytnploms R!flecled in the 
~Ilda-of the profl1e rather than infcnina that he or 
she actually cxperieaces dicsc aymptoim. · 

IW#l•lllljff " ,.,,(PIM, b ~ ,,... db e, ( 
'!be content of PIM~ irems involves the lfflCll• 

tarloct of a veey fa\'Otlblc iluprfflion or the deai.t.l of 
relatively minor faulls., The item$ wcce selected by 
eunli1W11 1he distribntioos of teota for normal iodi­
viduall, palicatl, and raean:b indivldllals MpOlidm& 
fO 1h11 PAI under poaillve impeaion enhlllCeUlellt 
inswctiooal sets, The itemt wee selected on the basis 
of Jow eodonelneat frequencies in both normal and 
clh1icd individuals; however, PIM itcmi ue eodoned 
wilh gtellel'fxequency in DOmW adults duui In clinkal 
padentt. Hml(:e. mamd elevatiou in clilllllll individ­
uals are particlllarly Ne 111d .c interpretively slanffl­
cant if obtained. Both plticnts and commllJlily adults 
~ considerably lower than research individllals 
completina the PAI llnder a poailive lmptcssion 
enbancemont instructional set. 

For the most ptat, PIM i=is offer the oppollU!lity 
for an individull to acknowledge a relalively minor 
pcnonal fault. Hmcc, deviled scom: indiellc that the 
iespondeat doe, not take IIIID)' oppor\\lllilies ro say 
negative tbill,p about bimlelf or henclf. ~ ll'e • 
numbetof easaiu why people completia& atelf-repo.rt 
illstrumelit mi,tit not rq,ort ~ve clwactetillics. 
One pot311,illty is lbat the teJpODdellt indeed does not 
have neptivc ~cs. or•• bas fewer than 
ffl08t indi.vidlllls. A teOOnd pouibility ii tbat they ate 

not tellin& tho lmlb-lhat they are tryiq to deceive tbe 
recipiemoftbete1tresulta into belleViq dlll lhl;,y have 
more positive feal\lm duui they ltl1ly do. A dlhd pos­
sibility is tbat they are simply not aware of CCl1ain 
faults that they may havo-lhat they IICk insight Into 
tome of their pertOnll shorlcacninp, In eidiet of the 
latter two installCet, the rellllts or. rolf-tc:port tell will 
lead the~ lo form a moio positive impl:eaioo 
of the retp0Qdcat'1 lite circw:nsllncel and psycholop• 
cal adjustmeat duui woultJ probably be merited ac:cord­
in& to ID indq,enclent oblcrver. It U lho.,e latter two 
cbanicteristicr. chat PIM wu designed to measure. 

It lhou1d be~ that the tendency {or favar­
able elf-piesealltioa ■ppan to be faidy common in 
the normal populacillll, Typic:ally, moet cutoff score, 
OIi indexef of IOCial desirability that wa-ederiwd 1rom 
clinical lltlldies will idcnlily ~ to 40~ of Ille feneral 
populalion u "faking ,ood." Such ~ lllldcnco!e 
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Ille difficulty• of diltil!auilhinJ clefellsire ~ 
from nonnalhy with J'l!lpej:t co clinical~. A 
munbetofimtrumellts i.ve UNd "1m.imn...to PIM 
lQ correct odier IClkia p1' die test .!tor 4femive 
JCl()OO(li11,1 u if llllCh ~ tapped ~· pen ~P()l'el• 
sor \lllriablel, but the PAI makes no ipcf. tq.m,ction 
because lltemplS to e)lmi~•re toeial ~ from 
clinical ICllc tCOret tecld .. · '° remove qmri°"'related 
wrlancc IIDd lower validity. . 

Low ICOl'CI on PIM (i.e,, < -447) are ~y indica· 
live of can4ld ~- Typically,.~ in 

':::, dlis tallg,e ~ 1111like1y .to be bnldilljJ ~h bu t Genenlly, ICOlCI &om .f:4T tD 56T ~;that the 
- mspondcntdid tlOl.auempJ tD pcellClll~ lllltel,lillicay 
~ tavorable inipnuion in ~ldina ~test.~ 
J_ l00lU in the 1ljlpCl' end of1his raQF ~IO~ llll1IIUal 
. in clinical aettinp. ~cj" ~ G, ( 
~ Modorate elevatioos (i,e., S1T &o 67f> qgeat 11111 
).. the individual retpOllded. IP • rnlDIIC'f' toj,artraf birn•clf' 
~ or heaelf u RllatiY!f free of the "9!3hqp m1COll1• 
'II>../ me ro wbiai most Iiilllviduals will admit, Thi$ 
~ te,pomc ityJi; COll1d Ii~ but 11 could~ Jnvd.-o 
l a covert, 111tom#ic defensive proce.u. W-ith PIM in. this 
~ ~lheaccaracyof~bapeclOll:lhePAI 
.s: c1lnical sctles pmfile maybe disttxted, ~~ve 
:S hypotbele1 rbould be reviewed with ct.lljion, ltiJa likely 

that. the PAI profile will a5:= ~t and A degra, of •i&nificut • ______; ~ :, ~ funii. 
enceon the PAI i&tei ma ilcale lpO(!ific. ~exam­
ple, a ~maybeuiinbniring~probl,ems bllt 
-=-1y ~bingprob\ems "lilh~ 

High scores on PIM (i.e., :i: 687) 19gest llllt the 
rupondcat auempted to portray birnoelf or Jl!!nelf 11 
cxceptiOllllly free of the COIDJIIOD m,wtcornjnp to 
which most indiwluals will admit. ~~in du, 
range are obtained, lhe validityoflheP~cUllic.i lca1e 
profile ii ~Olllble, 111111 =creme caulion in the clin­
ical interpreOOon of other.PAI teales is~~leoded. 
However, ~ tcOrCI ~usually~ and coacems 
about ~veoess &hou1d be nile1fat even lower 
KORS. as preriously noted. 

SupplemeawValldlty l!Mffrttorf 

.IWliia=bclwm(IIAL) 
Morey (1996) developed the MaljnlrdliB Index 

(MAL) as a more 1Pf1Cifi¢ iodicar.or yf maJinpring 
that would be telatively iadependeat o.t peydiopathol. 
oty. MAL is COllJPO$Cd of eiaht confialnl ·kalwa of 

die PAI profile lhtt tend to be oblerved much mote 
t~ ill the profiles of individnaJs •imnJ•ting 
menlll di.Imler (parliclllarly severe mcnlll ditorden) 
than in ~ clinical palieDU, Scoring of the index is 
dwribed in cbapcer 2. 'lbc f'caturca of MAL rqe 
from buic etevadons of die validity scales to particµ• 
lat (and peeuliar) confipral upectl of the clinical 
tcales llld lllblcllet, . 

A MAL raw score of 3 (i.e., 847) or greater, which 
ia more than two atandlrd ~ abovethemcan of 
the diDical ltandantization aamplo, should raise Q\le&s 
tlons of malingering. Scon,s of 5 (i.e., 1117) « greater 
are hiJbly1lll\llUl1 in c1inica1 samples and tend to occur 
oaly wben ICYere menial disorder is beini feiped.. It 
appttll that the ICIIJilivlty of MAL will decline when 
milder fonm of ~tbolO&Y (e.,., depteeslon. 
anxiety)~ being linmllted, althouJb the et'fccls or 
eoacldng appear lo be mixed. Thll$, where the malin­
aerinc of JDikler dilordml is I CODCall, lldjustmimta to 
the MAL CUIOff score may be needed to optimiu the 
blilily of docisiOIIS. 

a.nDl#rlMlwtPudlolr(IDF) 
The Ro,eff Di8criminant Function (RDF; Rogers 

et al., 1996) ia I dbcrimlnant function that WU devel• 
oped to dutlquqh the PAI profiles of bona fide 
patimls from 11,oe,, sinmllting psycld&tric ~ 
(Including bodt 1li1'w and CDIChed simulalors). The 
.....in, i;nvoll'CI weighied c:ombinmions of 20 PAI 
acoroa, If dC!Klibed in cbapc« 2. The formula yields a 
d!Pi!nitWJt func:doa ICOftl thal bu a cutoff ICOftl of 
about 0, which can tbea be converted co a f lCOl'e. Thus, 
ha ~ the reauJU of the fwlclioa, raw ICO(eS 

gmser than O ('Le., 591') auuest rnelin&(d111, whm&s 
IIQOta leg than O IQf,elt dJtt DO eft'ort It 1'lCPtM dil­
tortiOll WU made. The function ha$ 111 ~ char• 
IICIPmdc ofyieldmi timii.t~ when applied to both 
mmnuwrityud·~uq,les. 'Dlftrncuringoflhis sim,. 

iluity in community and c1inicll Jt011P1 is diat l0CftS on 
lhis Cmx:doa ore ~t of clinical status-the 
functiondoca not~to confound lnlepsydiopldiol­
OI)' IIIICleftmM negatiYeimprt.M!on ~. 

J¥n...,illlkc(DBFJ 
The Defensiveness Index (DBF; Morey, 1996) 

illvolvoa I set of indicators developed 10 filrthcr Sllp­

p)ement the IOOh for identifyin& effortM dcfeosi\•e 
rapondlng. This index is compoeed of nme COllfigum 
feanns of the PAI profile llllt tend 1o be obs«ved with 
greater fmquericy in irldlvldulls inmucled 10 present , 
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Additional Profile :SUPl>Jementill PAI lnaa 
lnformatl~n 

Jndat 
Pefen$1vma lndeoc 
tllll'IHII DlctmlnMI Function 
t-,4ali.lng Ind• 
~•Diaa-lmln1111t Function 
Qliadil PQ!ent1a1 lndeic 
Viol~ Potentlal lndeoc 
.: I • 

Tr•ment Procees lndl»t 
ALO E;!tlmatecl Blo(e 

~een ~llnica Bevetion 

Vllue TScare 
3 51 
1Ba29 80 
2 71 
-0.-43 56 
6 58 
5 86 
3 00 
-· 58 
(16Thigher thM ALQ 

58 
(6Tlower than D~ 

- 82 

~1.denttof Flt with Profll•of Known Cllnlc:11 Groups .- . 

PAI Ollnl,:,11 lnttrpr~lveAlport 
illftCilly """6.t (211219! 
~ 

} p•~• Prott1• 
~luser 10 
S:i\lzoj:,hrenla 
Fake~ 
111 "SiJlhllY True" 
Q::hfzo«ffective Dl110rder 
~ IM ~edicted 
i,andom r4111Ponding 
Anti pei/dJotic medications 
P.ar111old delusions 
.4udltory hdluclnlltlons 
¢1user6 
All "Mainly True" 
~f-Mutillltlon 
diuaur7 
All "V«y True" 
~Ullt«:2 

'!· ' . 
qatm• Prcflle 
Ourrent aileide • ~•tr~matlo Sir-. Diaorder 
(l/Ulttr$ 
S>rd.-llne ParllOl'lallty D180fdfr 
..,;tior OapreeeiveDltorder 

Caeffldwntof Flt 
0.519 
0.519 
0.512 
0.498 
OA9II 
0.-400 
0.'488 
0.486 
0.486 
0.448 
0.448 
0.448 
0.400 
~ 
(1.385 

0.380 

eo.ffldent Of Flt 
0.371 
0.389 
0.357 
o.352 
0.343 
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Validity of Tett 
Results 

PAI CllniCII llllwll(tllveAlpotl 
TirtlCU!y .tlnS.t ~ 
~a 

t,nxlecy OiS)rdQ' 
$Jidda hiatory 
Pyathymic OIS)t'der 
~matoform Dleorder ~,-~ 
Au•Flila&" 
~8'8Llit hittory 
ptulltet 4 
~dj!Jsment reaction 
Anti~II Pe't.Onality Dla:>rda­
~uater 5 
Mania 
Pl'l«>nfl!'a 
bruglibu• 
Current aggreselon 
ciuater s 
' ~IOO~ic 
PIM Pracli<tacl 
~9+.abUeers 
Cluaters 
¢1u11er 1 
F,ekeGood 

0.338 
0.323 
o.aai 
O.S10 
0,309 

0.286 
0.250 
0.243 
o.~ 
0.001 
0.188 
0.1tl9 
0.163 
0.182 
0.1-43 
0.052 
0.0Zl 
-0.014 
-0.134 
•0,190 
•0.211 
-0.398 

i'tie P~I provide&a number of validity lndioesthat are d«!ignlld to provide 
ljr, 11 · 11ent Of factorslhte oould distort thereaillsof testing. Qlc:h factors 
c\ould lndude failure to oomplete teec items propE1rly, caraleeenees, reeding 
difficulties, contuelon. euooeratlon, mllllngering, or dllfenllivtlneas. For this 
protoool, the number of unoompletacl Items ls within acceptable limits. 

41io evaluated is the act111t to whicti the raiponda,t attended 
~propllately and r91p0nded ainsillently to the oontent of tait Items. The 
~ndent's C>l'N on theae IIClilles eogges that he did attend lo ltan 
q:intent In r~ondlng to PAI Items: howev•. there may have been some 
l~l~alic reeponaes to pll'tlculcw items that could l!lfect teat r1SJlts. 
thu1. the lnt«pretive hypolhei911S that follow in this report mould be 
r~lew¢ cautlouely. 

1'he degree to whicti r-.,onse atyles may have affectild or dhtortacl the 
' twort of symptomatology on the inventory 188'9" a IIS ~. Cll'taln ol lheae 

indlcatQtS fall outside of the normal rMge. 9Uggeetlng that the r~ondent 
may 1'1(11 have lrlSN«ild in a completay forthright mMner; the nature of his 
~oneas might lead the ~aluator to form • l!IOITlewhat Inaccurate 
lmpreMion of the dient blllllfld upon the syle of r~ondlng dGS::ibed 
~ow. With re,pect to positlveimprmelon management, the client's pattern 

s 
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SvAff'"?" 
~ ~ ~~ 

1 . ;?J l). 7 irt-f6 

pt reepon• aigg8llls lhat he tends to portray hlmilelf as bEing relallvely ~ 
f.reeof common ehortcomlngsto whim m<Mt lndlvldualswll.l admit. He'Sle t-1?1/~«, 
~peersmotivatlld to makeapositlve lmprllflilion during the evaluation ancl 
is reluct111t to admit lo minor faults. Given lhiS eppar!lfll defenllive I 
Jendeticy, the Interpretive hypotheees In this report ltlould be reviewed 
l,vlth aiutton. The dinlCIII prome may und•repre1a1t the aortenl Md degree 
pr 111*. lignlflc:ant findings In oartaln •• due to the dlent'li efforts to 
mlntnitze ne.;illtlve Information. Partlculer attention lflould be paid to the 
poeeibllity of dental of probl.-ns with drinking or drug u-. as &uch 
lndlvldullls may be partlculErty reluctant to admit to the negatlve 
. ' pcnajuen088899Jdated with -,c11 problems. 
' P~lte the level of detenaven• noted llbOV&. there we eome areas wh«e 
the cllent <lllllltribed problems of g««er lntenl!llty thm Is typical of 
beteni;ve r8')ondenta These areas could indicate problans that merit 
furthll!' inquiry. Theee ar• lnctude: 111llplalou11nees; impact of treumatlc 
!)'ients; unu«.1al ideas or bellefs; preoorupatlon with ph~cel funlflonlng; 
fmpulivlty; height!llled activity level; feiluresln d* relallonllhlps; hietory 
~ W1tl~III blhavlor; thoughts ol death or a,ldde; hosility a,id bltternem; 
poor ~nterpera,nal rapport; drug aibu11e or dtpandence; low frustrallon 
,oi•aice; poor 9111111 of ldMtity; phyeical signs of depreslion; unuaial 
!lflrll:lry-motor problems; poor QOl'llrOI over anger; inflated ee1t.-f!llll; 
jetielo~ Wld appreheoson; m()c;)d=i-n..,,.e11S""';'::cdc-:lc::-•-.up':-:t=loi:i.s_ln thought proceas; 

_,,~----:- -:~~~~;~::~::::;:~~'.~ .. e::~~;;-;~ 
·· ~ jl.lggeat that th& r8lllpOl'lda'lt was motivatlld to portray himself In a more 

{ · , egatlveor pathologiC81 light Iha'! thedinlcal picture would wa-rant. 

-i • . ~ 

PA I Clinical lnlll'J)l"l~Al!)Cft 
T1m0t11y ...,,....; (2Z!111) 
~II 

.... 

• 
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Cllnlcal Features the PAI dinical prOfile is merked by eignlfica,t e1wa1Jon11, lndicallng the 
~rtlllen!Xt of dlnlcel fesures thal .-e likay to Ile ~rcae Of difflrully for the 
~~enl. The oonllguratlon of the dlnlcsl • ., IUggeltS a perSXt With 
iignlfiCIWlt thinking and concentration pro1>11111s. a:xxxnpanleo by prominent 
llostllity, r1119ntment, 811d 111111)Jeioua,em. His 111nllltlvity In 800ial ' .. 

✓ ltit«aclions probably wves as a tormidableobslaoe to the developma,t of 
'\, ~ <k- ~oee ,,.,_ a11on-.1ps, and thus he is l.lkely to be withdrawn a,d itolllted, 

w J f~lng •r111ged from wid milltreated by the people aroun!I him. His 
{ . j~dg,menl ls probably fairly poor ;and he lsllkely lo be dlronlcslly ta,se md 

1 ~mliatic about what the future may hold::;&tabliftllng a th«apeutic 
'(" ........,j,lllllurniiip with the rCl!ll)ondent miy ~ging because he probably 

b.'ecomee quite lrlXIOU8 Md threelened by the offer Of a cloee lnterpar110nal 
r~atlorilhip. 

lJle ,.,dent's aelf-d'80'lption indloates liigniflc:el'll llllplclOUS'llll!II and 
lioetlllty in his telalions with oth«s. He is quick 10 believe that he Is being 
fl'.•tld · 1nequllebly a,d wlll hold a grudge agrinlt others, eva, if the 
~!lliived affront Is unint1nllonal. Beceuee he Is likely to qu819tlon a,d 
rr}ittrult the motlve&of thoaewound him, working relmionltllps with others 
ar.e llk~y to be v«y «rained, d811Plle the «forts of others to demonsrete 
«ippori end 1191!istaioa. ' . 

A number or asp8CC$0f therflliPOrldent'saelf-dlllD'lptlon 111ggea noteworthy 
p~llal'ltilll In thinking and $<p«lenoe. ft Is likely that he experienOB& 
uiiu111ai peroeptulll or 1111111Dry events (perhaps including full-blown 
h!lllud~ons) as well as unusual Ideas that may indude magical thinking 
Of del~sionlll bellflfs. His thought procr151s. although relatlvely 
u~compromlsed, may ooca;onaJly be m•ked by some confuaon and 
d/ffla.llty concentrating, Ha may have one dlffla.,lly 81ltabllailng cloaa 
iriterp«mnlll relatlon-.1ps. 

Toe t$1p()nclent d-=rlbe& C8'tlin problems potentially 1198:lciated with 
eljwal~ and variable mood. In pll'tlculw, he Is likely to have #I activity 
lt!-'el thft is p«oeptibly high to mos ot,eervers. He may be lnvOlved In a 
wide Vf!fiety ol tctlvltlea In a !Dmewhat diuganiZed mainer and may 
a/peri~aa:elerated thought procs 151 

f 

ll'le t811p0ndent indlceles thlll he 0CalllionaHy acperlenca, or may 
•iaioe to a mild dEgl't18, maladaptive behavior patterns limed at 
odntrolllng anxiety. The re!4)ondent has likely a<parlenced a disturbing 
trlwmatic event in the pmt..,, event that oontlnues to dllireae him and 
pf.OduDl!re::urrent 11Pisxf8SOf anxiety. Wher115the item oontent Of the PAI 
d~ not address llf)ecific CIIIJ811S of tr81Jmatlc elre!IS, p0111ble traumatlc 
8!,(ents Involve vidlmlzation (e.g.. rape, et,ose), combat exparl&nCE6, 
lit~r"1ening accidents. and natural dl-.ters. 

PAI Cllnlm lnl«P,.l'lafllll>on 
Tlmllllly ~.J (1221111 7 ~-
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Self-Concept 

PAI CUnlCII kltt,pr«JwRtlpQrt 
Tim01t,y..tn11J:(22219) 
02/22/Zl19 

the re,ipondent Indicates a:ime c;oncerns l!t>Out phy8ic:al functioning md 
ti•th I-natters In gooilral. He reports being partlc:ularly preoo:upled with 
Kia hejllth llltus and PhY&ical problems. His ilOClal lnten1alons 1111d 
q:H1Y«-1ions likely often tooos on his health problans, and his 8111-lmege 
rpay be largely Influenced by a belief that he Is hllndioepped by his pooc 
~-th.: 
The r~ent reports that drug use may betheeourceof 10meproblans In 
t,ls life; Tha problems may lndude srained 1n1erp.-10nw relatloni!oilps, 
\{ocallo/1111 Md/or legel problans, and usof drugs to m1111agesreas. 

1'.hereapondtlnt d91Ulbeehimaalf asraner mOOdy Md others may view him 
• ovetly 911lllitlve. He may be dlatlltied with his more Important 
tf!lati~lps cv,d uncertain about mtliOf lifegoals. 

Ae00rdlng to the ""pondent's self-report, he detD'ibes NO sgnlflcaot 
lifobl8l1s In the following sreas: problems with empathy; unhappin• and 
d,,epreerjon; marke:I anxiety. 

The self•aonoepl of thereepondmt eppas to Involve a Slilf-waluauon that 
h1111 both po8itive and negative aepects. His attitudes about himlllllf may 
V!l'Y tipm etat• of peeiiimian Md 81111-doubt to periods of relative 
9'1f-confidenoeMd 8111f•lllllefactlon. 8:lmefluctuatlon In aelf•8!11..-n may be 
<>!>eerV~ as a function of his wrrent cirwmstanoes, although these 
flµctuatlons will not be extreme and •e comparable to thoaa llkperi«ic.cl 
by m~ adults. During tl!reeeful times In psrtlcula-, he is prone to be 
a)mewijat &elf-critical, unQirtllin, Md indecillllve, . . 
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Interpersonal 
and Social 
l:nvlronment 

PAI Cllr,ICll lnt•pr.iv•l'l.,01'! 
'l\fflO!lly ,bn"',1' ~9) 
~9 

~e respondent's JnltrperllOflal etyle saems bes dlaracterizecl as modea 
"'1d unpretentious. Heisllkelyto be9elf-con$:lousin $Xial lnteractlonsand 
f\• le probably not skilled or oomfortllble In IN6rling hlm'81f; prllYloue 
«.'forts lit ateertion may have led to c:onmcts that he does not h111dle well 
~ W(?Uld prefer to avoid. Others probably View him as rather paasve, 
tin--.ilnlng, yet fairly 11111altlYe lo the appraisals of others. 

I!• con!lidarlng the soolal environment of the r-.:,ondt11t with r~act 10 
~v~ lllr..n111d theavailabllllyof !IOdll 1Upport1with whldl !Oded 
'!Ylth lhilllfu1treaaor11; hl1re11pon11111 Indicate that both his recent 18'/el of strees 
ahd hispscdved level of mlll aJJ)port areabOut BVS"ll98ln IXllllpari«in to 
ni:>tmlll :.iults. The reas>nllbly low lltre11 aivironmant and the Intact mal 

I , 
S\IPPOl't flt/llllll are both favorable prognoatlc !lignstor futureadjulllment. 
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Treatment 
Considerations 

PAI Clillttll ln!lrprlll••R-.i«t 
TIM«hy .bnN.,-IZ!t18) 
aa,~a 

1'.ral!ment conaderatfons lrwolve laeuee that ca, be important elements. In 
da9& m~agement Sid treatment planning: lnt«pretatlon Is provldllild for 
t~r• general •- releva,t to treatment: bthaviora that may wve as 
i:l,oterrt1il treatm111t Q)fflplicallons, motlvallon for treatment, Md aspects of 
tr mpondenfs dlnlal picture that m.y complicate treahnent efforts. 

\fllh r~ir:t to SJicfdfi ldMlon, the r8!ip0Ddent does report Glq>eriendng 
{¥ll'lodlf Md perhaps transient thoughts of lllllf-harm. He Is probably 
~m~ic and unhappy at,out his proapects for the future. ~fie 
fOIIOW•IJP regarding thedetlileof his11JICidal thoughtslllld thepotentlal tor 
l!Olcidal bthavfor is warranted, 

'i ' 

With rwect to a,ger m111ag«nent, the reepond111t deecribas his temper as 
' ' within the normal rqe, Md as f~rfy well-o:introlled without appwent 

difficulty. 

~e m.pondent's int«• in aid motivation for treetment 1soompara,1e to 
t~at of +auitswho are not being 9880 In a therapeutic aating, Howwer, his 
lwel of treatment motivation Is S>mewhat lower th1r1 is typfca of 
i~divld~ltlsbfllng aeenin trtelmentllllltlngs. Hisr1111Pon11e11&1gge51 that hels 
setllltl«I with hlmtelf - he ls, that he Is not mcperie-ldng marked dilltr­
~ tt11it, as a rel!IUlt, he seee little need for c:hengeg In his bltlaviOI', 
HQWevlll', the ra9pondent does report a number of srengths that are 
~11i,J indlr::etlons for a relati\1411y anooth treatment proca,i,. If he were 
w)lling fa make a oommltmeot to treatment. 

lfftreatmeot w•e to be oontldered for this indivldul!I, partlwlar areas of 
attentlO(I or IXllloern in the early stagil&ol treatment could indude: 

H~may be a:imewhat defensive sid reluetant to dlcies peraonlll problan&, 
and 8$1!,lch he may beat•rlel( for .-ty termination. 
' H~ may, have lnltld difficulty in placing trust In a treating protMonal as 

p.,i of tilsmoregenerlll problems in cto19refation!lllps. 

, H!!t may ,currently be too di9:>rg11nizea or feel too overwhelmed to be lltlle to 
~lelpatem11Mlngfully In ll:ll'neformsof trer!rlment. 

10 
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Critical Item 
Encloreement 

PAI CllnlCIII 1ni.pr1t1veAepor1 
llmixnv .lllllll.t cziz111! 
Olf2:b'aO!t 

A total of ~ PAI Items rellecllng •lous pathology have very low 
"1dor..-nent rates In norm at $EWl'lples. The!i8 ltSlls have been tli'med critical 
I {ems. Endoreement of theee critical items Is not In ltllllt dllll,l(lo«ic, bul 
r9',liew of th• content of lheS&itans with the respondent may help to d•lly 
t~eprellllltlng dlnlcal picture. Sgnl!lc:wit items with item a::oresof 1, 2, or 3 
~e listed below. 

DIIUllonatnd Hllluc:INllons 
ap. s:;z_.p S>metlmesit aaemsthlllt my thoughts ere broa:tcast ai that 
olherscien hear them. (Sf, 1) 
1!l). gjz.p Others can reed my thoughts. (sr. 1) 
110. t:KZ•P l'veh•d VOlcasthat no oneel18COUld hea-. (VT, 3) 
~- PA~ I'm the target of lll<lOl'llll)lre,;:y. (VT, S} 

~tlfll forSllf.ff•m 
100. SI.it l'vemade plensabout how to kill myself. (VT, 3) 

Pj,tsnu,a for A11111 ulffl 
181. AaG-f' l'vethreaten«I to hurt PflOPI&. (sr, 1} 

I . 

SJ.t~ot Abu-, Cu!Nll'lt and HlltOf'lcal 
a\. DRG I've tried just about fN«Y type of drug. (sr, 1) 

Traulnlltc81l 1nora 
I I 

3,f, ARD·T I keEp reliving 11>m~lng hofrlblethat heppa,e(I to me. 
(¥T,2) 
114, ARD• T I've belll troubl «I by memories of a bed e,cperl enoe for a long 
lftne, (VT, 3) 

P\Uftll_, Mlllngarlng 
129. NIAi I think I have three or four completely different per11>nalitlE1S 
inpldeof me. (sr, 1) 

TCU.Rllll)O,"ll&Sc 
' ' 75. DEAP I havenotroublefefling mleep. (FBlse) (F, 3) 

1i(a DR(3 l nevll' u•lllegil drugs. (False)(F,3) 

lcll~cCcnttld 
80, INFS:lmetlmesl get lldsin the mail that I don't reelly want, (FaJSB) 
($1",2) 

12 
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""' ClifllQII ltll4rpr•1wAl!>orl 
lltllQChy JintlJ-(1122111) 
~9 

- ,..._. 

m. i MT ; 11'. F !II. MT ,. MT J'lf. - F tit. 
' 

sr 
1:M. ··p-· 1'17. VT m sr I r--.. -,. .•------.. - , ... ~ .. , 
1-. F 111, Ml Zit. F : 

,·• --F--1-1-. MT 111. YT 22t. -- -~----·~-
1'1, F ' .... F - sr 
nL VT i 111, ,;t i - "¥ i --,,- ---· --, .. ,_, - -ua sr , • • sr .. Sf ~- -·-······-t---.J--,-. ,, -- -· MT-~ MO.·F, •. F 

an , I"'' • ._, -•• ' ~----l. 

