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Public attitudes toward persons with mental illness may have improved over the years (Bhugra,

1989; Skinner, Berry, Griffith, & Byers, 1995), but research indicates that members of the public
continue to fear persons with mental illness, blame them for their iliness, and underestimate their
chances of recovery (Corrigan et al., 2000; Levey & Howells, 1994). These attitudes contribute to the
self-stigma and shame experienced by persons with mental illness, decreasing the likelihood that they
will seek mental health care (Corrigan, 2004). Clinical psychologists play an important role in correcting
public misperceptions by promoting informed attitudes of acceptance and understanding. To do this,
clinical psychologists must be aware of their own attitudes and behavior.

The attitudes of clinical psychologists toward persons with mental illness are highly complex and
influenced by a wide range of factors, including professional training and personal biases. Both can
create negative evaluations that affect subsequent professional behavior. Some negative evaluations
are justified (i.e., those based on realistic clinical appraisal), whereas others are not (i.e., those arising
from biased perceptions).

One of the primary duties of the clinical psychologist is to provide diagnostic evaluations. These
evaluations tend to be negative in tone because the focus is on problematic behavior. For instance,
persons with mental illness may exhibit ineffective life skills, they may act irrationally, or they may
demonstrate behaviors suggestive of imminent danger to self or others. Although these observations
lead to negative evaluations, they nonetheless represent diagnostic characteristics of clinical
importance. Such evaluations provide important information about treatment, such as the need to
initiate or increase medication or to evaluate for suicidal intent.

However, evaluations made by professionals can also be influenced by interpersonal factors such as
likeability, similarity, attraction (Cavior & Glogower, 1973; Sharf & Bishop, 1979; Wills, 1978), and
“disidentification” (Cumming & Cumming, 1957; Nunnally, 1961). Disidentification involves the process
of characterizing persons with mental iliness as easily recognizable and different from “normal”
individuals while characterizing oneself as normal and not susceptible to mental illness (Cumming &
Cumming, 1957; Mahatane & Johnston, 1989). The creation of categories involving such “ingroups”
and “outgroups” serves to enhance people's own self-esteem (Hogg & Abrams, 1988; Tajfel & Turner,
1986; Turner, Oakes, Haslam, & McGarty, 1994). Disidentification also allows the belief holder to
diminish the threat that mental illness poses to the self-concept and worldview (Lerner, 1980). That is,
people who view themselves as similar to those who have a mental illness experience distress because
it makes them aware of their own vulnerability to mental iliness. Instead, it may be preferable to
believe that they are not at the mercy of fate and that mental iliness happens only to others who
somehow deserve it or who bring it on themselves (Lerner & Simmons, 1966).

Disidentification is an important concept for psychologists because of its association with prejudicial
attitudes. Miles (1981) found that recognizability, dangerousness, and unpredictability were the three
characteristics that the public most commonly attributed to persons with mental iliness. Levey and
Howells (1995) found prejudicial attitudes among the public, psychology undergraduates, and nursing
students who all expressed the belief that people with schizophrenia were very different from
themselves. Mahatane and Johnston (1989) reported that medical students endorsed unrealistically
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optimistic ideas about their risk of becoming mentally ill. Moreover, the greater the level of optimism
expressed by the medical students, the more negative were their attitudes toward persons with
mental illness.

As for the mental health profession, prior research suggests that disidentification is operative in the
attitudes that some clinicians have toward individuals with substance abuse problems and other forms
of mental illness (Potamianos, Winter, Duffy, Gorman, & Peters, 1985; Ramon, 1978). Disidentification
may be present in the tendency of some mental health professionals to place individuals with mental
iliness into a single category and then view everyone in this category as possessing the same negative
qualities and personal characteristics (Atwood, 1982). An example of this is the perception that all
alcoholics are in denial. Disidentification also occurs when one feature of an individual is used to define
the totality of the individual's existence, such as when mental health professionals refer to clients as
their psychological disorder (e.g., “borderlines” and “schizophrenics”).

Although clinical psychologists play a major role in the provision of mental health services (Bureau of
Labor Statistics, 2004—2005), their attitudes toward persons with mental illness have not been
evaluated to the same extent as the attitudes of psychiatrists and social workers. Some studies suggest
that clinical psychologists compare favorably to other health professionals, tending to be more positive
in their attitudes (Calicchia, 1981b; Roskin, Carsen, Rabiner, & Marell, 1988) and more optimistic in
regard to treatment outcome (Jorm, Korten, Jacomb, Christensen, & Henderson, 1999; Jorm, Korten,
Jacomb, Rodgers, & Pollitt, 1997).

