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Information from the referral states that Ms. S. frequently becomes depressed 

when her boyfriend comes home from work late or makes plans that do not involve her. 

Ms. S. explains that "when he doesn't come home when he should, it's just terrible. He 

should be more considerate of my time and know that I'm going to feel so anxious and 

terrible. Why can't he understand this?" When describing this pattern, Ms. S. begins 

sobbing loudly and states, "see how he makes me feel? It just isn't right." Ms. S. states 

that she feels this way when he is only five or ten minutes late from work and that her 

feelings are worse when he is out spending time with his friends. However, she states 

that her mood quickly improves when he returns home. When the topic shifts to a 

discussion of a more neutral topic (e.g., her work history), her mood quickly improves 

and she provides answers to all questions asked. 

When asked for further detail about her behavior when her boyfriend does not 

return home as expected, Ms. S. admits that she often will call his workplace multiple 

times to find out if anyone knows where he is located. Additionally, she states "My 

doctor thought this may be causing the problems in my relationship, as if all this is my 

fault." Ms. S. states that she has experienced similar feelings in previous relationships 

but denied that her inability to tolerate being alone has led previous partners to terminate 

the relationship. 

Ms. S. stated that she has sought psychotherapy services in the past but that her 

therapist was not especially helpful. She reports that "she just wasn't helping me and 

wanted me to do all the work. She wanted me to do all this stupid stuff outside of the 

session (e.g., mood monitoring). I hope you don't ask me to do that type of stuff. It was 

just silly. If she really knew what she was doing, she would have fixed me during the 
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appointment." Records from her previous treatment indicate that she attended sessions 

sporadically and that she was generally non-compliant with homework assignments. 
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Appendix C 

Piloting 

In order to determine the effectiveness of the two vignettes in eliciting NER reactions, the 

vignettes were presented to a group of doctoral students in clinical psychology at Indiana 

State University (ISU). They were asked to read the vignettes and respond to the selected 

items from the IMI. Based on the ratings and feedback from the group, the vignettes 

were revised to ensure that varying levels of NER would be elicited from the sample. In 

addition, a group of students were asked to complete the diagnostic and symptom ratings 

for the vignettes. Based on the results, the vignettes appeared to contain the intended 

symptoms and were seen as moderately representative of a diagnosis of BPD. Once the 

vignettes and the survey questions were finalized and placed on the Internet, a group of 

students were recruited to complete the entire survey. Information from that round of 

testing was used to identify points of confusion among the participants regarding the task, 

estimate the amount of time necessary to read the vignettes and to complete the ratings, 

and to locate any technical problems that may interfere with the data collection process. 

Feedback from this group was incorporated into the study. Finally, a series of data was 

entered for each of the four web pages and checked against hard copies of the data to 

ensure that the information was properly coded and transferred to the database. 
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Appendix D 

Diagnostic and Symptom Ratings 

Rate the applicability of the following diagnoses for this patient using the following 

• ~J .. j' 

scale: 

I 2 3 4 

Not at all Representative 

Axis I Disorders 

Major Depressive Disorder 
Intermittent Explosive Disorder 
Bipolar I Disorder 

Axis II (Personality Disorders) 

Paranoid PD
 
Schizoid PD
 
Schizotypal PD
 
Antisocial PD
 
Borderline PD
 
Histrionic PD
 

5 6 7 

Very Representative 

Dysthymic Disorder 
Adjustment Disorder 
Bipolar II Disorder 

Narcissistic PD 
Avoidant PD 
Dependent PD 
Obsessive-Compulsive PD 
Passive-Aggressive PD 
Depressive PD 

Choose the one Axis I diagnosis most representative of the above case 

1. Major Depressive Disorder 4. 
2. Intermittent Explosive Disorder 5. 
3. Bipolar I Disorder 6. 

Dysthymic Disorder 
Adjustment Disorder 
Bipolar II Disorder 

Choose the one Axis II diagnosis most representative of the above case 

7. 
9. 
II. 
13. 

Paranoid PD 
Schizoid PD 
Schizotypal PD 
Antisocial PD 

8. 
10. 
12. 
14. 

Narcissistic PD 
Avoidant PD 
Dependent PD 
Obsessive-Compulsive PD 
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15. Borderline PD 16. Passive-Aggressive PD 
17. Histrionic PD 18. Depressive PD 

Rate how confident you are in your Axis I diagnosis for the Case. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
Not at all Confident Very Confident 

Rate how confident you are in your Axis II diagnosis for the Case. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
Not at all Confident Very Confident 

Rate the overall severity of this client. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
Very Mild Very Severe 

Rate what prognosis you would give this client. 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

Very Good Very Poor 

Rate how likely this client would be to benefit from treatment. 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

Very Likely Very Unlikely 

Rate the severity of each of the following symptoms using the following scale: 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

Absent Very Severe 

_ recurrent thoughts of death (not just fear of dying), recurrent suicidal ideation 
without a specific plan, or a suicide attempt or a specific plan for committing suicide. 