:jt :. ~·. !: :t i --· ·---
'"'- F , .. VT.at!, F -- ..... ,..,,=-- .... . . 
141.I ST -. VJ ,m. F 

W:T -~-F -- F 
• 

f& l Vl' 111. ' F - Sf ... . --
1- ' sr ,. sr ··a 1 ___ 1If_ 
1m. F 1111. -sr - vr I 
iii:' 

.. .. 
F ... YT •• -~-T .. ..... 

112. F 111. sr - MT .!. - ,···••--
IA, ST - YT ... sr 

I . ~817-.;· .. 
114. VT 111, _sr __ i __ .... ,_ ·--·---··-,-.-. 
111.. F - 81' ' Ill. F 

-.. ~-- ·-

1S 
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Missing Items 

PAI Cllniilll lllt«'pt«lvelltpm 
Trl1IOl!l1 J:rl•.t lmllll 
Oo'ZWOI$ 

• The following item a were oot anMa-a:f by lher~ent; 
• Item Teoct 
, 328. . My relationship with my "f)Oi.teeorpartn. is not going well. 
: 334. My drinking h•nev• gotten melnto trouble. 
.i S35. My drinking hasC11JIB.1 prOblamswlth my work. 
·. 336. I don't like letting people know when I disegre&wlth tturn, 

.,_ End of Report ... 

14 

8239



' 
I, 

lpbaslc 
Personalli.y tnvento~ I' , : 

Adult Clinical Interpretive f.lepott 
' 

MMP,.·2 
The Minnesota Report™: Adj.Ill Clinical System-Revised, 4th Edition 
James N. Butcher, PhD 

Name: 
Age: 
Gender: 
Marltal.Stalua: 
y..,. ol EducaUon; 
Date A$$N11d: 

TlmotiiY Ray Jones, Jr 
37 ! 
Male; 

~ 
16 , 
02/2:2/2019 

Sitting WU •PICffltd H "Oltler,• 

111,711 /CGJ 

· , PEARSON 
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ll""'41!Y !lay Jol'lll, Jr 

MMP1·2 VALIDITY PATTERN 1aG -----------------------~120 
110 11G 

IQO 

Ill 

70 

110 

so,----,-------------c::==:-1reo 

VIIIN 7!illN F Fa Fp L K B 

RawScore: 7 10 10 0 4 e 15 22 

TScore: 57 li7T f,1 70 70 70 .ca 47 

AllpcNe%: 100 100 97 100 100 03 100 98 

CaMot Say (Raw): 3 AawSooro TSoin Ralp. ~ 
Pel'Cllnt r,1111: ◄6 S1 •Bel• In Humao ~ .. 41 100 

Percent Falff: 54 St•Seceairy 6 50 100 

Sa,· Conltnemllll 'llllh W. 1 8S 100 
54·. Pdll!ICtlDMII Of ~ly 7 153 100 
Ss• Dtollll m Mota! Flaw$ 4 58 IQ 
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~ftay.klnff.Jr 

MMPl-2 C(.INICAL AND SUPPLEMENT ARY SCALES PROFILE 

120 -----~--------------------.... ,20 

110 110 

100 100 

10 

70 70 

30 

H1 D Hy Pd !,I Pa "' Sc Ma SI MAC-A APS MS Pl( Ho MOS 

RawScor.: 10 28 17 ~o 28 25 28 34 24 47 19 19 2 19 28 • 

I< Corregt1011: 8 e 15 15 3 

TSoore: &4 70 42 $7 ~69 75 4e 38 4e 68 62 • 

Response %: 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 99 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 • 

Welsh Code; fr''87"02:ll+1~: L'F+-11<: 

Prolllll Elevat1011: 72. 1 

•MOS ICOl'IOS ate rep<>rlld only for ell~ wtto indicate lhat lhey 118 marl'ieO Qr separated, 
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Tll!Othy Ally J0nM. ,Ir 

M,MPl-2 CONTENT SCALES PROFILE 110..-----~-------------------10 
100 

30 
• 

,\N)( FRS OB$ QEP ..,, BIZ ANG CYN ASP TPA LSE soo FAt.l WRK TAT 

AawSoora: 12 1 6 7 10 10 1 15 10 8 9 20 9 8 10 

T Soo«I: 65 41 53 66 li2 77 36 59 53 48 62 78 60 52 64 

Responte%: 100 100 100 100 100 96 100 100 85 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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PROFILE V ALIDITV 

e elient respond/:<! to the ~l-2 items by claiming to be Ul\l'Calistically virtuous. Thii tcst-iakiJli . 
attitudQ wcalcens lbc validity of1th!: tellt and 1hows an unwillingness Qr inability on the part of the client 
to discloac pe110~ informatio*. Despite this cmcme defensiveness, he responded to items reflecting 
some unusual symptoms or bell.et.. Many reasons may be found for this pattern ofuncoopei;itivcncss: 
conscious distortion to present i,tlmsclf in a fa\'orable light, lack of psychological sophis,\ication, or rigid 

n~ic adjus~cnt. : · ~q;~J1 ¥ 
SYMPTOMATIC PATT*RNS · ~ 
Scales Pa and Sc wen: used as~ prototype to develop this report. A. scvcre chological disorder is 
reflected in this profile. The clio,nt appears to be experiencing a flon psychotic process c cs 
personality dccom~tion, ao~W withdrawal, diaordered aJI'ect, and erratic, possibly assaultive, 
behavior. He appellfi to be quite confi:ilcd. withdrawn, and preoccupied with occult or abstract idcN. 
and he may fQcl ~t others arc ~Ins~ him beca111e of his beliefs. He may appear quite apaChctic, tends 
to spc(ld a great dc~I of time in tintuy, 111d •t suffer from hallucinations, blunted or inappropriate 
affect, and hostile, initable behaVior. He appcm confused and disoriented, and he may behave in 
unpredictable, highly aggressiv~ ways. This MMPI-2 clinical profile reflects chronic maladjustment, 
aldiough he may presently be C'!P~c~cing an inlensification of problems. Personality decompensation. 
disOlpllization, and thought di$rdcr iuc likely to persist. 

In addition, the following desc!ftion ls suggested by the client'$ scores on the content scales. He: has 
difficulty managina routine affajl'$, all/I the itemJ he endorsed suggen a poor memoiy, eoncentration 
problems, and an inability to• decisions. He appears to be immobilized 111d withdrawn and has no 
eneraY for life. He views his physic.ii health as failing and rq,ortl nUrt1Crous somatic: c:onoerns. He feels 
that life is no Jons er worthwhite; 81)d ffiat he is losing control of his thought proce11$es. He views the 
world as a tlm:atenl.na pl110e, se~ hlmtelf as having been unjustly blamed for others' problems, and feels 
that he is getting a l'!lW deal out ~flife. He is rather high-stnma and believes that he feels things more, or 
more intensely,· Ihaµ others do. ije feels quite lonely and misunderstood at times. 

He: endoned a number of CXtrfflle and bizane thoughts, ~ting the presence of del11$iona and/or 
hlll.ucinatioiiB. He appatently beµevedhat he has,spcdal mystical powers ot a spccial "mission• in life 
that others do not Ullderstand or Fept. 

An understanding of the client's )lndcr1yjng personality, as represented by his scores on the PSY-S 
scales, can provide a clinical context ii) which to view the extreme psychological symptoma he is 
pte$Ctttly experiencing. He ap~tly holds some WUISllal beliefs that appear to be disconnected from 
reality. His high score on the PS¥C (~ychoticilm) scale suggests that he often feela alienated from 
others and might ex.perience un\lf'ual symptonu such u delusional beliefs. circumstantial and ranacntial 
thinking, and loose associations/ 
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PROFILE FREQUENCY 

Profile inte,pimtion can be i*4itJy facilitated by examining the relative ~UQncy of clinical scale 
pauems in Vari~ seltinas. The clien,l's high-point cllniQal scale $COJ'I: (Pa) oocutrcd in 9.6% of the 
MMPJ.2 normative sample oflhen. However, only 3,0% of the sample had Pa as the peak scoro at or 

I . ' , 1 

above a T score of 6S, and only 2,2% had well-defined Pa spikes. This elevated profile configuration 
(6·8/8-6) ill very rare in sample; of nonnals, occurring In lcu than 1% of the MMPl-2 normative sample 
of men. His high-point clinical :iicare •core on Pa occumd in 9.6"/4 of the group of militaty men reported 
by Butcher, Jeffrey, ct Ill, (199Q). In this sample. 3.4% of the men had the Pa $Cllc at or over a T score 
of 65, and only 2.3% had weli-~ctinell P• spikes at that level of elevation. 

PROFIJ. .. E STABILITY 

The relative elevation of the hiahest scales in hi$ dinical profde reflects high profile definition. If he is 
retestod at a later date, hill peak;score$ on Pa and Sc ffll likely to retain their relative salience in his retest 
profile. 

INTERPERSONAL RE~TIONS 

Di.mn'bed relationships are chal\11cleri$1ic of individuals with this profil!: type. The client feels socially 
inadequate and has very poor S(!Cial s~lls. He is rather introverted and is fearful and suspicious of 
others, He may be blatantly nogjltive in social interactions. He tends to feel insecure in personal 
relationships, ill hyp«$C115itive fo reje¢tion, and may become jclllous at times. He tends to need a great 
deal ofre$Ssurance. Individualsiwith this profile are quite self-absorbed and find marital relationships 
problematic. Mirital breakup is not wieollllllon. 

' 
He is a very introverted person \\,'ho has difficulty meeting and interacting with other people. He ill shy 
and emotionally distant, He tel14' to 1)9 very uneasy, ri,eid, and overcontrolled in ,ocial situations. His 
shyne$S ill probably symptom.tip of a l.lrot.der pattern of social withdrawal. Personality characteristics 
related to toeial introversion lCl1.p to be stable over time. His genmlly reclusive behavior, introvcrtcd 
lifcstyle, and tcndellil)' toward ~te,pcrsonal avoidance may be pl'Olllinent in any future test results. 

The clicnl's scores on the content seal~ •uggest tho f'oUowing •dditional infonnation conccmina his 
intCIJ)ersonal rclation,s. His soci~I relationships are likely to be \•icwed by othm u problematic. He may 
be visibly uneasy aroll!ld others;; iilll aione in group situations, and dis libs O!IP&ins in group activities. 

DIAGNOSTIC CONSIDERATIONS 
1 ' 

' The most likely diagnosis for in4ividu,ls with this profile type is Schizophrenia, possibly P1ranoid 
type, or a Delusionil Disorder. }Jis sco,rcs on the content s~lcs suggest that bis unusual thinking and 
bizarre ideas need th be taken info consideration in any diagnostic fonnulation. 
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TREATMENT CONSID)l;RA110NS 
I . . 

Individuals with this profile m4y be qxpcriencina a great de.II of personality deterioration, which may 
require hospitalization if they~ considered dangerous to thcmsclve. or others. Psychotropic 
medication may ~ucc their ltiinking dis~ and mood disorder. Outpatient treatment ruay be 
compJil:atcd by their regressed pr di~rgani2ed behavior. Day treatment programs or other such 
structured settings may be helpful in _,roviding a stabiliiilig treatment environment. 

'.{ . 

' Long~tenn adj\lStrllent is a prol)Jcm. Jlrequcnt, brief •mllllllgcmcnt" therapy contacts may be helpful in 
stnlcturin,g their ac;tivities. Jm,jjht-oribnted or uncovering therapies tend not to be helpful for individuals 
with (his profile ll)d may acttJatly exaceibate tbc problems. This individual is unlikely to be able to 
cstab1i1h a ln!Jtins workina rci,tioJl$bip with a theRpist 

If psychological treatment is bcJng COIUidcn:d, it may be profitable for the therapist to explore the 
client's tteatment motivation ca!iY in therapy. His scores on the content scales indicate SOll'lc feelings 
and attitudes that could be unprjxluetive in psychological treatment and in implementing chanac. 
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ADDITIONAL SCALES 
Raw Score TScore Resp% 

Personality Pisycbopath0Jo1y~ve (PSY-5) S~les 
Aggn,ssiv17n~s {AGOR) 5 40 100 
Psyehotieism (PSYC} 14 84 96 
Disconstraint (DISC) 11 42 97 
Negative f:lmotionalityf.t,leurolicism (NEGE) 11 . 52 100 
Introversion/Low Positive Emotionality (INTR) 12 52 100 

Supplementary Seale,s 
Anxiety(A) IS 57 100 
Repressio~ (R) 19 58 100 
Ego Strellgth (Es) 27 30 100 
Dominance (Do) 14 41 100 
Social Rct,p011Sibility (~) 21 52 100 

Harris-Llngoe, Sublcates 
Depression Su~le., 

Subjective Depression (P1) 12 64 100 
Paychomotor RC(ardatioji (~ 8 65 100 
Physical Malfunctioning {~} s 67 100 
Mental D~ess (04) . 3 53 100 
Brooding (0$) 4 62 100 

Hy51eria Subscales . 
Denial Of$ocial Arutiety (Hyl) 0 30 100 
Need for Affection (HyJ 3 36 100 
Lassitude-Malaise (Hy,}: 4 57 100 
Somltic Complaint$ (Hy~) 4 51 100 
Inhibition of Asgreuion'. (Hy 5) 6 71 100 

Psychopathic Deviate Subscaleli 
Familial D"1$Cord (Pd1) 2 SI 100 
Authority Problems (Pdj) 2 40 100 
Social [mpe:rturbability (Pd3) 0 30 100 
Social Alienation (P~) . 9 77 100 
Self-Alienation (P<4) 4 53 100 

Pm-anoia Subsca.lcs 
Persecutory Ideas (Pa1) 14 120 100 
Poignancy (Pal) s 68 100 
Naivete (Pa,) 4 46 JOO 
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Schizophrenia Subscalcs 
Social Alienati011 (Sci)' 
Emotional Alienation ($Ci) 
Lack of Ego Mutczy, Co~~ve (S'?) 
Ll!ck of Ego Mastery, Oonative (Sc4) 

Lack of Ego Mastery, Qe~tivc Inhibition (Sc$) 
Bizarre Sensocy Experi~ces (Sc~) 

Hypontania SubsC!lle1 
Amorality (Mai) 
Psychomotor Accclci;a~n (Mau 
Imperturbability (M113) 

Ego lnffatioo (Ma.) 

8-wScore TScore 

12 88 
4 78 
4 66 
3 ss 
7 89 
7 75 

0 35 
7 58 
3 47 
s 63 

Social lntrovenion Subseale((Ben-Poratb, Hostetler, Butcher, & Graham) 
·, 

Shyness/Sclf.COnsciOIJl!DCss (Si1) 14 77 
Socinl Avoidancc (Siu • 8 71 
Alienation--Selfand ~crs (Si3) 6 53 

Content Component Scales (Qen-Porath & Sherwood) 
Fcar/1 Subseales 

Clencralize~ Fearfulness.(FRS1) I 53 
Multiple F11ars (FRSJ 0 37 

Depl'e$,Sion Subscalcs 
Lack of Drive (DEP 1) I 46 
Dysphoria (DEP2) I so 
Sclf-Deprecl11tion (DEP•) 3 62 
Suicidal Ideation (DEP ◄) I 62 

Health Concerns Subscale& 
Gastrointestinal Symptoim (HEA1} I 51 
Neurological Symptomi;(HEA;i) 3 60 
General Health Con~ (HEA3) 2 56 

Bizarre Metttation Subscalcs 
Psychotic Symptomatolqgy (BIZ1) 2 64 
Schizotypal Characteriatjcs (BIZ2) 7 86 

Ani(ir Subscalcs 
Explosive Behavior (ANG1} 0 39 
Irritability ( ANG2) l 41 

Cynicism Subscalet 
Misanthropic Beliefs (CYN1) 9 58 
Interpen;onal Suspiciou~ (~:i) 6 62 

TlfflOlt>/ flay Jona&. Jr 

Resp•/• 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 

100 
100 

JOO 
JOO 
100 
100 

100 
100 
100 

100 
100 

100 
100 

100 
100 
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Raw Score TScore Resp% 
Antisocial Practices Subsc:alcs '. 

Antiaoclal Attitude$ (A~P1) 7 52 94 
Antisocial :Behavior {A~Pl) 3 59 100 

! 

Type A Subscalcs 
Impatience (l'PA1) l 39 100 
Competith'c Drive <TPf 2) 6 66 100 

Low Self-Esteem Subscales 
Self.Doubt (LSE1) 5 64 100 
Submimvencss (LSBz,). l 48 100 

Social Discomfort Subs~es 
Introversion (SOD1) 13 73 100 
Shyness (SOD2) 7 74 100 

Family Problems Subsc:ales 
Family Disi»ni (FAMi) 4 55 100 
Familial Alienation (FA;Mi) 1 49 100 

Negative Treatment Indicators ~ubscales 
Low Motivation (TRT1) 2 54 100 
Inability to Disclose (T~Tz) 4 68 100 

Uniform T scores are used for Hs, D, Hy, Pd, Pa, Pt, Sc, Ma, the content scales, the content component 
Mlllles, and the PSY-5 scale.. 'ni,e remaining scales and subscales use linear T scores. 
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CRITICAL ITEMS 

The fbllowing critical items have been fowtd to have possible significance in anal.yzlna a client's 
problem situation. Although these ltefDS may scn'O as a source ofhypothele& for further investigation, 
caution should be used in uitel))tetina individual items because they may have been checked 
inadvertently. . 

The percentages of cndorsemerii for e!ach critical item arc presented in brackets following the listina of 
the it~ The percentage of tbe)..tMPJ-2 normative sample of l, 138 men who cndollied the item in the 
scored direction is:given. ·· 

Acute Amety State (Ko,s-B~Jcher Critical Items) 

Of the 17 possible items in this 'section, 1 O \Veil) cndorscd in the scored direction; 

5. I am easily awakened by 11oisc. (True) 
[N•41] • 

IS. I work Ul'ldcr.a great deal ()ftension. (True) 
(N=37) 

28. I am botbere4 by an upsetjstomach several times a week. (True) 
[N=8] . 

39. My sleep is ijtful and disty.rbed. (True) 
[N.,IlJ 

140. Most nipts I go to •lcep ¥thou~ thoughts or ideas bothering me. (False) 
(N=23] . 

218. I have periods ofmcb gre~t restlessness that I cannot sit long in a chair. (Tmc) 
[N•JO] • 

223. I believe I am no more nervous than most others. (FAise) 
[N=16] ! . 

30 I. 1 feel anxiety about so~ing ot someone almost all the time. (True) 
[N • ISJ 

444. I am a high-slnmg person.;(True) 
(N=2l] '. 

463. Several times a week I feel as if somcthlng dreadful is about to happen. (True) ' . [N=4] • 

Depressed Sulc!~ Ideation ~on-Butcher Critical lte1111) 
' 

Of the 22 p0$$ible items in this •ection, S were endorsed in the scored direction: 

130. I ccnainly feel \ISCICSS at liplcs. (True) 
[Na34J • 

146. I cry easily. (Tnic) 
[N= 13] , 

273. Life is a 11rain for me much of thee time. (True) 
[N• 16) , 
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411. At times l think I am no iood at all. (True) 
[N=20] '. 

485. J often fuel that I'm not -.good,as other people. (Tme) 
[N=l7J i 

' 
Meat.Ill Confusion (Koss-Bittther Critical Items) 

! 
Of the I I possible items in thi~1Jection, 3 were endom:d in the soored direction: 

32. I have had very peculiar i{nd strange experiences. (True) 
{N•24] : , 

180. There is something wrong with my mind. (Tmc) 
[N=S) . 

316. I have strange and pecuJii\r th~ts. (True) 
[N= 15] . 

; 

Persecutory ldeai (Koss-Bu•r Critical Items) 
' 

Of the 16 possible items in this'.fsecti~ 14 were endorsed in the ICOred direction: 

17. I am sure I get a raw deal Ii-om life. (True) 
[N=5) 

42. If people had not had it b1i for~. I would have been much more successful. (True) 
{N•4J 

99. Someone has it in for me. iTrue) 
[N=5] . 

124. I often wonder what hidden reason another pen,on tlUIY have for doing something nice for me. 
(True) 

[N•:?9) 
138. I believe I ant being plotted against, (True) 

' ' {N=2] ; . 
144. I believe I am being followed. (True) 

[N•J] . : 
145. I feel that I have often been punished without cause. (Tole) 

[N=9] ' 
216. Someone has been uying fp rob 111,::, (True) 

[N•l} . 
241. !tis safer to trust nobody. (True) 

[N=20] •· 
251. J have often felt that strangers were looking at me critically. (True) 

[N-=24] , 
259. I am sure I am being talkcq abol#. (True) 

[N• 18} I 
314. I have no enmucs who really wish to harm me. (False) 

[N=12J . ' . 
333. People ,ay wulting and vtilgar things about me. (True) 

[N=6] 

8251



361. Someone has been tiyingiro influence my mind. (True) 
{N•4] ' 

Antisocial Attltade (Lachar-\Vrobe1 Critical Items) 
. . 

Of the 9 possible items in this section, 4 were endorsed in lbc scored direction: 

35. Sometin1e5 when I W1IS yqung I $l0lc tbini$. (Tme) 
{N .. 58] ; 

84. I was suspen~ from schpol one or more times for bad behavior, (True) 
{N=l7) ' 

254. Most people make ftlen~ bcca~ friends are lilcely to be useful to them. (True) 
{N=24] ; 

266. I have rnwcr been. in ~e with the law. (False) 
[N=41] . 

Famlly Confllet (Lachar-W~ Crltleal Items) 

Of the 4 possible items in this s~o11i I was endorsed in the scored ditection: 
• I 

21. At times I have very muc~ wanted to leave home. (Tme) 
[N .. 32) 

Somatic Symptoms (Lachar-'3/robel Critical Items) 

Of the 23 po.ssible items in this ~edion, 8 were endo!kd in the scored direction: 

28. I am bothered by an upset )toma.ch several times a week. (frue) 
[N=8) . 

33. I seldom worry about my ]lcalth. (Fal$c) 
[N=37} '. 

47. I am almo$t never both~ by pains over my heart or in my chest. (False) 
[N= 19} , 

57. I hardly ever feel pain in~ back ofmy neck. (False) 
{N•27] • 

142, I have never had a fit or cqnvulsion. (False) 
[N=?] ; 

159. I have never had a fainting qiell. (False) 
[N=27] : 

llmo!hr Ray .b!N, Jr 

229. I have had blank spells in '!','hich my activities ~re interrupted and I did not know what was going 
on around me. (fruc) 

[N=SJ . 
295. I have never been paraly14! or had any unusual weakness of any of my muscles. (False) 

IN= 15] 

8252



. ; 1 

~ Adult C!lnleal '-'l!IWll1111 Aopo,t; 
~18, Page 1, · ; 

Sexual Concern •nd De\liatiop (Lathar-Wrobel Critleal lteDU) 
' ' 

Of the 6 possible items in this ~ction, 1 wu cndoBed in lhc scored direction: 
··i 

268, I wish I were not bothete4 by thoughts about sex. (True) 
(N=21] · 

i 
Ani:lety •od Tension (LadlatrWro1'e} Critical Items) 

\ 
Of the 11 possible items in thisiscction, 8 were endorsed in the scored direction: 

' "! '. 

15. I work underaarcatdeal 9ftcnsion. (Truc) 
(N•37] 

17, I am sure I get a raw deal from life. (True) 
(N•S] ' 

218. l have periods of such rit i:estlC$sncss tlw I cannot sit long in a chair. (True) 
[N•30] ' . 

223. I believe I am no more nctvous than most olhcrs. (Falsc) 
[N-16] ; . 

261. J have very few fears ootnj,ared to my friend$. (False) 
[N=44) ' 

301. J feel anxiety about something or someone almost all the time. (True) 
[N = IS) ' 

320. I have been afraid of things or people that I knew could not hurt me, (True) 
[N • 14] ; 

463. Several timCB a week I feel as if something dreadful is about to happen. (True) 
(N=4] ' 

Sleep Disturbance (Lachar-W,robel Crldcal Items) 

Of the 6 possible items in this •~on. 4 wen: r:ndmsed in the scored direction: 

S. I am easily awakened by ~ise. (True) 
[N=41] ; 

39. My sleep u fitful and ~rbed. (True) 
(N• 11] ) 

140. Most niahts I go to ,leep ~~ thoughts or ideas bothering me. (False) 

-~RayJ--.,Jt 

[N=23l · 
328. Sometime• ,omc unimporfilnt thought will run through my mind and bother me for days. (True) 

[N=23] . 

Devia11t Tbluking and El~ (Lachar-Wrobel Crldcal Items) 

Of the 10 possible items in this t1ection, 4 were cndol'$ed in the scored direction: 

32. I have had very peculiar~ strange experiences. (True) 
[N•24] ' 
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122. At times my thoughts ha~c meed ahead faster than I could speak them. (True) 
[N=80] . 

316. I hve strange and pccu111/ lhOll,shts. (True) 
[N • 15] i 

319. l hear stranae things whei) I am alone. (Ttue) 
[N•4) . 

DepressiOD and Worry <Lai:h;ar-Wrobel Crldeal Items) 

Of the 16 possible ilems in this;:secti~. 6 were cndoJMd in the scored direction; 

73. I am certainly lacking in ~If-confidence. (True) 
[N:11) . l 

130. I certainly feel useless at times. (True) 
[N•34} . . 

180. There is something wronjj with my mind. (True) 
[N=S] 

273, Life is a strain for me muqh oftpe lime. (True) 
(N • 16] . 