However, there is also evidence of negative attitudes held by clinical psychologists. For example,
studies have found that psychologists were less willing to interact socially with or to accept as a
therapy client a person with AIDS than a person with leukemia (Crawford, Humfleet, Ribordy, Ho, &
Vickers, 1991; St. Lawrence, Kelly, Owen, Hogan, & Wilson, 1990). Kahle and White (1991) found
“moralistic attitudes” among psychologists who expressed discomfort with being around individuals
with substance abuse problems. Additionally, some clinical psychologists may be reluctant to work
with persons with serious and persistent mental illness (Gallagher, Gernez, & Baker, 1991; Mirabi,
Weinman, Magnetti, & Keppler, 1985).

Psychologists adopt a self-critical approach to their profession, constantly striving to improve the
quality of services. The goal of the present study was to obtain a better understanding of how clinical
psychologists perceive individuals with mental illness and to determine to what extent clinical
psychologists engage in disidentification.

The Survey

One thousand clinical psychologists were randomly selected from the 1997 Directory of the American
Psychological Association (American Psychological Association, 1997), which provides professional
information (major field of practice and specialty areas). They were mailed a cover letter, demographic
guestionnaire, a professional characteristics questionnaire, and an attitude measure. Ninety surveys
(9%) were returned by the post office as undeliverable. The 306 useable surveys returned represent a
34% response rate. Participants ranged in age from 25 to 74 (M = 46.4 years, SD = 7.51). Fewer men
(45%) than women responded. The vast majority (95%) of the respondents were of Caucasian descent,
with only 16 from ethnic minority groups. The average number of years since participants completed
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graduate training was 14.5 years (SD = 7.15), and the average number of years of clinical experience
was 16.5 (SD = 7.60).

The cover letter explicitly stated that responses would be anonymous and confidential. In addition to
demographic information, respondents were asked to indicate what percentage of their workweek was
spent in various employment settings. Two thirds (66%) of the respondents worked in private or group
practice for at least half of their workweek, and 42% were employed exclusively in private practice.
Respondents were employed in a variety of other settings at least half of the time, including 12% in
university settings; 10% in outpatient or inpatient settings; 5% in community mental health clinics; 3%
in schools; and 8% in corrections, law enforcement, corporations, private organizations, and
government agencies. Participants spent the largest proportion (58%) of their workweek providing
therapy. Other duties included research (4%), teaching (6%), consultation (6%), and supervision (5%).
Respondents who had contact with clients (93%) estimated that they were much more likely to see
mildly (39%) and moderately (44%) disturbed clients than severely (17%) disturbed clients.

To reduce the likelihood of socially desirable responding, we evaluated the attitudes of respondents by
using a semantic differential scale method (Osgood, Suci, & Tannenbaum, 1957). This method
measures the semantic meaning or connotation of stimulus words or “targets.” The targets are rated
by using a series of scales anchored by descriptive word opposites (i.e., adjective pairs representing a
continuum, ranging from positive to negative).

Respondents rated five targets on six semantic differential scales. The targets consisted of a self-
referencing target (“yourself”), a nonclinical target (“a member of the public”), and three clinical
targets (“a person with moderate depression,” “a person with borderline features,” and “a person with
schizophrenia”). The six semantic differential scales used to rate the targets were selected on the basis
of their established ability to discriminate between positive and negative attitudes held by mental
health professionals (i.e., Calicchia, 1981a, 1981b; Ramon, 1978; Zolik & Boyd, 1972). The scales

were effective—ineffective, understandable—incomprehensible, safe—dangerous, worthy—

unworthy, desirable to be with—undesirable to be with, and similar to me—dissimilar to me (note that
the target “yourself” was not rated on the scale pair similar to me—dissimilar to me). Respondents
rated the targets on each of the adjective pairs by using a 7-point scale, with 1 indicating the most
positive end of the scale (e.g., desirable to be with), 4 indicating the neutral point (neither positive nor
negative), and 7 indicating the most negative end of the scale (e.g., undesirable to be with).

Findings

Average ratings of the five targets on each of the six adjective pairs are shown in Table 1. One-way
within-subjects analyses of variance (ANOVAs) indicated that target ratings differed for each adjective
pair (Fs ranged from 40.95 to 808.86, all ps < .001). Subsequent paired-sample t tests were conducted
to determine which targets were rated as significantly different from others (statistical significance was
set at the .005 alpha level to adjust for multiple tests).
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Table |

Target Ratings for Adjective Pairs

Effective— Unigdersrandable— Sarfe— Wesrthy— Dresirgble— Sinilar—
ineffective incomprehensible dangeraus wnworthy nndesirable dissintilar
Target M SD d M 5D d M SD 4 M SD d M SD 4 M SD 4