_ feelings of worthlessness or excessive or inappropriate guilt (which may be 
delusional) nearly every day (not merely self-reproach or guilt about being sick). 

_ poor concentration or difficulty making decisions 
low self-esteem 

_ several discrete episodes of failure to resist aggressive impulses that result in serious 
assaultive acts or destruction of property. 
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_	 the degree of aggressiveness expressed during episodes is grossly out of proportion 
to any precipitating psychosocial stressors. 

_	 marked distress that is in excess of what would be expected from exposure to the 
stressor. 

_	 significant impairment in social or occupational functioning. 
_	 inflated self-esteem or grandiosity 
_	 increase in goal-directed activity (either socially, at work or school, or sexually) or 

psychomotor agitation. 
_	 excessive involvement in pleasurable activities that have a high potential for painful 

consequences (e.g., the person engages in unrestrained buying sprees, sexual 
indiscretions, or foolish business investments). 

_	 is preoccupied with unjustified doubts about the loyalty or trustworthiness of friends 
or associates. 

_	 reads hidden demeaning or threatening meanings into benign remarks or events. 
_	 takes pleasure in few, if any, activities. 
_	 neither desires nor enjoys close relationships, including being part of a family. 
_	 behavior or appearance is odd, eccentric, or peculiar 
_	 odd beliefs or magical thinking that influences behavior and is inconsistent with 

subcultural norms (e.g., superstitiousness, belief in clairvoyance, telepathy, or "sixth 
sense"). 

_	 failure to conform to social norms with respect to lawful behaviors as indicated by 
repeatedly performing acts that are grounds for arrest. 

_	 consistent irresponsibility, as indicated by repeated failure to sustain work behavior 
or honor financial obligations. 

_	 frantic efforts to avoid real or imagined abandonment. Note: Do not include suicidal 
or self-mutilating behavior. 

_	 a pattern of unstable and intense interpersonal relationships characterized by 
alternating between extremes of idealization and devaluation. 

_	 identity disturbance: markedly and persistently unstable self-image or sense of self. 
_	 impulsivity in at least two areas that are potentially self-damaging (e.g., spending, 

sex, substance abuse, reckless driving, binge eating). Note: Do not include suicidal 
or self-mutilating behavior. 

_	 recurrent suicidal behavior, gestures, or threats, or self-mutilating behavior. 
_	 affective instability due to a marked reactivity of mood (e.g., intense episodic 

dysphoria, irritability, or anxiety usually lasting a few hours and only rarely more 
than a few days. 

_	 chronic feelings of emptiness. 
_ inappropriate, intense anger or difficulty controlling anger (e.g., frequent displays of 

temper, constant anger, recurrent physical fights). 
_ transient, stress-related paranoid ideation or severe dissociative symptoms. 
_ is uncomfortable in situations in which he or she is not the center of attention. 
_ has a style of speech that is excessively impressionistic and lacking in detail. 
_ is interpersonally exploitative (i.e., takes advantage of others to achieve his or her 

own ends). 
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_lacks empathy: is unwilling to recognize or identify with the feelings and needs of 
others. 

_ is unwilling to get involved with people unless certain of being liked. 
_ is preoccupied with being criticized or rejected in social situations. 
_ needs others to assume responsibility for most major areas of her life. 
_ feels uncomfortable or helpless when alone because of exaggerated fears of being 

unable to care for herself. 
_ is overconscientious, scrupulous, and inflexible about matters of morality, ethics, or 

values (not accounted for by religious identification). 
_ shows rigidity and stubbornness. 
_ usual mood is dominated by dejection, gloominess, cheerlessness, joylessness, 

unhappiness. 
_ self-concept centers around beliefs of inadequacy, worthlessness, and low-self 

esteem. 
_ complains of being misunderstood and unappreciated by others. 
_ voices exaggerated and persistent complaints about personal misfortune. 
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Appendix E 

Selected Items from Impact Message Inventory (Keisler, 1987) 

This inventory contains words, phrases and statements which people use to describe how 
they are emotionally engaged or impacted when interacting with another person. 

You are to respond to this Inventory by indicating how accurately each of the items 
describes your reactions to the particular person under consideration. Respond to each 
item in terms of how precisely it describes the feelings this person arouses in you, the 
behaviors you want directed toward her when she's around, and/or the descriptions of her 
that come to mind when you're with her. Indicate how each item describes your 
reactions on the following scale: (l =Not at all; 2 =Somewhat; 3 =Moderately so; 4 = 
Very much so). 

First, imagine you are in this person's presence, interacting with her. Focus on the 
immediate reactions you would be experiencing. Then read each of the items and fill in 
the number on the separate answer sheet which best describes how you would be feeling 
and/or would want to behave if you were, at this moment, in the person's presence. 
There are no right or wrong answers since different people react differently to the same 
person. 

Please indicate which of the following best describes your reaction to the client using the 
following scale: 1 =Not at all; 2 =Somewhat; 3 =Moderately so; 4 =Very much so. 