41 I. At times I think 1 am no w,od at all. (True) 
[N-= 20] . 

4 lS. I worry quite a bit over pc:inible: misfommes. (True) 
[N •27] ' 

Deviant Beliefs (Laellar-Wro~ Critical Items) 

Oftbe IS possible itcm11 in this section, 10 were endorsed in the scored direction: 

42. If people had not had it in:f or me, I would have been much more successful. (True) 
[N=4] . 

99. Someone has it in for me. {Ttuc) 
[N=S) ; 

138. I believe I am being plottliifl against, (True) 
[N•2] 

144. I believe I am being followed. (Ttue) 
[N= I] . 

216. Someone bu been trying~ rob me. (True) 
[N-=3] ' 

259. I am sure I am being talko~about. (True) 
[N • 18} 

314. I hve no enemies who rej\11)' wish to harm me. (False) 
[N= 121 

333. People ,ay insultina and* things about me. (True) 
{N•6] 

361. Someone has been trying IP intluenoe my mind. (True) 
[N•4] ; 

466. Somelimes I am .sure that ~thcr people can tell wht l am tbinldns. (Tmc) 
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[N•J2] 

I 
Substance Abute (Lachar~Wtobel Critk:al Items) 

Of the 3 possible items in this -ection. 1 was endorsed itt the scored direction: 

168. I have had periods in whii;h I carried on activities without knowina later what I bad been doing. 
(True) ' 

[N=9J 
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ITEM RESPONSES 

1: I 2: 1 3: I : 4: 2 5: 1 6: 1 7: 2 8: 2 9: 1 10: 1 11: 2 12: I 13: 2 : 14: 2 lS: 1 16: I 17: I 18: 2 19: 2 20: 1 21: I 22; I 23: 1 '. 24: 2 25: 2 26: I 27: 2 28: I 29: 2 30: 2 31: 2 32: I 33: 2 ' 34: 1 35: I 36: 2 37: 2 38: 2 39: 1 40: 2 
41: 2 42: I 43: I ' 44: 2 45; I 46: 1 47: 2 48: 2 49: 2 SO: I 51: 1 52: 2 S3: 2! 54: ·2 55: 2 56: 2 57: 2 58: 2 59: 2 60: 2 
61: I 62: 2 63: 2 64; I 65: 2 66: 2 67: 2 68: 2 69: 2 70: I 
71: 2 72: .2 73: 1 74; 2 75: I 76: 1 77: I 78: I 79: 2 80: 2 81: I 82: 2 83: I 84: 'I 85; 2 86: 2 87; 2 88: I 89: 1 90: I 
91: I 92: 2 93: 2 . 94: I 9S: 1 96: 2 97; I 98: 2 99: 1 100; 2 

101: 2 102: l 103: 2 104: I 105: 2 106: I 107: 2 108: 1 109: 1 110: I 111: 2 112: 2 113: I i114: 2 115: 1 116: 2 117: I 118: 1 119: I 120: 1 
121: 1 122: I 123: I ; 124: 1 125: I 126: 1 127: 1 128: 1 129: I 130: I 
131: 2 132: I 133: I ! 134: 2 135: 2 136: 2 137: 2 138: I 139: I 140: 2 
141: 2 142: 2 143: 2 !144: I 14S: 1 146: I 147: 2 148: J 149; 2 150: 2 
ISi: I 152: 2 153: 1 : 154: 2 155: 2 156: 2 157: 2 158: I 159: 2 160: I 
161: 1 162: 2 163: I !164: 1 165: 1 166: 2 167: I 1.68: l 169: 2 170: I 
171: 2 172: 2 173: 1 il74: 1 175; 2 176: I 177: l 178: I 179: I 180: I 
181: 1 182: 2 183: 2 )184: 2 185: I 186: I 187; 2 188: I 189: 2 190: 2 
191: 2 192: I 193; 1 !l94: I l9S: 2 196: I 197: 2 198: I 199: l 200: 1 
201: 2 202; 2 203: :2 204: I 205: 1 206; I 207: 1 208: ) 209: I 210: I 
211: 1 212: I 213: 2 :214: 2 215: 2 216: I 217: 1 218: 1 219: I 220: 2 
221; I 222: 2 223: 2 i224: 1 225: I 226: I 2:27: 2 228: 2 229: I 230: 2 
231: 2 232: 2 233: 2 )234: 1 235: 2 236: 2 237: 2 238: 2 239: 2 240: 2 
241: I 242: I 243: 1 1.244; 1 245: 2 246: 2 247: 2 248: 2 249: 2 250; 2 
251: I 2S2: 2 253: I ;254: I 255: I 256: 2 257: 2 2S8: 2 259: I 260: 2 
261: 2 262: 2 263: I 1264: 2 265: I 266: 2 267: 1 268: I 269; 2 270: 2 
271: I 272: 1 273: I ·,214: I 27S: 1 276: I 277: 2 278: I 279: I 280: 2 
281: 2 282: 2 283: 2 ,284: 1 285: 1 286: 2 287: 1 288: 2 289: I 290: 2 
291: 2 292: 1 293: i 1294; 2 295: 2 296: l 297: 2 298: 2 299: 2 300: 2 
301: 1 302: 2 303: 2 ;304: 2 305: I 306: 2 307: 2 308: 2 309: 1 . 310: l 
3It: 2 312: 2 313: l !314: 2 315: 1 316: l 317: 2 318: 1 319: I 320: 1 
321: 2 322: 2 323: 2 ~24: 2 325: 2 326: 2 327: 2 328: 1 329: 1 330: l 
331: 1 332: 2 333: I ~34: 2 335: 2 336: 2 337: 1 338: 2 339: 2 340: 2 
341: :2 342: 2 343: I .344: 2 345: 1 346: 2 347: 2 348: 2 349: 2 350; 2 
351: 1 352: 1 3S3: 2. 354: 1 355: 2 356: 1 357: 1 358: 1 359: 2 360: 2 
361: 1 362: 2 363: 2 ~64: 2 365: I 366: 2 367: 1 368: l 369: 2 370: 2 
371: :2 372: I 373: 2 1.374: I 37S: I 376: 2 377: 2 378: 2 379: 2 380: 2 
381: 2 382: 2 383: 1 ~84: I 385: I 386: I 387: 2 388; I 389: 2 390: 2 
391: 1 392: 2 393: 2 ~94: 2 395: 2 396: I 397: 2 398: 2 399: 2 400: 2 
401: 1 402: 2 403: 1 1404: t 405: 1 406: 1 407: 2 408: I 409: 2 410: 2 
411; 1 412: 2 413: 2 l4J4: 2 41S: I 416; 2 417: 2 418: 2 419: 2 420: 2 ' 427: 429: I 430: 2 421: 2 422: l 423: I l424: l 42S: 1 426: I I 428: I 
431: 2 432: 2 433: 2 ~34: l 435: 2 436: I 437: :2 438: 2 439: I 440: I 
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441: 2 442: I 443: 2 444: I 445: 2 446: 1 447: 2 448: 2 449: 450: 2 
451: 2 452: l 453; l 454: 2 455: I 456: I 451: 2 458: 2 4S9: I 460: I 
461: 2 462; l 463: I 464: 2 465: 1 466: I 467: I 468: 2 469: 2 470: 2 
471; 2 472: 2 473: I 474: · 2 47S: 2 476: 1 477: 2 478; 2 479: 2 480: 2 
481: 2 482: 2 483: I 484: I 485: 1 486: 2 487: 2 488: I 489: 2 490: I 
49l: 2 492: I 493: 2 '494: I 495: 1 496: I 497: 2 498: I 499: 2 500: 2 
501: 2 502: 2 S03: 2 :504: 2 505: 2 506: 2 507; 2 508: 2 509: 2 SIO: 2 
511: 2 512: I 513: 2 . 514: I SIS: I 516: 2 517: 2 518: 2 519: 2 520: 2 
S21: 2 522: 2 523: 2 524: 2 525: 2 526: 1 527: 2 528: 1 529: l 530: 2 
531: I 532: I 533: 2 534: .2 535: I 536: 2 537: 2 538: 2 539: 2 540: 2 
541: I 542: I S43: l 544: 2 54S: I 546: I 547: l 548: 2 549: 1 SSO: I 
551: 2 SS2: 2 553; 2 . S54: 2 555; 2 556: 2 557: I 558; I 559: 2 560; 2 
561: I 562: l 563; I ;s64: I 565; 2 566: 2 567: I 
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8SCCID 
SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION FOR INDIGE!\.'T DEFENSE 

Capital Trial Division 
1330 Lady Street1 Suite 401 
Columbia, Soulh Carolina 29201 
Telephone: 803.734.7818 
Facsimile: 803,734.1668 

January 16, 2019 

Dr. Richard Frierson 

S. Boyd Young, Chlef Attorney 
Bill McGuire, Deputy Attorney 
Emily Kuchar, Attorney 
Claedrlka Mulligan-Green, Paralegal 

3555 Harden Street Extension Suite 301 
Columbia, SC 29203 

Dr. Kimbery Kruse 
11 Richland Medical Park Dr 
Columbia SC, 29203 

Re: Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. 
Death Penalty Case 

Dear Dr.s Frierson and Kruse, 

Email: byoung@sccid.sc.gov 
Email: bmcgufre@sccfd.sc.gov 
Email: ekuchar@sccid.sc.gov 
Email: cmulligangreen@sccid.sc.gOv 

f DEFENDANT'S 

l~ 

Please accept this letter as notice that Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. through his counsel objects to 
any personality testing that may or may not be scheduled for January 25, 2019. Mr. Jones has 
been instructed by counsel to assert his 5th Amendment rigl:Jts as it relates to any personality 
testing including but not limited to the MMPI or any form of Hare psychopathy checklist. It is 
the defense's position that any personality testing is not relevant to an assessment of criminal 
responsibility, is not responsive to any testing done by the defense, and would be improper. The 
defense would respectfully request a list of the tests scheduled for January 25 for a full review, 
but regardless does not consent to any personality testing. I can be reached at 803-201-4369 to 
discuss. 

Cc: Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. 
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f STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 

COUNTY OF SMITH 

) 
) 
) 

AFFIDAVIT 

Former Smith County Sheriffs Deputy Charles Johnson, who appeared personally before 
me, affirms and states the following is within his personal knowledge and belief: 

1. On Saturday, September 6, 2014, I was working as a Smith County Sheriff's 
Deputy in the state of Mississippi. Things were quiet that night and Deputy 
Wayne Thompson and I decided to conduct a traffic safety checkpoint at 
HWY 18 East, outside of the city limits. When officers want to set up a 
roadblock they just seek approval from the supervisor. There are no formal 
authorization procedures. 

2. Whenever Sheriff Crumpton is out of the office, U ndersheriff Marty Patterson 
is in charge. Undersheriff Marty Patterson was the supervisor on the night of 
September 6, 2014, so we called him and he approved our checkpoint. 

3. I ha..ve set up many roadblocks, usually on Friday and Saturday nights. I 
regillarly set up outside the city limits and don't use signs or flares. We just 
set these roadblocks up and stop all the cars that come through. 

4. These roadblocks/check points are not designed to find a certain person, nor 
was it in response to any specific traffic or crime problem in that area. The 
roadblock/checkpoint was designed to check for driver's licenses and required 
paperwork such as proof of insurance. 

5. On September 6, 2014, Timothy R. Jones, Jr. was probably the fifth or sixth 
car through the checkpoint. It was approximately 7:45 p.m. As soon as Mr. 
Jones lowered the window of his vehicle, I detected a strong odor coming 
from inside, as well as the smell of burnt marijuana. 

6. I asked Timothy Jones, Jr. to pull to the side for further investigation because 
his eyes were glassy and red, and his speech was slurred. Timothy Jones, Jr. 
advised me that he was tired, but complied with instructions. 

7. I asked Timothy Jones, Jr. to exit the vehicle and move to the rear of the 
vehicle. I then asked for and received consent to search the vehicle. The 
roadblock was shut down after Timothy R. Jones Jr. was arrested. 

8. I was not certified to conduct field sobriety tests. I was not wearing a body 
camera. I did not have a dash camera on my vehicle either. 

1 
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9. Timothy R. Jones, Jr. was arrested after further investigation revealed the 
presence of synthetic marijuana, also known as "spice," and paraphernalia 
used for smoking it. 

Further affiant sayeth naught. 

~ 
CHARLES JOHNSON 

2 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR., 

Defendant. 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 
ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Indictment No: 2015-GS-3200-188 
2015-GS-3200-189 
2015-GS-3200-190 
2015-GS-3200-191 
2015-GS-3200-192 

_______________ ) 
EX PARTE PETITION FOR CERTIFICATE TO PRODUCE MATERIAL WITNESS 

AND DOCUMENTS FROM OUT OF STATE 

Timothy Ray Jones, Jr., through his attorneys, Stanley Boyd Young and Robert Madsen, 

and pursuant to the Uniform Act to Secure the Attendance of Witnesses from Without a State in 

· Criminal Proceedings, S.C. Code § 19-9-10 through § 19-9-130, hereby moves this Court to issue 

a Certificate under the seal of this Court stating that Cynthia Marie Granado Jones, in the City 

of Syracuse in the State of New York, is a material witness pertaining to a criminal prosecution 

case before this Court, that Cynthia Marie Granado Jones is required to appear and testify for 

5 weeks, and that Cynthia Marie Granado Jones shall be compensated, pursuant to the 

Uniform Act. If witness has a funding order approved by the court, witness will be reimbursed 

according to the order. 

In support there of it is stated as follows: 

1. Cynthia Marie Granado Jones is a material witness in this case which is scheduled to begin 

on the 29th day of April 2019 and last for approximately 5 weeks. 

2. Cynthia Marie Granado Jones is an out-of-state witness and resides at Hutchings 

Psychiatric Center in the City of Syracuse, State of New York. 

3. It is necessary for the defense of this case that Cynthia Marie Granado Jones be required to 

appear at the trial on the 29th day of April 2019. 
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4. The State of New York has adopted the Uniform Act to Secure the Attendance of Witne~ses 

from Without a State in Criminal Proceedings. By its adoption of the Uniform Act, the State 

of New York has agreed that courts of the State of South Carolina may summon material 

witnesses from the State of New York to travel to the State of South Carolina. 

WHEREFORE, the defense respectfully requests this Court to issue a Certificate under the 

seal of this Court stating Cynthia Marie Granado Jones, in the City of Syracuse in the State 

of New York, is a material witness pertaining to a criminal prosecution case before this Court, 

that Cynthia Marie Granado Jones is required to appear and testify for 5 weeks, and that 

Cynthia Marie Granado Jones shall be compensated. pursuant to the Uniform Act. 

Lexington, S~~arolina , 

This d:i day of &1'-tb , 2019 

2 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR., 

Defendant. 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 
;~~~!J:~iuDICIAL CIRCUIT 
'" 0.- ', 

·:>:;tf ;: . .C 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Indictment No: 2015-GS-3200-188 
2015-GS-3200-189 
2015-GS-3200-190 
2015-GS-3200-191 
2015-GS-3200-192 

___________ ) 

EX PARTE CERTIFICATE REGARDING OUT OF STATE WITNESS 

I, the Honorable Eugene Griffith, Assigned Circuit Court Judge for the Eleventh Judicial 

Circuit, Lexington County, South Carolina, a court of record, do hereby certify: 

1. The trial in the above-captioned matter is scheduled to begin on April 29, 2019 and to 

continue for a period of 5 weeks. 

2. The witness, Cynthia Marie Granado Jones, who resides in Syracuse, New York, is a 

necessary and material witness for the defense pursuant to the Uniform Act to Secure the 

Attendance of Witnesses from Without a State in Criminal Proceedings. S.C. Code §19-

9-10 through § 19-9-130. 

3. If said witness comes into the State of South Carolina pursuant to an order directing the 

appearance of such witness during the above trial, the laws of the State of South Carolina [l···► 
·: ~,l ) ~ . give the witness protection from arrest or Service of Process, civil or criminal, in 

·,.:.,·pJ'·~·: 
. -t:i(-~"7r-. . \_onnection with matters which arose before entrance into said state pursuant to said 
. 01,-.~-.rt•- . 
. :-·L••ft1 _ =01der . 

. (~ "- ~~-·- --~ This Certificate is made for the purpose of being presented to a Judge in Syracuse, State 

-en 
::~ -~ of New York where said witness is residing, to request proceedings to compel said 

p ·· ·· · ·~ witness, Cynthia Marie Granado Jones, to attend and testify before this Court in the 

.,j •· 
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State of South Carolina as a material witness at trial in the above-captioned criminal 

proceeding. 

WITNESS the Honorable Eugene C. Griffith, Jr., Assigned Circuit Judge for the Eleventh 

Judicial Circuit, Lexington County, State of South Carolina, a Court of record. 

Lexingto.n,t5,PYth Carol~ ~ 

This _.,_pr' __ day of _,l/(,d-'>;/-b'-j/1,.,,.c,.,4..._ ___ _,, 2019 

2 

ene C. Griffith, Jr. 
dge 
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otsoN F 

DEATH PENALTY CASE 
~~w 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 
ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

) 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) 
) 

STATE, ) 
) Indictment No.s: 2015-GS-32-188 

v. ) 2015-GS-32-189 
) 2015-GS-32-190 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR., ) 2015-GS-32-191 
) 2015-GS-32-192 

DefundanL ) 

------------- ) 

MOTION TO VOIR DIRE POTENTIAL JURORS REGARDING THE CONSEQUENCE OF A 
VERDICT OF NOT GUILTY BY REASON OF INSANITY AND GUILTY BUT MENTALLY 

ILL AND FOR JURORS TO BE INSTRUCTED AS TO THE CONSEQUENCE OF A VERDICT 
OF NOT GUILTY BY REASON OF INSANITY AND GUILTY BUT MENTALLY ILL 

Introduction 

In State v. Poindexter, 3 14 S.C. 490 ( 1993), the South Carol ina Supreme Court stated: 

The function of the jury is to de termine whether a defendant is guilty or not guilty, and the 

consequences of a conviction a re of no aid in determining whether the defendant committed 

the offense. Therefore, the consequences need not be brought to the jury's attention unless the 

jury has a statutory right to fix or recommend punishment. 

Id. at 492 (emphasis added). 

The court therefore held the tria l court's refusal to a llow the jury to be informed of the consequences 

o f a verdict of Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity (NGRI) and Guilty but Mentally Ill (GBMI) was not error. 

This holding, however, is contrary to the reasoning of the United States Supre me Court regarding the issue 

of information being withheld from capital jurors by South Carolina courts. 

Precedent 

ln Simmons v. South Carolina, 5 12 U.S. 154 ( 1994), the Court considered a tria l court's refu sal to 

inform a capital jury that the defendant would not be eligible for parole if sentenced to li fe imprisonment. 
The Court reasoned that, without being informed of the defendant's parole ineligibility, 

the jury reasonably may have believed that [defendant] could be released on parole if he were 

not executed. To the extent this misunderstanding pervaded the jury's deliberations, it had the 
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effect of creating a fal se choice between sentencing [defendant] to death and sentencing him to 

a limited period of incarceration. This grievous misperception was encouraged by the trial 

court's refusal to provide the jury with accurate information regarding [defendant's] parole 

inelig ibility ... 

Id. at 16 1-62. 

The Court further noted that an instruction informing the jury of defendant's parole ineligibil ity would 

have been legally accurate, and "certa inly ... more accurate than no instruction at all , which leave the jury 

to speculate whether ' life imprisonment' means life without parole or something e lse." Id. at 167. "It can 

hardly be questioned that most juries lack accurate information about the precise meaning of ' life 

imprisonment' as defined by the States." Id. at 169. See also, Boyde v. California, 494 U.S. 370, 380 ( 1990) 

(stating that a defendant is denied Due Process when the jury is not permitted to consider constitutionally 

relevant evidence). 

"While juries ordinarily are presumed to follow the court 's instructions, we have recognized that in 

some circumstances the risk that the jury will not, or cannot, foll ow instructions is so great, and the 

consequences of failure so vital to the defendant, tha t the practical and human limitations of the jury system 

cannot be ignored." S immo ns at 17 1. 

Ultimately the Court held that the "false dile mma" created by failing to inform the jury of the 

defendant's parole ineligibility violated his rights under the Due Process Clause o f the Fourteenth 

Amendment. Id. 

In Shafer v. South Carolina, 532 U.S. 36 (200 I), the Court again addressed the issue o f a South Carolina 

capita l j ury not being informed that the defendant would not be e ligible for parole in the event the j ury 

sentenced him to life imprisonment. 

In its analysis, the Court s tated 

When the jury dete rmines the existence of a statutory aggravator, a tightly c ircumscribed 

factual inq ui ry, none of [defendant 's] due process concerns arise. There a re no 

misunderstandings to avoid, no fal se choices to guard against. The jury, as aggravating 

c ircumstance factfinder, exercises no sentencing discre tion itself. If no aggravator is found, 

the judge takes over and has sole authority to impose [a sentence of between thirty years and 

life imprisonment]. 

Id. at 5 1. 

The Court ultimate ly held the defendant 's due process rights were violated by not informing the jury 

of his parole ineligibility, despite the jury being informed that " life imprisonment" meant "until the death 

of [defendant]." Id. at 39-40. 

South Carolina Statutorv Law Regarding Verdicts of Not Guiltv bv Reason of lnsanitv and Guiltv 
but Mentallv Ill 

South Carolina Code Section I 7-24-40(A) ("Commitment of person found not guilty by reason of 

insanity") reads as follows: 
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In the event a verdict of "not guilty by reason of insanity" is returned, the trial judge must order 

the person who was the defendant committed to the South Carolina State Hospital for a period 

not to exceed one hundred twenty days. During that time, an examination must be made of the 

person to determine the need for hospitalization of the person pursuant to the standards set forth 

in Section 44-17-580. 

Section 17-24-50 ("Length of confinement or supervision of defendant found not guilty by reason of 

insanity") states, " In no case shall a defendant found not guilty by reason of insanity be confined or be 

under supervision longer than the maximum sentence for the crime with which he was charged without full 

c ivil commitment proceedings being held ." 

Section 17-24-70 ("Sentencing of defendant found guilty but mentally ill") states, "If a verdict is 

returned of 'guilty but mentally ill ' the defendant must be sentenced by the trial judge as provided by law 

for a defendant found guilty ... ". 

Analvsis 

In a 2015 article published in the Journal of the American Academy of Psvchiatrv and the Law, Dr. 

Richard L. Frierson uncovered a troubling lack of understanding by members of the South Carolina criminal 

bar regarding knowledge of the legal definitions of NGRI and GBMI, as well as the dispositional outcomes 

of verdicts of NGRI and GBMI. See "Mental Illness and Mental Health Defenses: Perceptions of the 

Criminal Bar," J. Am. Acad. Psychiatry Law, 43:483-91, 2015, attached. 

According to the empirical data contained in the artic le, Dr. Frierson found the following: 76% of 

respondents properly ide ntified the legal definition of NGRI; 58% of respondents properly identified the 

legal definition of GBMI; 88% of respondents properly identified the dispositional outcome of an NGRI 

verdic t; and 14% of respondents properly identified the dispositional outcome of a GBMI verdict. Perhaps 

most troubling of a ll , only 5% of judicial respondents properly identified that persons found GBMI could 

receive a death sentence. Id. at Table 5. 

Taken as a representation of the legal profession as a whole, the data shows that at the time of the 

article's publication: 24% of South Carolina attorneys who practice criminal law could not properly identify 

the legal definition of NGRI, 42% of South Carolina attorneys who practice criminal law could not properly 

identify the legal definition of GBMI, 12% of South Carolina attorneys who practice criminal law could 

not properly identify the dispositional outcome of an NGRI verdict, and 86% of South Carolina attorneys 

who practice criminal law could not properly identify the dispositional outcome of a GBMI verdict. And 

lastly, 95% of South Carolina judges believed that defendants found GBMI could not be sentenced to death. 

Dr. Frierson's data begs the following question: if a statistically significant number of legal 

professionals who have experience and expertise in criminal cases involving mental health defenses cannot 

properly define those defe nses or identify the dispositional outcome of a verdict rendered in favor of those 

defenses, how can it be assumed that a jury will, or will be able to, follow a court's instructions regarding 

those defenses? 

The issue in Mr. Jones' case is compounded by the fact that the State will seek to introduce evidence 

that Mr. Jones confessed to the killings of his five young children. Even if instructed as to the legal 

definit ion of NGRI, which many lawyers and judges fai l to comprehend, a juror asked to consider a verdict 
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of NGRI may reasonably interpret that the consequence of such a verdict will be that Mr. Jones will not be 

held accountable for the killings, despite his admissions, and that he may ultimately be released from 
custody. 

Akin to the reasoning in Simmons, a j uror in Mr. Jones' case may reasonably believe that he could be 

released if found NGRI, creating a false choice between finding him guilty and finding him NGRI. An 

instruction informing Mr. Jones' jury of the consequence of an NGRI verdict wou ld be legally accurate, 

and certainly more accurate than no instruction at a ll, which would leave the jury to speculate whether 

NGRI means he will not be held accountable - and may be released from custody - or something else. 

In Simmons, the Court acknowledged that "most juries lack accurate information about the precise 

meaning of 'life imprisonment,"' 512 U.S. at 169, a phrase that - at face value - seemingly does not require 

explanation. In Shafer, the Court re iterated its belief that juries lack accurate information about the precise 

meaning of ' life imprisonment' even when instructed that it means "unti l the death of [the defendant]." 532 

U.S. at 39-40. If it is presumed that a jury may misinterpret an instruction that • life imprisonment' means 

' until the death of the defendant, ' it is at least equally possible that a jury may misinterpret the meaning of 

an NGRI verdict by speculating as to the consequences of such a verdict. 

Furthermore, it is a legal fiction that a jury that renders a verdict o f NGRI does not fix punishment. An 

NGRI verdict, pursuant to South Carolina Code Sections I 7-24-40(A) and 17-24-50, affirmatively and 

unequi vocally fixes punishment. A presiding judge who receives an NGRI verdict from a jury must order 

the defendant committed to the South Carolina State Hospital. There is no judicial discretion because the 
verdict, in and of itself, fixes the punishment. 

A judge in the penalty phase of a capital trial has far more discretion, as the jury's sentence is described 

as a "recommendation" (S.C. Code Section 16-3-20(A)), and the judge is required - before imposing a 

sentence of death upon the jury's recommendation - to make a determination that the recommendation was 

"warranted under the evidence of the case and was not a result of prejudice, passion or any other arbitrary 

factor. " S.C. Code Section 16-3-20(C). In the event of an NGRI verdict in the first phase of a capital trial, 

the judge makes no such determination because the jury's verdict fixes the punishment. 

While juries are generally presumed to follow a court's instructions, the United States Supreme Court 

has determined that " in some circumstances the risk that the jury will not, or cannot, follow instructions is 

so great, and the consequences of failure so vita l to the defendant, that the practical and human limitations 

of the jury syste m cannot be ignored." Simmons at 17 1. This is especially true in cases where there are 

" misunderstandings to avoid [and] false choices to guard against." Shafer at 5 I. In Mr. Jones' case, the 

potential for misunderstandings and false choices could be easily eliminated by allowing defense counsel 

to voir dire potential jurors regarding the consequences of NGRI and GBMI verdicts. See State v. Stanko, 

3 76 S.C. 57 1, 580 (2008) (Pleicones, J ., dissenting) (stating that " [a] capital defendant who will interpose 

a diminished capacity or insanity defense is entitled to voir dire the jurors whether they entertain any bias 

against such a defense. In fact, this Court has already recognized the appropriateness of such inquiry. See 
State v. Poindexter, 324 S .C. 490 ( 1993)"). 

The United States Supreme Court has repeated ly emphasized the principle that because of the 

exceptional and irrevocable nature of the death penalty, "extraordinary measures" are required by the Eight 

a nd Fourteenth Amendments to ensure the reliability of decisions regarding both guilt and punishment in a 
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capital trial. Eddings v. Oklahoma, 455 U.S . 104, 11 8 ( 1982) (O'Connor, J ., concurring). See also, Gilmore 

v. Tavlor, 508 U.S. 333 (1993); Gregg v. Georgia, 428 U.S. 153, 187 (1976) (stating that, in capital cases, 

a court must be "particularly sensitive to ensure that every safeguard is observed"). 

Failure to a llow voir di re of potential jurors in Mr. Jones' case regarding the consequences of an NGRI 

and GBMI verdict would violate his rights under the Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments to the 

United States Constitution, corresponding sections of the South Carolina Constitution, and South Carolina 

Rule of Criminal Procedure, Rule 14(c), which states, "In a ll cases, the trial judge shall ensure that the 

defendant's rights under the state and federal constitutions to a trial by jury are preserved." 

Wherefore, Mr. Jones moves this Court to order that defense counsel be permitted to voir dire potential 

jurors regarding the consequences of an NGRI and GBMI verdict and whether potential jurors entertain any 

bias against rendering such verdicts in light of the legal consequences thereof. Additionally, Mr. Jones 

requests that the jury empaneled be instrncted as to the legal consequences of verdicts of NGRI and GBMI. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

tf!ibl } L 
S.C. Bar # 16959 
Director, Capital Trial Division 
South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense 
1330 Lady Street, 4th Floor 
Columbia, SC 2920 I 

Counsel for Mr. Jones, Jr. 
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REGULAR ARTICLE 

Mental Illness and Mental Health 
Defenses: Perceptions of the 
Criminal Bar 
Richard L. Frierson, MD, Mary S. Boyd, MD, and Angela Harper, MD 

As the number of state mental hospital beds declines, persons with persistent mental illness are increasingly 
encountered by those working in the legal system. Attorneys may have little experience in working with this 
population. This research involved a 32-item written survey of the 492 members of the criminal bar in South 
Carolina. Demographic variables were surveyed, and attorneys were asked to define two common terms 
describing mental illnesses (delusion and psychosis) and the legal criteria for verdicts of not guilty by reason of 
insanity and guilty but mentally ill. They were also asked to identify the most severe mental illness (schizophrenia). 
Attitudes about these verdicts and about working with defendants who are mentally ill were also surveyed. Results 
indicate that attorneys are fairly knowledgeable about mental illness, but not verdicts involving mental illness, 
particularly the verdict of guilty but mentally ill. Most attorneys prefer to work with clients who do not have mental 
illness. However, as they become more experienced interacting with defendants who are affected by mental illness, 
they become more knowledgeable and are more willing to defend them. A large majority believe that their law 
school education about mental illness was inadequate. When comparing attorney occupations, public defenders 
were the most knowledgeable about mental illness and mental health defenses, followed by prosecutors and private 
defense attorneys. Judges were the least knowledgeable group. 

J Am Acad Psychiatry Law 43:483-91, 20 IS 

A large nwnber of persons with severe and persistent 
mental illness are incarcerated in correctional facilities 
worldwide, and the nwnber continues to rise in the 
United States.1 The increase in the incarceration of 
those with mental illness is due to several factors, includ­
ing a reduction in available state mental hospital beds, 
lack of sufficient community mental health treatment, 
and an overall increase in rates of imprisonment in the 
United States.2 In studies in which samples have been 
controlled for demographic differences, rates of mental 
illness among incarcerated offenders have been found to 
be at least double the comparable rates in the general pop­
ulation. 3 In one systemic review of surveys, the prevalence 
of psychotic disorders was 3 to 7 percent, major depression 
10 percent, and personality disorder 65 percent in correc­
tional populations.4 In the nation's largest state prison sys-

Dr. Frierson is Professor of Clinical Psychiatry, University of South 
Carolina School of Medicine, Columbia, SC. Dr. Boyd is Staff Psy­
chiatrist, Dorn VA Medical Center, Columbia, SC. Dr. Harper is in 
private practice, Columbia Psychiatric Associates LLC, Columbia, SC. 
Dr. Boyd is currently in private practice, Vista Psychiatric Consultants, 
LLC, Columbia, SC. Address correspondence to: Richard L. Frierson, 
MD, U nivcrsicy of South Carolina School of Medicine, 3 5 5 5 Harden 
Street Extension, Suite 301, Columbia, SC 29203. E-mail: richard. 
frierson@uscmed.sc.edu. 

Disclosures of financial or other potential conflicts of interest: None. 

tern (f exas), schizophrenia and other psychotic disorders 
have a prevalence rate of3.8 percent.5 

Before entering the correctional system, defendants 
are adjudicated in the criminal court. The process in­
volves a series of hearings, including arraignment and 
bond setting, preliminary hearings (e.g., evidentiary 
and waiver hearings in juvenile court), trial, and sen­
tencing. Defendants with mental illness have numerous 
special interests within the process of adjudication. For 
example, in some jurisdictions, they may be eligible for 
diversion to a mental health court. There may also be 
concerns about their competency to stand trial or their 
mental state at the time of the alleged offense. For these 
matters to be raised before the court, the defendant's 
mental illness must be recognized by someone involved 
in the process. The Supreme Court has held that the 
need for a capacity-to-stand-trial evaluation can and 
should be posed by any court officer (i.e., attorney, 
judge, or prosecutor) at any seep in the legal process.6 

Little is known about how attorneys and prosecutors 
recognize mental illness in a defendant. Attorney train­
ing in basic mental illness recognition and mental 
health law may be inadequate. In addition, little is 
known about attorneys' attitudes toward clients with 
mental illness and mental health defenses, as there have 

Volume 43, Number 4, 20 IS 483 
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Perceptions of Defendants With Mental Illness 

been few studies examining their feelings on the topic. 
Such defendants depend on their attorneys co advise 
them of defenses available co them and co make recom­
mendations about whether such a defense of mental 
illness is in their best interest. Unfortunately, this type 
oflegal decision may be made with liccle client involve­
ment.7 In one study of attorneys, defense lawyers were 
more in favor of a defense of not guilty by reason of 
insanity (NGRI) and expressed attitudes that supported 
the defense, whereas prosecuting attorneys were more 
opposed to it.8 This study also demonstrated that de­
fense attorneys may use a potential NGRI defense to 

· negotiate a more desirable plea bargain. In regard to the 
verdict of guilty but mentally ill (GBMI), prosecutors 
tend to favor this verdict, as the[ believe it will reduce 
acquittals for reason of insanity. 

