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Brain Injury and
Interpersonal Dysfunction

» Family/caregiver stress and burden )@ 7
» Wade, et al. (2004)

* Role of interpersonal resour _,;n— /.-
adaptation following pediatric |
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Brain Injury and Interpersonal
Dysfunction

« Eslinger, P. J. & Damasio, A. R. (1985)

 Patient EVR .
A

— Age 35 “after a brief pe f
chang-

N VI
W [ 4
o
> =

;
-~
e

distrubance of higher
atient EVR. Neurology, 35,

},_-
- .




L W R

Brain Injury and Interpersonal
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Brain Injury and
Interpersonal Dysfunction

« Eslinger, P. J. (1998). Neurological and
neuropsychological bases of empathy = opeanf’
Neurology, 39, 193-199. i -
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Brain Injury and
Interpersonal Dysfunction

Shammi, P., & Stuss, D. T. (1999).
Humour appreciation: A role of the
right frontal lobe. Brain, 122, 657- y -al;,-r
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Brain Injury and
Interpersonal Dysfunction

 Personality changes after brain injury :

— Prigatano, G. P. (1992). Personality disturbances
associated with traumatic brain injury. JCCP, 60,
360-368
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Influences

* Anchin, J. C. & Kiesler, D. J. (Eds.). (1982)
Handbook of Interpersonal Psych erapy. Ne
York: Pergammon Press. / "l
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History of Interpersonal Diag_nosis
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« Sullivan, H.S. (1950). The illusion of personal individuality

Psychiatry, 13, 317-332.
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Interpersonal Theory
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Interpersonal Theory

* Interpersonal Theory of Psychiatry (1 953) - y
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Interpersonal Diagnosis

* Multilevel pattern of interpersonal
responses G |
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Interpersonal Diagnosis

Ficure 2. Diagrammatic Representation of Interpersonal In-
teraction of a Patient During Twenty Hours of Psychotherapy.
Radius of circle equals 1,000 interactions. This patient manifested
820 docile-dependent interpersonal actions ifKPﬂCtﬂnﬂ and 260
confident-narcissistic actions (BC octant).




Brain Injury and
Interpersonal Dysfunction

« Rankin, et al. (2003). Double dissociation of social .
functloqlng in frontotemporal dementia. Neurology, 60,
266-27 L
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The questions were getting harder, and Ted could

feel Lucky's watchful glare from across the room.

He had been warned, he recalled, that this was a
breed that would sometimes test him.




MMPI-2

* “Interpersonal” scales < i
— Scale Pd s
— Scale Si

» Restructured Scales (

« RCd

ive Emotions
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MMPI-2

* “Interpersonal” content scales

« ASP: Antisocial Practices o~
— ASP 1: Antisocial Attitudes
— ASP 2: Antisocial Behav
« SOD: Social [




MMPI-2

* “Interpersonal” content scales

« PSY-5 (Personality Psychopath.ol

* AGGR - Aggressiveness
PSYC - Psycho Ism __,/
DIS DiscC
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The Millon Matrix




Millon Personality Theory and MCMI-I1II

Existential Aim Replication Strategy

Life Enhancement vs. Life Preservation Propagation uiflsus Nurturance

Polarity Pleasure versus Pain Sell versus Other

nﬂﬂaﬁﬂﬁr Pleasure (low) Pleasure-Pain Self (low) Self (high) Self-Other

Conflict Pain {low or high) Reversal Other (high) | Other (low) Reversal

Personality Disorder

Passive: Schizoid o0 : G _
_ Masochistic | Dependent | Narcissistic | Compulsive
Accommodation Depressive

Active:
Modification

Avoidant Sadistic Histrionic | Antisocial | Negativistic

Structural Borderline Borderline
Schizotypal Borderline | Paranoid
Pathology yp Paranoi | Paranoid




Interpersonal Conduct

« Style of relating to others
* Impact message e

» Attitudes that underlie, pre
shape to b



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Sullivan perspective.  Characteristic style of relating to others
Passive-aggressive attitude may undergird an interpersonal presentation of submissive-hostility
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Case Study

* 40's Female, TBI (moderate) 1 year p"

iInjury
« MMPI-l2
Millon B




MMPI-2

* L-F-K hovering around T50
* VRIN, TRIN, F(B), Sa
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* Developed and standardized on medlcal
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MBMD™ Profile Report
ID 11222005 Page 2

