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Scale/Nonscale

Missing Responses

Scale/Nonscale

Missing

>10% missing

responses (n) responses
Overall 0 No
Nonscale 0 No
Scale 0 No
Validity scales
Scale resl\p/gsnzi:sg(n) ; lr(t)aos/(;:)?rilzzisng
Lie 0 No
Random Response 0 No
Inconsistency 0 No
Abuse scales
Scale res'\p/ltisnssi:sg(n) ] lr(t)aos/(;a?ri::isng
Abuse 0 No
Distress No
Rigidity 0 No
Unhappiness 0 No
Problems with Child and Self 0 No
Problems with Family 0 No
Problems from Others 0 No
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Validity Scales

Scale Score Meets or exceeds cutoff score
Lie 10 Yes
Random Response 11 Yes
Inconsistency 9 Yes

Note. The cutoff scores selected should be determined by the intended use of the test scores. The
results presented are based on the suggested cutoff scores found in the CAPI Manual (1980, 1986).

One or more of the validity scales met or exceeded the respective cutoff score(s). It is
recommended that the test user examine the Response-Distortion indexes to gain a
more accurate interpretation of the response distortion present in the protocol.

Response-Distortion Indexes

Index Score 1 Score 2 Meets index criteria
Faking Good 10 Lie 11 RR No
Faking Bad 11 RR 9IC No
Random Response 11RR 9IC Yes

Note. Lie = Lie validity scale; RR = Random Response validity scale; IC = Inconsistency validity scale.

The cutoff scores selected should be determined by the intended use of the test scores. The results
presented are based on the suggested cutoff scores found in the CAPI Manual (1980, 1986).

CAPI Score Report
Sample Client (1234)

3
03/13/2014



Abuse Scales Scores

Scale Score
Abuse 263
Distress 190
Rigidity 23
Unhappiness 34
Problems with Child and Self 10
Problems with Family 0
Problems from Others 6

Note. An Abuse scale cutoff score of 215 will yield approximately twice as many false negatives as
false positives. If a less conservative Abuse scale cutoff score is desired, signal detection theory
suggests a cutoff score of 166. The cutoff scores selected should be determined by the intended use of the
test scores. The CAPI Manual (1980, 1986) provides potential cutoff scores for each scale that represent
the upper 5% of the control sample.

A valid, elevated Abuse scale score indicates the examinee has characteristics similar to
those of known, active physical child abusers. In the evaluation of a suspected physical
child abuse case, an elevated Abuse score indicates the need for additional evaluation
data from other sources.

Abuse Special Scales Scores

Scale Score
Loneliness 6
Ego-Strength 20

Note. No cutoff scores were suggested for the Loneliness and Ego-Strength scales in the CAPI Manual
(1980, 1986). These special scales were developed to inform the test user about the relative degree of these
personality characteristics in respondents.
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ltem Responses

Item# | Response | Item# | Response | Item# | Response | Item# | Response | Item# | Response
1. A 33. A 65. DA 97. A 129. DA
2. A 34. A 66. DA 98. DA 130. DA
3. A 35. A 67. DA 99. DA 131. DA
4, A 36. A 68. DA 100. DA 132. DA
5. A 37. DA 69. DA 101. A 133. A
6. DA 38. DA 70. A 102. A 134. DA
7. DA 39. DA 71. A 103. A 135. A
8. DA 40. A 72. A 104. A 136. DA
9. DA 41. DA 73. A 105. DA 137.
10. DA 42. A 74. DA 106. DA 138. A
11. DA 43. DA 75. DA 107. A 139. DA
12. A 44, A 76. DA 108. A 140. A
13. DA 45, DA 77. DA 109. A 141. A
14. A 46. A 78. A 110. DA 142. A
15. DA 47. DA 79. DA 111. DA 143. A
16. A 48. A 80. A 112. DA 144. A
17. DA 49, A 81. DA 113. A 145. DA
18. A 50. A 82. DA 114, A 146. DA
19. DA 51. A 83. DA 115. A 147. A
20. DA 52. A 84. A 116. A 148. DA
21. DA 53. DA 85. A 117. A 149. A
22. DA 54, DA 86. DA 118. A 150. DA
23. A 55. DA 87. DA 119. DA 151. A
24, A 56. DA 88. DA 120. DA 152. A
25. A 57. A 89. A 121. DA 153. A
26. DA 58. A 90. A 122. DA 154. A
27. DA 59. DA 91. A 123. DA 155. A
28. DA 60. DA 92. A 124, DA 156. DA
29. DA 61. DA 93. A 125. A 157. DA
30. A 62. A 94, DA 126. DA 158. DA
31 DA 63. A 95. DA 127. A 159. DA
32. A 64. DA 96. A 128. DA 160. A
Note. A = Agree; DA = Disagree.
*** End of Report ***
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