Yourself 1.68, 0,77 1.74, 0.72 1.29, 0.57 1.37, 0.6 1,59, 059 1.00, 1.00
A member of the public 336, 098 150 287, 122 088 305, LI6 LS1 219, 139 061 313, 114 099 331, 1.27 182
A person with moderate depression 3.84_ 130 145 153, 083 —0.20 290, 140 113 166, 1.08 028 378, 1.35 129 393, 1.62 180
A person with borderline features  4.83, 1.43 2.11 299, 1.54 078 438, 130 230 192, 1.29 044 498, 131 201 541, 1.33 3.32
A person with schizophrenia 5.20_ 1.51 230 3.68, 175 105 391, 140 182 L71_ 112 031 4.69, 138 L68 569, 138 340

5

Newe,  Higher mean scores indicate less positive ratings. Means in the same column that do not share subscripts differ at g < 2005 in the paired-sample
1 test comparison. The o statistic was calculated as o = M = MoJ/5, (M, = mean of Condition 1. M. = mean of Condition 2, and 5, is the pooled
standard deviation of the difference scores). Higher d values indicate that the respondent rated greater incompatibility between self and target.

Table 1. Target Ratings for Adjective Pairs

Effectiv Understanda Safe— Worth Desirabl Similar

e— ble— danger y— e— -

ineffect incomprehen ous unwort undesira dissimi

ive sible hy ble lar
Target M SD d M SD d M SD d M SD d M SD d M SD d
Yourself 1.68a 0.7 1.74a 0.7 1.29a 0.5 1.37a 0.6 1.89a 0.8 1.00a 1.0

7 2 7 1 9 0

A member = 3.36b 09 15 287b 1.2 | 08 | 3.15b 1.1 | 15 219 1.3 06 @ 3.13b 1.1 09 @ 331b 1.2 | 1.8
of the 8 0 2 8 6 1 9 1 4 9 7 2
public
A person = 3.84c 13 14 1.53c 08 | - 2.90c 1.4 11  1.66c 1.0 02 378 1.3 1.2 3.93c 16 1.8
with 9 5 3 0.2 0 3 8 8 5 9 2 0
moderate 0
depressio
n
A person = 4.83d 14 21 299 1.5 | 07 | 4.38d 1.3 | 23 1.92d 1.2 04 .9&d 1.3 | 2.0 @ 4541d 1.3 | 33
with 3 1 4 8 0 0 9 4 1 1 3 2
borderline
features
A person = 5.29 15 23  3.68d 1.7 | 1.0  309le 14 18 171c 1.1 03  4.69% 1.3 1.6  5.69 13 | 34
with 1 0 5 5 0 2 2 1 8 8 8 0
schizophr
enia

Note. Higher mean scores indicate less positive ratings. Means in the same column that do not share subscripts differ at p <
.005 in the paired-sample t test comparison. The d statistic was calculated as d = Mc1 - Mc2/Sp (Mc1 = mean of Condition 1,
Mec2 = mean of Condition 2, and Sy is the pooled standard deviation of the difference scores). Higher d values indicate that
the respondent rated greater incompatibility between self and target.

Regarding effectiveness ratings, all of the targets received ratings that were significantly different from
each other (t statistic ranged from 4.63 to 40.09, all ps < .001). All three clinical targets obtained
significantly lower effectiveness ratings than “a member of the public” and “yourself.” The target “a
person with schizophrenia” was rated as the least effective of all the targets.

All of the targets differed in terms of understandability (t statistic ranged from 1.24 to 22.14, all ps <
.005), except for “a member of the public” and “a person with borderline features,” which did not
differ, t(297) = 1.24, ns. The clinical target “a person with moderate depression” was rated as more
understandable than both “a member of the public” and “yourself.” The target “a person with
schizophrenia” was rated as the least understandable of all the targets.

The targets differed significantly from each other on the safety ratings (tstatistic ranged from 2.92 to
39.98, all ps < .005). Note that the clinical target “a person with moderate depression” obtained



significantly higher safety ratings than did “a member of the public.” The target “a person with
borderline features” was rated as the least safe of all of the targets.

All of the targets differed from each other in terms of worthiness (t statistic ranged from 0.66 to 10.53,
all ps < .005), except for the “a person with moderate depression” and “a person with schizophrenia”
targets, which did not differ, t(299) = 0.66, ns. The target “a member of the public” was rated as the
least worthy, followed by “a person with borderline features.”

All of the targets obtained significantly different ratings in terms of desirability (t statistic ranged from
3.07 to 34.82, all ps < .005). The clinical targets were rated as less desirable to be with than “a member
of the public” and “yourself.” Overall, the target “a person with borderline features” was seen as the
least desirable of all the targets.

