
Gain Attention/Interest:

Have you ever  looked up a t  the  sky  and seen a  c loud that
reminded you of  someth ing?   A horse ,  a  c lown,  or  a  car?   What
would  you th ink i f  some sc ient i s t s  to ld  you that  what  you saw
in  that  c loud to ld  them someth ing  about  your  persona l i ty?
Would  you  be l i eve  i t ?
What  i f  someone  asked  you  to  draw a  p ic ture  of  a  ce r ta in
person?   Would  you fee l  comfor tab le  hav ing  her  look a t  the
p ic ture  and dec ide  whether  or  not  you are  depressed ,
ag g ress ive ,  or  poor ly  ad jus ted?   Imag ine  be ing  accused  of  a
cr ime and hav ing  a  sc ient i s t  ask  you to  draw a  p ic ture .   What
i f  how that  sc ient i s t  in terpre ted  your  drawing  would  have  a
la rge  impact  on whether  or  not  a  gu i l t y  verd ic t  was  re turned
by  a  ju ry  dur ing  your  t r i a l ?

What Does This Picture Look
Like, And What Does Your

Answer Say About You?

Source :   L i l i en f i e l d ,  S. O. ,  Wood ,  J.  M . ,  &  Garb,  H .  N.  ( 2000 ) .   T he  s c i en t i f i c
s t a t u s  o f  p r o j e c t i v e  t e c h n i q u e s .   P s y c h o l o g i c a l  S c i e n c e  i n  t h e  P u b l i c  I n t e r e s t ,  1 ,  2 7 - 6 6 .
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G o a l s :
Teach  the  impor t ance
o f  va l i d i t y.

Teach  the  impor t ance
o f  r e l i ab i l i t y.

Teach  the  impor t ance
o f  i ndependen t
a g r e e m e n t .

Basic  Idea :

Th i s  l e s son  d i s cu s s e s
the  s c i en t i f i c  u s e  o f
p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s .
P ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  a r e
u sed  by  p sycho log i s t s
to  p r ed i c t  a  v a r i e t y  o f
p e r s o n a l i t y
cha r ac t e r i s t i c s  ba sed
so l e l y  on  how a  pe r son
re sponds  to  a  f ew
ques t ions.   Can
sc i en t i s t s  r e a l l y
d i s t i ngu i sh  peop l e ’s
pe r sona l i t i e s  w i th  j u s t
a  f ew  r e sponse s  to  a
d r a w i n g ?

Ac t i v i t y
Show the  c lass  the  sample  inkblot  inc luded a t  the  end of
th is  lesson and have the s tudents  wr i te  a  few thoughts
about  what  they  see.   Ask them to  compare  react ions.
This  wi l l  i l lus t ra te  the  var ie ty  of  in terpre ta t ions
resu l t ing  f rom the  ambiguous  inkb lot .   Responding  to
an inkblot  wi l l  he lp  s tudents  bet ter  unders tand the  res t
of  the  l e s son .

A l t e r na te  Act iv i t y
Show the  c lass  a  p ic ture  (any  p ic ture  can work ,  a l though
one they  are  not  fami l i a r  wi th  would  be  best )  and have
each s tudent  wr i te  a  br ie f  s tory  about  the  p ic ture .
Compar ing  a  few vo lunteered  s tor ies  wi l l  i l lus t ra te  the
number  of  d i f ferent  ways  people  can  in terpre t  a  s ing le
s t imulus  ( in  th is  case ,  the  p ic ture) .
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Ask: What is Science?

Ask:
What

is
Science?

T hese  a r e  e xamp le s  o f  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s.   T hey  a r e  c a l l ed  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s
because  they  a t t empt  to  t ake  a  sma l l  p a r t  o f  one ’s  pe r sona l i t y  and  p ro j e c t
i t  f u r the r .   T h i s  i s  s im i l a r  to  a  p ro j e c t i l e  such  a s  a  ba seba l l  o r  space sh ip.
They  a r e  p ro j e c t i l e s  because  they  a r e  th rown/ l aunched/prope l l ed .