The purpose of this study was fourfold: 

co survey the criminal bar's knowledge about psy­
chotic mental illness and their attitudes about de­
fending or prosecuting those with mental illness; 

co explore attorney understanding and attitudes 
about verdicts predicated on mental illness; 

to examine correlations of demographic charac­
teristics, experience, and job position with 
knowledge and attitudes among different legal 
professions (prosecutor, public defender, private 
defense attorney, or judge); and 

to examine attorneys' satisfaction with their train­
ing in recognizing mental illness and understanding 
mental health law as it applies to criminal courcs. 

Verdicts in South Carolina in Cases 
Raising a Defense of Mental Illness 

South Carolina has two statutorily defined ver­
dicts that are potentially applicable to defendants 
with mental illness: not guilty by reason of insanity 
(NGRI) and guilty but mentally ill (GBMI). Both 
verdicts were established in 1984 in South Carolina 
after che passage of the Federal Insanity Defense Re­
form Act (IDRA) the same year, 10 after the insanity 
acquittal of John H inkley following his assassination 
attempt on President Ronald Reagan. To be adjudi­
cated NGRI, the court must find that a defendant, as 
a result of mental disease or defect, lacked the capac­
ity co distinguish moral or legal right from moral or 
legal wrong or to recognize the particular act charged 
as morally or legally wrong. 11 Recognizing the diffi­
culty in proving the NGRI defense styled after the 

M'Naughten rule, the South Carolina legislature en­
acted another statute in 1984 that created a GBMI 
verdict. T he definition of the GBMI verdict was ad­
opted from the volitional prong of the American Law 
Institute (ALI) Model Penal Code. 12 To be adjudi­
cated GBMI, a defendant must be found co have had 
che capacity to distinguish right from wrong or to 
recognize his act as being wrong, bur because of men­
tal disease or defect, to have lacked the capacity to 
conform his conduct to the requirements of the 
law. 13 In both verdicts the burden of proof lies with 
the defense by a preponderance of the evidence. De­
fendants adjudicated NGRI are confined to a psychi­
atric hospital for a minimum of 120 days, after which 
they can be released only by the trial court. Persons 
adjudicated GBMI are incarcerated in the South 
Carolina Department of Corrections but undergo 
psychiatric evaluation at the beginning of their sen­
tence. Most are placed in the general prison popula­
tion within 1 month.14 Jurors are instructed about 
the definitions of these verdicts before deliberation, 
but are not allowed co be instructed on the disposi­
tional outcomes. The South Carolina Supreme 
Court, in State v. Rimert, 15 ruled that instruction 
about dispositional outcomes does not aid the jury in 
its function. The U.S. Supreme Court also held that 
instructing a jury in federal cases on the conse­
quences of an NGRI verdict is impro~er under the 
Insanity Defense Reform Ace of 1984. 6 Ocher state 
jurisdictions vary on this question. 

Inmates who are adjudicated GBMI are not ex­
empt from a capital sentence. South Carolina is the 
only state to have sentenced an inmate to death who 
was adjudicated GBMI because he lacked volitional 
control over his actions at the time of his offenses. 17 

In states using the ALI Model Penal Code, not only 
would such a person avoid the death penalty, he 
would be likely co be confined co a mental hospital as 
a result of having been found NGRI. 

Method 

This study was approved by the Institutional Re­
view Board (IRB) of the University of South Caro­
lina. A 32-item written survey (Table 1) was mailed 
to the members of the criminal law division of the 
South Carolina Bar (N = 492). After this first mail­
ing, 187 responses were received (38%). Another 
mailing of the survey was sent 12 weeks later to non­
responders, which resulted in another 70 responses, 
for a total of 257 responses (52.2%). Two of the 
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Table 1 The Survey 

Please answer the following questions. In order lo preserve research validity, please do not consult with texts, statutes, or colleagues prior to 
completing the survey. Please circle the best answer. If you do not know the answer, please guess. 

Which of the following most closely describes your occupation? 

1. Prosecuting attorney 

2. Public defense attorney 
How long have you been a prosecutor or defense attorney? 

1. 0- 3 years 
2. 3- 5 years 

How long have you been practicing law in general? 

1. 0-3 years 

2. 3-5 years 

Where did you attend law school? 
1. Southeast United States 

2. Northeast United States 
3. Midwest United States 

Did you receive any instruction in law school about mental illness? 

1. Yes 
Did you receive any instruction in law school about mental health law? 

1. Yes 

Do you feel that your education about mental health issues was adequate? 
1. Yes 

3. Judge 
4. Private defense attorney 

3. 5- 10 years 
4. >10 years 

3. 5-10 years 

4. >10 years 

4. Southwest United States 

5. Western United States 
6. International degree 

2. No 

2. No 

2. No 
Have any of the following suffered from a severe mental illness, such as Schizophrenia, Bipolar Disorder (Manic Depression) or Major 

Depression? 
1. You 3. Family member 

2. Friend 4. None 

5. Other (neighbor, coworker, etc.) 
How prevalent is mental illness among c riminal defendants? 

1. < 5% 3. 15- 25% 
2. 5- 15% 4. >25% 

How many cases have you prosecuted or defended that have involved an individual with mental illness? 

1. No cases 3. 6-15 cases 
2 . 1- 5 cases 4 . >15 cases 

How many cases have you prosecuted or defended that involved a Nol Guilty by Reason of Insanity (NGRI) defense or outcome? 
1. No cases 3. 6- 5 cases 

2. 1-5 cases 4. >15 cases 
How many cases have you prosecuted or defended that involved a Guilty but Mentally ill (GBMI) plea or outcome? 

1 . No cases 3 . 6-1 5 cases 
2. 1- 5 cases 4. > 15 cases 

Which of the following is the correct definition of a delusion? 

1. A false belief firmly held by the patient despite evidence to the contrary 

2. A fa lse sensory perception, such as seeing or hearing things that are not present 
3. Impairment of thinking where a patient becomes disoriented to time, place, or events 

4. A rapid succession of fragmentary thoughts or speech in which content changes abruptly 
Which of the following is the correct defin ition of psychosis? 

1. A loss of contact with reality 

2. Rapidly shifting mood states 
3. Repetitive behaviors such as counting or hand washing 
4. A loss of contact with reality; persistent and extreme elevation in mood 

Which of the following is the most severe and chronic mental illness? 
1. Major depression 3. Schizophrenia 

2. Bipo lar disorder 4. Obsessive compulsive disorde r 
South Carolina has two mental illness verdicts: Not Guilty By Reason Of Insanity (NGRI) and Guilty But Mentally Ill (GBMI). Please circle 

the best answer to the following questions involving these verdicts. 
What do you think the verdict Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity (NGRI) means? 

1. The defendant has a severe mental illness and cannot stand trial. 

2. The defendant had mental illness at the time of the crime. 
3. The defendant who committed the c rime had a mental illness that prevented him from understanding that what he did was wrong. 
4. The defendant who committed the c rime had a mental ill ness that prevented him from controlling his actions according to the law. 
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Table 1 Continued 

What do you think the outcome of the Not Guilty By Reason Of Insanity (NGRI) verdict is for a serious felony such as murder, assault and 
battery with intent to kill, rape, etc? 

1 . The defendant goes home. 

2. The defendant goes to prison. 

3 . The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and then is transferred to a prison when stable enough to complete his sentence. 

4. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and then is released to go home when determined not to be dangerous to self or 
others. 

What do you think the outcome of the Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity (NGRI) verdict should be for a serious felony such as murder, assault 
and battery with intent to kill, rape, etc? 

1. The defendant goes home. 

2. The defendant goes to prison. 

3. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and is transferred to a prison when stable enough to complete the sentence. 

4. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and is released to go home when determined not to be a danger to self or others. 
What do you think the verdict Guilty But Mentally Ill (GBMI) means? 

1. The defendant has a severe mental illness and cannot stand trial. 

2. The defendant had mental i llness at the time of the crime. 

3. The defendant who committed the crime had a mental illness that prevented him from understanding that what he did was wrong. 

4. The defendant who committed the crime had a mental illness that prevented him from controlling his actions according to the law 

What do you think the outcome of the Guilty But Mentally Ill (GBMI) verdict is for a serious felony such as murder, assault and battery with 
intent to ki ll, rape, etc? 

1. The defendant goes home. 

2. The defendant goes to prison. 

3. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and is transferred to a prison when stable enough to complete the sentence. 

4. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and is released to go home when he is determined not to be a danger to self or 
others. 

What do you think the outcome of the Guilty But Mentally Ill (GBMI) verdict should be for a serious felony such as murder, assault and battery 
with intent to kill, rape, etc? 

1. The defendant goes home. 

2. The defendant goes to prison. 

3. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and is transferred to a prison when stable enough to complete his sentence. 

4. The defendant goes to a psychiatric hospital for treatment and is released to go home when he is determined not to be a danger to 
themselves or others. 

Which of the following crimes/offenses would influence your decision to recommend an NGRI plea? 

1. Felony offense w ith a > 10-year potential sentence 

2. Felony offense with a <10-year potential sentence 

3. Misdemeanor offense 

4. Makes no difference 

5. Would never recommend 

Which of the following crimes/offenses would influence your decision to recommend a GBMI plea? 

1. Felony offense with a > 10-year potential sentence 

2. Felony offense with a < 10-year potential sentence 

3. Misdemeanor offense 

4. Makes no difference 

5. Would never recommend 

In you opinion, should jurors be told the potential outcome of a verdicts such as Not Guilty By Reason of Insanity (NGRI) or Guilty But 
Mentally Ill (GBMI) before they have to decide the verdict in a case? 

1. Yes 

2. No 

Do you think that if jurors knew the outcome it would influence their decision? 
1. Yes 

2. No 

D o you think that a defendant found GBMI can receive the death penalty? 
1. Yes 

2. No 

Should the NGRI verdict be el iminated? 

1 . Strongly agree 

2. Somewhat agree 

3. Neutral 

4. Somewhat disagree 

5. Strongly disagree 
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Table 1 Continued 

Should the GBMI verdict be eliminated? 

1 . Strongly agree 

2. Somewhat agree 

3. Neutral 

I would rather defend or prosecute clients who do not have mental illness 

1. Strongly agree 

2. Somewhat agree 

3. Neutral 

What is your age? 

What is your sex (circle one)? 

Are you married (circle one)? 

returned surveys were not included for analysis be­
cause more than 10 questions remained unanswered. 

Demographic variables examined included age, 
gender, marital status, attorney type (prosecutor, 
public defender, private defense attorney, or judge), 
experience in years practicing law and practicing in 
the current position, geographic area of law school, 
history of instruction about mental illness or mental 
health law, and number of cases involving defendants 
with mental illness and defenses predicated on men­
tal illness. Attorneys were also asked about their per­
sonal experience with mental illness in themselves, 
family members, friends, or others. 

Knowledge of mental illness was assessed with 
three multiple-choice questions asking the respon­
dents to identify correctly the most severe and 
chronic mental illness ("schizophrenia") and to de­
fine the clinical terms "delusion" and "psychosis" 
from multiple-choice answers. 

Knowledge and attitudes about verdicts in cases 
with a mental illness defense were assessed by asking 
the participants to identify the correct legal defini­
tion and dispositional outcomes of the NGRI and 
G BMI verdicts and to select what they believe the 
definition of each verdict and dispositional outcome 
should be. They were also asked whether defendants 
adjudicated GBMI could receive a death sentence in 
South Carolina. Finally, they were asked whether they 
believed the NGRI or GBMI verdicts should be elimi­
nated and whether they would rather defend and pros­
ecute defendants who do not have mental illness. 

Survey Results 

D emographic variables are summarized in Table 
2. Our response sample was predominately male and 
predominately private defense attorneys or public 
defenders. 

Male 

Yes 

4. Somewhat disagree 

5. Strongly disagree 

4. Somewhat disagree 

5. Strongly d isagree 

Female 

No 

Table 3 summarizes attorney experience in work­
ing with defendants with mental illness or using, 
prosecuting, or adjudicating a mental illness defense. 
Although it appears that the prevalence of defendants 
with mental illness is relatively high, the rate of use of 
such a defense is low. 

Table 2 Demographic Variables and Experience 

Age, years 
Gender 

Male 
Female 

Marital status 
Married 
Unmarried 

Variable 

Current occupation 

Private defense attorney 
Public defender 
Prosecutor 
Judge 

Years in current job 
:,;;3 
4 -5 
6- 10 
>10 

Mental illness instruction in law school 
Yes 
N o 

Mental health law Instruction in law school 
Yes 
No 

Mental health instruction adequate 
Yes 
No 
Unknown 

Personal experience with mental illness 
Self 

Friend 
Family 
O ther 
None 

Data 

26 -73 (mean, 45.64) 

80 
20 

76 
24 

57 

23 
17 
3 

10 
12 
20 
58 

26 
74 

17 
83 

15 
83 

2 

5.6 

35.8 
29.9 

8 .6 
3 1 

Data are percentage of analyzed responses, unless stated otherwise. 
N = 255. 
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Table 3 Experience With Defendants with Mental Illness and 
Mental Health Defenses 

Experience Occurrence 

Prevalence of mental illness among defendants 
<5% 9 
5- 15% 29 
15- 25% 28 
>25% 31 
No answer 3 

Number of cases involving mental illness 
None 4 
1-5 cases 20 
6- 15 cases 18 
>15 cases 58 

Number of NGRI cases 
None 44 
1-5 cases 44 
6-15cases 9 
>15 cases 3 

Number of GBMI cases None 
None 42 
1- 5 cases 44 
6-1 5 cases 1 0 
>15 cases 4 

Data are percentages of respondent groups. N = 255. 

Responses regarding attorneys' knowledge of psy­
chotic mental illness revealed that 71 percent cor­
rectly identified the definition of delusion, 87.5 per­
cent correctly identified the definition of psychosis, 
and 72.5 percent identified schizophrenia as the 
most severe and chronic mental illness. 

Responses to questions measuring knowledge 
about mental illness verdicts and outcomes are sum­
marized by attorney type in Table 4. Attorney expe­
rience with defendants with mental illness and men­
tal illness verdicts is outlined in Table 5 by attorney 
type. Finally, attitudes toward defendants with men­
tal illness and mental illness verdicts are presented in 
Table 6 by attorney type. 

A significant number of attorneys (27%) mistak­
enly believed that GBMI is defined as merely having 
mental illness at the time of the offense, not neces­
sarily as lacking the capacity co conform behavior to 
the requirements of the law. Also a large majority 
(82%) mistakenly believed that persons adjudicated 

GBMI go to a hospital outside of prison before they 
are sent to prison. Almost half of the attorneys (41 %) 
erroneously believed that a person found GBMI 
could not receive the death sentence. 

Questions assessing attorney attitudes revealed 
that most attorneys believe an NGRI outcome 
should involve hospitalization and then release 
(86%) and that a GBMI outcome should involve 
hospitalization before prison. A majority of attorneys 
(81 %) indicated that the severity of the crime and 
potential punishment are not factors that are consid­
ered when deciding whether to seek an NGRI ver­
dict. Similarly, a majority {76%) indicated that the 
severity of the crime does not influence the decision 
co pursue a GBMI verdict. Most attorneys favor the 
existence of the NGRI verdict (77%). They are 
slightly less enthusiastic about the GBMI verdict 
(62% favor its existence). Also, most attorneys (57%) 
believe that jurors should be informed of the dispo­
sitional outcome of the NGRI and GBMI verdicts, a 
practice that is not currently allowed by law in South 
Carolina. A large majority (96%) believe that dispo­
sitional outcome should influence a juror's decision 
in arriving at a verdict. 

Half of the attorneys surveyed would rather work 
with individuals who do not have mental illness, and 
37 percent were neutral in their response to this ques­
tion, leaving only 13 percent to indicate that they are 
just as happy working with defendants with mental 
illness as with other defendants. The public defenders, 
compared with other occupations, were most in favor of 
allowing an NGRI defense (89%) and a GBMI verdict 
( 66%). Seventy-four percent of the attorneys have never 
received training in recognizing mental illness and 83 
percent have never received education concerning men­
tal health law. They also believe that their training in 
this area has been inadequate (85%). 

Statistical Findings 

When survey results were compared by gender, 
attorney type, attorney job experience, law school 
instruction about mental illness, experience working 

Table 4 Experience With Defendants with Mental Illness and Mental Health Defenses by Occupation 

Prosecutor Public Defender Private Defense Attorney Judge Total 
Experience (N = 43) (N = 59) (N = 144) (N = 9) (N = 255) 

More than 15 cases with defendants with mental illness 52 83 53 33 59 
Has used the NGRI defense in a case 64 87 44 33 56 
Has tried or pleaded a case with a GBMI verdict 64 80 51 17 59 
Data are percentages of respondent groups. 
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Table 5 Correct Responses by Occupation, Regarding Mental Illness, Mental Illness Verdicts, and Dispositional Outcomes 

Prosecutor Public Defender Private Defense Attorney Judge Total 
Survey Item (N = 43) (N = 59) (N = 144) (N = 9) (N = 255) 

Defined delusion 
Defined psychosis 
Identified sch izophrenia as most severe mental illness 
Identified legal definition of NGRI 
Identified legal definition of GBMI 
Identified dispositional outcome of NGRI 
Identified dispositional outcome of GBMI 
Identified that persons found GBMI could receive 

death sentence 

Data are percentages of respondent groups. 

74 
86 
64 
83 
64 
98 

7 
52 

with defendants with mental illness, and personal 
experience with mental illness, the following statisti­
cally significant results were found by Pearson's chi 
square analysis. 

Gender Differences 

Public defenders (p = .002) and prosecutors 
(p = .00 I) were more likely to be female than 
were private defense attorneys. 

Women were 3.27 times more likely than men to 
self-report a history of mental illness (11.8%, 
women, 3.9%, men; p = .028) and were less 
likely to be married (58% women, 80% men, 
p = .001). 

No gender differences were noted in survey re­
sponses, with the exception char men were more 
likely to state chat they would never use an NGRI 
defense (p = .048). 

Results According to Legal Occupation 

Public defenders were 2.38 rimes more likely 
than private defense attorneys to know the defi­
nition of GBMI (p = .01). 

Public defenders were 3.18 times more likely 
than prosecutors (p = .009) and 2.73 more likely 
than private defense attorneys (p = .005) to 

know that persons found GBMI could receive a 
death sentence. 

70 71 
89 87 
80 71 
74 74 
70 so 
93 86 
20 14 
78 56 

so 
100 
83 
99 
so 
83 
17 
5 

71 
88 
72 
76 
58 
88 
14 
59 

Public defenders (p = .00), private defense attor­
neys (p = .008), and prosecutors (p = .05) were 
significantly more likely than judges to know 
that persons found GBMI could receive a death 
sentence. 

Prosecutors were 5.1 times more likely than pub­
lic defenders to have worked on fewer than six 
cases involving a mental health defense (p = 
.016). Private defense attorneys were 6.8 times 
more likely than public defenders to have worked 
on fewer than six cases involving a mental health 
question (p = .000). 

Public defenders were 4.86 times more likely 
than prosecutors (p = .0 I) to state that NGRI 
acquittees should go to a hospital and then home 
when no longer dangerous. Private defense attor­
neys were also 3.12 times more likely than pros­
ecutors (p = .006) to share chis belief. 

Public defenders were 3.2 times more likely than 
prosecutors to state chat jurors should be in­
formed of the dispositional outcome of the 
NGRI and GBMI verdicts before deliberations. 

Prosecutors (p = .000) and judges (p = .038) 
were both 8 times more likely than public de­
fenders to agree or be neutral about the elimina­
tion of the NGRI verdict. 

Table 6 Attitudes About Defendants with Mental Illness and Mental Illness Verdicts 

Prosecutor Public Defender Private Defense Attorney Judge Total 
Opinion (N = 43) (N = 59) (N= 144) (N = 9) (N = 255) 

Would rather defend, prosecute, or judge 69 43 47 50 50 
defendants who do not have mental illness 

The NGRI verdict should be eliminated so 11 18 50 23 
The GBMI verdict should be eliminated 38 33 40 so 38 
Data are percentages of respondent groups. 
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Attorney Experience on the Job 

In all job categories, respondents with> 10 years 
in their jobs were 3.14 times more likely co be 
able co define psychosis correccly (p = .003). 

Respondents with > 10 years in their jobs were 
1.77 times more likely co be neutral or favor the 
elimination of the NGRI verdict (p = .034). 

Law School Instruction 

Law school instruction did not correlate with 
correct responses co questions about mental ill­
ness or mental illness verdicts. 

However, chose who reported adequate mental 
health training were 2.7 times more likely co 
identify schizophrenia as the most severe and 
chronic mental illness (p = .046). 

Attorney Experience With Defendants Who Had Mental 
Illness 

Attorneys with more than six cases involving de­
fendants with mental illness were more likely co 
define psychosis correccly (p = .011), co recog­
nize schizophrenia as the most severe and chronic 
mental illness (p = .034), to know NGRI (p = 
.002) and GBMI (p = .03) outcomes, and co 
know chat defendants found GBMI could re­
ceive a death sentence (p = .004). 

Attorneys with more than six cases involving de­
fendants with mental illness were more likely co 
oppose eliminating che NGRI defense (p = .014) 
and were less opposed to working with defen­
dants with mental illness (p = .045). 

Personal Experience With Mental Illness 

Personal experience of the participants with 
mental illness in themselves, family, friends, or 
acquaintances did not correlate significantly with 
any response. 

Discussion 

There are several limitations co chis study. With a 
52 percent response race co the survey, selection bias 
may skew results, as attorneys more interested in or 
more knowledgeable about mental illness or mental 
health law may have disproportionately returned the 
survey. le is also impossible co know whether the 
occupational composition of the responders actually 
represents the current composition of che criminal 
bar. Given chat only 17 percent of responders were 
prosecutors and 3 percent judges, chose groups may 

be underrepresented in chis sample. Also, this survey 
was brief and by no means comprehensive. Posing 
only three questions about psychotic mental illness 
was merely a screening of knowledge and is in no way 
a comprehensive assessment of the respondents' un­
derstanding. However, with longer surveys, response 
rates tend co decrease; therefore, chis survey was kept 
as brief as possible in an attempt co obtain an ade­
quate response rate. 

Lawyers were fairly knowledgeable about the 
two common psychiatric terms, psychosis and delu­
sion, and the severity of schizophrenia, most likely 
because the majority of them have had experience 
with a significant number of defendants with men­
tal illness. Unfortunately, half of the respondents 
appear co prefer co represent a client who does not 
have mental illness. Thus, the stigma of mental 
illness may affect the degree of advocacy that de­
fendants with mental illness receive from their at­
torneys, especially if the attorney is less experi­
enced in working with clients with mental illness. 
le is clear that with increased experience in repre­
senting clients with mental illness, attorneys' atti­
tudes toward chis population become more posi­
tive. This finding has implications in the training 
of attorneys or law students co work with clients 
who have mental illness. Having practical 
hands-on experience in this area may be more ben­
eficial than taking the standard didactic approach. 

The respondents in this study appeared co be mis­
informed about the legal definition and dispositional 
outcome of the GBMI verdict. Unfortunately, chis 
lack of knowledge may lead attorneys to misinform 
their defendants about dispositional outcome, and 
therefore defendants may base serious decisions 
about pleading on erroneous information. This pos­
sibility could partially explain results of an earlier 
study of the first 45 South Carolina GBMI inmates 
chat showed chat they had a considerable lack of un­
derstanding of the GBMI plea, what it meant for 
chem, and its impact on their sentence. 14 

There is evidence chat public defenders are more 
in favor of instructing jurors on dispositional out­
comes of a verdict of mental illness than are prosecu­
tors, perhaps because a GBMI verdict can sometimes 
represent a compromise when the defense is arguing 
NGRI (and thus hospitalization rather than prison) 
and the prosecution is arguing guilt. 18

•
19 Also, be­

cause they are not instructed on dispositional out­
comes, many jurors may make decisions based on 
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erroneously perceived dispositional outcomes (i.e., 
an acquittee judged NGRI is released into the com­
munity, and a defendant with a verdict of GBMI is 
sent to a psychiatric hospital).2° Finally, research has 
shown that jurors are confused by courts' instruc­
tions on insanity, and the addition of the GBMI 
option may exacerbate this problem.21

•22 

This study is limited to one state jurisdiction. 
However, the clear lack of knowledge about the 
GBMI verdict among members of the criminal bar in 
South Carolina may be applicable to other jurisdic­
tions that use this verdict. Definitions of the GBMI 
verdict vary widely among state jurisdictions, and South 
Carolina is not the only state to have sentenced an in­
dividual who was found GBMI to death.23 For exam­
ple, before abolishing the death penalty in 2011, Illinois 
sentenced a defendant to death after a GBMI plea.24 

Attorneys in states with both a death penalty and 
GBMI verdict should be aware of the legal standard for 
G BMI as well as the possibility of a death sentence with 
this plea. In addition, South Carolina is a traditionally 
conservative state. Attitudes about defendants with 
mental illness and verdicts of mental illness may be 
more progressive in other jurisdictions. 

In this study, public defenders appeared to be 
more knowledgeable about mental illness and 
mental health defenses than private attorneys, 
prosecutors, and judges. Their familiarity with 
mental illness is attributable to the likelihood that 
public defenders encounter the largest proportion 
of defendants with mental illness. The downward 
socioeconomic drift in major mental illness pre­
cludes most defendants with severe mental illness 
from being in a position to afford private legal 
counsel. It also appears from the data that public 
defenders learn by doing. As they become more 
experienced with defendants with mental illness, 
they become more knowledgeable, they view the 
insanity defense more favorably, and they are more 
willing to represent them. 

From the results of this study, it appears that law­
yers are unlikely to receive instruction about mental 
illness or mental health law during law school. They 
also indicated that their education in these areas was 
inadequate. With the large number of persons with 
mental illness being adjudicated in the criminal 
courts, law school curricula and continuing legal ed­
ucation providers should consider offering more 
training to members of the criminal bar on mental 

illness and mental health law. Forensic psychiatrists, 
by virtue of their training and experience, may be in 
an ideal position to assist with such training. 
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SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION TO VOIR DIRE POTENTIAL JURORS REGARDING THE 
CONSEQUENCE OF A VERDICT OF NOT GUILTY BY REASON OF INSANITY AND 
GUILTY BUT MENTALLY ILL AND FOR JURORS TO BE INSTRUCTED AS TO THE 
CONSEQUENCE OF A VERDICT OF NOT GUILTY BY REASON OF INSANITY AND 

GUILTY BUT MENTALLY ILL 

The United States Supreme Court's decisions in Hall v. Florida and Moore v. Texas illustrate that the 

"evolving standards of decency" concept applies to state procedures concerning a defendant's culpability 

based on his mental state. 134 S. Ct. 1986 (2014); 137 S. Ct. 1039 (2017). The first step in an "evolving 

standards of decency" analysis is an objective test. Kennedy v. Louisiana, 554 U.S. 407,421 (2008). The 

"objective indicia of consensus" is determined using State practice, including examining legislative 

enactments, executions, and jury verdicts. Roper v. Simmons, 543 U.S. 55 I, 575 (2005). It is not only the 

number of states with a similar practice, but also the "consistency of the direction of change." Id. at 556; 

Kennedy, 554 U.S. at 43 1 ("Consistent change might counterbalance an otherwise weak demonstration of 

consensus."). 

The second step in an "evolving standards of decency" analysis is a subjective test. Kennedy, 554 U.S. 

at 421. The United States Supreme Court will determine if a punishment is grossly disproportionate or 

constitutionally excessive based on its own understanding of the Eighth Amendment's " text, history, 

meaning, and purpose." Id.; Coker v. Georgia, 433 U.S. 584, 597 ( 1977)(plurality decision). In the context 

of whether a state's procedures for determining intellectual disability are adequate, the Court examines 
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whether the challenged procedure "creates an unacceptable risk that persons with intellectual disability will 

be executed." Hall, 134 S. Ct. at 1990; Moore, 137 S. Ct. at 1044, 1051 (citation omitted). 