WHEN I AM WITH THIS PERSON SHE MAKES ME FEEL ..• 

1.	 Bossed around (DOMIN ANT)
 
1 234
 

2.	 Distant from her (HOSTILE)
 
123 4
 

3.	 Like an intruder (HOSTILE)
 
1 234
 

4.	 Forced to shoulder all the responsibility (HOSTILE)
 
123 4
 

5.	 As if she's the class clown (DOMINANT)
 
123 4
 

6.	 Uneasy (HOSTILE)
 
1 234
 

7.	 Annoyed (HOSTILE)
 
123 4
 

8.	 Taken charge of (DOMINANT)
 
1 234
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WHEN I AM WITH THIS PERSON SHE MAKES ME FEEL THAT ... 

9.	 I want to tell her to give someone else a chance to make a decision
 
(DOMINANT)
 
1 234
 

10. I'm going to intrude (HOSTILE)
 
1 2 3 4
 

11. I want to stay away from her (HOSITLE)
 
1 234
 

12. I should tell her she's often quite inconsiderate (DOMINANT)
 
1 234
 

13. I want to get away from her (HOSTILE)
 
1 234
 

WHEN I AM WITH THIS PERSON IT APPEARS TO ME THAT ... 
14. She wants to be the center of attention (DOMINANT)
 

1 234
 
15. She doesn't want to get involved with me (HOSTILE)
 

1 234
 
16. She wants me to put her on a pedestal (DOMINANT)
 
123 4
 

17. She'd rather be alone (HOSITLE)
 
1 2 3 4
 

18. She thinks its everyone for herself or himself (HOSITLE)
 
123 4
 

19. She wants to be the charming one (DOMINANT)
 
123 4
 

20. She thinks she's always in control of things (DOMINANT)
 
123 4
 

21. She weighs situations in terms of what she can get out of them (DOMINANT)
 
123 4
 

22. She'd rather be left alone (HOSTILE)
 
1 234
 

23. She's carrying a grudge (HOSTILE)
 
123 4
 

24. She thinks other people find her interesting, amusing, fascinating, and witty 
(DOMINANT)
 
123 4
 

Note. Scale names are listed in bold next to the item. The actual format of the 

items will be modified for use in this study. 
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Appendix F 

Interpersonal Style Descriptions (Keisler, 1987) 

Hostile: A person who ridicules, belittles, or depreciates other people. Usually she 
displays a contemptuous "chip on the shoulder" attitude. This is evident by her frequent 
use of sarcastic or biting type of humor and her criticism and defiance of persons in 
authority. She often makes unfavorable or hostile remarks about her peers, and belittles 
or criticizes the success and strengths of others. On the other hand, she shows impatience 
or intolerance of others' mistakes and weaknesses. In dealing with people, she often 
shows anger or irritability and is known to tell people "off' when annoyed. 

Dominant: A person who makes decisions like what to do or where to go when with 
another person. She volunteers advice and information when people have decisions to 
make and often talks her friends into doing what she would like. She generally takes 
charge of things when with people and presently directs the activities of several clubs and 
associations to which she belongs. She generally seizes opportunities to instruct or 
explain things to others which often leads her to dominate conversations, interrupting 
when others speak, and "talking others down." Moreover, she bosses friends and 
associates around and exploits or manipulates others for her own needs. 
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Appendix G 

Demographic Questionnaire 

1. Please indicate your gender 
Male 
Female 

2. Please indicate your ethnicity 
Caucasian 
African American 

_Hispanic 
Asian 
Native American 
Other 

3. Please indicate your age: __ 

4. Please indicate the type of degree that you hold. 
Ph.D. 

_Psy.D. 
Ed.D. 
Other 

5. Please indicate what field your degree is in. 
_ Clinical Psychology 
_ Counseling Psychology 
_ School Psychology 

Education
 
Other
 

6. Please indicate the year that you received your doctorate: 

7. Please indicate the years of clinical experience you have had since completing your 
doctoral degree: __ 

8. Please indicate your theoretical orientation. 
_ Cognitive-Behavioral 
_ Eclectic or Integrative 

Humanistic 
_ Psychodynamic 

Other 
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9. Please indicate the primary setting in which you work. 
_ Community Mental Health Center 
_ University Medical School 

VA Medical Center 
_ General Medical Hospital 
_ Private Psychiatric Facility 
_ State Psychiatric Facility 

Private Practice 
_ Correctional Facility 
_ Academic Department 

Other 

10. Please indicate the percentage of time that you work with the following age groups.
 
_ Children (0-12)
 
_ Adolescents (13-17)
 
_ Young adults (18-24)
 
_ Adults (25-44)
 
_ Middle age (45-64)
 
_ Older adults (65+)
 

11. Please indicate your level of experience with using the DSM-IV
 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

None Very Experienced 

12. Please estimate the percentage of time that you spend in direct patient contact. 
% 

Please include any comments that you have about your participation in this study: 
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Appendix H 

Letter of Invitation 

Diagnosing Borderline Personality Disorder: The effect of therapists' negative emotional 
reactions on diagnostic judgments. 

