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® Keep the bi

® Context is importa
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is “doomed”
prove if given

helpful recor

® Keep it practical — i g picture theoretical questions
(e.g., nature v. nurture) that aren’t very helpful for any one
examinee

Supplement 1Q © o get a more
comprehensive picture

® Behavior observations, personality, neuropsych, adaptive behavior, etc.

Cross-battery assessment, theory driven (CHC)
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® No bending the ru e limits later
® Establishing and maintaining rapport takes clinical skill

® |t's tough to be personable when you're reading to them

ou can help you explain the

results and derive helpful recommendations
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Backgroun 2 of one’s approach

to each probl p
Be thinking of i:)o - ypotheses that might explain
results

Consider the whole person, not just the results
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re impact on the

®* Was it positive o
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® Helps you

®* WAIS-IV Interpreta on Appendix A.1 of
CD is helpful!




® | do not genera
VCl, PRI, WMI, PSI

Subtest Scores

ency Index (CPI)

VCI Subtests
Similarities
Vocabulary
Information

WMTI Subtests
Digit Span
Arithmetic

VCI=99

Scaled Score

10
9
11

caled Sco

9
9

PRI Subtests Scaled Score
Block Design 13
Matrix Reasoning 8
Visual Puzzles 12

DSI Subtests Scaled Score
Symbol Search 15
Coding 13

PRI=114 WMI=97 PSI=120 Full Scale IQ = 106
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scores deviate
significantly fro - and nonverbal tasks

® VCI and PRI subtests are usually best measures of g

®* WMI and PSI subtests = usually the worst

ble and valid

® If NO, then there’s too r ation in the index scores to
meaningfully summarize global intellectual ability using a single
score (i.e., the FSIQ). Go to Step 2b.
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scaled score look at Appendix C in
the Technical and o ual fo figure out GAI. Go to

* |f NO, GAl is FUBAR, too. Go to Step 3.

® Use clinical | ' e to go with
(FSIQ or GAI) ‘

® Example: Impulsive or @ ble examinee... which one would

you use?
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good mental
1 of new
> ' novel tasks”
A little controve n't like it... see Hebben,
2009) — may indicate uropsych testing is needed
Useful when GAl is best estimate of global ability; for LDs, TBls, and
Asperger’s (which no longer exists!)

® CPI: Is the si
1.5 SDs (< 23 poi
® If YES, GAIl and CPI are interpretable. Go to Step 3b.

® |f NO, GAI-CPIl comparison can't be made. Go to Step 4.
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Pl, Cl, and PR
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base rates of 5%, 2%,

Ms. Smith obtained a Full Scale IQ (FSIQ) score of 106 (66™ percentile), which places her intellectual functioning
in the Average range. There was a 95% confidence interval of 102 to 110, which means that if she were tested 100
times, 95 of them would fall in this range.
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110-119 High Average
120+ Superior

Lower Extreme /N
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pture the client’s score

Ms. Smith obtained a Verbal Comprehension Index (VICI) score of 99 (47% percentile), with a 95% confidence
interval of 94 to 104, which places her verbal ability in the average range. She obtained a Perceptual Reasoning
Index (PRI) score of 114 (82™ percentile), with a 95% confidence interval of 106 to 120, which places her nonverbal
ability in the high average range. She obtained a Working Memory Index (WMI) score of 97 (46" percentile), with a
95% confidence interval of 90 to 102, which places her memory in the average range. She obtained a Processing
Speed Index (PSI) score of 120 (90% percentile), with a 95% confidence interval of 114 to 130, which places her
processing speed in the high average range.
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Significant differences were noted among her index scores. Her PSI scores was higher than her VCI scores, indicating
that her processing speed is better developed than her verbal abilities. A difference of the magnitude in Ms. Smith’s
profile oceurred in 3% standardization sample, making this a meaningful difference. Ms. Smith’s PSI score was higher
than her WMI score, meaning that her processing speed is better developed than her memory. A difference of the
magnitude found in Ms. Smith’s profile occurred in 2% of the standardization sample, making this a meaningful
difference. Ms. Smith’s PRI score was higher than her VCI score, meaning that her nonverbal and reasoning abilities
are better developed than her verbal abilities. A difference of the magnitude in Ms. Smith’s profile was seen in 10%
of the standardization sample.

e and below

® Some people

® Why this is wrong

® List abilities assessed by the subtests

9/28/2020
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® Anything above is a strength

® Anything below is a weakness

® List abilities assessed by the subtests

An evaluation of Ms, Smith’s subtest scaled scores revealed a relative (compared to her own abilities) strength in the
Block Design subtest, which assesses spatial ability, perceptual organization, mental processing skills, and visual-
motor coordination. A strength of this magnitude occurred in 5% of the standardization sample, making this
uncommen. There were no normative (compared to others) or relative weaknesses or normative strengths.
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* P.177 of Ess ay this in the report

® |f someone scores ve ubtest, expect uninterpretable

indexes

be interpreted as

representing a u
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® Even if fary construct

to be interp o generalize if

all scores are hig
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