South Carolina' s refusal to allow a jury instruction about the consequence of a Not Guilty by Reason 

of Insanity (NGRI) verdict renders it an "outlier" under the "evolving standards of decency," and therefore 

violates Mr. Jones' Eighth Amendment rights. See Moore, I 37 S. Ct. at 1052. In 1994, the United States 

Supreme Court found a jury instruction regarding the consequence of a NGRI verdict was not necessary 

under a federal statute or as a matter of federal practice in Shannon v. United States. 512 U.S. 573, 587 

( 1994). Now, twenty-five years later, thirty jurisdictions allow a jury instruction concerning the 

consequences of a NGRI verdict. ' In addition, the "consistency of the direction of change" since the Court's 

dec ision in 1994 indicates that five additional jurisdictions now allow a jury instruction.2 Although prior 

to the Court's decision in Shannon, one other jurisdiction went from prohibiting an instruction to requiring 

it. See Glasscock v. State, 570 S.W.2d 354, (Tenn. Crim. App. 1978) (discussing legislature responding to 

court' s concerns by enacting statute requiring jury instruction in 1977). It is particularly relevant to 

understanding contemporary norms that many states have codified the requirement of a jury instruction. 

See Atkins, 536 U.S. at 316 ("The evidence [of a contemporary norm against executing the intellectually 

1 
See Instruction Required: Alaska: Alaska Stat.§ 12.47.040(c)(20 18); Colorado: People v. Tally, 7 P.3d 172, 184 

(Colo. App. I 999); Florida: Roberts v. State, 335 So. 2d 285, 287-88 (Fla. I 976); Georgia: O.C.G.A. § 17-7-

131 (3)(A-C)(20 I 8); Kansas: K.S.A. § 22-3428(6)(current through SB 9 and HB 2044); Nevada: Kuk v. State, 392 
P.2d 630, 634 (Nev. 1964); New Hampshire: State v. Blair, 732 A.2d 448,45 1 (N.H.1999); New Jersey: State v. 

Krol, 344 A.2d 289, 304-05 (N.J. 1975); New York: NY CLS CPL§ 300. 10 (3)(2019); Pennsylvania: Co111111011wealth 

v. Mulgrew, 380 A.2d 349, 35 1-52 ( 1977); Tennessee: Tenn. Code Ann. § 33-7-303(e)(20 I 9); Utah: State v. Shickles, 

760 P.2d 29 1, 298 (Utah 1988), abrogated in part by State v. Lucero, 328 P.3d 841 (Utah 2014). Instruction Upon 

Request: California: People v. Kelly, 822 P.2d 385, 408-09 (Cal. 1992) (en bane); Hawaii: HRS § 704-402(2)(2018); 
Indiana: Ceorgopolus v. State, 735 N.E.2d 11 38, 11 43 n.3 (Ind. 2000); Kentucky: Ky. Rcr. Rule 9.55 (2019); 

Louisiana: State v. Babin , 319 So. 2d 367, 38 1 (La. 1975); Maryland: Erdman v. State, 553 A.2d 244, 250 (Md. 

1989); Massachusetts: Common wealth v. Mwina, 323 N.E.2d 294, 301-02 (1975); Missouri:§ 552.030 (6) R.S.Mo 
(2018); North Carolina: State v. Hammonds, 224 S.E.2d 595, 603-04 (N.C. 1976); West Virginia: State v. Daggett, 

280 S.E.2d 545, 549 (W. Va. 198 1). Jud!!:e's Discretion: Connecticut: State v. Holmquist, 376 A.2d 111 1, 111 3 
(1977); State v. Wade, 11 3 A. 458, 460 (Conn. 192 1); District of Columbia: /11 re Bumper, 44 1 A.2d 975, 976 fn. l 

(D.C. App. 1982); Military: United States v. Smith, 24 M.J. 859, 863 (A.C.M.R. 1987); Wisconsin: State v. Shoffner, 

143 N.W.2d 458, 465-66 (Wis. 1966). If Jurors receive Misinformation: Arizona: State v. Come//, 878 P.2d 1352, 
1367 (Ariz. 1994); Federal Government: Sha1111011 v. United States, 51 2 U.S. 573, 587 (1994); United States v. 
Waag11er, 319 F.3d 962, 966 (7th Cir. 2003); Iowa: State v. Becker, 8 18 N.W.2d 135, 162-63 (Iowa 20 12), overruled 

in part on other grounds, Alcala v. Marriott Int'/, Inc., 880 N.W.2d 699 (Iowa 20 16); North Dakota: State v. Huber, 

361 N.W. 2d 236, 238 (N.D. 1985); Wyoming: Haynes v. State, 186 P.3d 1204, 12 13 (Wyo. 2008). 

2 See Roper, 543 U.S. at 556; Kennedy, 554 U.S. at 434 (listing new state enactments as demonstrative of contemporary 
norms); State v. Cornell, 878 P.2d 1352, 1367 (Ariz. 1994); Ceorgopolus v. State, 735 N.E.2d 1138, 11 43 n.3 (Ind. 
2000); O.C.G.A. § 17-7-13 1(3)(A-C)(relevant section enacted in 2006); Haynes v. State, 186 P.3d 1204, 1213 (Wyo. 
2008); State v. Becker, 8 18 N.W.2d 135, 162-63 (Iowa 2012), overruled in part on other grounds, Alcala v. Marriott 
Int'!, Inc., 880 N.W.2d 699 (Iowa 2016). 
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disabled] carries even greater force when it is noted that the legislatures that have addressed the issue have 

voted overwhelmingly in favor of the prohibition."). 

Evidence that South Carolina should allow voir dire and jury instructions regarding the consequences 

of NGRI and GBMI verdicts was outlined in a 2005 article by Dr. Lisa M. Sloat and Dr. Richard L. Frierson 

published in the Journal of the American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law. See "Juror Knowledge and 

Attitudes Regarding Mental Illness Verdicts," J . Am. Acad. Psychiatry Law, 33:208-1 3, 2005, attached. 

The article's findings were based on a study of qualified South Carolina jurors' understandings and attitudes 

about NGRI and GBMI verdicts and dispositional outcomes. Based upon the empirical data used, the study 

made the following findings: 

• Only 4.2% of respondents correctly identified the definitions and dispositional outcomes of 

both NGRI and GBMI verdicts. Id. at 2 11 . 

• 13.5% of respondents who correctly identified the definition of NGRI believed the 

dispositional outcome of such a verdict was that the defendant would be sent home without 

being required to spend any time in a psychiatric hospital or prison. Id. 

• 

• 

• 

68.4% of respondents believed that a defendant found GBMI could not receive the death 

penalty. Id. at 2 12. 

84% of respondents believed that jurors should be informed of the dispositional outcomes of 

NGRI and GBMI verdicts before deliberation. Id. 

70.6% of respondents reported that knowing the dispositional outcomes of NGRI and GBMI 

verdicts would influence their decisions as jurors, even if the trial judge instructed the jury 

not to consider such outcomes in arri ving at a verdict. Id. 

The article concludes by stating that these results "suggest that jurors may decide verdicts partly on 

what they believe will be the dispositional outcome of the verdict. Because only 4.2 percent of prospecti ve 

jurors in this study correctly identified the meaning and disposition of both the NGRI and GBMI verdicts, 

it can be hypothesized that jurors may be making decisions based on erroneous perceptions." Id. at 2 13. 

Although the article suggests that such erroneous perceptions may be cured by jury instructions regarding 

the dispositional outcomes of NGRI and GBMI verdicts prior to deliberations, in a capital case, a jury 

instruction prior to deliberations would fai l to identify jurors who are unable to return a verdict according 

to law or who are substantially impaired in their ability to act in accordance with their oath and the judge's 

instructions. S.C. Code§ 16-3-20(E): State v. Evins, 373 S.C. 404 (2007). 

The United States Supreme Court has repeatedly emphasized the principle that because of the 

exceptional and irrevocable nature of the death penalty, "extraordinary measures" are required by the Eight 
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and Fourteenth Amendments to ensure the reliability of decisions regarding both guilt and punishment in a 

capital trial. Eddings v. Oklahoma, 455 U.S. 104, 118 (1982) (O'Connor, J., concurring). See also, Gilmore 

v. Taylor, 508 U.S. 333 ( 1993); Gregg v. Georgia, 428 U.S. 153, 187 ( 1976) (stating that, in capital cases, 

a court must be "particularly sensitive to ensure that every safeguard is observed"). Given the significant 

number of jurisdictions that allow jury instructions regarding the consequences of an NGRI verdict, it would 

hardly be "extraordinary" for South Carolina to do the same. Furthermore, ensuring that every safeguard 

is observed can be achieved by permitting voir dire of prospective jurors regarding their understanding and 

attitudes about NGRI and GBMI verdicts and dispositional outcomes. See, Morgan v. Illinois, 504 U.S. 

7 19, 736 (1992) (stating that the risk that unqualified jurors could have been empaneled as a consequence 

of inadequate voir dire is "unacceptable in light of the ease with which that risk could have been 

minimized"). 

The defense proposes the following voir dire questions regarding NGRI and GBMI: 

l ). What are your feelings about the defenses of NGRI and GBMI in the context of a case involving 

the killings of fi ve children under the age of eleven? 

2). Understanding that a person found NGRI is committed to the State Hospital for psychiatric treatment 

and then may be ultimately released, could you meaningfully consider rendering a verdict of NGRI in a 

case involving the killings of five children under the age of eleven? 

3). Would the knowledge that a defendant found NGRI could one day be released from custody affect 

your decision-making process when rendering a verdict? 

4). Do you understand that a person found GBMI can be sentenced to death? 

The defense proposes the following instruction from the Court prior to individual voir dire: 

In this case you will be asked to consider four possible verdicts: Not Guilty, Not Guilty by Reason of 

Insanity, Guilty but Mentally Ill , and Guilty. If the jury unanimously finds the defendant Not Guilty, the 

trial will end. If the jury unanimously finds the defendant Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity, the trial will 

end and I will commit the defendant to the South Carolina State Hospital where he will remain for a period 

of up to one hundred and twenty days, during which time a determination will be made regarding the need 

for further hospitalization. The law provides that the period of further hospitalization could be the 

remainder of defendant's natural life. If the jury finds unanimously that the defendant is either Guilty or 

Guilty but Mentally Ill, the case will proceed to a penalty phase where the jury will determine whether the 

defendant is sentenced to life imprisonment without the possibility of parole or to death. 
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To deny Mr. Jones voir dire and jury instructions on the consequences of NGRI and GBMI verdicts 

would violate his Sixth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments rights, as well as his rights under the South 

Carolina Constitution, Art. I , §§ 3, 14, and 15. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Director, Capital Trial Division 
South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense 
1330 Lady Street, 4th Floor 
Columbia, SC 2920 I 

Counsel for Mr. Jones, Jr. 
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REGULAR ARTICLE 

Juror Knowledge and Attitudes 
Regarding Mental Illness Verdicts 

Lisa M. Sloat, MD, and Richard L. Frierson, MD 

We begin with a brief overview of the Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity (NGRI) and Guilty but Mentally Ill (GBMI) 
verdicts in the United States and then report on a study of qualified jurors (n = 96) in which we examined jurors' 
understanding and attitudes about mental illness verdicts and the disposit ion of mentally ill defendants. Results 
indicate that although the jury pool was highly educated, only 4.2 percent of jurors could correctly identify both 
the definitions and dispositions of defendants found NGRI and GBMI. Jurors with lower educational levels were 
less likely to identify the dispositional outcome of a GBMI verdict (p < .OS). Eighty-four percent of respondents 
believed that juries should be informed of dispositional outcome before deciding a verdict. Also. 68.4 percent of 
jurors erroneously believed that a defendant found GBMI could not receive the death penalty. Among jurors who 
cor rectly identified the definition of GBMI, those with lower educational levels were more punitive in their 
attitudes toward disposition of the GBMI defendants, believing they should eventually be sent to prison (p < .OS). 

J Am Acad Psychiatry Law 33:208-13, 2005 

The disposition of mentally ill offenders continues to 
be a controversial issue as lawmakers try to balance 
the public's demand for retribution and safety with 
the offender's civil rights and need for treatment. A 
large majority of states have enacted legislation that 
establishes an insanity defense. These statutes are 
based on the common law principle that the accused 
should not be held criminally responsible if he or she 
was "insane" at the time of the offense. This principle 
was summarized by Judge David Bazelon: "Our col­
lective conscience does not allow punishment where 
it cannot impose blame" (Ref. 1, p 876) . The criteria 
used to determine eligibility for a verdict of Not 
Guilty by Reason of Insanity (NGRI) vary across 
jurisdictions. Most states use some version of the 
M'Naghten rule, which requires that defendants be 
mentally ill to the extent that they do not know the 
nature and quality of their criminal acts or that their 
criminal acts are wrong.2 Most of the remaining 
states use the American Law Instituce's (ALI) stan­
dard, which holds that defendants are not criminally 
responsible if, as a result of mental d isease or defect, 
they lacked substantial capacity either to appreciate 

Or. Sloat is Clinical Assiscanc Professor of Psychiatry, University of 
Maryland Medical School, and Scaff Psychiacrisc, Clifi:on T. Perkins 
Hospital Center, Jessup, MO. Dr. Frierson is Associate Professor of 
Psychiatry, William S. Hall Psychiatric lnscicuce, University ofSouch 
Carolina, Columbia, SC. Address correspondence co: Richard L. Fri­
erson, MO, University of South Carolina, William S. Hall Psychiatric 
Institute, PO Box 119 , Columbia, SC 29203. E-mail: rlf5 l@dmh. 
scate.sc.us 

the criminality of their conduct or to conform their 
conduct to the requirements of the law.3 In most 
jurisdictions, defendants found NGRI are hospital­
ized for treatment in a psychiatric hospital and re­
leased when they are no longer mentally ill or 
dangerous. 

In addition to these insani ty statutes, several states 
have enacted legislation that includes a separate 
Guilty but Mentally Ill (GBMI) verdict. The first 
GBMI statute was enacted in Michigan in 1975 in 
reaction to the M ichigan Supreme Court's decision 
in People v. McQuillan.4 Before this decision, insan­
ity acquittees were automatically committed to the 
Michigan Department of M ental H ealth for an in­
determinate time. This practice was declared uncon­
stitutional because it violates due process and denies 
the insanity acquittees equal protection by failing to 
provide them with release procedures available to in­
dividuals committed under other civil commitment 
statutes. As part of the McQuillan decision, the court 
ordered that all previously committed insanity ac­
quittees be evaluated and released if they no longer 
met criteria for civil commitment. A total of 270 
patients were evaluated and 2 14 were released. 
Within a year of their release, two of the acquittees 
committed heinous and highly publicized crimes. 5 

The Michigan GBMI statute6 was enacted a year 
later in response to public outcry. The statu te stated 
that a defendant could be found G BMI if the trier of 

208 The Journal o f the Ame rican Acade my of Psychiatry and the Law 
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face found chat the defendant was guilty of the of­
fense, was mentally ill ac the time of the offense, and 
did not lack the substantial capacity either to appre­
ciate the nature and quality or wrongfulness of his 
conduce or to conform his conduct to the require­
ments of the law. It further seated chat the same crim­
inal sanctions should be imposed on a person found 
G BMI as on a person found guilty. 

At lease eight additional states created GBMI stat­
utes in response co rhe insanity acquittal of John 
Hinkley, Jr. , in 1982, after his attempted assassina­
tion of President Reagan. Currently, 12 states utilize 
some form of GBMI verdict: Alaska, Delaware, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
New Mexico, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, and Ucah.7 

Mental Illness Verdicts in South Carolina 

South Carolina defines insanity (NGRI) as an af­
firmative defense char a defendant, as a resulr of men­
tal disease or defect, "lacked the capacity to distin­
guish moral or legal right from moral or legal wrong 
or to recognize the particular ace charged as morally 
or legally wrong."8 

The GBMI stature was enacted in Souch Carolina 
in April of 1984. The stature states chat a person is 
GBMl9

: 

... if at the time of the commission of the act constituting the 
offense, he had the capacity to distinguish right from wrong or 
to recognize his act as being wrong ... but because of a mental 
disease or defect he lacked sufficient capaci ty to conform his 
conduct to the requirements of the law. 

Persons adjudicated GBMI muse be taken to a facil­
ity designated by the Department of Corrections for 
treatment and retained there until, in the opinion of 
the staff at the facility, such inmates can be safely 
moved to the general population of the Department 
of Corrections co serve the remainder of their 
sentences. 

Criticisms of the GBMI Verdict 

The American Psychiatric Association, 10 Ameri­
can Psychological Association, 11 and American Bar 
Association 12 have all opposed the G BMI verdict. 
GBMI statutes have been widely criticized for several 
reasons. 

One criticism is chat persons found GBMI are 
subject to the same criminal sanctions as offenders 
who are found guilty, including incarceration and 

death. Some have argued char che statute may as well 
be called "guilty but ignorant" or "guilty but re­
morseful," since GBMI does not indicate mitigated 
or diminished capacity. 13 In fact, studies have shown 
char defendants found GBMI receive longer sen­
tences. For example, Callahan et al. 14 compared the 
sentences of chose offenders who pied insanity and 
were subsequently found guilty with chose who were 
found GBMI. Their results indicated chat defen­
dants fo und GBMI often received longer sentences 
than chose found guilty with no mental disorder. 
Specifically, they found char chose receiving a GBMI 
verdict were sent co prison 80 percent of the time 
(rather than receiving probation) as opposed to 62.8 
percent of chose found guilty without a mental ill­
ness. Also, chose found GBMI received a life sentence 
14 percent of rhe time as opposed to 5.5 percent of 
the rime for chose found guilty without mental dis­
order. This difference was even more significant 
when the charge was murder, as chose found GBMI 
received life sentences 70.6 percent of rhe rime, as 
opposed to 49 .2 percent of the time for non-mentally 
ill defendants fo und guilty. 

Another criticism of the GBMI verdict is chat it 
does not always guarantee mental health treatment 
for the inmate. Some states make no provision for 
mandatory treatment. For example, the statute in 
Georgia specifically states chat prisoners found 
GBMI receive treatment only as financial resources 
permit. 15 In addition, in People v. Marshal/16 che 
Illinois Court of Appeals ruled chat failure to assure 
treatment for individuals found GBMI does not 
make the statute unconstitutional. 

Another criticism is chat jurors may not under­
stand the difference between the NGRI and GBMI 
verdicts and may see a G BMI finding as a compro­
mise verdict between guilty and NGRI.5 The GBMI 
verdict gives jurors two verdicts (guilty and guilty but 
mentally ill) by which to find a defendant guilty and 
only one verdict (Not Guilty by Reason oflnsanity) 
by which to find the defendant not guilty when the 
insanity defense is raised. In one study, prosecutors 
agreed chat the GBMI statute makes it eas ier co 
prosecute a case when a defendant pleads insanicy. 17 

The Debate About Juror Instructions 

A common mispercepcion held by the public is 
chat defendants found NGRI are released into the 
communi?; just as any other acquitted individual 
would be. 8 T his has led some to argue that juries 

Vo lume 33, Number 2, 2005 209 
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should always be instructed chat NGRI acquiccees 
will be committed for treatment and will not be re­
leased until they are judged not to be a threat co 
society. In response, numerous courts have ruled on 
whether a defendant has a right to have the jury 
instructed as co che consequences of an NGRI ver­
dict. A small number of states have approved the use 
of instructions co a jury as co the outcome of an 
NGRI verdict (California, Colorado, Florida, Loui­
siana, Massachusecrs, Maryland, Pennsylvania, and 
Utah). 19 However, most courts have ruled chat such 
instructions would distract a jury from its sole func­
tion as the crier of face and chat consideration of the 
disposition of these defendants would influence jury 
decision-making. These courcs have held chat jurors 
should only consider che statutory definitions of 
these verdicts during their deliberation. 

This was che case in South Carolina, as decided in 
State v. Gary Allen Rimert. 20 In chis case, che defen­
dant was found GBMI on a charge of murder and 
appealed the decision, in pare, on whether the jury 
should have been instructed as co che dispositional 
consequences of che GBMI and NGRI verdicts. The 
Supreme Court of South Carolina upheld the trial 
judge's decision not co instruct the jury regarding the 
dispositional consequences of these verdicts. 

Study Hypotheses 

This study was designed to test several hypotheses. 
Meneal illness verdicts are not easily understood and 
are not pare of common, everyday knowledge. There­
fore, we hypothesized that most prospective jurors 
could not correccly identify the definitions and dis­
positional outcomes of the NGRI and GBMI ver­
dicts. We also hypothesized that jurors would con­
sider the consequences (i.e., perceived dispositional 
outcomes) of their verdicts and would lee chose be­
liefs influence their verdicts, even if instructed not co 
do so by the trial judge. This study was designed co 
measure jurors' knowledge about two subjects: the 
meaning of these verdicts in South Carolina and che 
disposition of individuals found NGRI or GBMI. In 
addition, we assessed juror attitudes as to what they 
thought the disposition should be of defendants 
found NGRJ or GBMI. 

Method 

This scudy was approved by the Institutional Re­
view Board of the University of South Carolina and 

the Chief Administrative Judge for the Fifth Judicial 
C ircuit (Richland and Kershaw Counties). A writ­
ten, multiple-choice instrument was given co volun­
teers from a qualified circuit court jury pool in Rich­
land County, South Carolina, by the C lerk of Court 
as they were discharged from jury duty. Residents of 
Richland County who are called for jury duty serve 
for an entire week. At the end of chat week, our 
questionnaires were handed out to discharged jurors, 
whether they had participated in a jury trial or not. In 
addition to the questionnaire, jurors were provided a 
stamped, self-addressed envelope co return the sur­
vey. Richland County contains the scare' s capital 
(Columbia) and has a population of approximately 
325,000 persons. The high school graduation race is 
85 percent and the median income is $40,000. 

The survey questioned jurors about the following 
demographic variables: sex, age, educational level, 
occupation, and the juror's relationship to che law 
enforcement and legal communities (juror, friend, 
family member, or none) . Jurors were also asked if 
they and/or anyone they knew "suffered from a se­
vere mental illness such as Schizophrenia, Bipolar 
Disorder (Manic D epression), or Major Depres­
sion," with the same choice of response (juror, friend, 
family member, or none). 

The prospective jurors were asked co choose the 
correct definition of the NGRI and GBMI verdicts 
using the following choices: (1) che defendant has a 
severe mental illness and cannot stand trial; (2) the 
defendant was mentally ill at the time of the crime; 
(3) the defendant had a mental illness that prevented 
him or her from understanding that what he or she 
did was wrong (correct response for NGRI); and (4) 
the defendant had a mental illness that prevented 
him or her from controlling his or her actions accord­
ing to the law (correct response for GBMI). The 
prospective jurors were asked co identify the disposi­
tional outcome of the NGRI and GBMI verdicts and 
what the outcomes should be, using the following 
choices: (1) the defendant goes home; (2) the defen­
dant goes to prison; (3) the defendant goes to a psy­
chiatric hospital for treatment and is transferred to 
prison when stable enough co complete the sentence 
(correct response for GBMI); and (4) the defendant 
goes to a psychiatric hospital and is then released to 
go home when he or she is no longer a danger to him­
or herself or others (correct response for NGRI) . The 
prospective jurors were asked whether a defendant 

210 The Journal of the American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law 

8291



Sloat and Frierson 

Table 1 Demographic Variables 

Variable 

Sex 

Educational level• 

Relationship to law 
enforcementt 

Relationship to a lawyert 

Relationship to a judget 

Relationship to someone w ith 
a major mental illnesst 

% Total Group 

57.3 female 
42.7 male 
2. 1 less than high school 

12.5 high school graduate or GED 
31.3 some college 
2 7 .1 college graduate 
2 7 .1 postgraduate education 
2.0 self 

13.5 friend 
10.3 fami ly member 
77.1 none 
4.1 self 

21 .8 friend 
13.5 family member 
62.5 none 
0.0 self 
7.3 friend 
2.1 fami ly member 

90.6 none 
6.2 self 
8.3 friend 

26.0 family member 
67.7 none 

The mean age was 46 years (range, 19- 69). 
• Values in this category do not total 100.0% due to rounding. 
t Values in these categories do not total 100.0% as answers are not mutually 
exclusive. 

fo und guilty but mentally Ill could receive the death 
penalty. 

Finally, the prospective jurors were asked if chey 
choughc char jurors should be instructed as co che 
dispositional outcomes of che NGRI and GBMI ver­
dicts before deliberation. They were also asked if chis 
knowledge would influence their verdict, even if che 
judge instructed chem nor co consider dispositional 
outcomes in reaching a verdict. 

Results 

Of che 200 surveys discribuced co che qualified jury 
pool, 101 (50.5%) were returned. Five responders 
gave mulciple answers co a single-answer question or 
failed co respond co one or more questions. There­
fore, 96 of che 101 questionnaires were included in 
che analysis. The demographic variables are summa­
rized in Table 1. T he responding jurors were highly 
educated, with 97.9 percent having at lease a high 
school education, and 54.2 percent having com­
pleted college and/or pose-graduate education. Six 
percent of jurors admitted co having a mental illness, 
and 34 percent indicated chat they knew someone 
with a major mental illness. T he occupational profile 
of the responder group was diverse: 47 percent were 

Table 2 Juror Knowledge 

% Correct % Incorrect 

Definition of NGRI 55.3 44.7 
Definition of GBMI 37.2 62.8 
Dispositional outcome of NGRI 62.5 37.5 
Dispositional outcome of GBMI 78.1 21.9 
Al l of above 4.2 

nonprofessionals, 35 percent were p rofessionals, 16 
percent were unemployed, and 2 percent did not 
identify cheir occupations. 

J uror knowledge is summarized in Table 2. Only 
4.2 percent of all respondents identified the correct 
meanings and outcomes of boch the NGRI and 
GBMI verdicts. W hen questioned as co the legal def­
inition of che NGRI verdict, 55.3 percent of che 
prospective jurors answered correccly, while 24.5 
percent chose the definition of che G BMI verdict. 
When questioned as co che legal definition of che 
G BMI verdict, 37 .2 percent answered correccly, 
while 27.7 percent chose che defini tion of che NGRI 
verdict. 

Regarding che disposition of an NGRI verdict, 
62.5 percent of responders identified the correct dis­
position; however, 27. 1 percent chose che GBMI dis­
position (hospital, then prison), and 10.4 percent 
believed che defendant would go home. Among ju­
rors who chose che correct legal definition for NGRI, 
71.2 percent also chose che correct disposition, while 
15.4 percent chose che disposition for GBMI, and 
13.5 percent answered char they believed the defen­
dant would go home (T able 3). 

When asked about che dispositional outcome of 
che G BMI verdict, 78 .1 percent answered correccly, 
and 17. 7 percent chose che disposition of chose 
found NGRI. Among jurors who chose che correct 
legal definiti on of a G BMI verdict, 88.6 percent 

Table 3 Responses Regarding Dispositional Outcome of NGRI 
Among Those Who Knew Correct Legal Definition 

Dispositional Dispositional 

Psychiatric hospital, then home when 
no longer dangerous (correct 
answer) 

Psychiatric hospital, then prison once 
stabilized 

Home 
Prison 

Columns do not total 100.0% due to rounding. 

Outcome Outcome 
Is, % Should Be, % 

71.2 

15.4 

13.5 
0.0 

56.9 

39.2 

2.0 
2.0 
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Juror Knowledge and Attit udes in Mental Illness V erdicts 

Table 4 Responses Regarding Dispositional Outcome of GBMI 
Among Those Who Knew Correct Legal Definition 

Dispositional Dispositional 

Psychiatric hospital, then home when 
no longer dangerous 

Psychiatric hospital, then prison once 
stabilized (correct answer) 

Home 
Prison 

Columns do not total t00.0% due to rounding. 

Outcome Outcome 
Is, % Should Be, % 

11.4 

88.6 

0.0 
0.0 

8.6 

80.0 

2.9 
8.6 

chose the correct outcome, while 11.4 percent chose 
che outcome for an NGRI verdict. The majority of 
respondents (68.4%) answered incorreccly, believing 
char a defendant found GBMI could not receive a 
death sentence (Table 4). 

In assessing juror attitude about the disposition of 
NGRI acquittees, 56.8 percent of jurors who identi­
fied the correct legal definition of NGRI believed 
char defendants should go co a hospital and then 
home when they were no longer dangerous, while 
39.2 percent thought char defendants should go to 

prison after being hospitalized.Jurors were more uni­
fied in their attitudes about the disposition of defen­
dants found GBMI. Eighty percent of jurors who 
correccly identified the legal definition of GBMI be­
lieved char che defendant should go co a hospital and 
chen co prison. 

A large majority (84%) of respondents believed 
char jurors should be informed of the outcome of 
these verdicts before deliberation and 70.6 percent 
reported char knowing the outcome would influence 
cheir decisions, even if che judge instructed chem not 
co consider the outcome in arriving at a verdict. 

There was litcle statistical correlation among the 
demographic variables studied and knowledge of 
mental illness verdicts and their dispositional out­
comes. The only statistically significant finding was 
that among those jurors with a pose-high school ed­
ucation, chose who did not complete a degree were 
less likely to identify the outcome of a GBMI verdict 
correccly (p < .005). 

Finally, among jurors who knew the correct legal 
definition of NGRI, chose with at lease some college 
education were more likely co chink chat insanity 
acquittees should go to a hospital and then home 
while jurors with a high school education or less be­
lieved chat insanity acquittees should go co a hospital 
and then prison (p < .026). This difference did not 
exist for the GBMI verdict. 