The re  a r e  many  t ype s  o f  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s ;  some  show seeming l y  r andom
inkb lo t s  ( l i k e  a  s t a in  f rom sp i l l i ng  a  g l a s s  o f  punch  on  a  wh i t e  t ab l e c lo th ) ,
wh i l e  o the r  p r o j e c t ive  t e s t s  a sk  peop l e  to  pe r f o r m a  spec i f i c  t a sk  ( such  a s
d r aw ing  a  p i c tu r e )  f rom an  open -ended  ques t i on .   An  open -ended  ques t i on
has  no  s e t  number  o f  an swer s  ( e . g. ,  “How do  you  f e e l ? ” ) .   A  ques t i on  tha t
i s  no t  open -ended  ha s  on l y  spec i f i c  an swe r s  ( e . g. ,  “Are  you  happy?” ) .
Ba sed  on  the  answer s  g iven ,  p s ycho log i s t s  de t e r m ine  pe r sona l i t y  t r a i t s  and
t endenc i e s.   A  popu l a r  examp le  o f  a  p r o j e c t ive  t e s t  i s  t he  Ror schach
(p ronounced  ROAR-shock )  t e s t ,  w h i ch  i s  admin i s t e r ed  abou t  s i x  m i l l i on
t imes  a  y e a r.

How can  we  unde r s t and  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  and  how they  work?   Through
s c i e n c e .

Sc i ence  i s  t he  s e a r ch  fo r  an s wer s  to  que s t i ons.   I t  i s
no t  l im i t ed  to  que s t i ons  abou t  space  o r  chemica l
mo l ecu l e s.   S c i ence  c an  be  abou t  any th ing.   Some
peop l e  may  wan t  on l y  to  f i nd  the  answer  tha t  shows
tha t  they  a r e  r i gh t ,  bu t  s c i en t i s t s  t ake  c a r e fu l  s t ep s  to
make  su r e  they  f i nd  the  be s t  an swe r.   To  do  th i s ,
s c i en t i s t s  u s e  proof  by  d i sproo f  when  so lv ing
prob l ems.   I f  a l l  bu t  one  o f  the  po t en t i a l  an swer s  i s
e l im ina t ed ,  t hen  s c i en t i s t s  conc lude  they  have
probab ly  found  the  co r r ec t  an swer .   By  e l im ina t ing  a l l
o the r  pos s ib l e  an swer s,  t hey  have  f ound  a  pos s ib l e
co r r ec t  one  by  d i sp r ov ing  a l l  o the r s.   On l y  a f t e r  do ing
th i s  do  s c i en t i s t s  be l i eve  they  m igh t  have  a  r i gh t  an s wer.

Have  s tuden t s  wr i t e  the i r  t hough t s  abou t
p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s.   Do  the se  t e s t s  work?   Are  the y
wor thw h i l e ?   Are  they  s c a r y ?
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Define the Problem: See Many Sides
Befo re  we  go  any  fu r the r ,  we  need  to  comp le t e  an
impor t an t  s t ep  tha t  a l l  s c i en t i s t s  mus t  comp le t e
when  the y  answer  que s t i ons.   We  have  to  c l e a r l y
de f ine  ou r  p rob l em .   Can  s c i en t i s t s  r e a l l y  p r ed i c t  a
l a r ge  pa r t  o f  you r  pe r sona l i t y  ba sed  so l e l y  on  how
you  in t e rp r e t  an  i nkb lo t  o r  on  how you  d r aw  a
p i c tu r e ?   Don’t  you r  an swer s  de pend  a t  l e a s t  i n  pa r t
on  w ha t  k ind  o f  mood  you  a r e  i n ?   Or  does  ou r  t r ue
pe r sona l i t y  i n f l uence  ou r  behav io r  so  much  tha t  i t
c an  be  pe r ce i ved  even  though  we  have  on l y  an swered
a  f ew  ques t i ons ?   Obv ious l y,  man y  que s t i ons  cou ld
be  a sked  a bou t  th i s  top i c .   Today  we  w i l l  d i s cu s s  one
o f  the  mos t  g ene r a l  que s t i ons :  Do  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s
w o r k ?

