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OUTLINE
• Background

⚬ The Making Change Test (MCT)
⚬ Present Study

• Methods
⚬ Participants & Procedures
⚬ Criterion PVTs
⚬ Group Classification

• Results/Conclusions
• Limitations & Future Directions



TELE-NEUROPSYCHOLOGY &
PERFORMANCE VALIDITY TESTS 

• Defining Tele-Neuropsychology (Tele-NP)

• Advantages of Tele-NP

• Future directions: PVTs

• Development and validation of the Making Change Test (MCT)



The Making 
Change Test 

(MCT)

Leese et al. (2024)



The Making 
Change Test 

(MCT)

Leese et al. (2024)



The Making 
Change Test 

(MCT)

Leese et al. (2024)



PRESENT STUDY



AIMS & HYPOTHESES
• Aim 1: Develop cut scores for two MCT validity indicators.

• Aim 2: Examine construct validity of two MCT validity indicators.

￭ Hypothesis: The MCT was predicted to be more strongly associated with non-
memory PVTs (e.g., Dot Counting Test) compared to memory-based PVTs (e.g., 
Test of Memory Malingering) 



METHODS



Inclusion Criteria Exclusion Criteria

18+

Hx of compromised developmental 

trajectory (i.e., estimated pre-morbid IQ 

<80 based on the WRAT-4 reading subtest)

English language proficiency
Diagnosis of a major neurocognitive 

disorder

Referred for a neuropsychological 

evaluation and administered the MIL/MCT 

and 4 criterion measures

Known external incentive for poor 

performance (e.g., not involved in 

litigation, not undergoing a disability 

evaluation)

PARTICIPANTS & PROCEDURES
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RESULTS
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Results: Cut Scores and Classification Accuracy
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