Discussion 

Among demographic variables, the educational 
level of the responders was well above the 85 percent 
high school graduation rate for this area. Less than 
2.1 percent of the responders did not have a high 
school education, and 55 percent had a college de­
gree. This probably reflects sampling bias. Because 
che survey involved a written instrument, chose ju­
rors who are illiterate may have been excluded. In 
addition, because chis study was presented as a 
project of the University of South Carolina (located 
in Richland County), chose associated with chat in­
stitution may have been more likely co complete che 
study. Finally, because these surveys were distributed 
co jurors during the summer months, the jury pool 
may have been more educated, because professors, 
teachers, and students may defer juty duty to the 
summer months. Despite che high educational level 
of this sample, only 4.2 percent of che prospective 
jurors correccly identified both che legal definitions 
and dispositional outcomes of the NGRI and GBMI 
verdicts. This finding was not surprising co us, as 
these are difficult concepts and are not pare of com­
mon, everyday knowledge or general education. 

Six percent of the responders reported having a 
major mental illness (defined in the question as 
Schizophrenia, Bipolar Disorder, or Major Depres­
sive Disorder). T hus, the point prevalence of major 
mental illness in chis sample may be higher than in 
the general population and may also represent sam­
pling bias, as mentally ill individuals may have been 
more interested in caking che survey. 

The lack of significant correlation between demo­
graphic variables and knowledge base was consistent 
across age, sex, relationship to law enforcement, re­
lationship co someone in che legal community, and 
relationship to someone with a major mental illness. 
The finding that, compared with jurors with a col­
lege or pose-graduate degree, chose who attended col­
lege bur did nor complete a degree were less likely to 

identify the outcome of the GBMI verdict correccly 
(p < .05) is probably true of jurors with a high school 
diploma or less. However, chis finding was probably 
obscured in groups in the lower educational levels by 
che low response rate. Therefore, the difference did 
not reach statistical significance. Although knowl­
edge about mental illness verdicts is poor across all 
educational levels, a higher educational level may 
predict better knowledge about dispositional out-

212 The Journal of the American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law 

8293



Sloat and Frierson 

comes of the NGRI and GBMI verdicts. Among ju­
rors who correctly identified the meaning of NGRI, 
juror attitude about the disposition of mentally ill 
defendants appears to be influenced by educational 
level. The less educated jurors were significantly 
more punitive, believing chat chose found NGRI 
should eventually go co prison after hospitalization 
rather than home when no longer dangerous. 

In che wake of the recent U.S. Supreme Court 
decision barring che execution of the mentally re­
tarded, 2 1 che finding chat a majority of jurors did not 
believe chat a defendant found GBMI could receive a 
death sentence may become an appellate issue. If ju­
rors believe chat G BMI individuals may not be exe­
cuted, they may be more likely to decide a defendant 
is GBMI rather than NGRI in capi tal cases if they 
base their decision on perceived dispositional out­
come. Because both the NGRI and GBMI verdicts 
require a unanimous jury finding, only one juror 
with such a misperception could be crucial in decid­
ing the ultimate outcome in a capital case. The exis­
tence of GBMI inmates on death row may become 
the next baccleground in the debate over capital 
punishment. 

In chis study, we fo und chat a large majority (84%) 
of prospective jurors wanted to know the disposi­
tional outcomes of mental illness verdicts and would 
consider these outcomes when reaching a verdict, 
even if instructed not to by the trial judge (70.6%). 
T hese res ults suggest chat jurors may decide verdicts 
partly on what they believe will be the dispositional 
outcome of the verdict. Because only 4.2 percent of 
prospective jurors in chis study correccly identified 
the meaning and disposition of both the NGRI and 
GBMI verdicts, it can be hypothesized chat jurors 

may be making decisions based on erroneous percep­
tions. An argument can be made that jurors should 
be provided with accurate information regarding d is­
positional outcomes prior to jury deliberation. 
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Columbia Regional Care Center (CRCC) has prepared this handbook to furnish you with facts regarding services 
and opportunities available at the Center. If you are aware of what is expected of you and what services exist for 
your benefit, you can make a better adjustment. 

You should keep this handbook for permanent reference while at CRCC. We encourage you to take advantage 
of all opportunities and programs offered at the Center to improve yourself. 

The information contained in this handbook is taken from CRCC's Policies and Procedures. When given a lawful 
command, even if not addressed by this handbook, you must comply with the instructions of the Center staff 
member. 

WELCOME 2 
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Columbia Regional Care Center 

CRCC is a Correct Care, LLC facility that focuses on providing and combining secure treatment services 
with subacute, skilled nursing, chronic, terminal medical treatment and mental health care under a common 
administration by professional private sector management. 

CRCC shall provide the community with quality care services for special needs patients through: 
• Operating a safe, humane, and secure environment; 

• Delivering services in a caring spirit; and promoting an atmosphere where the love of God and neighbors 
flourishes. 

3 ABOUTCRCC 
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Expectations 
CRCC has established expectations and standards of conduct to promote respect, safety, conformity and a 
comfortable environment for both patients and staff. 

We do our best to provide for your safety while you are in the hospital. We ask that you help us with this. Patients 
who are more involved in their care in the hospital tend to do better and stay safer. By working with us, you can 
lower your risk of injury and make your hospital stay as safe as possible. 

Here are some tips you can follow to help us maintain your safety: 

• Identify yourself: Make sure that you wear your hospital 1.0. wristband at all times. 
• Please follow hospital rules. They are there for your and other patients' safety. 

• Ask questions if you do not understand what is being asked of you. It is your right to know why something 
is being done. 

Privacy Practices 
CRCC promises to protect your confidential information. Our privacy practices are described in our "Notice of 
Privacy Practices." This booklet explains how these procedures will be carried out by all hospital staff, security 
personnel, volunteers. and business associates of CRCC. 

EXPECTATIONS AND PRIVACY PRACTICES 4 
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Risk Management & Safety Program 
We believe all persons are entitled to care in an environment free from harm. To maintain such an environment, 
all events which cause or may cause harm to persons or property are reported. This information is analyzed so 
that corrective or preventive actions may be taken. 

Our Risk Management and Safety programs are part of a larger Performance Improvement process to constantly 
improve hospital services. If you see anything at the hospital that you feel is unsafe, please notify hospital staff 
promptly. For your safety, certain areas of the hospital are monitored by video cameras. 

Ethics Committee 
In some cases, issues regarding your care may also be addressed by the hospital's Ethics Committee. Further 
information about this committee is available on each Care Unit. Please ask one of the treatment team staff for 
more information. 

5 RISK MANAGEMENT & SAFETY/ ETHICS COMMITTEE 
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Intake Process 
ID Wristband 
Upon your arrival at CRCC, you will receive a photo identification wristband. 
Wristbands will be worn on the left wrist, unless a medical condition 
prohibits. It will contain your photo, name, CRCC number, and sending 
facility/agency. 

• If it comes off, please notify staff and they will replace it. You will not 
be permitted to leave the unit without your 1.0. wristband. 

• Check the information on your hospital I.D. wristband to make sure 

that all of the information is correct. 

• Make sure that staff members check your 1.0. wristband before any 
test is performed or when giving you medication. 

You must wear your ID wristband with the 

picture showing outward at all times. 

Consequences For Failure To Wear Or Tampering With Your ID Wristband 

1. You will not be able to order items from the Canteen. 

2. You will not be able to receive visitors, make telephone calls or have 
library or horticulture privileges. 

3. May affect your points and level (please check with your mental health 
clinician for details on this system). 

4. A written account will be made part of your record when you return to 
your sending agency-and could effect your release dale. 

HIPAA and Rights & Responsibilities 
During the Intake process you will be provided copies of and required to 
sign an Acknowledgement/Receipt of the following: 

• Patient Rights and Responsibilities 
• Notice of Privacy Practices 
• Medical Treatment Consent 

INTAKE PROCESS 6 
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Intake Process 

Language Translators 
If English is not your primary language, you can request the services of a translator. Notify a staff member so that 
proper arrangements may be made to accommodate your needs. 

Admission Assessment 
Upon admission, you will be requested to provide medical history information. Nurses will review the information 
with you and ask questions to clarify responses. It is very important that you answer all questions honestly and 
to the best of your ability. Routine procedures, such as vital signs, weight, blood, and urine specimens will be 
performed by the nursing staff on your assigned unit. 

Inform the Healthcare Provider, Nurse or other Medical Staff of the Following: 
• Any medical conditions including diabetes, high blood pressure, heart problems, kidney problems, tuberculosis, 

AIDS or the HIV virus. 
• Any prescribed medications you are presently taking, as well as any that you or your healthcare provider 

recently discontinued. 

• Any medication or allergies you may have. 

Your failure to furnish complete and accurate information to health care providers may seriously jeopardize your 

health. 

7 INTAKE PROCESS 
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Intake Process 
Nutritional Assessment 

After admission, a physician's diet order will be written for each patient and a nutritional assessment will be 
completed. Any allergies and religious preferences will be taken into account. A nutritional consult can be ordered 
at any time by the medical provider based on your nutritional/dietary needs. 

Dental Screening 

You will receive a dental screening within 8 hours of your intake processing. This is a clinical observation and 
does not constitute a diagnosis or treatment plan. You may report the need for emergency dental treatment at 
any time. Emergency dental conditions include severe toothaches, abscesses, and fractures of teeth or jaw. 

Hygiene Items 

Every patient is issued one (1) of each personal 
hygiene item once they arrive to their assigned 
unit. Depending on the unit you are assigned to, 
you are responsible for securing your personal 
hygiene items and for using them appropriately. 

Health Care 

You will receive health care by a team of licensed 
health care providers, which includes physicians, 
mental health providers, nurses, technicians, 
and others. 

You have the right to refuse health care treatment. 

Participating In Your Care 

• Provide accurate information about your past history 
and current concerns. 

• Discuss your personal recovery plan with your healthcare 
team. 

• Make sure that you understand and agree with your plan. 
• Be informed about your treatment and medication. 

• If you are experiencing pain, inform your nurse or health 
care provider. Most pain can be controlled. You and your 
healthcare team can work together to manage your pain. 

INTAKE PROCESS 8 
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Sick Call 
Procedural Guidelines 

• Sick call is the system whereby a patient reports and receives individualized and appropriate health care for 
non-emergency illnesses or injuries. Sick call will be conducted daily by a qualified health care professional. 

This is done either in the patient's room for non-ambulatory patients or by taking a verbal/written request at 

the nurse's station. 
• You may initiate the sick call process by verbalizing your specific medical complaint to any member of the 

CRCC staff or completing a written sick call request. Any patient complaints made to a non-healthcare staff 

member will be reported to the Charge Nurse for follow-up. 
• The Registered Nurse will evaluate and treat the patient according to policy and procedures. A complaint 

dealt with by nursing protocols which occurs three (3) times in a seven (7) day period will be referred to a 
healthcare provider for assessment. Any complaints/requests that are not covered by the nursing protocols 

will be referred to the healthcare provider. 
• All routine referrals to the healthcare provider will be seen on regular healthcare provider rounds. 

• All emergencies will be reported immediately to the healthcare provider for evaluation and/or referral. 

Nurse Call Button And Emergency Medical Needs 
A Nurse Call and/or Panic Button is available in each room. It has been placed there to call for medical assistance 
in times of legitimate need. You should not hesitate to use to use the Call/Panic Button when you have a situation 
that you cannot attend to yourself and need immediate help. It should be pointed out, however, that repeated 
abuse of the Call/Panic Button for trivial matters, or to harass nursing personnel, will result in disciplinary action 
and could effect response time when there is a real problem. To call a Nurse, press the red colored button 
and then release. A member of the nursing staff will respond as quickly as possible. Emergency services are 
available twenty-four hours a day. All medical emergencies will be assessed and determined by a qualified health 
care provider. If the health care provider prescribes medication, a medical staff member will administer it to you 
at the prescribed time(s). 

9 SICKCALL 
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Your Part in Your Care & Safety I 
Helpful Tips About Medication 

Your Part In Your Care & Safety 
Everyone has a role in making your stay here at Columbia Regional Care Center safe. Your role includes 
speaking up if you have questions or concerns or if you do not understand your recovery plan. Participate and 
make decisions in your care and learn from your hospital experience. Know your medications and understand 

how they will help you. 

If you experience any unsafe conditions or unanticipated outcomes in your treatment and/or medical care, it 
should be reported to your unit nurse/recovery team for review and appropriate action. You can play an important 
role in achieving the best outcome from your medication. To ensure medications are used safely and effectively, 
follow these tips: 

• Maintain a list of all your medications and learn the names, purpose, dosage strength, and schedules of your 
individual medications. 

• Maintain a list of medications that you cannot take (for reasons like allergic reactions) and be able to explain 
the reasons why. 

• Don't hesitate to ask questions regarding anything you do not understand or that does not seem right. 
• Verify your understanding of proper medication use and effects by repeating this information to your health 

care providers (for example, during your recovery team meetings). 

Helpful Tips About Medication 
There are four (4) main types of medication used to treat mental illness. Here is a brief summary of each type of 
medication. More detailed information can be given to you by your nurse or doctor. 

1. Antipsychotics: Examples include: Risperdal, Seroquel, Haldol, Zyprexa, Geodon, Abiligy, lnvega. These 
medications lessen hallucinations (voices), stabilize mood swings, aid you in concentration, lessen paranoid 
and bizarre thoughts, and help you to be able to care for yourself. 

2. Antidepressants: Examples include: Lexapro, Prozac, Effexor, Wellbutrin, Paxil. These medications help 
lessen the symptoms of depression that last at least two weeks such as: being withdrawn, change in eating 
or sleeping habits, thoughts of harming self, and feelings of hopelessness. 

3. Mood Stabilizers: Examples include: Lithium, Depakote, Tegretol, Trileptal. These medications even out your 
mood, preventing the real high and low mood swings that you may experience and that your family might 
notice. 

4. Antianxiety: Examples include: Vistaril, Klonopin, Ativan, Buspar. These medications are used to decrease 
severe anxiety and calm nerves. These can produce physical and psychological dependence and withdrawal 
symptoms. If you are addiction prone or an addict, you should be under careful observation when taking 
these medicines. 

Your Part In Your Care & Safety/ Helpful Tips About Med1ca1ton 10 
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Pharmacy Services 
Examples of Medication Side Effects 

Some possible side effects of medications are: 

• Headaches 
• Excessive thirst 

• Frequency in urinating 

• Constipation 
• Diarrhea 
• Weight gain or loss 

• Rash 

• Sensitivity to sun/sunburn 
• Dry mouth 

• Change in blood pressure 

• Dizziness 

• Restlessness 
• Stiffness in joints/slowed movements 

• Irritability 

Notify A Health Care Provider About: 

1. Any troublesome or distressing side effects you may experience. 

2. Any over-the-counter or prescription medication prescribed by other health care providers that you are 
taking. 

3. Any herbal products or vitamins you are taking. 
4. Any questions you have about the specific medication(s). 

Dental Care 
Routine dental care includes treatment for cavities, bleeding gums, need 

for cleaning, broken or lost fillings, and broken dentures. 

Routine dental treatment is available by appointment only. In order to 
ensure that proper attention is provided, you should briefly describe the 

problem to the attending healthcare provider and the Charge Nurse will 

submit your name on the dental list so that you will be seen. During your 
initial dental examination, you will be advised by the dentist of any badly 
broken or diseased teeth that should be removed. 

You Have The Right To Refuse Dental Treatment 
Poor eating habits, coupled with poor daily cleaning habits, usually result in dental disease. Daily preventive 
dental care is your responsibility and is extremely important A toothbrush will be issued to you upon arrival. 

11 PHARMACY SERVICES/ DENTAL CARE 
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Mental Health Services 
At CRCC, a program exists to provide for the safety, security, and treatment of patients with mental health 
problems. Mental health patients with emergency or acute medical problems will be transported to a local hospital 

for treatment if needed. 

Patients in an acute stage of mental illness will be treated at the facility. The appropriate agency will be notified 
should off site services be required. Diagnosis and recommendations will be noted on the psychiatric evaluation 
by the attending Psychiatrist. 

Evaluation 

1. A Psychiatric Evaluation will be completed after admission or referral and will include a brief medical history; a 
mental status examination including suicidality and homicidality; a history of the current illness; a description 
of the patient's current attitudes and behavior; an estimate of intellectual functioning, memory functioning and 
orientation; and an inventory of the patient's assets. 

2. A Psychosocial Assessment by a licensed mental health professional or someone seeking licensure under 
the direct supervision of a licensed mental health professional will be completed after admission. 

3. A Personal Safety Plan will be completed by a licensed clinician after admission. The Personal Safety Plan 
assists with the determination of the patient's personal preference for techniques of de-escalation to prevent 
displays of aggression. 

4. When additional assessments, such as intellectual assessments, suicide assessment, etc. are needed, 
documentation will include findings, plan of action, and be signed and dated by the clinician. 

5. Brief Medical screenings will be performed by licensed medical providers. 

MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES 12 
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Mental Health Services 

Treatment Program 

1. A multidisciplinary treatment plan will be generated during the first treatment team meeting, but no later than 
seven days after admission. The treatment plan will be reviewed by the clinical treatment team and updated 
at a minimum of every six months. However, the team will discuss the treatment process monthly with the 

patient. 

2. A Treatment Plan consists of a series of written statements specifying a patient's particular course of treatment 
and the roles of qualified health care professionals in carrying it out. The plan is individualized, multidisciplinary 
and based on assessment of your needs. The treatment plan is developed by a multidisciplinary team of 
professionals at the time the condition is identified and updated as warranted. 

3. Group therapy will be provided on each unit. Groups such as Life Skills, Coping Skills, Horticulture Therapy, 
other educational classes, and the Work Therapy Program are available to all patients. The treatment may 
include group and individual counseling. 

4. The use of a Behavior Step Plan or Behavior Improvement Plan is discussed by the treatment team and 
implemented by security, nursing, and mental health staff. An approved copy of any current behavioral 
management plan will be placed in the Behavioral Management section of the chart. 

5. Individual counseling will be provided based on a physician approval. The assigned licensed clinician will 
document each session following the therapy. 

6. Crisis intervention services will be provided as needed. 

7. Substance abuse group therapy is provided by a licensed clinician as appointed. 

Description of Level System 

Unit three (3) is designed to have three (3)Areas of Treatment (AOT} 
that are focused on motivating patients to stabilize and restore their 
emotional and behavioral control: 

• Red Level 
• Yellow Level 
• Green Level 

Patients can earn points by group therapy participation, behavioral 
improvement plans, Step Program, treatment team participation, and 
individual therapy sessions. Patients can "cash-in" earned points for 
special events. 
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Mental Health Services 
Treatment Team Progress Reviews 
In conjunction with your sending agency, you will be scheduled for a Progress Review based on a review schedule. 
At this Progress Review, your behavior and adjustment for the stated period will be evaluated. The report will 
address the entire spectrum of your facility life. It is a permanent part of your record and a copy will be sent to 
your parent agency. Therefore, you should assist in making sure it is as accurate and thorough as possible. 
During Progress Reviews, several things may be accomplished, such as your visiting list may be updated, and 
requests for program changes can be reviewed and discussed with you. 

One of the most important aspects of the Progress Review is your 
behavior. The team will, at this time, answer any questions you have 
regarding your behavior and stay at CRCC. Any programs that you 
are involved in or need to become involved in will be discussed. 

The basic purpose of the Progress Review is to document your 
progress and keep you informed of how you are doing. The Progress 
Review time should also be utilized in planning for the future. Come 
to your review prepared to ask questions and contribute to the 
procedure. 

Keep in mind that this review is an instrument that can either help or 
hinder your stay at CRCC. If you received a good evaluation during 
the preceding review period, it will be noted on these documents. 
On the other hand, any bad reports will be shown as well. Your 
participation in the programs available at CRCC will also be listed 
on these documents. 
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Patient Rights and Responsibilities 
Patient Rights 

1. Right to equal treatment regardless of race, religion, ethnicity, handicap, or sexual orientation. 

2. Right to practice religious activities, including silent prayer and moments of reverence, attending organized 

religious gatherings, and counsel with ministers. 

3. Right to safe living conditions, including hygienic accommodations and a safe and secure environment. 

4. Right to protection from abuse, including physical abuse, emotional abuse, and other forms of exploitation. 

5. Right to freely speak and express oneself in writing. 

6. Right to health care, including necessary medical, mental health and dental treatment, and nourishing meals. 

7. Right to be informed regarding facility policies, procedures, practices, and guidelines. 

8. Right to receive and maintain approved personal possessions, including mail or other personal property. 

9. Right to access legal counsel, including confidential conversations and correspondence, and right to electively 
consent and participate in recreational, educational, and psychotherapeutic activities. 

10. Right to protection from retaliation. 

Patient Responsibilities 

1. Responsibility to respect the natural and rightfully chosen differences between people. 

2. Responsibility to be tolerant of the choices of others regarding their practices and beliefs about a higher 
power, and responsibility to not impose personal beliefs upon them. 

3. Responsibility to ensure others' comfort and safety by exercising appropriate care and precautions when 
using facilities. 

4. Responsibility to treat others with courtesy and respect, seeking not to take advantage of them, or manipulate 
them. 

5. Responsibility to not be offensive and responsibility to utilize appropriate channels of communication. 

6. Responsibility to communicate genuine personal needs and responsibility to respect the needs of others. 

7. Responsibility to limit approved personal possessions to items that can be safely contained in authorized 
space. 

8. Responsibility to earnestly engage counsel for representation . 

9. Responsibility to sincerely and meaningfully take part in those activities for which consent is provided. 

10. Responsibility to communicate with staff effectively to get individual needs met, and to use the appropriate 
grievance procedure in a meaningful manner. 
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Patient Rules 
1. During counts, televisions and radios will be turned off. Patients in the dayroom will return to their 

room. 

2. You are not permitted to enter any area of the facility other than the one to which you are assigned 
without specific direction and escort. 

3. Under no circumstances is a patient allowed to enter another patient's room. 

4. No patient is allowed in any office area without a staff member present. 

5. It is your responsibility to keep the immediate area near your bed clean and sanitary at all times. If 
a patient is physically unable to assist in this, housekeeping will ensure that the area is clean and 
sanitized . Paper and debris are not to be left on the floor, under or around the beds. 

6. Items are not to be laid or stored on vacant beds. 

7. All items must be properly stored or they will be confiscated. 

8. Shoes will be neatly stored under the bed. 

9. Fire and Safety Regulations prohibit: 
• Cardboard boxes, plastic bags or milk cartons from being stored in the unit. 
• Blocking the ventilation grills and the placement of any article over the window or door windows. 

10. Pictures will not be hung, taped or fastened in any way on room walls , ceilings, doors or beds. 

11 . Patients will not put up makeshift clotheslines. 

12. Smoking is strictly prohibited. 

13. Emergency situations such as fire, flooding due to plumbing failure, fellow patient in distress, etc. will 
be reported immediately to a staff member. 

14. The volume of all televisions and recreational activities will be kept at a minimum as to not disturb 
others and will be monitored by the Unit Custody Officers. 
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Patient Rules 

15. Television for authorized patients will be pennitted only during the times specified below: 

a. Monday - Thursday 
b. Friday 
c. Saturday 
d. Sunday 
e. Nights Preceding Holidays 

9:00 a.m. - 11 :30 p.m. 
9:00 a.m. - 12:00 midnight 
8:00 a.m. - 12:00 midnight 
8:00 a.m. - 11 :30 p.m. 
8:00 a.m. - 12:00 midnight 

16. Occasionally, special events may be approved for extending viewing hours through the entirety of a program. 
The Shift Supervisor has the authority to approve this extension. 

17. Television is a privilege and not a right. In the event of a disagreement regarding program selection, the 
Custody Officer of the Unit will make the program choice to best satisfy the majority. If that does not resolve 
the matter, officers are well within their authority to tum the television off. The Shift Supervisor has the 
authority to deny this privilege in order to maintain the order and security of the Care Unit. 

18. The Care Unit lights will be turned off at: 

a. Sunday - Thursday 
b. Friday & Saturday 
c. Nights Preceding Holidays 

11:30 p.m. 
12:00 midnight 
12:00 midnight 

19. All talking and unnecessary movement shall cease after lights are turned off and during counts. 

20. Patient radios must be battery operated and equipped with earphones. Radios may be taken to the recreation 
area, but otherwise are not pennitted off the Care Unit. 

21 . No wire of any type will be connected to the radio as an antenna or antenna extension. Failure to comply with 

this guideline can result in confiscation of the radio. 

Marriage of a Patient 
Patients will not be allowed to marry while at CRCC. 
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Personal Daily Living Needs 
Hygiene Items: To ensure that each and every patient is able to comply with the grooming and clothing standards 

set forth at CRCC, you will have access to the following items: 

Grooming Kit: 
• Razor-controlled as required 
• One (1) toothbrush 
• One (1) tube of toothpaste 
• Liquid soap 
• One (1) comb - controlled as required 
• One ( 1) deodorant 

Bed Linen, Towels & Wash Clothes: 
• One (1) towel 
• One (1) washcloth 
• Two (2) sheets 
• One (1) pillowcase 
• One (1) blanket 
• One (1) mesh bag 

Clothing: 
• One (1) scrub uniform 
• Three (3) pair of socks 
• Three (3) pair of underwear/tee shirts 
• One (1) pair of tennis shoes 

• One (1) pair of shower shoes 

Health and comfort items will be inspected by CRCC staff prior to distribution. These items will be distributed 
to every patient on an as needed or on a direct exchange basis. Some replacement clothing can be purchased 
from the canteen. 

Patients may receive replacement items only in exchange for worn out items. The staff will ensure that you are 
provided with the supplies you need, but there must be strict controls placed in order to prevent waste and abuse. 
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Personal Daily Living Needs 
Laundry Services 

Laundry services are provided to all patients. Your Care Unit staff will help you with questions regarding laundry 
schedules and clothing exchange. 

• All personal items of clothing are laundered on site. Other items and linens are sent to an off-site Contractor. 
• Each unit is scheduled certain days of each week to do patients personal laundry on site. 
• The personal laundry is washed by the nursing staff on night shift on the assigned laundry days. 

• The patients place their clothing in the provided mesh bag and the staff will collect it from each room. 
• It will be returned to the appropriate patient after laundry service is completed. 

• Be sure all items and mesh bag are labeled with your name to assure the appropriate items are returned 
to you. 

• Uniforms are not washed in the facility. They are sent out to a contract laundry service. Please do not place 
uniforms in the mesh bags to be washed by staff. 

Patients on the DMH Units are to be escorted to the laundry room and allowed to do their own laundry which 
must be completed by 10:30 p.m. on assigned days. 

The only exception to this are the acute patients and patients who are physically or mentally impaired from 
performing this task. 

Meals 

All patient meals are served by our dietary/food service department. Meals are served in assigned rooms. Meal 
serving times will vary by unit. The meal times listed below reflect the time spans in which you may receive your 
meal. 

Breakfast 6:00 a.m.- 7:30 a.m. 

Jtfr,c,r±~.:· :·~ :· .1_1 :o~>''p'.rrf?)?=~·o r,_:ffi_; 
Dinner 4:00 p.m.- 5:30 p.m. 
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Personal Daily Living Needs 
Authorized Personal Items 

The following list is an example of authorized items that you may be allowed to have in your possession as 

determined by the health care professional and the Security Director. 

Health & Comfort Items 

• One (1) comb (plastic or flexible) 

• One (1) pair prescription eye glasses 

• One (1) set of dentures 

• Artificial limbs 

• Two (2) handkerchiefs (plain white) 

Religious Materials 

All religious material must be approved by the Chaplain and 
the Security Director. Religious materials may not be 

inflammatory or disparaging to any religious or racial group. 

Examples of items you may be allowed to have in your 

possession are: 

• Holy Bible 

• Book of Mormon 

• Book of Buddhism 

• Holy Quaran or Koran 

Miscellaneous Personal Items 

• Miscellaneous personal items such as pictures, letters, address books, calendar, etc. may be permitted as 
approved by the Security Director. 

• Provisions will be made to assist indigent patients with social needs. 
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Personal Daily Living Needs 
Proper Storage Of Personal Property 
Patients will store approved personal property in approved 
CRCC issued containers. No property will be on the walls, 
heaters, windows, ceiling, sink, door, mirrors or air vents. 
Any violation of this regulation may result in disciplinary 

action and confiscation of the items. 

Count Times 
The security staff will make scheduled counts to ensure the presence of assigned patients. Compliance with the 
count procedure is of the utmost importance. No movement will be allowed within the Center once a headcount 
begins. 

Count times are as follows 
7:30 a.m. 

12:00 noon 
3:30 p.m. 
7:00 p.m. 

9:30 pm {Photo Roll Call Count) 
11:30 p.m. 

4:00 a.m. 

Unscheduled counts will be held as situations dictate. 

When an unscheduled count is announced, you will be 

expected to comply with Security Officers' directions 

promptly and without discussion. 

Fire 
All areas of CRCC will have a primary evacuation plan posted in a conspicuous location to ensure the safety of all 
patients, employees, and visitors. All evacuation plans will lead directly to a hazard-free area where supervision 
and continued medical care will be provided. The fire evacuation rules are for your safety. Failure to follow 
instructions may result in disciplinary action. 