In  ou r  f i r s t  a c t iv i t y,  we  s aw  someth ing  s im i l a r  to  a  r e a l  p r o j e c t ive  t e s t .
Wha t  do  you  th ink  s c i en t i s t s  wou ld  have  to  do  to  be  conv inced  tha t  the
t e s t s  a c tua l l y  work?   As  w i th  any  con t rove r s i a l  t op i c ,  d i f f e r en t  peop l e  have
va r y ing  op in ions  on  the  u se  o f  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s.   Some  th ink  p ro j e c t ive
t e s t s  he lp  s c i en t i s t s  l e a r n  a ccu r a t e  i n fo r ma t ion  abou t  an  i nd iv idua l ’s
pe r sona l i t y.   Othe r s  f e e l  t he se  t e s t s  c anno t  pos s ib l y  p rov ide  p r ec i s e
in fo r ma t ion  abou t  a l l  p eop l e .   W ha t  a r e  some  g roups  o f  peop l e  who  migh t
be  i n t e r e s t ed  i n  whe the r  o r  no t  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  shou ld  be  u sed?

    Hypothes is  fo r mat ion
Have  s tuden t s  fo r m a  hypo the s i s  r e g a rd ing  whe the r
o r  no t  they  th ink  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  work .   Urge  them
e i the r  to  g i ve  suppor t  fo r  the i r  an swer  o r  to  g i ve  an
examp le  o f  wha t  they  cou ld  do  to  f i nd  suppor t .

Think & Wri te  #2
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A few  s amp le  g roups/pro fe s s ions,  a l ong  w i th  the i r  educa t iona l
r equ i r emen t s,  a r e  l i s t ed  be low

Cl in ica l  Psycho log is t .   C l i n i c a l  P sycho log i s t s  he lp  pa t i en t s  w i th
psycho log i c a l  p rob l ems  and  o f t en  u se  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  to  he lp  l e a rn  abou t
the  pe r sona l i t i e s  o f  the i r  pa t i en t s.   C l i n i c a l  p s ycho log i s t s  a t t end  fou r - yea r
co l l e g e s  and  then  g o  on  to  e a r n  g r adua t e  deg r ee s.

Judge .   Judg e s  p r e s ide  ove r  cou r t  c a s e s  i n  wh i ch  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  a r e  u sed
a s  ev idence .   J udge s  a t t end  fou r - y ea r  co l l e ge s  and  then  go  on  to  l aw  s choo l .

Lawyer.   Lawy e r s  c an  u se  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  to  he lp  the i r  c l i en t s.   Lawy e r s
can  a l so  t r y  to  d i s c red i t  peop l e  who  u se  p r o j e c t ive  t e s t s .   Lawy e r s  a t t end
four - yea r  co l l e ge s  and  l aw  s choo l .

Soc ia l  Wor ker.   Soc i a l  worke r s  u s e  the  r e su l t s  o f  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  to
eva lua t e  c l i en t s.   Soc i a l  wor ke r s  a t t end  a t  l e a s t  fou r  y ea r s  o f  co l l e g e  and
may  a t t end  g r adua t e  s choo l  f o r  two  add i t i ona l  y e a r s  and  e a r n  a  Mas t e r ’s  o f
C l in i c a l  Soc i a l  Work  (MCSW)  de g r ee .

Wha t  abou t  you?   Do  you  th ink  s c i en t i s t s  shou ld  u se  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s ?
(Ask  fo r  show o f  hands,  Yes  o r  No. )

Distinguish Fact From Opinion:
Learn What Constitutes

Scientific Evidence
Opin ions  a r e  i n t e r e s t i ng ,  bu t  s c i en t i s t s  have  to
check  the  f a c t s.   T hey  do  no t  r e l y  on  op in ions  o r
the  though t s  o f  o the r  peop l e .   They  need  f a c t s
to  conv ince  them tha t  an  answer  i s  r i gh t  o r
wr ong.   S c i en t i s t s  u s e  s eve r a l  c r i t e r i a  t o  eva lua te
whe the r  o r  no t  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  a c tua l l y  succeed
a t  a s s e s s ing  pe r sona l i t y.   T hese  c r i t e r i a  a r e :

Val id i ty :  Va l i d i t y  means  tha t  the  t e s t s  a r e
ac tua l l y  measu r ing  wha t  they  c l a im  to  be
measu r ing.   A  t e s t  t ha t  i s  supposed  to  measu re
your  pe r sona l i t y,  b u t  cons i s t s  on l y  o f  ma th
prob l ems,  i s  no t  va l i d .   A  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t  wou ld
need  to  measu re  pe r sona l i t y  a ccu r a t e l y  to  have
h i gh  va l i d i t y.   I f  i t  d id  no t  measu re  pe r sona l i t y,
t hen  i t  wou ld  no t  be  va l i d .