I would like you to participate in my dissertation research on diagnostic decision
making. If you agree to participate, you will be asked to read a case vignette and rate it 
on a variety of dimensional measures. Please do NOT consult the DSM-IV when 
completing the survey, as I am primarily interested in your initial reactions based on your 
clinical judgment and clinical experience. You will also be asked to provide some 
demographic information and answer some questions regarding your professional 
background. I think you will find participation to be an interesting and informative 
experience. I am sure that your schedule is very bUSY, but I hope that you will take a few 
moments to participate. This study should only take 10-15 minutes to complete. 

This study is entirely voluntary and you are under no obligation to participate in 
the study. If you agree to participate you will have the opportunity to be entered in a 
raffle in which you will have a chance to win one of three $50 gift certificates to 
Amazon.com. The submission of your responses on the web page constitutes your 
consent to participate. 

This study can be completed by going online at my web page at: To 
ensure that only those invited to participate in this study are included, you will be asked 
to enter the following verification code when you sign on: __. 

If you have any questions about the study, you may contact me by email at 
pykwmayo@isugw.indstate.edu or my faculty sponsor, Dr. June Sprock, at 
pyjune@isugw.indstate.edu. You may also reach us by phone through Indiana State 
University Department of Psychology at: (812) 237-2445. This project has been 
approved by the Institutional Review Board at Indiana State University. All reasonable 
precautions will be taken to preserve each participant's confidentiality. When the 
participants submit their responses, the data will be automatically entered into a computer 
database maintained by the researcher. This database will be password protected so that 
only the researcher will have access to the information. Backup copies of the database 
will be made periodically and stored in a locked office maintained by the researcher. If 
you have any questions about your rights as a research participant, please contact the IRB 
at (812) 237-8217 or irb@indstate.edu. 

Thank you in advance for your time and effort. I greatly appreciate your 
willingness to share your clinical insights and expertise by participating in this research. 
Your participation is needed for the study to be a success. 

Keith Mayo, M. S. 
Doctoral Candidate 
Indiana State University 
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Appendix I 

Symptom Ratings for Both Cases 

Table 1.1 

Case One: Mean Symptom Ratings for the Nine BPD Symptoms and Symptoms From 

Other Diagnoses With Means Greater Than 4.0 

Symptom Mean (SD) 

BPD Symptoms 

"inappropriate, intense anger or difficulty controlling 
anger" 

"a pattern ofunstable and intense interpersonal 
relationships characterized by alternating between 
extremes of idealization and devaluation" 

"affective instability due to a marked reactivity of 
mood" 

"frantic efforts to avoid real or imagined 
abandonment" 

"chronic feelings ofemptiness" 

"identity disturbance: markedly and persistently 
unstable self-image or sense of self" 

"transient, stress-related paranoid ideation or severe 
dissociative symptoms" 

"impulsivity in at least two areas that are potentially 
self-damaging" 

"recurrent suicidal behavior, gestures, threats, or 
self-damaging behavior" 

5.91 (1.14)* 

4.81 (1.99)* 

4.67 (1.83) 

2.79 (1.96) 

2.64 (1.77) 

2.46 (1.75) 

2.24 (1.64) 

2.10 (1.67) 

1.74 (1.54) 
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Table 1.1 (Continued)
 

Symptom Mean (SD)
 

Other Highly Rated Symptoms 

"complains ofbeing misunderstood or unappreciated 
by others" (Passive-Aggressive (Negativistic) PD) 

"lacks empathy: is unwilling to recognize or 
empathize with the feelings and needs ofothers" 
(Antisocial PD) 

"the degree ofaggressiveness expressed during 
episodes is grossly out ofproportion to any 
precipitating psychosocial stressors" 
(Intermittent Explosive Disorder) 

"shows rigidity and stubbornness" 
(Obsessi ve-Compulsive PD) 

"significant impairment in social or occupational 
functioning" (multiple diagnoses) 

"reads hidden demeaning or threatening meanings into 
benign remarks or events" (Paranoid PD) 

"marked distress that is in excess of what would be 
expectedfrom exposure to the stressor" 
(Adjustment Disorder) 

• Symptom of BPD intended to be in the vignette 

5.53 (1.36) 

5.28 (1.64) 

5.22 (1.56) 

4.82 (1.65) 

4.54 (1.80) 

4.26 (1.81) 

4.23 (1.89) 
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Table 1.2 

Case Two: Mean Symptom Ratings for the Nine BPD Symptoms and Symptoms from 

Other Diagnoses with Means Greater than 4.0. 