21 PERSONAL DAILY LIVING NEEDS 

8316



Mail 
While at CRCC, you may send and receive mail subject to CRCC rules and regulations. All mail will be inspected 
by the Mailroom for contraband. Your mail will not be censored. Incoming legal mail between you and your 
attorney or the courts will be opened in your presence and checked for contraband. You may not use the mail 
to plan any kind of illegal activities. You may not correspond with anyone in another correctional facility without 
approval from the Facility Administrator or Security Director. If you desire to correspond with another family 
member who is incarcerated, you must first submit a Patient Communication Form through the Security Director 

or Facility Administrator. 

CRCC provides indigent patients with postage to send one (1) free letter per week. The day designated for 
mailing these free letters is Wednesday of each week. 

There are restrictions on what type of magazines you may receive. If you have questions as to what type 
of magazines you may receive, you may submit a Patient Communication Form to the Security Director for 
clarification/approval. All approved magazines must come directly from the publisher. 

A return address for both incoming and outgoing mail must be on the envelope in order for it to be processed. 
The correct mailing address for CRCC is as follows: 

Your Name, Hospital Number 

Your Housing Unit and Bed Assignment 

Columbia Regional Care Center 

7901 Farrow Road 

Columbia, SC 29203 
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Visitation 
At CRCC, you are encouraged to maintain close contact with your family. We understand the importance of family 

support and will do everything reasonable to facilitate it. 

As a matter of general practice, members of your immediate family, 12 years of age and older, will be permitted 
visitation. Visiting hours are on Saturday and Sunday from 8:30 am until 4:00 pm. Physical contact between you 

and visitors is strictly prohibited. 

The approved visitation list from your sending agency will be strictly adhered to unless the agency provides other 
instructions or permission in writing. If we do not have an authorized list from your sending agency you will be 

asked to complete a Request of Authorized Visit List for up to 1 0 family members that will be maintained in your 

Security File. 

Visit Request Process 

• You must submit a Patient Communication Form weekly with the names of the individuals you wish to have 
visit and date of visit. 

• The visitation request must be submitted no later than noon every Friday. 

• The names you submit on the Communication Form will be verified to determine if they are on your approved 
visitation list. Anyone not on the approved list will be denied visitation. 

• The Communication Form will then be submitted to the Security Director for final approval. 

• Your name and the authorized visitors will then be placed on the Weekend Visitation List. 

Special Visits 

Special visits are visitations that occur outside the normal 
visitation schedule (Saturday, Sundays, Holidays). 

• A special visit can be requested by the patient using the 

Communication Form orby an authorized visitor, by telephone, 
at least 48 hours prior to the requested visit. 

• Special visits will only be approved by the Facility Administrator, 
Assistant Facility Administrator or Security Director. 

Because CRCC is a secure treatment facility and many patients 

are here with serious communicable health problems, children 
under 12 years of age are not permitted to enter during regular 

visits. Visitation with children under the age of 12 (for up to 2 

hours) will be scheduled the third weekend of each month 

unless changed or cancelled for security reasons. Exceptions for 
terminally ill and hospice patients can be made on a "case-by­

case" basis, and only on the recommendation of the staff social 
worker, health care provider or chaplain. 

Visitors will be allowed to have no more than $20.00 in their 
possession at the time of their visit in order to purchase items 
from the vending machine. It is your responsibility to advise your 
family or friends of the rules governing visitation. 
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Library/Reading Material 
Reading material will be made available through the 
library. Check with your social worker for assistance in 
receiving reading material. 

Recreation 
The only area allowed for indoor recreation is the Dayroom. These areas are restricted when recreation is not 
in progress. Television and/or indoor games may begin at 8:30 a.m., if the unit cleanliness meets the Custody 
Officer's approval. The Dayrooms will close at 9:00 p.m. Outdoor recreation and exercise is available, weather 
and other conditions permitting, at least five (5) hours per week. 
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Telephone 
All personal patient telephone calls are recorded. Any call placed to your attorney of record will not be 

recorded. In order for a call to your attorney to not be recorded you must: 

• Submit a Communication Form to the Security Director listing the name, address, and telephone number 

(including area code) of the attorney(s). 
• After verification and receipt of an official correspondence from the attorney's office, the number will be 

blocked from recording. 
• You should only use the number(s) you provided to speak with your attorney. All other numbers will be 

recorded. 

Each Care Unit is equipped with telephones for patient use. The telephone system is available from 9 a.m. until 
9 p.m., seven days a week. Phone minutes can be purchased through the canteen and accessed with the pin 
number you are provided. 

Incoming emergency phone calls will be referred to the Shift Supervisor or other appropriate CRCC staff. 
Emergencies will be verified before being discussed with you. You will be allowed to use a telephone with 
approval of the Shift Supervisor or other appropriate CRCC staff in emergency situations. 

All patients are expected to display proper courtesy and discipline in utilizing the Care Unit phones. The Unit 
Custody Officer will establish a list of those patients who wish to use the phone. This list will be adhered to in the 
order written. Phones on the units are programmed to limit calls to twenty (20) minutes. When the allotted time 
has expired, the telephone will automatically disconnect. 
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Pastoral Care Services 

Pastoral Care Services are provided to support the religious, spiritual, moral, and ethical needs of the patient 
population at CRCC. Individual religious needs will be met in conjunction with available space, security, and 
medical requirements. 

The staff chaplain is a licensed clergy member of a recognized religious denomination. The chaplain is responsible 
for providing religious support and pastoral care consistent with the moral and ethical well-being of the entire 
facility. Patients' religious freedom and personal rights are respected regardless of their religious affiliation. 

Chaplains are authorized to conduct rites, sacraments, and services as required by their respective denomination. 
The staff chaplain is considered a teacher in the area of religious instruction. The chaplain is also responsible to 
the Facility Administrator for conducting and maintaining religious education programs. 

The staff chaplain serves as Volunteer Coordinator for the facility. Approved volunteers will contribute to the 
spiritual well-being of patients and their families by: 

• Developing a pastoral relationship with individual patients. 
• Participating in necessary activities associated with Correct Care, LLC. and CRCC. 
• Conducting programs for the moral, spiritual, and social development of patients and their families. 
• Being available to all patients for pastoral activities and spiritual assistance. 
• Contributing to the rehabilitation of patients through worship services, pastoral activities and by cooperating 

with other members of the staff, denominational boards, committees, and clergy. 
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Patient Canteen 
The purpose of the Canteen is to provide you with items of convenience, at the lowest practical price. The pur­

chase of items from the Canteen must be governed by the below listed rules: 

• You will receive a Canteen Order Sheet every week. Order sheets will be turned in on Sunday night in 

the appropriate location and your orders will be filled and delivered to you on Wednesday morning. In the 
event of a Holiday these days may change but every effort will be made to make sure that you get your 
Canteen Orders filled on the day designated. You will be notified if there are any changes to the day the 
orders need to be turned in or when you will receive them. 

• You may purchase/possess health and comfort items based on your points and level as described earlier. 
The amount you may spend on these items is also based on your points and level. Under no circumstanc­

es will any patient be allowed to order more than $50 per week from the canteen. 
• You may not share items with or purchase items for other patients. 
• The amount of items you may order from each section is listed at the top of each section. If you order 

more than the allowed amount for that section, items will be arbitrarily crossed off until the amount is at the 
allowed level. 

• Large quantity purchases for the obvious purpose of bartering or resale to fellow patients is not permitted. 
• If you place an order you may not refuse It when it is delivered. 
• If there is an error in your order, or you are missing items you have been charged for, we will make sure 

that you are credited for those items. 
• All containers/wrappings should be properly discarded after the product has been removed/consumed. 

If there are items that you think would be helpful to the general patient population, you may submit a request to 
add those items to the Canteen Order Sheet to the Assistant Facility Administrator for review. Requests will be 
evaluated on the basis of need, cost, and security considerations. 
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Patient Bank 
CRCC provides a Patient Trust Fund service. This fund is administered as follows: 

1. All deposits must be received as follows: 
• Through the United States Postal Service to the attention of : 

Columbia Regional Care Center 
Attention: Patient Canteen Fund 

PO Box 23587 
Columbia, SC 29224 

• Online or by Telephone as follows: www.GovPayNow.com or call 888-277-2535 

• You will need: 

Your Credit or Debit Card 
Patient's name, number and location 

Pay Location Code - 5500 

2. The only negotiable items accepted for deposit in your account will be United States Postal Money 
Orders, other recognized money orders, cashier's and government checks. All other negotiable items (i.e., 

cash, traveler's checks or personal checks) will not be accepted and will be returned to sender. It is your 
responsibility to advise friends and family of these procedures. 

3. If you have money in an account from your previous institution it can be requested for you. To have any 
funds from a previous institution requested, you must complete a Patient Communication Form stating that 
you want your funds requested to be sent. Once this request is received, a letter will be drafted for your 
signature and mailed to the appropriate facility. Any money received from your previous institution will be 
deposited in your Personal Trust Account as soon as it is received. 

4. You will be provided with a balance on your account each time a Canteen order or purchase is made and 
whenever there is a deposit. 

5. If you need to know the balance in your Personal Trust Account at any other time you may submit a request 
in writing on a Patient Communication Fom, and a statement of your account will be provided to you. 
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Legal Issues 
Special Legal Problems 
This is an issue that should be addressed separately from all other types of problems since it is often a source 

of confusion for newly assigned patients. 

You may have a situation during your period of incarceration at CRCC when your sentence is reduced, increased, 
modified or changed in some way. In instances such as these, CRCC has no authority in these matters. It is 
generally a good idea to contact your attorney, the sending facility, or the courts, if you have a problem of a legal 
nature. Neither the employees of CRCC nor any Center official can assist you in any meaningful way, other than 
to help explain what changes have been ordered. You will find your attorney, the sending facility, and the courts 
much more knowledgeable regarding your legal options. 

Legal Services 
CRCC maintains a limited library of legal materials and 
access to LexisNexis, a legal computer program. Patients 
may make a request to use these items. If you are in need 
of assistance in these areas, arrangements should be made 
through your sending agency. CRCC staff members cannot 
be actively involved in your legal affairs other than to assist 
with obtaining access to the available legal material. If you 
need assistance: 

• Send a Patient Request Form to the Education Instructor 

• Attempts will be made to provide you with the requested 
material within ten (10) working days. 

Photocopies 

Patients requiring photocopying should submit a Patient 
Request to the mailroom. Photocopies will be made at a cost 
of ten (10) cents a page. A limited number of photocopies of 
legal documents may be made for patients who are indigent; 
however, the patient's account will still be charged in the 
event funds become available later. 

Notary Service 

Notary services are available upon request through a 
Patient Communication Form. 
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Patient Grievance Procedure 
A Grievance is regarded as a formal complaint of an incident, policy or condition within CRCC. Grievances can 
often be resolved quickly through direct communication with the staff person(s) responsible for the affected area 
of the grievance. In order for the Grievance Procedure to function properly, you can be assured that no retaliation 
will be taken against you for filing a legitimate complaint. At the same time, you must not abuse the system by 
knowingly and intentionally making a false statement or repeatedly submitting frivolous claims. When filing a 
Grievance, complete each section, writing only in the space provided for your use. It is important to state what 

you expect on the form. 

No patient will be subjected to reprisal, retaliation, harassment, or disciplinary action for filing a formal grievance, 
or participating in the resolution of a formal grievance. 

The Risk Manager/ Patient Advocate will be designated as the Grievance Coordinator. The Grievance Coordinator 
will ensure that all CRCC patients have access to the grievance process, and the formal and informal request 
system. 

Patients found to be misusing or abusing the patient formal grievance system will be subjected to limitation. 
• Misuse or abuse of the grievance system refers to: 

1. Repetitive filing of grievances on the same matter. 
2. Filing grievances that contain vulgar, indecent, offensive or insulting language. 
3. Filing grievances to harass individuals or disrupt the operation of the facility. 
4. Filing grievances not designed to lead to any practical result. 
5. Filing grievances with knowledge that they contain false statements for the purpose of causing harm 

to CRCC or its personnel. 
• Limitation refers to a sanction imposed on a patient found to be abusing or misusing the patient formal 

grievance system. Patients subjected to a limitation may still utilize the grievance system for processing other 
legitimate grievances that do not relate to the matter(s) for which the limitation was imposed. 

• When a person misuses or abuses the formal grievance system, further grievances received on the same 
matter will have "GRIEVANCE NOT ACCEPTED DUE TO" stamped on them. A copy will be made for the 
Grievance Coordinator's file and the original will be returned to the patient. 
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Patient Grievance Procedure 

Valid formal grievances include, but are not limited to the following: 
• Discriminatroy Policies and Procedures. 
• Actions of a staff member toward a patient. 

• Actions of a patient toward another patient. The writer of the grievance must be one of the patients involved 
in the situation. 

• Theft and/or destruction of patient property. 
• Inappropriate disciplinary actions. 

Invalid formal grievances include items such as: 

• Requesting a change of Unit, room or roommate assignment. 
• Grievances requesting that a specific person not be allowed to work on a specific unit or terminated. 
• Grievances concerning hearsay information. 
• Grievances about situations not involving the writer. 
• Any issue outside of the control of CRCC such as: 

1. State and federal court decisions. 
2. Decisions made by the sending facility, including placement and discharge. 
3. State and federal laws and regulations. 

In those cases where a question may arise as to whether an issue is a valid formal grievance, the Grievance 
Coordinator will confer with the Facility Administrator. The Grievance Coordinator will advise the patient as to the 
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Prison Rape Elimination Act 
Sexual Assault, Abuse, and Harrassment Awareness 
All patients at CRCC have a right to be safe and free from sexual harass­
ment and sexual assault. There is a wzero tolerance" policy here at CRCC 
and prevention is a top priority. Standards are in place for the detection, 
prevention, reduction, and punishment of prison rape. Prudent efforts will 
be made to ensure the safety of the patient and staff. 

Definitions 

A. Carnal Knowledge: Contact between the penis and vulva or the penis and the anus, including penetration of 

any sort, however slight. 

B. Oral Sodomy: Contact between the mouth and the penis, the mouth and the vulva or the mouth and the anus. 

C. Sexual Fondling: The touching of a private body part of another person for the purpose of gratification. 

D. Sexual Assault with an Object: The use of any hand, finger, object or other instrument to penetrate, however 
slighUy, the genital or anal opening of the body of another person. 

E. Rape: The carnal knowledge, oral sodomy, sexual assault with an object or sexual fondling of a person forc­
ibly or against that person's will. 

Patient-on-Patient Sexual Abuse/Assault 
Sexual abuse is used to describe a broad range of sexual activity including nonphysical sexual behavior. Sexual 
assault is used to emphasize violent sexual behavior: 
A. Contact between the penis and vulva or the penis and anus, including penetration, however slight. 
B. Contact between the mouth and the penis, vulva, or anus. 
C. Penetration of the anal or genital opening of another person, however slight, by a hand, finger, object, or other 
instrument. 
D. Any other intentional touching, either directly or through the clothing, of the genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner 
thigh, or buttocks of any person, excluding contact incidental to a physical altercation, and 
E. Coercion into sexual acts by threatening another patient with physical violence or bodily injury. 
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Definitions 

Staff-On-Patient Sexual Abuse/Assault 

Sexual abuse/assault between staff, contractors, or volunteers and patients include: 

A. Contact between the penis and vulva or the penis and anus, including penetration, however slight, 
B. Contact between the mouth and the penis, vulva, or anus, 

C. Penetration of the anal or genital opening of another person, however slight, by a hand, finger, object, or other 
instrument, 

D. Any other intentional touching, either direcUy or through the clothing, of the genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner 
thigh, or buttocks of any person, which is unrelated to official duties, or where the staff member, contractor, or 
volunteer has the intent to arouse, abuse, or gratify sexual desire, and 

E. Any display of a staff member, contractor, or volunteer of his or her uncovered genitalia, buttocks or breasts 
in the presence of a patient. 

Staff Sexual Misconduct 

Staff sexual misconduct is characterized by behaviors between a staff member and patient which can include, 
but are not limited to, indecent, profane or abusive language or gestures and inappropriate visual surveillance 
of patients. 
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Assault/Abuse 
Prohibited Acts 
A patient, who engages in inappropriate sexual behaviors with or directs it at another, can be charged with the 

following Prohibited Acts under the Detainee Disciplinary Policy: 
• Using Abusive or Obscene Language 
• Sexual Assault 
• Making a sexual proposal 
• Indecent exposure 
• Engaging in sexual acts 

Detention As A Safe Environment 
While you are detained, no one has the right to pressure you to engage in sexual acts or engage in unwanted 
sexual behaviors regardless of your age, size, race, or ethnicity. Regardless of your sexual orientation, you have 
the right to be safe from unwanted sexual advances and acts. 

Remember, due to the nature of incarceration. NO sex in prison or at CRCC is considered consensual sex re­
gardless of the nature of the act. This includes sex with other patients and/or institutional personnel. Take ALL 

sexual contact seriously and treat it as an assault. 

Confidentiality 
Information concerning the identity of a patient victim reporting a sexual assault, and the facts of the report itself, 
shall be limited to those who have the need to know in order to make decisions concerning the patient's welfare 
and for law enforcement investigative purposes. 

Report All Assaults or Abuse 
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Assault/Abuse 
Report All Assaults 

Employees will accept all reports made verbally, in writing, anonymously, and from third parties and shall promptly 
document and verbal reports. If you become a victim of a sexual assault, you should report it immediately to any 

staff person you trust, to include housing officers, chaplains, medical staff, or supervisors. Staff members keep 
the reported information confidential and only discuss it with the appropriate officials on a need to know basis. If 
you are not comfortable reporting the assault to staff, you have other options: 

U. S. Marshal's Patients 

• Write a letter reporting the sexual misconduct to the person in charge of the United States Marshal's patients. 
• To ensure confidentiality, use special (Legal) mail procedures. 

• File a Detainee Grievance (DA 1 ). If you decide your complaint is too sensitive to file with the officer in charge 
or unit nurse, you can file your Grievance directly with the Patient Advocate. You can get the forms from your 
unit officer, or a facility supervisor. 

• Write to the Office of Inspector General (OIG), which investigates allegations of staff misconduct, or you may 
write to the Federal Bureau of Prisons. The addresses are: 

U. S. Department of Justice 
Office of Inspector General 

P. 0 . Box 27606 
Washington, DC 20534 

OR 

Central Office 
Federal Bureau of Prisons 

320 First Street N.W. 
Washington, DC 20534 

Call, at no expense to you, the Office of Inspector General. 
The phone number is 1-800-869-4499. 

South Carolina Department of Mental Health Patients 

• You may call the South Carolina Law Enforcement Department (SLED}, 
• The State Long Term Care Ombudsman, or 

• The Lieutenant Governor's Office at the following numbers: 

866-200-6066 - SLED 
803-734-9900- Long Term Care Ombudsman 
800-868-9095 - Lieutenant Governor's Office 
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Assault/ Abuse 
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Georgia Department of Corrections and All Others 

• File a Detainee Grievance (DA 1 ). If you decide your complaint is too sensitive to file with the officer in charge 

or unit nurse, you can file your grievance directly with the Patient Advocate. You can get the forms from your 

housing unit officer, or a facility supervisor. 

• Write to the Office of Inspector General (OIG), which investigates allegations of staff misconduct, or you may 

write to the Federal Bureau of Prisons. The addresses are: 
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Security Operations 
Security is the concern of everyone, but primarily the duty of the 
Custody Officers. Custody Officers have a role of providing for 
security, custody, and control of all patients held in CRCC. Your 
housing unit is supervised by Custody Officers who are trained 

to provide assistance. You are encouraged to try to solve your 
own individual problems in a responsible manner. However, 
problems may arise that will be beyond your control. Do not 
hesitate to discuss these matters with a staff member of CRCC. 
If they cannot assist, they will be able to refer you to someone 
who can. 

Self Discipline, 
Rules & Regulations 
Self-discipline is the most important part of maintaining order. 
This occurs when you are aware of the Rules and Regulations 
and, through your own self-discipline and determination, follow 
them. An orderly Correctional Community is necessary to 
maintain an effective program. You are expected to follow the 
rules and be respectful of others within CRCC. Good order and 
discipline will be maintained and you can expect corrective action 
for any violation of facility Rules and Regulations. The Rules and 
Regulations are listed in this manual for your benefit. All staff 
members are responsible for maintaining order and protecting 
your well-being by enforcing the Rules and Regulations. 

SECURITY OPERATIONS/ SELF DISCIPLINE 37 

8332



.. 
• 

Formal Disciplinary Action 
A Disciplinary Report will be written by staff members observing a rule violation or having evidence that a 
violation of the Rules and Regulations has been committed. You will be given a copy of the charges placed 
against you and you will have a formal hearing before a Hearing Official. Each case is processed on an individual 
basis. Depending on the seriousness of the offense, a wide-range of corrective measures can be applied. Loss 
of privileges and disciplinary confinement are some of the disciplinary measures available. If you are found guilty, 
the Disciplinary Report will become a part of your Institutional Record. Disciplinary Reports may delay program 
considerations and suspend your privileges. 

Disciplinary Severity Scale And Prohibited Acts 

Code Greatest Offense Category Prohibited Acts 
100 Killing 

101 Assaulting any person (Including sexual assault) or an armed assault on the Institution's secure perimeter 

(a charge for assaulting any person at this level is to be used only when serious physical Injuries have 
been attempted or carried out by a patient) 

102 Escape from an escort; escape from a secure Institution (low, medium and high security level and 
administrative institutions) 

103 Setting a fire( This category applies only when found to pose a threat lo life serious bodily harm or in 

furtherance of a prohibited act of greatest severity, e.g. in furtherance of a riot or escape: Otherwise the 
charge Is properly classified Code 218 or 329.) 

104 Possession, manufacturing or introducllon of a gun, firearm, weapon, sharpened instrument, knife, 

dangerous chemical, escape tool/device, explosive or ammunition 
105 Rioting 

106 Encouraging others to riot 

107 Taking hostage(s) 

108 Refusfng to provide a urine sample to take part in drug-abuse testing 
109 Threatening a staff member, law enforcement, security officer or public official with bodily harm 
198 Interfering with a staff member In the performance of duties (conduct must be of the greatest severity) 
199 Conduct that disrupts or interferes with security or the orderly operations of the facility (conduct must be of 

the greatest severity) 

Greatest Offense Category Sanctions 
A. Initiate criminal proceedings 
8. Disciplinary transfer to another unit 
C. Disciplinary segregation (up to 90 days} 

D. Make monetary restitution (iffunds are available} 

E. Loss of privileges, e.g. canteen, recreation, free time, etc (in conjunction with A-D). 
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Formal Disciplinary Action 
Code High Offense Category Prohibited Acts 
200 Escaping from unescorted community 

201 Fighting, boxing, wresUlng, sparling, and any other fonn of physical encounter, Including horseplay 

that causes or could cause Injury to another person 

202 Possession or Introduction of an unauthorized tool 

203 Threatening another with bodily hann 

204 Extortlon, blackmail, protecUon, demanding or receiving money, canteen or any other fonn of payment 

for protecUon, avoiding bodily harm or threat of being lnfonned against 

205 Engaging In sexual acts 

206 Making sexual proposal or threat to another 

208 Wearing a disguise or mask 

209 Tampering with or blocking any locking device 

210 Tampering with food or drink 

211 Possession, introduction, or use of narcotics, narcotic paraphernalia, or drug not prescribed for the 

individual by the medical staff 

212 Possessing an officer's or any staff member's clothing 

213 Engaging In or inciting a group demonstration 

214 Encouraging others to participate in a work stoppage or to refuse to work 

215 Refusing to provide a urine sample or otherwise cooperate In a drug test 

216 Introducing alcohol Into the facility 

217 Giving or offering an official or staff member a bribe or anything of value 

218 Giving money or receiving money from any person for an illegal or prohibited purpose, such as 

Introducing/conveying contraband 

219 Destroying, altering, or damaging property worth more than $100 

220 Being found guilty of any combination of three high moderate or low moderate offenses within 90 days 

221 Signing, preparing, clrculaUng or soliciting support for prohibited group peUUons 

222 Possessing or introducing an Incendiary device, e.g., matches, lighters, etc. 

223 Any act that endanger person(s) and/or property 

•298 Interfering with a staff member In the perfonnance of duties (conduct must be of highest severity). This 

charge is to be used only when no other charge of high severity Is applicable. 

•299 Conduct that disrupts or interferes with the security or orderly operation of the facility (conduct must 

be of highest severity). This charge Is to be used only when no other charge of highest severity is 

applicable . When the prohibited act Is Interfering with a staff member in the performance of duties (Code 198, 

298, 398 or 498) of conduct that disrupts (Code 199, 299, 399 or 499), the disciplinary hearing officer 

should specify In Its finding the severity level of the conduct, ciUng a comparable offense In that 

category. For example, we find the act of _ to be of high severity, most comparable to Code 213, 

•engaging in a group demonstration." 

High Offense Category Sanctions 
A. Initiate criminal proceedings 
B. Disciplinary transfer (recommended) 

C. Disciplinary segregation (up to 30 days) 
D. Make monetary restitution (if funds are available} 
E. Loss of privileges, e.g. canteen, recreation, 

unit activities, etc. 
F. Change housing unit 

G. Removed from program and/or group activities 
H. Loss of job 

I. Impound and store patient personal property 
J. Confiscate contraband 
K. Room restriction 
L. Warning 
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Formal Disciplinary Action 
Code High Moderate Offense Category Prohibited Acts 

300 Indecent exposure 

301 Stealing 

302 Misuse of authorized medication 

303 Loss, misplacement, or damage of a less restricted tool 

204 Lending property or other Item of value for profil/increase return 

305 Possession of item(s) not authorized for receipt or retention; not Issued through regular channels 

306 Refusal to clean assigned living area 

307 Refusing to obey the order of a staff member or officers (may be categorized and charged as 

a greater or lesser offense, depending on the kind of disobedience: continuing to riot Is Code 

105-Rloting; continuing to fight Is Code 201-Flghting; refusing to provide a urine sample, Code 215 

308 Insolence toward a staff member 

309 Lying or providing false statement to staff 

310 Counterfeiting, forging, or other unauthorized reproduction of money proceedings or other official 

documents or Item, e.g. security document, Identification cards, etc. (may be categorized as greater 

or lesser offense, depending on the nature and purpose of the reproduction, e.g., counterfeiting 

release papers to effect escape-Code 101 or 200). 

311 Participating In an unauthorized meeting or gathering 

312 Being In an unauthorized area 

313 Failure to stand count 

314 Interfering with count 

315 Making, possessing, or using lntoxicant(s) 

316 Refusing a brealhalyzer test or other test of alcohol consumption 

317 Gambling 

318 Preparing or conducting a gambling pool 

319 Possession of gambling paraphernalia 

320 Unauthorized contact with public 

321 Giving money or another item of value to, or accepting money or another Item of value from anyone, 

Including another patient, without staff authorization 

322 Destroying, altering, or damaging property (facility or another person's ) worth more than $100 

"398 Interfering with a staff member in the performance of duties (conduct must be of highest severity). 

This charge Is to be used only when no other charge of high severity is applicable. 

•399 Conduct that disrupts or Interferes with the security or orderly operation of the facility (conduct must 

be of highest severity). This charge Is to be used only when no other charge of highest severity is 

applicable 

note Any combination of high moderate and low moderate offenses during a 90-day period shall 

constitute a high offense. 

High/ Moderate Offense Category Sanctions 
A Initiate criminal proceedings H. Loss of job 
B. Disciplinary transfer (recommended) 
C. Disciplinary segregation (up to 72 hours) 
0 . Make monetary restitution 
E. Loss of privileges: canteen, recreation, free time, etc. 
F. Change housing 
G. Remove from program and/or group activities 
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Formal Disciplinary Action 
Code Low Moderate" Offense Category Prohibited Acts 
400 Possession of property belonging to another person 

401 Possessing unauthorized clothing 

402 Malingering, feigning Illness 

403 Smoking where prohibited 

404 Using abusive or obscene language 

405 Tattooing, body piercing, or self-mutilation 

406 Unauthorized use of mail or telephone with restriction or temporary suspension of !he abused privileges often 

the appropriate sanction 

407 Conduct with a visitor in violatlon of rules and regula!ion(with restriction or temporary suspension of visiting 

privileges often the appropriate sanction) 

408 Conduction of a business 

409 Possession of money or currency, unless specifically authorized 

410 Failure to follow safety or sanitation regulations 

411 Unauthorized use of equipment or machinery 

412 Using equipment or machinery contrary lo posted safety standards 

Low Moderate Offense Category Sanctions 

A. Make monetary restitution 

B. Loss of privileges: canteen, recreation, free time, etc. 
C. Change housing 

D. Remove from program and/or group activities 
E. Loss of job 

F. Impound and store patient's property 
G. Confiscate contraband 

H. Restrict to housing unit 
I. Reprimand 
J. Warning 

Violation of State/ Federal Law(s) 
In cases such as participation in escape, riot, assault, or other 
serious violations, formal charges may be made and your case 

referred for prosecution. You can be prosecuted in outside court 
in addition to action through CRCC's disciplinary procedures. 
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Patient Release 
Your release from CRCC will be determined by your medical 
condition and the laws, policies, and procedures of the committing 
authority (county, city, state, federal). You will be provided this 

information as it becomes available to CRCC. 