Rel iab i l i t y :  A  t e s t  i s  r e l i ab l e  (o r  ha s  r e l i ab i l i t y )  i f  i t  mea su re s  cons i s t en t l y
f rom t ime  to  t ime .   A  t e s t  i s  r e l i ab l e  i f  a  pe r son  t ak ing  the  t e s t  more  than
once  r e ce i ve s  s im i l a r  r e su l t s  e a ch  t ime  the  t e s t  i s  t aken .   I f  a  pe r son  t ake s  a
p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t  f i v e  t imes  and  i s  l abe l ed  dep re s s ed  on l y  once ,  t hen  the  t e s t
i s  no t  r e l i ab l e .

Independent  agreement :  A  t e s t  shows  independen t  ag r eemen t  i f  mu l t i p l e
s c i en t i s t s  u s ing  the  t e s t  d r aw  the  s ame  conc lu s ions  i ndependen t l y  o f  e a ch
o the r.   I f  on l y  one  pe r son  con t inua l l y  g e t s  the  s ame  r e su l t s ,  t hen  i t  m igh t
j u s t  be  a  r e su l t  o f  how tha t  one  pe r son  conduc t s  the  t e s t .   I f  mu l t i p l e
peop l e  f i nd  the  s ame  r e su l t ,  we  c an  have  g r e a t e r  con f idence  tha t  the  t e s t  i s
a c c u r a t e .

I t  i s  on l y  when  s c i en t i s t s  an swer  a  que s t i on  i n  a  way  tha t  i s  v a l i d ,  r e l i ab l e ,
and  w i th  i ndependen t  ag r eemen t ,  t ha t  they  c an  be  s a id  to  have  so l i d
ev idence  to  make  a  dec i s i on .

Ju s t  to  make  su r e  th ing s  a r e  c l e a r ,  l e t ’s  g o  ove r  a  f ew  examp le s.   W h ich  o f
the se  i s  an  examp le  o f  mean ing fu l  ev idence ?

Marc i a  t ake s  a  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t  fo r  fun  and  f i nds  ou t  she  g ave  the
s ame  answer  fo r  one  o f  the  que s t i ons  a s  d id  he r  f r i end  who
su f f e r s  f r om de pre s s ion .   Marc i a  then  be g in s  to  wor r y  tha t  she
migh t  be  dep re s s ed  a s  we l l .

A  s c i en t i s t  wou ld  no t  cons ide r  Marc i a  dep re s s ed ,  because  dep re s s ion  was
no t  measu red  i n  a  va l i d  way,  g iven  the  a bsence  o f  o the r  s ymptoms  o f
d e p r e s s i o n .

Becca  ha s  been  s ee ing  a  the r ap i s t  fo r  s eve r a l  months  and ,  a f t e r
t ak ing  a  we l l - r e spec t ed  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t  g i v en  to  he r  by  he r
the r ap i s t ,  she  was  d i agnosed  w i th  b ipo l a r  d i so rde r.   A f t e r  she
s t a r t ed  t ak ing  med i c a t i on  fo r  b ipo l a r  d i so rde r ,  Becca  s t a r t ed
f ee l i ng  s i gn i f i c an t l y  be t t e r .

The  examp le  w i th  Becca  r ep re s en t s  a  v a l i d  and  r e l i ab l e  t e s t .

Shawn  and  h i s  f r i ends  wro t e  a  bunch  o f  que s t i ons  abou t
pe r sona l i t y  and  g ave  them ou t  to  f r i ends.   A f t e r  s co r ing  h i s  be s t
f r i end ’s  t e s t ,  Shawn  s a id  he  shou ld  s e e  a  p sycho log i s t  because
someth ing  was  wrong  w i th  h im .