Symptom Mean (SD) 

BPD Symptoms 

"frantic efforts to avoid real or imagined 
abandonment" 

Table 1.2 (Continued) 

"affective instability due to a marked reactivity of 
mood" 

"a pattern ofunstable and intense interpersonal 
relationships characterized by alternating between 
extremes of idealization and devaluation" 

"chronic feelings ofemptiness" 

"inappropriate, intense anger or difficulty controlling 
anger" 

"identity disturbance: markedly and persistently 
unstable self-image or sense ofself" 

"transient, stress-related paranoid ideation or severe 
dissociative symptoms" 

"impulsivity in at least two areas that are potentially 
self-damaging" 

"recurrent suicidal behavior, gestures, threats, or 
self-damaging behavior" 

5.94 (1.18)* 

4.41 (1.83)* 

4.01 (2.11) 

3.64 (2.04) 

3.12 (1.76) 

3.12 (1.93) 

2.13 (1.53) 

1.91 (1.57) 

1.85 (1.69) 
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Table 1.2 (Continued)
 

Symptom Mean (SD)
 

Other Highly Rated Symptoms 

"marked distress that is in excess ofwhat would be 
expectedfrom exposure to the stressor" 
(Adjustment Disorder) 

5040 (1040) 

"is preoccupied with unjustified doubts about the 
loyalty and trustworthiness offriends or associates" 
(Paranoid PD) 

4.74 (1.89) 

"complains ofbeing misunderstood or unappreciated 
by others" (Passive-Aggressive Negativistic PD) 

4.74 (1.74) 

"significant impairment in social or occupational 
functioning" (multiple diagnoses) 

4.64 (1.56) 

"feels uncomfortable or helpless when alone because of 4.27 (1.80) 

exaggerated fears ofbeing unable to care for herself" 

"lacks empathy: is unwilling to recognize or 
empathize with the feelings and needs ofothers" 
(Antisocial PD) 

4.10 (1.88) 

"low self-esteem" (Depressive PD) 4.10 (1.98) 

* Symptom of BPD intended to be in the vignette 

IIIJl. 
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Appendix J 

IMI Ratings for Both Cases 

Table J.l 

Case One: Highest Rated IMlltems by Scale (M > 2.5) and Average IMI Scale Score/. 

Dominant Scale Hostile Scale 

Item Mean (SD) Item Mean (SD) 

"She wants to be the center 2.74 (1.03) "She's carrying a grudge" 3.26 (.85) 
of attention" 

"Annoyed" 2.90 (.87) 
"She weighs situations in 2.70 (1.02) 
terms of what she can get "She thinks it's everyone 2.74 (1.01) 
out of them" for him or herself' 

"She thinks she's always in 2.65 (1.00) "I want to get away from 2.69 (.97) 
control of things" her" 

"I want to stay away from 2.66 (.93) 
her" 

"Distant from her" 2.61 (.93) 

"Uneasy" 2.54 (.88) 

Average Scale Score 2.16 (.54) Average Scale Score 2.30 (.49) 

1 All ratings were based on a scale from 1 (not at all so) to 4 (very much so). 
Note. IMI items are paraphrased. 
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Table J.2
 

Case Two: Highest Rated IMI Items by Scale (M > 2.5) and Average IMI Scale Scores l
.
 

Dominant Scale Hostile Scale 

Item Mean (SD) Item Mean (SD) 

"She wants to be the center 
of attention" 

2.80 (.98) "Forced to shoulder all the 
responsibility" 

"Annoyed" 

2.80 (l.01) 

2.51 (.86) 

Average Scale Score 1.87 (.59) 1.95 (.48) 

I All ratings were based on a scale from 1 (not at all so) to 4 (very much so). 

Note. IMI items are paraphrased. 
'~40 
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Appendix K 

Relationship of 1MI Items and BPD Symptoms to Participant Characteristics for Both 
Cases 

Table K.1 

Case One: Relationship ofBPD Symptoms with Years of Clinical Experience and Percent 

ofDirect Patient Contact 

Years of Clinical Experience 

Symptom r p 

"transient, stress-related paranoid ideation" .23 .02 

Percent of Direct Patient Contact 

Symptom r p 

"affective instability" .35 <.01 

"identity disturbance" .32 .01 

"transient, stress-related paranoid ideation" .26 .03 

Note. BPD symptoms are paraphrased. 
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Table K.2 

Case One: Relationship ofIMI Items with Years of Clinical Experience and Percent of 

Direct Patient Contact 

Years of Clinical Experience 

Item r p 

"when I am with this person she makes 
me feel uneasy." 

.24 .02 

"when I am with this person it appears .22 .03 

to me that she doesn't want to get involved 
with me" 

"when I am with this person it appears to me 
that she'd rather be left alone" 

.24 .02 

Percent of Direct Patient Contact 

Symptom 

-

r p 

"when I am with this person it appears to me 
that she doesn't want to get involved with me." 

