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the construct, or {c) some caombination of these factors. How- data, sce Meyer, Exner, Fowler, Hilsenroth, & Piers (1997),
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this literature (p. 494) Hunter and Schrmdt (1994 p- 331) schach validity (Atkmson 1986 Atkinson, Quarrington, Alp,
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psychology alone that make use of data derived in one sample son, & Hunsley, 1988) have indicated two things: (a) the Ror-
in order to generate information that is then applied to other schach yields valid data, and (b) the Rorschach is as valid as
samples. other personality assessment methods. The challenge then is to
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analysis, because some score base rates (and thus, kappa-de- and limitations associated with all personality assessment meth-
fined levels of chance ) change as a function of psychopathology, ods so that we can develop a more scientifically sound and
the critical issue is whether I may have misclassified some of differentiated understanding of personality in its full complexity.
the samples. Doing so0 could 1nﬂate the final estimates of kappa
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