Shawn’s  conce r n  may  e ven tua l l y  t u r n  ou t  to  be  va l i d .   However ,  i t  i s  no t
ba sed  on  s c i ence .   H i s  measu re  shows  ne i the r  r e l i ab i l i t y  no r  va l i d i t y.
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Back  to  ou r  ma in  que s t i on :  How we l l  do  p ro j e c t i v e
t e s t s  work?   To  check ,  l e t ’s  t e s t  them on  the  s c i en t i f i c
r equ i r emen t s  we  j u s t  d i s cu s s ed :  va l i d i t y,  r e l i ab i l i t y,
and  independen t  ag r eemen t .
You  may  wan t  to  b r i e f l y  r ev i ew  the  de f in i t i on  o f  e ach
to  ensu re  s tuden t  unde r s t and ing.

The  Resu l t s :  Re sea r ch  on  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  shows  l i t t l e
va l i d i t y  o r  r e l i ab i l i t y  fo r  mos t  pe r sona l i t y  t r a i t s .   T h i s
means  tha t  the  t e s t s  d id  no t  a ccu r a t e l y  p r ed i c t  t he
pe r sona l i t y  t r a i t s  the y  wer e  t r y ing  to  measu re  ( thus
they  we re  no t  v a l i d ) ,  o r  tha t  they  d id  no t  make  the
s ame  p red i c t i ons  a c ro s s  d i f f e r en t  t imes  ( thus  they
were  no t  r e l i ab l e ) .   A  non- s c i en t i s t  m igh t  r e ad  th i s

Weigh Evidence and
Make Decisions

i n fo r ma t ion  and  c l a im  tha t  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  a r e  w i thou t  va lue  and  shou ld
neve r  be  u sed .   Howeve r ,  r e s e a r ch  ha s  shown  tha t  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  may  be
va l i d  and  r e l i a b l e  measu re s  f o r  some  psycho log i c a l  d i so rde r s.   D i so rde r s
such  a s  s ch i zophren i a ,  b ipo l a r  d i so rde r ,  and  dependency  appea r  to  be
r egu l a r l y  i d en t i f i ed  u s ing  p ro j e c t ive  t e chn ique s. F. Y. I

Sch i zoph r en i a  i s  a  d i s e a s e  o f  t h e
b r a i n  w i th  a  v a r i e t y  o f  s ymptoms
inc l ud ing ,  bu t  no t  l im i t ed  to,
h e a r i ng  vo i c e s  and  be l i e v i ng
peop l e  a r e  r e ad ing/con t ro l l i ng
one ’s  m ind  o r  p lo t t i ng  t o  hu r t  one .

B i p o l a r  D i s o r d e r  c a u s e s  u n u s u a l
chang e s  i n  a  p e r son’s  b ehav io r  and
mood .   I t  i s  c a l l ed  “b ipo l a r ”
b e c a u s e  p e o p l e  w i t h  i t  c a n  h a v e
d r a s t i c  mood  sw ing s ,  r ang ing  f rom
a  pe r son  be ing  ex t r eme l y  “up”  to  a
pe r son  be ing  ex t r eme l y  “down” .

Dependency  i s  t h e  need  to  r e l y  on
an  ex t e rna l  sou r c e  ( f r equen t l y  an
i l l i c i t  d r ug  o r  a l coho l )  i n  o r de r  t o
f u n c t i o n .

Th i s  means  tha t  s c i en t i s t s  have  found  tha t
p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  c an  p r ed i c t  the  p r e s ence ,  w i th
some  accu r acy,  o f  d i so rde r s  such  a s
s ch i zophren i a ,  b ipo l a r  d i so rde r ,  and
de pendenc y.   T h i s  i s  no t  a  l a r g e  number  o f
d i so r de r s ,  bu t  i t  i s  some.   Reg a rd l e s s  o f  w ha t
he/she  though t  be fo rehand ,  a  s c i en t i s t  wou ld
t ake  th i s  i n f o r ma t ion  a s  a  s i gn  o f  suppor t  tha t
p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  a r e  no t  u s e l e s s,  t hough  the
ev idence  sug g e s t s  tha t  the i r  u s e  shou ld  be
l i m i t e d .