.24 .04 

"when I am with this person it appears to me 
that she'd rather be alone" 

.29 .02 

"when I am with this person it appears to me 
that she thinks its everyone for himself or 
herself' 

-.29 .02 

"when I am with this person it appears to me 
that she thinks she's always in control of things" 

.27 .03 

"when I am with this person it appears to me that 
she'd rather be left alone" 

.40 <.01 
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Table K.3 

Case Two: Relationship of BPD Symptoms with Years of Clinical Experience and Percent 

ofDirect Patient Contact 

Years of Clinical Experience 

Symptom r p 

"transient, stress-related paranoid ideation" .28 .01 

"identity disturbance" .22 .03 

Percent of Direct Patient Contact 

Symptom r p 

"identity disturbance" .24 .05 

"transient, stress-related paranoid ideation" .37 <.01 

Note. BPD symptoms are paraphrased. 
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Table K.4 

Case Two: Relationship of IMI Items and Percent ofDirect Patient Contact] 

Percent of Direct Patient Contact 

Symptom 

"when I am with this person she makes 
me feel distant from her" 

"when I am with this person she makes 
me feel like an intruder" 

"when I am with this person she makes 
me feel taken charge of' 

r p 

.26 .03 

.28 .02 

.26 .03 

I No significant relationships were found between IMI items and years of clinical 
experience. 
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Appendix L 

Order Effects 
Table L.1 

Case One: Effect ofDiagnostic and Symptom Rating Order on BPD Symptom Ratings 

Order 

Diagnosis, Symptom Symptom, Diagnosis 

Symptom Mean (SD) Mean (SD) F 

abandonment 2.94 (2.07) 2.65 (1.86) .53 

unstable relationships" 4.28 (2.06) 5.29 (1.80) 6.79* 

identity disturbance 2.68 (1.73) 2.25 (1.75) 1.46 

"I impulsivity 2.51 (1.94) 1.73 (1.27) 5.70* 
.' ' 

.:. 

suicidal behavior, gestures 2.04 (1.92) 1.47 (1.01) 3.48 

affective instability 4.60 (1.85) 4.75 (1.82) .16 

feelings of emptiness 2.74 (1.85) 2.55 (1.70) .30 

inappropriate intense anger" 5.77 (1.30) 6.04 (1.00) 1.41 

paranoid ideation 2.68 (1.90) 1.84 (1.30) 6.78* 

-
a Symptom of BPD intended to be in the Vignette 
•p<.05 
Note. BPD symptoms are paraphrased. 
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Table L.2 

Case One: Effect of Case Order on BPD Symptom Ratings 

Case Order 

Case 1, Case 2 Case 2, Case 1 

Symptom Mean (SD) Mean (SD) F 

abandonment 3.34 (2.15) 2.27 (1.63) 7.74** 

unstable relationships" 5.02 (1.88) 4.61 (2.08) 1.06 

identity disturbance 2.85 (2.00) 2.10 (1.40) 4.71 * 

impulsivity 2043 (2.04) 1.80 (1.17) 3.50 

suicidal behavior, gestures 2.15 (1.89) 1.37 (1.00) 6.62* 
,...-.-'~;:. 

affective instability 4.57 (1.93) 4.76 (1.74) .26 

feelings of emptiness 2.87 (1.99) 2.43 (1.53) 1.53 

inappropriate intense anger" 5.81 (1.15) 6.00 (1.13) .69 

paranoid ideation 2.62 (1.80) 1.90 (1040) 4.85* 

-
3 Symptom of BPD intended to be in the vignette 
*p < .05 
**p < .01 
Note. BPD symptoms are paraphrased. 
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Table L.3 

Case Two: Effect of Case Order on BPD Symptom Ratings 

Case Order 

Case 1, Case 2 Case 2, Case 1 

Symptom Mean (SD) Mean (SD) F 

abandonment" 6.04 (1.08) 5.84 (1.27) .69 

unstable relationships 3.17 (1.95) 4.80 (1.96) 16.86* 

identity disturbance 3.09 (2.01) 3.16 (1.87) .03 

impulsivity 1.81 (1.58) 2.00 (1.56) .36 

suicidal behavior, gestures 2.06 (1.81) 1.65 (1.56) 1.50 

affective instability" 3.87 (1.90) 4.92 (1.63) 8.57* 

feelings of emptiness 3.70 (2.16) 3.59 (1.94) .08 

inappropriate intense anger 2.60 (1.70) 3.61 (1.67) 8.73* 

paranoid ideation 2.04 (1.61) 2.22 (1.47) .30 

-
a Symptom of BPD intended to be in the vignette 
*p < .01 
Note. BPD symptoms are paraphrased. 



140 

Appendix M 

Correlational and Logistic Regression Analyses for Case One 

Table M.1 

Correlations Between Criterion Variables and IMI Dominant and Hostile Scales. 

Dominant Scale Hostile Scale 

Criterion Variables 

BPD Assigned Diagnosis -.12 .04 

BPD Representativeness Ratings .04 .23* 

Average BPD Symptom Ratings .23* .35** 

NPD Assigned Diagnosis .08 -.02 

NPD Representativeness Ratings .44** .36** 

**p<.Ol 
*p < .05 

Note. Average BPD symptom rating was used as a predictor as well as a criterion 
variable in the regressions. NPD =Narcissistic Personality Disorder. 

