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Assessment of Malingering and Exaggeration in the Patients Involved Head Injury Litigation
GAO Ber—ling

Kangning Hospital of Shenzhen, Guandon shenzhen 518003 China
[ Abstracf] Malingering and exaggeration of intellectual impaiments are common in personal injuty cases involved in litigation.
The patients usually present clinically with a history of traumatic head injury, and even with objective evidences for organic brain
damage, which render it difficult to discem the possibility of malingering. In our country, there has been a lack of effective and ob-
jective strategies for the evaluation of feigned intellectual deficits. The authou reviewed the relevant literaures published in recent
yearss with paiticular emphasis on neuropsychological approach to assessment of malingering. New directions for local research in
this important area were suggested.

[ Key words] Traumatic brain injury;  Intellectual defici; ~ Malingering;  Assessment

110 yo ’ ’ .
[12]
, 1999 .
136 67.8%
1
[, ) (Fake) (Malingering )
b ( 9 /
), , .

—49 ( ) 7



Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol. 9 No. 3 2001

° 234 -
. 4 y 2 [13 ”»” y .
; ( ) ( )
7 s 1+1= , ,
11,2+2=22, © 7 . .
s (
( ) ;
)7 b b A
(MMSE) . (Raven’ s ,
Standard Progressive Matrices) . ) 2.2
, MM PI
s “Fake — scale” s
, , F ( )
. y ( ) y y <« ”» <« ”»
b b b F b b
, s MMPI F s
) (43, » MMPI “Fake— scale”
2.1 ,
’ ’ Rey
. (Rey memory for 15 Ttems Test, MFIT)! 4
[3 [13 2
(19%4), 15
, . 10 ,
: 1. ;2. 15 s
;3 ;4. ;



2001 9 3

° 235 -

b

Mittenberg

(WMS— R) “ ” (Malingering In-
deX )[ 7 , « 2

“ / (Attention/ Concentration Index)”
“ (General Memory Index)”
, (23%), ,
[ 8

B (

4 ), ,

«

(Forced — choice

testing, FCT)”,

. 5
(  86251), 5 , .
° 5 b
2%
. , . 83321
63794, . ;
. :46923 46293,
[10]
(
) 50% .
50% . . 50%
50%; . 50%.

) . 60
[11]

[ 12 [13] , 90

(Digit Recognition Tests)

(Vietoria Symptom Validity Test, VSVT)!',
(Portland Digit Recognition Test, PDRT)! '
(The Computerized As-
sessment of Response Bias, CARB .

: 21 (21 — Ttem
Tes)!'¥ (Test of Memory Malingering,
TOMM)' ™ | (The letter memory Test)!™
(The Validity Indicator Profile, VIP)!?!
21 21 ,
( B.F.S.T.
K » , ,
3
s MMPI



° 236 °

Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol. 9 No. 3 2001

[13

. 51999 7(1). 61— 64
2 , s s
. » 2001, 3:
3 lverson GL: Qualitative aspects of malingered memory deficits.
Brain Injury, 1995 (1):35— 40
4  Grant L, Iverson G, Laureunce M, et al. Detecting exaggeration

and malingering in neuropsychological assessment, ] Head Trau-

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

ma Rehabil 2000, 15(2): 829— 858
Roger LG. The MMPI— 2/ MMPI: An Interpretive Manual, Valid-
ity Indexes and Validity Configurations. massachusetts: 1991
Bernard LC Fowler W. Assessing the validity of memory com-
plains; Performance of brain— damaged and nomal individuals
on Rey s task to detect malingering. J Clin Psychol, 1990 46,
432— 436
Mittenberg W, Azrin R, Millsaps C, et al. ldentification of malin-
gered head injury on the Wechsler Memory Scal— Revised. Psy-
chol Assess 1993 5: 34— 40
Iverson GL, Franzen MD. The recognition memory test, Digit
span, and Knox Cube Test as markers of malingered memory im-
paimment. Assessment, 1994, 1. 323—334
Cemak LS, Butter N. The wle of interference and encoding in
the short— term memory deficits of komsokoff patients. Neuropsy-
chology, 1972, 10: 89—96

Hiscok M, Hiscok CK. Refining the forced— choice method for
the detection of malingering. J Clin Exp Neuropsychol, 1989, 11:
967— 974

Miller E: Detecting hystenical sensory symptoms: An elaboration
of the forced choice technique. Br Clin Psychol, 1986, 25; 231—
232

Gwosz H} Zimmerman J. Experimental analysis of hysterical
blindness. Arch Gen Psychol 1965 13: 255— 260

Pankrate I, Faust SA, Peed S . A forced— choice technique to
evaluate deafness in the hysterical or malingering patient. ] con-
sult Clin Psychol, 1975, 43; 421—422

Binder IM, Willis SC. Assessment of motivation follow ing finan-
cialy compensable minor head trauma Psychol Assessment; A J
Clin Psychol 1991, 3: 175— 181

Slick D Hopp G, Strauss E, et al. Detecting dissimulation: pro-
files of simulated malingers traumatic brain— injury patients and
nomal controls on a revised vesion of Hiscock and Hiscock” s
Forced— Choice Memory Test. J Clin Exp Neuropsychol, 1994,
16; 472— 481

Binder IM. Assessment of malingering afier mild head trauma
eith the Portland Digit recognition Test. J Clin Exp Neumpsy-
chol, 1993 15: 170— 182

Conder R Allen L, Cox D. Computerized Assessment of re-
sponse Bias Test Manual. Durham, NC: Congmisyst 1992

Iverson GL, Franzen MD, McCracken IM. Application of a
forced— choice memory procedure designed to detect experimen-
tal— malingering. Arch Clin Neuropsy chol 1994. 9. 437— 450

Tombaugh TN. The Test of Memory M alingering( TOMM ): Nor-
mative data from cognitively intact and cognitively impaired indi-
viduals. Psychol Assessment 1997 9. 260— 268

Inman TH, Vickery CD, Berry DTR et al. Development and ini-
tial of a new pwocedure for evaluating adequacy of effort given
during neuropsychological testing: the letier memory test. Psychol
Assess 1998, 10; 128— 139

Frededity Rl Crosby RD. Development and validation of the
validity indicator profile. law Hum Behav, 2000, 24. 59— 82

Iverson GL, Franzen MD. Using multiple objective memory pro-
cedures to detect smulated malingering . J Clin Exp Neumpsy-
chol, 1996 18(1):38—51

OlcAzE 1. 2001— 01— 09