Medical Problem(s): Stroke Valid Profile
Code: - //-**-*[|-*B*DE+//-**-*J1+//

— X. DISCLOSURE Y. DESIRABILITY Z. DEBASEMENT
Patterns —/ 74 — [ unlikely problem area
ALCOHOL DRUG EATING possible problem area
Negative |:I :l |:|
Health Habits CAFFEINE INACTIVITY SMOKING I iicely problem area
— [ — —
SCORE PROFILE OF PREVALENCE SCORES CLINICAL SCALES
RAW PS 0 35 75 85 100+
AA 4 45 p— ANXIETY-TENSION
BB| 4 40 |— DEPRESSION
peychiatie lec| e 55  [e—— COGNITIVE DYSFUNCTION
21} 5 45 |— EMOTIONAL LABILITY
EE 5 30 |— GUARDEDNESS
) 2 20 j— INTROVERSIVE
2A 1 30— INHIBITED
28| o 15 |j— DEJECTED
3 4 35  |—— COOPERATIVE
10 50 |— SOCIABLE
g;;')l:g 8 50 p—— CONFIDENT
A 4 30 |— NONCONFORMING
e8| 3 20 j— FORCEFUL
7| 14 35  |e— RESPECTFUL
BA| 4 50 [——— OPPOSITIONAL
88 3 50 # DENIGRATED
Al 1 e ——— ILLNESS APPREHENSION
B| 18 e ———ee FUNCTIONAL DEFICITS
s c| 13 74— PAIN SENSITIVITY
Moderators | p| o 5 m | SOCIAL ISOLATION
E 8 L —— FUTURE PESSIMISM
F 0 5 m SPIRITUAL ABSENCE
G & 50— INTERVENTIONAL FRAGILITY
A L — MEDICATION ABUSE
;:22:':?:& I 0 5 m INFORMATION DISCOMFORT
J 0 5 m UTILIZATION EXCESS
k| 10 73— PROBLEMATIC COMPLIANCE
Management | L 5 70 | — ADJUSTMENT DIFFICULTIES
Guides M 20 j— | PSYCH REFERRAL

5
:
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Persistent Postconcussion Syndrome

* 40’s male, concussion, major dlsabllity

* 4 years post-injury
» Chronic pain, pt sicallval
dIZZIn'




MBMD™ Profile Report
ID 6212005

Medical Problem(s): Accident/Injury, Pain Valid Profile
Code: BEAACCDD //8B2A32B1*™78A*//CDEBA*™-*F+//IGHJ*-*K+//

RispioHSs X. DISCLOSURE Y. DESIRABILITY Z. DEBASEMENT

Patterns — —/ EE=E [ uniikely problem area

ALCOHOL DRUG EATING [ possible prablem area
Negative — —1 2727

Health Habits CAFFEINE INACTIVITY SMOKING I iikely problem area

CLINICAL SCALES

ANXIETY-TENSION

DEPRESSION
Psychiatric T

Indications LS | COGNITIVE DYSFUNCTION

DEJECTED
s —————F—1———+ e
COOPERATIVE

' SOCIABLE

| CONFIDENT
NONCONFQRMlNG 3
'FORCEFUL
RESPECTFUL
'OPPOSITIONAL

ILLNESS APPREHENSION

FUNCTIONAL DEFICiTS

Stress PAIN SENSITIVITY
Wodgretors 7 SOCIAL ISOLATION

FUTURE PESSIMISM

SPIRITUAL ABSENCE

INTERVENTIONAL FRAGILITY

% | MEDICATION AEUEE

reatment i

Prognostics INFORMATION DISCOMFORT
__UTI_LIZATION EXCESS

PROBLEMATIC COMPLIANCE

Manageme: 'ADJUSTMENT DIFFICULTIES
Guides PSYCH REFERRAL

————[riCreasingly Problematic ey
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Personality Assessment Inventory (PAI)

 Validity, Clinical, Treatment, Interpersonal Scales

* “Interpersonal” Clinical Scales
— Borderline Features (BOR)
— Antisocial Features (ANT)

* “Interpersonal” Treatmer
— Nonsupport (NON)

P

>
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PAI

 Interpersonal Scales

— Dominance (DOM): “Assesses the e>
person is controlling and indepenc
relationships. A bipolar dimens
style at the high e
end”. '

|
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PAI

- DOM and WRM correlate: .31, .37

- DOM — IAS Dominance = .61 7
DOM — IAS Warmth = .C

* WRM -







Inventory of Interpersonal
Problems

* 64-ltems, 4-point Likert Scale

* |t is hard for me to.. e

..Join in on groups ,/
Fecli)

Jly
¥

do too much.

too much.




HIP

* Octant Scales (T-Score)

— Domineering/ControIIin Cleg
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Case Study

Case 1 - Patient Rating

O T-Score Before TBI
SACRIF
B T-Score After TBI

NONASRT Case 1 - Informant Rating

O T-Score Before TBI
B T-Score After TBI

NONASRT
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Case Study

Case 3 - Patient Rating

SACRIF O T-Score Before TBI
B T-Score After TBI

Case 3 - Informant Rating

NONASRT

O T-Score Before TBI
B T-Score After TBI
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FIGURE 8.2. Modified threshold liability model that accounts for discontinuities in the expression of patholo-
gy. Under this model, the same multifactorial causes are still exerting an influence that creates much of the vari-
ability between people, 0 to T}, T; to T,, with the addition of one or more significant genetic and/or environ-
mental causes that creates the patient group (T, to ). Adapted from Faraone, Tsuang, and Tsuang (1999),
Copyright 1999 by The Guilford Press. Adapted by permission.
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