    How about  now?
Have s tudents  record the i r  thoughts  now that  they
have learned what  sc ient i s t s  have  found regard ing
pro jec t ive  tes t s.   Were  the i r  hypotheses  cor rec t?
Do they fee l  the  same as  they d id  dur ing Think &
Wri te  1?

Think & Wri te  #3
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Shou ld  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  be  banned  and  neve r  u s ed
ag a in ?   Some  may  be l i eve  so,  bu t  th i s  i s  an  ex t r eme
pos i t i on  because  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  c an  be  u se fu l  t oo l s  i n
he lp ing  p sycho lo g i s t s  p r ed i c t  some  p rob l ems.
Howeve r ,  r e s e a r ch  ha s  found  tha t  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  t end
to  be  va l i d  and  r e l i ab l e  i n  on l y  a  f ew  d i a gnose s,  and
thus  ove r u se  i s  a  r i s k .

Wha t  i f  a  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t  had  the  po t en t i a l  t o  he lp  one
o f  you r  f am i l y  member s ?   Wou ld  you  wan t  to  s e e  the
t e s t  banned ,  o r  u s ed?   Wha t  abou t  the  que s t i on  we
d i s cus s ed  e a r l i e r :  Whe the r  the  r e su l t s  o f  a  p ro j e c t i v e
t e s t  cou ld  he lp  o r  hu r t  you r  de f ense  i n  a  cou r t  c a s e ?
Wou ld  you  be  w i l l i ng  to  r e l y  on  a  s c i en t i s t  who  c l a imed
to  be  ab l e  to  u se  a  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t  t o  l e a rn  abou t  you r
pe r sona l i t y ?   S c i en t i s t s  a r e  fo r ced  to  answer  que s t i ons
such  a s  the se  f r equen t l y.
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Revisit, Review, Reflect, and Re-evaluate
Cur ren t  f i nd ing s  have  l ed  r e s e a r che r s  to  be l i eve  tha t
p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  may  be  he lp fu l  i n  some  a spec t s ,  bu t
no t  i n  a l l .   T hus,  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  c an  be s t  be  u sed  i n  a
l im i t ed  way.   However ,  t he  l a s t  word  ha s  no t  been
spoken  abou t  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s.   S c i en t i s t s  cons t an t l y
r ev i s i t  p r ev ious l y - answer ed  que s t i ons.   Pe rhaps  a  new
method  o f  t e s t i ng  cou ld  make  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  more
accu r a t e  f o r  a  w ide r  va r i e t y  o f  pe r sona l i t y  t r a i t s.
Howeve r ,  t he se  new  f ind ing s  c an  on l y  be  uncove red  i f
s c i en t i s t s  r ev i ew  cu r r en t  and  pa s t  r e s e a r ch .   By
r e f l e c t i ng  on  the se  th ing s,  f u tu r e  s c i en t i s t s  may  r e -
eva lua t e  pa s t  an swer s  and  d i s cove r  tha t  p ro j e c t i v e
t e s t s  shou ld  no t  be  u sed ,  o r  conve r s e l y,  t hey  may  l e a r n
tha t  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s  c an  be  u sed  fo r  a  v a r i e t y  o f
phenomena .   By  r ev i s i t i ng ,  r ev i ew ing ,  r e f l e c t i ng ,  and
re - eva lua t i ng ,  s c i en t i s t s  g a the r  new  ev idence  and
con t inue  to  make  con t r ibu t ions  to  wha t  we  know
abou t  p r o j e c t ive  t e s t s.
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Homework Quest ions
1 .  F ind  ano the r  s i t u a t i on  i n  wh i ch  r e l i ab i l i t y  i s  impor t an t .

2 .  F ind  ano the r  s i t u a t i on  i n  wh i ch  va l i d i t y  i s  impor t an t .

3 .  F ind  ano the r  s i t u a t i on  i n  wh i ch  i ndependen t  ag r eemen t  i s  impor t an t .