Special 
Communication Issues 
Problems are going to arise while you are at CRCC. Perhaps the most important step in solving a problem is to 
address the proper individual or department. Below is a list of anticipated problems and the correct responsible 

authority to contact. Though it is understood that all problems are not covered here, this can be used as a guide 
while you are here. If you do not have access to the person you need to contact, send a Patient Request Form 
to that person or department. Patient Request Forms are available on each Care Unit. 

ISSUE RESPONSIBLE AUTHORITY 
Canteen Account Issues ................... .. .. Canteen Manager/Security 
Clothing ................................. ..... ..... ..... . Intake 
Death of Family Member ....... ........... ..... Chaplain/Social Worker/Security 
Dental. ....... .................... ... ...... .. ............. Sick Call 

Diet Health ....... ............... ................ ..... . Medical Admin./Food Services 
Substance Abuse .................................. Social Worker/Medical Services 
Patient Trust Account... ......................... Business Office 
Grievance ...... .......... ..... ........... .............. Risk Manager 
Legal Issues ................. ......... ................ Education 
Mail. ........ ..... ......................... ................. Security/Mail room 
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Daily Operating Schedule 

Daily Operating Schedule 

4:00 a.m ... .... ........ ... .. ................... Informal Count 
6:00 a.m ......... ........................ ...... Wake-up/Lights On 
6:00 a.m. - 7:30 a.m .......... ............ Breakfast 
7:30 a.m ... .... ......... ...... .............. .... Formal Count 
8:30 a.m .......... .... ......... ......... ........ Dayroom Open 
11:00 a.m. -12:30 p.m ................. Lunch 
12:00 p.m ....... ... ...... ..................... . Formal Count 
3:30 p.m ............ ................. ......... .. Formal Count 
4:00 p.m. - 5:30 p.m ......... ............ Dinner 
6:00 p.m .......... ......................... .... Activities Resume 
7:00 p.m .................. ...................... Formal Count 
9:00 p.m ........................................ Oayroom Close 
9:30 p.m ... .. ... ... ......... ....... ............. Photo Roll Call Count 
11:30 p.m ......... ........ .. ............... .... lnformal Count 
11 :30 p.m .... .............................. .... Lights Out (Sunday - Thursday) 
12:00 a.m ................ ...................... Lights Out (Friday - Saturday) 
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Patient Handbook 
Acknowledgement of Receipt 

Patient Name. ________ CRCC# _______ _ 

Important Phone Numbers: ______________ _ 

Date Received: _____ _ 
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Motion #56 
DEATH PENALTY CASE 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR., 

) ""' 
) 

c:::, 
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) 
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) Indictment Nos.: 2015-GS-3200-l ~ ~l> o : 
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Defendant. ) 
) 

MOTION FOR CONSTITUTIONALLY ADEQUATE VOIR DIRE 

,, 
.. _,. 
r 
m 
0 

COMES NOW, defense counsel for Timothy Ray Jones, Jr., who respectfully request that 

they be allowed to conduct constitutionally adequate voir dire. This motion is based upon the 

Sixth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, Art. I, sec.s 3, 14, 

and 15 of the Constitution of South Carline, and S.C. Code 16-3-25(C)(l). 

A DEFENDANT HAS THE RIGHT TO ADEQUATE VOIR DIRE SO THAT HE MAY 
OBTAIN A FAIR AND IMPARTIAL JURY 

The right to a fair and impartial jury is guaranteed by the Sixth and Fourteenth 

Amendments of the United States Constitution. The right to an impartial jury and the need for a 

process guaranteed to ensure such an impartial jury is specifically "heightened" in capital cases. 

State v. Ramseur, 524 A.2d 188 (N.J. 1987). 

The purpose of voir dire is to satisfy Timothy Ray Jones, Jr.s' right to obtain fair and 

impartial jury, and putting time restrictions or limiting the number of questions during voir dire 

may result in a denial of that right. Williams v. State, 424 So.2d 148 (Fla. App. 1982) (reversing 

1 
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conviction due to a trial court curtailing voir dire). While it may be commendable for a court to 

conduct business promptly, this result must "never be attained at the risk of denying to a party on 

trial a substantial right." De La Rosa v. State, 414 S.W.2d 668, at 672 (Tex. Cr. App. 1967) 

(citing Carter v. State, 272 S.W. 477 (Tex. Cr. App. 1925). 

ST AND ARD FOR REMOVING A JUROR FOR CAUSE 

A "juror should be excused if there is any reasonable doubt about the potential juror's 

ability to render an impartial verdict." Kessler v. Florida, 752 So.2d 545 (Fla. 1999) ( emphasis 

added) (quoting Turner v. State, 645 So.2d 444 (Fla. 1994). 

ASKING JURORS IF THEY CAN "FOLLOW THE LAW" IS NOT SUFFICIENT 
TO CURE INADEQUATE VOIR DIRE 

A trial court must not prejudicially curtail voir dire. Further, any such curtailment of voir 
' 

dire is never cured by merely seeking a commitment from the juror that he or she will "follow 

the law" as is sometimes given by the judges. Morgan v. Illinois, 504 U.S. 719, 112 S.Ct. 2222 

(1992); State v. Sheppard, 468 So.2d 594 (La. App. 1985) (reversing murder conviction due to 

trial court improperly limiting voir dire). Also, sirhply asking jurors if the nature of the crime 

would prevent them from being fair is ineffective voir dire as is really only invites one answer. 

State v. Biegenwald, 594 A.2d 172 (N.J. S.Ct. 1991) (reversing murder conviction for trial 

court's failure to allow voir dire on issue of murder victim being only three years old). 

ATTORNEYS MUST BE ABLE TO VOIR DIRE AND EXPLORE POTENTIAL 
MISUNDERSTANDINGS OF THE LAW 

Regarding issues of the law, a judge' s explanation of a legal principle and the juror' s 

promise under oath to accept and follow the law is only the one step of the inquiry. The first step 

2 
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is to determine, through appropriate voir dire, if the juror truly understood the legal principle at 

issue. Counsel should always have the opportunity to assure that the potential juror understands 

the vital legal principles of the case. State v. Gonzales, 2 S.W.3d 600 (Tex. App. 1999) 

(reversing verdict due to trial court's failure to allbw defense to voir dire on issue of a necessity 
I 

defense); Stringfellow v. State, 859 S.W.2d 451 (T~x. App. 1993) (reversing trial court's decision 

\ 
not allowing defense to voir dire on which jurors could follow court' s instruction regarding issue 

of parole); Stave v. Thomas, 680 So.2d 37 (La. App. 1996) (reversing conviction due to trial 
I 

court's limitation of voir dire regarding elements f the offense, specific intent, and reasonable 

doubt); State v. Sheppard, 468 So.2d 594 (La. AP,p. 1985) (reversing murder conviction due to 

trial court's improper limitation on voir dire). 

A trial court's limitation of voir dire to whether the juror will accept the law as given has 

never been favored. State v. Thomas, 680 So.2d 37 (La. App. 1996). Further, given the 

complexity of the law, necessarily involving basic rights belonging to a defendant, curtailing voir 

dire regarding legal principles cannot ever be cured by a trial court procuring a commitment 

from the juror that he "will follow the law." Id at 41. It is counsel who must question the juror 

about the juror' s experiences and attitudes and biases not otherwise disclosed. Id. 

AEDQUATE VOIR DIRE INCLUDES THE RIGHT TO VOIR DIRE ON 
SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATING OR AGGRA VTING FACTS 

Attorneys must be able to voir dire on fac s of significance when there is a reasonable 

probability that those facts could prevent the juror from rendering an unbiased verdict. State v. 

Longworth, 313 S.C. 360 (S.C. 1993); State v. Davis, 309 S.C. 326 (S.C. 1992). A juror must be 

unbiased, impartial, and able to carry out the law. State v. Green, 301 S.C. 347 (1990). A juror 

should be disqualified if mitigating or aggravating evidence prevents the juror from fairly 
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considering both available penalties, death and life without parole. State v. Longworth, 313 S.C. 

360 (1993) (declaring it proper to voir dire on issue of whether jurors could consider death as 

' 
punishment for mildly retarded defendant). 

As stated above, merely asking jurors if the nature of the crime would prevent them from 

being fair is ineffective voir dire as it really invites only one answer. Attorneys must be able to 

voir dire regarding significant and specific facts that could uncover juror bias regarding specific 

facts found within the case on which the juror mal be seated. State v. Biegenwald, 594 A.2d 172 

(N.J. S.Ct. 1991) (reversing murder conviction for, trial court' s failure to allow adequate voir dire 
I 

on issue of murder victim being only three years old). 

Multiple appellate courts have also held that evidence of prior murders or double murders 

committed by a defendant is just the type of aggravating evidence that must be addressed in voir 

dire. State v. Cash, 50 P.3d 332 (Cal. S. Ct. 332 2003) (reversing murder conviction for trial 

court's failure to allow voir dire on evidence of prior murder); State v. Biegenwald, 594 A.2d 
L -

172 (N.J. S.Ct. 1991) (reversing murder convictioµ due to trial court's failure to allow voir dire 
' 

on evidence of prior murder); State v. Roberston, 630 So.2d 1278 (La. 1994) (reversing murder 

conviction and death sentence for trial court' s failure to remove juror for cause when juror 

indicated bias in favor of death penalty in cases of double murder); see also State v. Maxie, 653 

So2d. 526 (La. 1995) (reversing conviction and sentence for trial court' s failure to remove juror 

who indicated bias in favor of death penalty in rape-murder cases). 

CONCLUSION 

The right to a fair and impartial jury is guaranteed by the Sixth and Fourteenth 

Amendments of the United States Constitution. The right to an impartial jury and the need for a 
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process designed to ensure such an impartial jury is specifically "heightened" in capital cases. 

State v. Ramseur, 524 A.2d 188 (N.J. 1987). 

The "heightened reliability" demand is found in the Eight Amendment to the United 

States Constitution. Sumner v. Shuman, 483 U.S. 66, 71 (1987); see also Eddings v. Oklahoma, 

455 U.S. 104, 111 (1982) (quoting Woodson, 428 U.S. at 304); Barefoot v. Estelle, 463 U.S. 880, 

924 (1983) (Blackmun, J., dissenting) (noting concern for assuring heightened reliability in 

capital sentencing is "as firmly established as any in [the Court's] Eighth Amendment 
I 

jurisprudence"); Eddings v. Oklahoma, 455 U.S. 104, 111 (1982) (O'Connor, J., concurring) 

("[T]his Court has gone to extraordinary measures to ensure that the prisoner sentenced to be 

executed is afforded process that will guarantee, as much as humanly possible, that the sentence 

was not imposed out of whim, passion, prejudicet or mistake."); Godfrey v. Georgia, 446 U.S. 

420, 443 (1980) (Burger, C.J ., dissenting) ("[I]n capital cases we must see to it that the jury has 
I 

rendered its decision with meticulous care."). 

Moreover, the Fourteenth Amendment g ' arantees every capital defendant a fair and 
• • 

unbiased trial. See Cone v. Bell, 129 S.Ct. 1769, 1772 (2009) ("The right to a fair trial, 

guaranteed to state criminal defendants by the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth 

Amendment, imposes on States certain duties consistent with their sovereign obligation to ensure 

'that "justice shall be done" in all criminal prosecutions."'); United States v. Agurs, 427 U.S. 97, 

107 (1976) ("We are dealing with the defendant's right to a fair trial mandated by the Due 

Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution. Our construction of that Clause will 

apply equally to the comparable Clause in the Fourteenth Amendment applicable to trials in state 

courts."). 
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Finally, Title 16 of the South Carolina Code requires that no sentence of death be 

"imposed under the influence of passion, prejudice, or any other arbitrary factor." S.C. Code 

Ann. 16-3-25(C)(l). 

Thus, to ensure that the requirement of S.C. Code 16-3-25 (C)(l) and the demanding 

constitutional standard of heightened reliability in death penalty cases is preserved throughout 

Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. 's capital trial, including the voir dire process, the Court should allow 

counsel for the state and defense to engage in adeqt ate voir dire. 

WHEREFORE, the defense respectfully requests that this Court: 

(a) Allow the attorneys for the state and defense to engage in adequate voir dire; and 

(b) Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems proper. 

DATED this;l:Jday of April, 2018. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

s. 
1330 Lady S , 

Columbia, SC 29211 

(803) 734-1351 

Robert Madsen, Lexington County Public Defender 

206 E. Main Street 

Lexington, SC 29072 

(803) 785-8873 

Counsel for Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. 
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CLERK OrCO"ORT 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR., 

Defendant. 

LEXlr~GTO~ SC 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Indictment No: 2015-GS-3200-188 
2015-GS-3200-189 
2015-GS-3200-190 
2015-GS-3200-191 
2015-GS-3200-192 

______________ ) 

Motion to Suppress Evidence and Fruits from Unlawful Roadblock 

Defendant, by and through his undersigned attorney, hereby presents this Memorandum 

of Law in support of his Motion to Dismiss or Suppress due to the roadside checkpoint in this 

matter being unconstitutional. No discussion of the facts will be presented in this Memorandum 

because it is being prepared prior to the State presenting evidence as to the validity and 

constitutionality of said checkpoint. This Memorandum will be a discussion of the legal 

principals and applicable case law on roadside checkpoints. 

LEGAL ARGUMENTS 

The most recent and most complete case regarding roadside checkpoints in the State of 

South Carolina is State v. Groom, 378 S.C. 615,664 SE2d 460 (2008). While this case 

discussed the suppression of drugs at a checkpoint, it includes discussion of and findings on 
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issues regarding·au roadside checkpoints. 

A checkpoint whose primary purpose is general crime control is unconstitutional. City of 

Indianapolis v. Edmond, 531 U.S. 32, 121 S.Ct.447 (2007). In determining whether a checkpoint 

is for the purpose of general crime control or merely a driver's license checkpoint, the Court 

should consider the plans, procedures and duration as well as any protocol followed by the law 

enforcement agency. Factors or issues to consider when determining whether the checkpoint was 

for general crime control or for a constitutional purpose, the Court should consider any signage, 

whether or not supervisory officers were aware of and approved the checkpoint, the effectiveness 

of the checkpoint or other checkpoints similar to this one, the location, the time of day and 

whether or not the officers are afforded unconstrained discretion at the checkpoint. The State 

should provide evidence of the protocol, including the number of motorist stopped, how it will be 

determined which motorist to stop and how the site and time of the roadblock was determined. 

City oflndianapolis v. Edmond, 531 U.S. 32, 121 S.Ct.447 (2007). 

While the State may rely upon the case of Michigan Department of State Police v. Sitz, 

496 U.S. 444, 110 S.Ct.2481 (1990), this case does not allow any and all highway sobriety 

checkpoints or driver's license checkpoints without some constraints. In the Sitz case, the 

Michigan State Police Department had established sobriety checkpoint programs with strict 

guidelines governing their operations, site selection and publicity. The Michigan State Police 

Department proyided empirical data showing that 126 vehicles passed through the checkpoint, 

the average vehicle delay was 25 seconds and two (2) drivers were arrested for driving under the 

influence. There had also been previous hearings where extensive testimony was offered 

2 
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concerning the effectiveness of such programs. Unless the Newberry City Police Department can 

provide the same type of empirical data showing the effectiveness and the procedures utilized, 

the checkpoint does not pass constitutional muster. 

Another important case regarding roadside checkpoints is Brown v. Texas, 443 U.S. 47, 

99 S.Ct.2637 (1979). In Brown, the United States Supreme Court found that to determine the 

constitutionality_ of a checkpoint, the Court should weigh the gravity of the public concerns 

served by the checkpoint, the degree to which the checkpoint advances the public interest, and 

the severity of the interference with individual liberty. Id. at 2640. A central concern with 

balancing the considerations listed above, is the "unfettered discretion of officers in the field." 

Id. at 2640. Furthermore, the 4th Amendment requires that checkpoints or seizures must be based 

on specific, objective facts indicating that society's legitimate interest require the checkpoint or 

sei~e or that the seizure or checkpoint must be carried out pursuant to a plan embodying 

explicit neutral limitations on the conduct of the individual officers. Id., quoting Delaware v. 

Prouse at 663. 

The State must clear two hurdles before any evidence derived from or flowing from a 

roadside checkpoint can be admissible in any trial. First, the State must show that the checkpoint 

was not for general crime suppression but instead that it was for a specialized interest. The State 

mus! show the plans, procedures, duration and effectiveness of the checkpoint to prove the true 

purpose. If the checkpoint was for generalized crime suppression or crime control, there is no 

further analysis needed and the checkpoint is unconstitutional, and all evidence derived 

ther~from should be suppressed. 

3 

8350



If the State can clear the first hurdle and show that the checkpoint was, in fact, a driver's 

license checkpoint, the State must then show the gravity of the public interest, the degree to 

which the seizure or checkpoint serves the public interest and the severity of the interference on 

the -individual dr:ivers. In weighing these factors, the Court should consider empirical evidence 

presented and whether a detailed protocol, which limits the on-scene offjcer's discretion, is in 

place. Absent the State tipping the scales in favor of constitutionality by evidence proving there 

is a grave public interest that the roadside checkpoint effectively serves that public interest and 

that the roadside checkpoint presents a minimal interference on the freedom of the motorist, the 

checkpoint must be found unconstitutional and all evidence derived therefrom must be 

suppressed. 

CONCLUSION 

Defendant intends to apply the facts as presented by the State in this matter at a pretrial 

Madsen, Eleventh Circuit Public Defender 
ain Street 

Lexington, South Carolina 29072 
(803)785-8873 

S. Boyd Young, Attorney 
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 
Columbia, SC 29211 
(803) 734-13 51 

Counsel for Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. 
4 
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COUNTIES 
EDGEFIELD I LEXINGTON 

McCOPJvIICK/ SALUDA 
FAXES : (803) 785-8431 or (803) 785-8255 

~ tate .of ~ nutb <!tar.o ltna 
Qf9ffic.e of tije ~oltcitor 

cfleb.entb 3J'ubLcial Qttrcutt 

DONALD ,z lVIYERS 
~ olititot 

December 9, 2015 

LEXINGTON COUNTY JU DICIAL CENTER 
205 E. MAIN ST. ROOM 309 

LEXINGTON, SOUTH C,A,ROLINA 29072 
TELEPHONE: (803) 785-8352 

To: Timothy Ray Jones, Jr., Defendant, and his attorneys, Rob Madsen 
and Boyd Young 

RE: STATE v. TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR. 
Indictments # 2015-GS-32-188 thru 191 & 195 

Dear Mr. Jones, Mr. Madsen & Mr. Young : 

Pursuant to §16-3-20, et. seq. of the South Carolina Code of Laws, as 
amended, this is to notify and inform you that the State will seek the death 
penalty in the above-entitled case if the defendant is found guilty on the 
charges of Murder presently pending against him. This, of course, refers to 
the deaths of his five children : Abigal Jones, Gabriel Jones, Nahtahn Jones, 
Elias Jones and Mera Gracie Jones which occurred in Lexington County on 
or between August 28th and 29th

, 2014. 

You will be notified at a later date of the aggravating circumstances upon 
which the State will rely in seeking the death penalty. 

Very truly yours, 

::n 
Donald V. Myers 

L. : - J _ 

[ f)~ ._ 

A TRUE COPY 
~QA 

Lex. Co. C.C.P., G~S. & F.C. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

STATE 

V . 

TIMOTHY RAY JONES, JR., 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

~ 
) 

l ________ ) 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

DEATH PENALTY NOTICE ORDER 
Ind #2015-GS-32-188 thru 191 & 195 

l · ': !. 

- '·• 
- I .-...., - • 

' ~ _; ~ 

-1::: 
The above case was before the Court on Wednesday, December 9, 2015. ·· :) 

The defendant, Timothy Ray Jones, Jr., was present and represented by Robert 

Madsen, Public Defender for Lexington County, and S. Boyd Young. The State 

was represented by Solicitor Donald V. Myers and Deputy Solicitor Shawn 

Graham. 

The Solicitor served the defendant and his attorneys with a written Notice 

that the State would seek the Death Penalty in this case. The written Notice was 

in the form of a letter dated December 9, 2015, from the Solicitor to the 

defendant, Mr. Madsen and Mr. Young. This letter is incorporated herein and 

filed with the Lexington County Clerk of Court. 

;-7'] 
;'~; 
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the defendant and the defense 

attorneys have been notified of the Solicitor's intention to seek the death penalty 

pursuant to§ 16-3-26 (a) of the 1976 South Carolina Code of Laws, as amended. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Lexington, ~ Carolina 
December ..:l!._!_, 2015 

T e Honorable R. Knox McMahon 
11 th Circuit Chief General Sessions Judge 

A~~fOPY 
Lex, Co. C.O .P., G~S. & F.C. 
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Z!rbe $,Upreme <!Court of ~outb <!Carolina 

State of South Carolina, 

v. 

Timothy Ray Jones, Jr., 

Lexington County 
2015-GS-32-00188 through 00191 & 00195 

ORDER 

Prosecutor, 

Defendant. 

~ = -::IC 
:x,. 
;;.r..::, .. 
" :Jt 

~ 
c.n 
.s:--

IT IS ORDERED that the Honorable Eugene C. Griffith, Jr. be vested with 

exclusive jurisdiction to hear and dispose of the above case. Judge Griffith shall decide 

all matters pertaining to this case, includ·1ng motions to appoint or relieve counsel, and 

shall retain jurisdiction over this case regardless of where he may be assigned to hold 

court and may schedule such hearings as may be necessary at any time without regard 

as to whether there is a term of court scheduled. In addition, Judge Griffith is requested 

to provide the Office of Court Administration with an update on the status of this case 

every one hundred and twenty days. 

December Z o , 2016 
Columbia, South Carolina 

Costa M. Pleicones 
Chief Justice 

....., 
i 

...... 
I 
n 
I 

r· , . 
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Lexington 06\Jn~O~~ 
T. L Ste11er -,\~Mil Clffdt The State of South Carolina 

Law Enforcement Case#: 14016136 

. 
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

2014A3210800324 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

~RDIC-T 
eru.\l t~ 

~ 
. 

- -t;1person of Petit Jury 
Date: lJ _ y -l q 

DVM 

County of Lexington 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JANUARY TERM 2015 

THE STATE 
vs. 

Timothy Ray Jones Jr 

CDR#: 0116 

Indictment for 

MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

DONALD V. MYERS, SOLICITOR 

. ~ 
t""i' \. y - " 

--( ~ ,,.,,_,~_,.,.l·1• 
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STATE OF souf}i CAROLINA 
Ul 

COUNlY OF LEXINGTON 

·) 
) 
) 
) 

.... 
I .: INDICTMENT FOR 

MURDER 

§ 16.()3 .. 0010 
/ 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on JANUARY 2015, the Grand Jurors·:; .. 
of Lexington County present upon their oath: 1 •• ·; 

I 

That Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. did in Lexington County on or between August 28 

and 29. 2014, unlawfully, willfully, feloniously, and with malice aforethought kill the 

victim, Mera Gracie Jones, by means of strangulation and/or other violent means or 

instruments, and the victim died on or between August 28 and 29, 2014, in Lexington 

County as a proximate result thereof, in violation of Section 16-3-10 of the South 

Carolina Code of Laws (1976), as amended. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute In such case made and 

provided. 

~~ 
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WIT~EJ,8~.,,/ AA A-,~- ~.I' 4 ~CKFr NO. 2015GS3200189 

~~~ ~ty ~7a~ The State of South Carolina 

T-. L. Stew Af~ Cteetk County of Lexington 

Law Enforcement Case #: 14016136 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

2014A3210800323 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

Forepe. 
Date: 

VERDICT 

~U.:,\hl 

¥Uc~!<~ 
,reperson of Petit Jury 

Date: u-4-l 9 

DVM COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JANUARY TERM 2015 

THE STATE 
vs. 

Timothy Ray Jones Jr 

CDR#: 0116 

lndlcbnent for 

MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

DONALD V. MYERS, SOLICITOR 

{!/ /;fl 
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STATE OF soLO)i CAROLINA 
• !.;I\ 

COUNlY OF LEXINGTON 

) I I 

) 
) i 
) 1 

INDICTMENT FOR 
MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened Jn JANUARY 2016, the Grand Jurors 
of Lexington County present upon th~ir oath: ; 

That Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. did in L~ngton County on or between August 28 

and 29, 2014, unlawfuUy, wlllfuDy, feloniously, and with mallce aforethought kltl the victim, 

Elias Jones, by means of strangulation and/or other violent means or Instruments, and 

the victim died on or between August 28 and 29, 2014, In Lexington County as a 

proximate result thereof, In violation of Section 16-3-10 of the South Carolina Code of 

Laws (1976), aa amended. 

'· .. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and 

provided. 
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WITNESSE~/¥0JY5~,-~~ 

Le~gton Co~~rtmen 

... L. Stoner A44WI C>1eedt 
Law Enforcement Case#: 14016136 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

2014A3210800320 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

DVM 

Fore. 
Date: l/1~r---
VERDICT 

eu., \+1:, 

~cu }<YDJQM 18- of Petit Jury 
Date: 1_p _ y _) q 

DOCKET NO. 2015GS320019~Q 

The State of South Carolina 

County of Lexington 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JANUARY TERM 2015 

THE STATE 
vs. 

Timothy Ray Jones Jr 

CCR#: 0116 

Indictment for 

MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

DONALD V. ~ERS, SOLICITOR 
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I\' 
STATE OF sou,:}; CAROLlNA 

IJl 
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

) 
) 
) 
) 

INDICTMENT FOR 
MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on JANUARY 2015, the Grand Jurors 
of Lexington County present upon their oath: 

. r 
That Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. did in Lexington County on or between August 28 

i 
and 29. 2014, unlawfully, wiltfufty, feloniously, and with malice ~orethought kill the 

victim, Ablgall Jones, by means of strangulation and/or other violent means or 

Instruments, and the victim dfed on or between August 28 and 29. 2014, in Lexington 

County as a proximate result thereof, In violation of Section 16-3-1 0 of the South 

-: 
-~:;:. 

-·· 
~ . . 
•4··· 

-·_. 

.. 
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;t• 

.. 
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.., .. 

i 

Carolina Code of Laws (1976)1 as amended. 
·-· " : \ \-'( \'f .I 

: .-.. ~ - l ) ,J• f ~ • • '! . < •, I 

(' \ .. ' •• , ·•i-- ,:, 

· Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and 

provided. A4JJ~~ 
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/3/f/£~. , WIJ:NfaSSES ~~ 
LexillQton ~nty Sh Dep en ~ 
T. L. SloHef. }w4w, Ci,edlt 
Law Enforcement Case #: 14016136 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

2014A3210800321 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

Forepers• 
Date: 

VERDICT ~u,,;.~ 

~ ''--"'----"--- . --iperson of Petit Jury 
Date: l,- 4 _ \£\ 

OVM 

DOCKET NO. 2015GS3200191 

The State of South Carolina 

County of Lexington 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JANUARY TERM 2015 

THE STATE 
vs. 

Timothy Ray Jones Jr 

CDR#: 0116 

Indictment for 

MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

DONALD V. MYERS, SOLICITOR 
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b) 

STATE OF sou,il CAROLINA 
'~•I 

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

) 
) 
) 
) 

INDICTMENT FOR 
MURDER 

§ 18-03-0010 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened ~n JANUARY 2015, the Grand Jurors 
of Lexington County present upon their oath: · 

. That Timothy Ray Jones, Jr. did In Lexington County on or between August 28 

and 29, 2014, unlawfully, wfltfully, feloniously, and with malice aforethought kill the 

victim, Gabriel Jones, by means of strangulation and/or other violent means or 

instruments, and the victim died on or between August 28 and 29, 2014, In Lexington 

County as a proximate result thereof, In violation of Section 16-3-10 of the South 

Carolina Code of Laws (1976), as amended .. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and 

provided. 
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WITNESSES /o 
Iii -

Lexington CountYJShe 

~- t. Stu, ,e,- A~aMA Ctt1e&t 
Law Enforcement case #: 14016136 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

• 2014A3210800322 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

VERDICT 

e~ 

~C°' KYnJQ~ 
eperson of Petit Jury 

Date: ~ -L\-\ "\ 

DVM 

DOCKET NO. 2015_G_S_320_Q195 

The State of South Carolina 

County of Lexington 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JANUARY TERM 2D15 

THE STATE 
vs. 

Timothy Ray Jones Jr 

CDR#: 0116 

Indictment for 

MURDER 

§ 16-03-0010 

DONALD V. MYERS, SOLICITOR 
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STATE OF sou,:a CAROLINA 
tJ1 

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON 

) 
) 
) 
) 

r 
INDICTMENT FOR 

MURDER 

§ 1EM>3-0010 

~t-' 

:. l . ··~ 

.. •"•!·. 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on JANUARY 2015, the Grand Jurors~· 
of Lexington County present upon their oath: · .:.:. 

··.-t ·~ 
That Timothy Ray Jones Jr did in Lexington County on or between August 28~ .. 

and 29, 2014, unlawfully, willfully, feloniously and with mallce aforethought kill the•.: 

victim, Nahtahn Jones, by hitting or striking the victim, by causing physical exhaustion, 

by mortally injuring or causing injuries to the victim by means or instruments unknown, 

and/or by unknown means of a wanton or reckless disregard for human fife, and the 

victim died on or between August 28 and 29, 2014, In Lexington County as a proximate 

result thereof, in violation of Section 1~10 of the South Carolina Code of Laws 

(1976), as amended. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute In such case made and · 

provided. 
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