All of the targets obtained significantly different ratings in terms of similarity(t statistic ranged from
3.56 to 58.97, all ps <.001). The clinical targets were rated as less similar (to the respondent) than the
target “a member of the public.” The “a person with schizophrenia” target was seen as the least similar
to me of all the targets.

J. Cohen's (1988) standardized mean difference statistic (d) was calculated on self-versus-target ratings
for each of the adjective pairs; these are shown in Table 1. Cohen's d statistic expresses the magnitude
of difference (or effect size) between self-ratings and ratings of other targets in standard deviation
units. Higher d values indicate a greater magnitude of difference and hence more dissimilarity or
incompatibility between the respondent and the target. As shown in Table 1, the respondents
generally viewed themselves more positively than all of the targets. The one exception, the target “a
person with moderate depression” was rated as more understandable than “yourself” (this is
represented as a negative d value).

Overall, respondents viewed themselves as more comparable to the “a person with moderate
depression” target than to “a member of the public” target in terms of effectiveness,
understandability, safety, and worthiness but not in respect to desirability. The greatest discrepancy
occurred in regard to the similarity—dissimilarity evaluations of the targets “a person with borderline
features” and “a person with schizophrenia.” Respondents viewed themselves as very incompatible to
both of these targets.

Because respondents' ratings of targets varied extensively, and because group averages can obscure
important features of data, the distributions of negative ratings were examined. Table 2presents the
percentages of psychologists giving extremely negative (6 or 7) ratings to the targets (not including the
target “yourself”). Psychologists were much more likely to give extremely negative ratings to targets
representing individuals with mental illness than to the target “a member of the public.” For example,
the target “a person with borderline features” was rated as highly undesirable by 42% of the
psychologists, whereas 1% gave such a rating to the target “a member of the public.” Likewise, the
target “a person with schizophrenia” was rated as highly dissimilar to me by 69% of the psychologists,
but only 4% gave this extreme rating to the target “a member of the public.”
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Table 2

Percentages of Respondems Giving Extremely Negative Targer Ratings

Adjective
Target G Ineffective S Incomprehensible % Dangerous % Unworthy % Undesirable S Dissimilar
A member of the public <1 2 1 2 1 4
A person with moderate depression 9 =1 1 <1 8 24
A person with borderline features 39 8 22 1 42 G0
A person with schizophrenia o0 20 12 1 34 69
Neve,  "Extremely negative target ratings” refers 1o ratings of 6 or 7 on a scale from 1 (most positive) 10 7 (most negative).
Table 2 Percentages of Respondents Giving Extremely Negative Target Ratings
Adjective
Target % Ineffective % Incomprehensible % % Unworthy % %
Dangerous Undesirable Dissimilar
A member of the public <1 2 1 2 1 4
A person with moderate depression 9 < 1 < 8 24
1 1
A person with borderline features 39 8 22 1 42 60
A person with schizophrenia 60 20 12 1 34 69

Note. “Extremely negative target ratings” refers to ratings of 6 or 7 on a scale from 1 (most positive) to 7 (most negative).

Finally, the psychologists' ratings of desirability (“to be with”) and similarity (“to me”) were of
particular interest because they are the best indicators of disidentification. For this reason, regression
analyses were conducted to predict the desirability of the target “a person with borderline features”
and the similarity (to the rater) of the target “a person with schizophrenia.” These targets were chosen
for the analyses because they received the most negative ratings on the desirability and similarity
adjective pairs. The borderline target was rated the least desirable and the schizophrenia target the
most dissimilar. (Desirability and similarity were significantly correlated for both targets, r = .45 and
.37, respectively.) The desirability and similarity ratings were predicted by using the other four
adjectives (effectiveness, understandability, worthiness, and safety), which were entered
simultaneously. The results are summarized in Table 3. The desirability of the target “a person with
borderline features” and the similarity (to the rater) of the target “a person with schizophrenia” were
both significantly associated with effectiveness and safety ratings but not understandability or
worthiness ratings.

Table 3
Suninary of Regression Analvses Predicting Similarity and Desivability Ratings
Similarity Dresirability

Variahble i SE R [ I SE B B
Effectiveness 17 005 J 0.43 05 A7
Understandability (LOE 0.05 11 (.03 [IXNES A3
Worthiness 07 0.07 A5 (.00 0,05 JAH)
Safety 19 0.06 A9 0.21 005 217
Nete,  B* = .12 for Similarity and .34 for Desirability (ps < .001). The Similarity ratings concern the target “a

person with schizophrenia.” The Desirability ratings concern the target “a person with borderline features.”
"p< 0l TTp< 00,
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