Ba sed  on  wha t  they  know now,  a sk  s tuden t s :  W ha t
i s  t he  fu tu r e  o f  p ro j e c t i v e  t e s t s ?   Shou ld  c l i n i c a l
p sycho log i s t s  con t inue  to  u se  them?   Wha t  o the r
th ing s  shou ld  s c i en t i s t s  check  r ega rd ing  p ro j e c t i v e
t e s t s ?   Why?

Think & Wri te  #4

What 's  next?

Discussion Quest ions
1 .  Wou ld  you  wan t  p ro j e c t ive  t e s t s  u s ed  on  you?   W hy  o r  why  no t ?

2 .  Can  you  th ink  o f  any  examp le s  w hen  r e l i ab i l i t y,  va l i d i t y,  o r
    i ndependen t  ag r eemen t  wou ld  no t  be  impor t an t ?



Quiz Quest ions

Version A

1 .   Wha t  k inds  o f  c r i t e r i a  do  s c i en t i s t s  need  i n  o rde r  to  dec ide  tha t  a  t e s t
c an  be  u sed?

a .  r e l i ab i l i t y
b.  va l i d i t y
c .  i ndependen t  ag r eemen t
d .  a l l  o f  the  above

2 .   Re l i ab i l i t y  means :

a .   i t  i s  cons i s t en t  f rom t ime  to  t ime
b.   g oodnes s  o f  f i t
c .   d i f f e r en t  peop l e  r e ach  the  s ame  conc lu s ion
d .  be s t  i n t en t ions
e .   i t  mea su re s  wha t  i t  c l a ims  to  measu re .

3 .  Va l i d i t y  means :

a .   i t  i s  cons i s t en t  f rom t ime  to  t ime
b.  g oodnes s  o f  f i t
c .  d i f f e r en t  peop l e  r e ach  the  s ame  conc lu s ion
d .  be s t  i n t en t ions
e .   i t  mea su re s  wha t  i t  c l a ims  to  measu re .

4 .  Independen t  ag r eemen t  means :

a .   i t  i s  cons i s t en t  f rom t ime  to  t ime
b.  g oodnes s  o f  f i t
c .  d i f f e r en t  peop l e  r e ach  the  s ame  conc lu s ion
d .  be s t  i n t en t ions
e .   i t  mea su re s  wha t  i t  c l a ims  to  measu re .



Quiz Quest ions

Vers ion  B

1 .   How i s  i t  pos s ib l e  tha t  peop l e ’s  i n t e r p re t a t i ons  o f  i nkb lo t s  c an  be  u sed
to  dec ide  d i agnose s  fo r  men t a l  hea l th  pu rpose s ?   Wha t  k inds  o f  c r i t e r i a
do  you  need  i n  o rde r  to  dec ide  tha t  such  u se s  a r e  pos s ib l e ?

a .  goodnes s  o f  f i t
b.  i nde penden t  ag r eemen t
c .  r e l i ab i l i t y
d .  v a l i d i t y
e .  be s t  i n t en t ions

2 .     means  a  t e s t  i s  cons i s t en t  f rom t ime
    t o  t ime

3 .     means  d i f f e r en t  peop l e  r e ach  the
    s ame  conc lu s ion

4 .     means  i t  mea su re s  wha t  i t  c l a ims  to
    mea su re .



Quiz Quest ions

Version C

1 .   How i s  i t  pos s ib l e  tha t  peop l e ’s  i n t e r p re t a t i ons  o f  i nkb lo t s  c an  be  u sed
to  dec ide  d i agnose s  fo r  men t a l  hea l th  pu rpose s ?   Wha t  k inds  o f  c r i t e r i a
do  you  need  i n  o rde r  to  dec ide  tha t  such  u se s  a r e  pos s ib l e  and
a p p r o p r i a t e ?

2 .   Wha t  i s  r e l i ab i l i t y ?  Exp l a in  and  g i ve  an  examp le .

3 .   Wha t  i s  v a l i d i t y ?   Exp l a in  and  g i ve  an  examp le .

4 .   Wha t  i s  i ndependen t  ag r eemen t ?   Exp l a in  and  g i ve  an  examp le .