Table M.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Diagnosis ofBPD 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale 1.10 4.07 .04 .33 

Hostile Scale 1.01 2.82 .09 2.75 
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Table M.3 

Predictive Value of Dominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Average BPD Symptom Ratings 

for Diagnosis ofBPD 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -1.10 4.03 .05 .33 

Hostile Scale .84 1.80 .18 2.31 

Average BPD Symptom Rating .11 1.13 .29 1.11 

Table M.4 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, Average BPD Symptom Ratings, and 

Participant Gender for Diagnosis ofBPD 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -1.19 4.23 .04 .31 

Hostile Scale .94 1.96 .16 2.56 

Average BPD Symptom Rating .11 1.08 .30 1.11 

Participant Gender 1.22 7.75 .01 3.40 
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Appendix N 

Multiple Regression Analyses for Case One 

Table N.l 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for BPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors p t p 

Dominant Scale -.21 -1.59 .12 

Hostile Scale .37 2.78 .01 

Table N.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Average BPD Symptom Ratings 

for BPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors p t p 

Dominant Scale -.21 -1.63 .11 

Hostile Scale .24 1.84 .07 

Average BPD symptom ratings .36 3.58 <.01 
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Table N.3 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, Average BPD Symptom Ratings, and 

Case Order for BPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors t p~ 

Dominant Scale -.13 -.97 .33 

Hostile Scale .19 1.39 .17 

Average BPD symptom ratings .31 3.12 <.01 

Case Order -.19 -1.95 .05 

Table N.4 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for BPD Symptom Ratings 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant Scale -.02 -.15 .88 

Hostile Scale .37 2.81 .01 
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Appendix 0 

Predictive Value of IMI Scales for Narcissistic Personality Disorder (NPD) Diagnosis 
and NPD Representativeness Ratings for Case One 

Table 0.1 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Diagnosis ofNarcissistic 

Personality Disorder (NPD). 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .71 1.43 .23 2.03 

Hostile Scale -.61 .85 .36 .54 

Table 0.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Narcissistic Personality Disorder 

(NPD) Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors p t p 

Dominant Scale .36 2.87 .01 

Hostile Scale .11 .91 .37 
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Appendix P 

Relationship Between IMI Scales and Ratings of Severity, Prognosis, and Likelihood of 
Treatment Benefit for Case One 

Table P.1 

Correlations Between !M! Scales and Ratings ofSeverity, Prognosis, and Likelihood of 

Treatment Benefit 

Dominant Scale 

Criterion Variables 

Severity 

Prognosis 

Likelihood of Treatment Benefit 

r 

.30** 

.19 

.19 

Hostile Scale 

r 

.26* 

.30** 

.30** 

Note. Higher values indicate worse prognosis and less likelihood of treatment benefit. 
***p<.OOl 

**p < .01 
*p < .05 
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Table P.2 

Dominant and Hostile Scales as Predictors ofSeverity, Prognosis, and Likelihood of 

Treatment Benefit 

Severity: R =.309 (R2 =.096, Adjusted R2 =.076); F (2,96) =4.98, p =.01 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant Scale .23 1.71 .09 

Hostile Scale .10 .77 .44 

Prognosis: R =.298 (R2 =.089, Adjusted R2 =.069); F (2,96) =4.57, p =.01 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant Scale -.03 -.19 .85 

Hostile Scale .31 2.32 .02 

Likelihood of Treatment Benefit: R =.300 (R2 =.090, Adjusted R2 =.071); 
F (2,96) =4.71, P =.01 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant Scale -.02 -.17 .87 

Hostile Scale .32 2.36 .02 

Note. Higher values indicate worse prognosis and less likelihood of treatment benefit. 
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Appendix Q 

Predictors of Over- and Under-diagnostic Bias for Case One 

Table Q.I 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Over-diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -.92 2.72 .10 .40 

Hostile Scale .32 .60 .60 1.38 

Table Q.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Under-diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .30 .15 .70 1.35 

Hostile Scale 1.05 1.46 .23 2.85 
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Table Q.3 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Order ofDiagnostic and 

Symptom Ratings for Diagnostic Bias 

Over-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -.95 2.89 .09 .39 

Hostile Scale .25 .17 .68 1.28 

Rating Order 1.02 5.15 .02 2.77 

Under-diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .35 .16 .69 1.42 

Hostile Scale 1.11 1.41 .24 3.03 

Rating Order -1.46 4.05 .04 .23 
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Table QA 

Predictive Value of Dominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Participant Gender on 

Diagnostic Bias 

Over-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -.97 2.83 .09 .38 

Hostile Scale .33 .28 .60 1.39 

Clinician Gender .92 4.27 .04 2.51 

Under-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .24 .09 .76 1.27 

Hostile Scale 1.11 1.50 .22 3.04 

Clinician Gender -1041 3.84 .05 .25 
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Appendix R 

Correlational and Logistic Regression Analyses for Case Two 

Table R.1 

Correlations Between Criterion Variables and IMI Dominant and Hostile Scales. 

