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which ~SO‘ﬁi¢jfpeople are so concerned. One may state that he is loyal to: the
United States, for example; yet really mean that he is deeply convinced that its

~Government should be overthrown and that, with great loyalty to his country,

he believes revolution to be the only salvation for the country. However much

we might object to it, this belief would permit a person to swear to his loyalty &

in complete honesty. I think most everyone is aware of this problem about
oaths, and it is a routine one with MMPI item responses. . ot
In summary of all this, if one wished to persecute those who by their answers
to these items seemed inconsistent with some religious or atheistic pattern of
beliefs, there would be an embarrassingly large number of ordinary people in
Minnesota who would be open to suspicion both ways. In reality, the responses .
made to these items have many variations in truth and meaning. ~ And it would.
betray considerable ignorance of the practical psychology of communication if
any absolute reliance were gla,ced on responses, ~, : e S
As a final but most significant foint” relative to these items, I should point out
 that administration of the MMPI requires that those who are taking the test be
clearly informed that they may omit any item they do not wish to answer for

whatever purpose. I have never seen any studies that have drawn conclusions

from the omission of particular items by a particular person. We found ‘that
items among these that are being considered were unusually frequently omitted.
You may notice this in the “No answer”’ columns. One-third of all the re-
spondents failed to answer the item relative to the Bible and the prophets, for

example. This is a basic fact about the MMPI and such tests, and I cannot see
why this freedom will not permit to each person the latitude to preserve his
privacy if he is afraid. Still again I would add that, in many settings, possibly
nearly every setting, where the MMPI is used in group administration, those who

.take it are permitted to refuse the whole test. I admit that this might seem

Erejudicial, and I suspect that if any one chooses to protect himself, he will do it
y omitting items rather than by not taking the test at all. Is refusal to take
“the test any different from refusing to subject oneself to an employment or ad-
mission interview by a skilled interviewer? I think that some people who have
been writing about the dangers of testing must have an almost magical belief in
tests. Sometimes, when I feel so at a loss in attempting to help someone with a
psych?l?gical problem, I wish that personality tests were really that subtle and
powerful. ; I A s
Groups of items called scales, formed into patterns called profiles,‘are the useful
product of tests like the MMPI. I note that in yourinquiry you show an aware-
ness that the MMPI is usually scored by computers. The scales that are used
for most interpretation include 10 “‘clinical”’ scales. - These are the ones that carry
most of the information. Several other scales indicate whether the subject
understood and followed the directions. - No one of these main scales has less.
than 30 items in it and most of them have many more than 30. The scores from
the machine come back not only anonymously indicating the number of items
answered in a way that counts on the scale, but the scores are usually '&headf'
transformed into what we call T or standard scores. These T scores are still
more remote from the particular items that make up a scale. The graphic array
of T scores for the scales are finally printed into the profile. R
In this connection, there is a very pretty possiblity offered by the development
of computer scoring. If we wish to take advantage of the presumed advantages
of the use of tests, yet be assured that particular item responses shall not be con-
sidered, then we only need to be assured that those using the test do not score it,
must send it straightway to the computer center, and, in the end, receive back only
tbhe r%ﬁles (vivhichv are all that should be used in any case. The original test may
e destroyed. . . , R :
The scales of the profile were not arbitrarily set up. The MMPI is an experi-
mentally derived instrument. - It an item counts on a scale, I want to make it very
clear that that item counts not because some clinician or somebody thought that
the item was significant for measuring something about human personality, but it
counts because'in the final analysis well-diagnosed groups of maladjusted, some-
times mentally ill persons answered the item with an average frequency differing
from the average frequency of the normative group that I have used for the above
illustrative data. This is an exceedingly significant point and is probably least
often understood by those who have not had psychometrie training. No one
read or composed these items to decide what it meant if one of them were answered
“True” or “False.’”’ The meanings of the items came from the fact that persons
with a certain kind of difficulty answered in an average way different from the
“normal’’ standard. For example, the item “I go to church almost every week’’