Dominant Scale Hostile Scale 

Criterion Variables 

BPD Diagnosis .38** .26* 

BPD Representativeness Ratings .45*** .35*** 

Average BPD Symptom Ratings .41*** .46*** 

DPD Diagnosis -.48*** -.26 

DPD Representativeness Ratings -.06 .07 

Note. Average BPD symptom rating was used as a predictor as well as a criterion 
variable in the regressions. DPD = Dependent Personality Disorder. 
***p<.OOl 
**p < .01 
*p < .05 

Table R.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Diagnosis of BPD 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale 1.40 7.34 .01 4.04 

Hostile Scale .15 .07 .80 1.17 
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Table R.3 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Average BPD Symptom Rating 

for Diagnosis ofBPD 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale 1.20 5.22 .02 3.31 

Hostile Scale -.35 .29 .59 .71 

Average BPD Symptom Rating .35 8.42 <.01 1.42 

Table R.4 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Case Order for Diagnosis of 

BPD 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale 1.10 4.08 .04 3.00 

Hostile Scale -.16 .00 .98 .98 

Case Order 1.47 7.74 .01 4.33 
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Appendix S 

Multiple Regression Analyses for Case Two 

Table S.1 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for BPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors p t p 

Dominant Scale .39 3.29 <.01 

Hostile Scale .10 .88 .38 

Table S.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant Scale, Hostile Scale, and Average BPD Symptom Ratings 

for BPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors p t p 

Dominant Scale .30 2.74 .01 

Hostile Scale -.04 -.36 .72 

Average BPD symptom ratings .45 4.75 < .001 
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Table S.3 

Predictive Value of Dominant Scale, Hostile Scale, Average BPD Symptom Ratings, and 

Case Order for BPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors t~ P 
-
 --

Dominant Scale .24 2.16 .03 

Hostile Scale -.06 -.57 .57 

Average BPD symptom ratings 045 4.87 <.001 

Case Order .19 2.15 .03 

Table SA 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for BPD Symptom Ratings 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant Scale .22 1.93 .06 

Hostile Scale .31 2.65 .01 

•
 

I 
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Appendix T 

Predictive Value of IMI Scales for Dependent Personality Disorder (DPD) Diagnosis and 
DPD Representativeness Ratings for Case Two 

Table T.l 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Diagnosis ofDependent Personality 

Disorder (DPD). 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -2.50 13.80 <.001 .08 

Hostile Scale .52 .62 .43 1.72 

Table T.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for DPD Representativeness Ratings 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant Scale -.16 -1.25 .21 

Hostile Scale .17 1.34 .19 
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Appendix V 

Relationship Between 1M1 Scales and Ratings of Severity, Prognosis, and Likelihood of 
Treatment Benefit for Case Two 

Table V.l 

Correlations Between IMI Scales and Ratings ofSeverity, Prognosis, and Likelihood of 

Treatment Benefit 

Dominant Scale Hostile Scale 

Criterion Variables r r 

Severity .37** .35** 

Prognosis .32** .31** 

Likelihood of Treatment Benefit .14 .29** 

t
i . Note. Higher values indicate worse prognosis and less likelihood of treatment benefit. 

**p < .01 
I
I

I
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Table U.2 

Dominant and Hostile Scales as Predictors ofSeverity, Prognosis, and Likelihood of 

Treatment Benefit 

Severity: R =.401 (R2 =.161, Adjusted R2 =.143); F (2,96) =9.10, p <.001 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant .25 2.09 .04 

Hostile .19 1.60 .11 

Prognosis: R =.346 (R2 =.119, Adjusted R2 =.101); F (2,96) =6.44, p < .01 

Predictors ~ t p 

Dominant .20 1.62 .11 

Hostile .18 1.48 .14 

Likelihood of Treatment Benefit: R =.291 (R2 =.085, Adjusted R2 =.065); 
F (2, 96) =4.30, P =.02. 

Predictors t p~ 

J Dominant -.07 -.55 .58 

Hostile .38 2.61 .01 

Note. Higher values indicate worse prognosis and less likelihood of treatment benefit. 
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Appendix V 

Predictors of Over- and Under-diagnostic Bias for Case Two 

Table V.1 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Over-diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .91 2.40 .12 2.47 

Hostile Scale -.65 .74 .39 .52 

Table V.2 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales for Under-diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wa1d p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -.35 .31 .58 .71 

Hostile Scale 1.08 2.10 .15 2.93 
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Table V.3 

Predictive Value ofDominant and Hostile Scales and Rating Order for Diagnostic Bias 

Over-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .91 2.41 .12 2.49 

HostileScale -.63 .68 .41 .53 

Rating Order -.13 .05 .83 .88 

Under-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale -.35 .32 .57 .71 

I 
I

Hostile Scale 

Case Order 

1.04 

.21 

1.95 

.15 

.16 

.70 

2.84 

1.24 

,~ 
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Table V.4 

Predictive Value of Dominant and Hostile Scales and Case Order 

Over-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

Dominant Scale .61 1.01 .32 1.84 

Hostile Scale -.83 1.12 .29 .44 

Case Order 1.37 3.47 .06 3.92 

Under-Diagnostic Bias 

Predictors B Wald p Exp(B) 

- - - -

Dominant Scale -.09 .02 .89 .91 

Hostile Scale 1.19 2.50 .11 3.29 

Case Order -.89 2.04 .15 .40 


