
 

 

 

A multi-method approach to the detection of
fabricated symptoms
Citation for published version (APA):

Boskovic, I. (2019). A multi-method approach to the detection of fabricated symptoms. [Doctoral Thesis,
Maastricht University, University of Portsmouth]. Maastricht University.
https://doi.org/10.26481/dis.20190129ib

Document status and date:
Published: 01/01/2019

DOI:
10.26481/dis.20190129ib

Document Version:
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

Please check the document version of this publication:

• A submitted manuscript is the version of the article upon submission and before peer-review. There can
be important differences between the submitted version and the official published version of record.
People interested in the research are advised to contact the author for the final version of the publication,
or visit the DOI to the publisher's website.
• The final author version and the galley proof are versions of the publication after peer review.
• The final published version features the final layout of the paper including the volume, issue and page
numbers.
Link to publication

General rights
Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors and/or other copyright
owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the legal requirements associated with these
rights.

• Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study or research.
• You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain
• You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal.

If the publication is distributed under the terms of Article 25fa of the Dutch Copyright Act, indicated by the “Taverne” license above,
please follow below link for the End User Agreement:
www.umlib.nl/taverne-license

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us at:

repository@maastrichtuniversity.nl

providing details and we will investigate your claim.

Download date: 22 May. 2023

https://doi.org/10.26481/dis.20190129ib
https://doi.org/10.26481/dis.20190129ib
https://cris.maastrichtuniversity.nl/en/publications/bc17fec9-5e84-4bca-aa4a-6cec8c92a918


 

179 

VALORIZATION ADDENDUM 

It’s hard to explain to people what the significance of an invention is, so it’s hard to get funding.  

The first thing they say is that it can’t be done. Then they say, “You didn't do it right.”  

Then, when you’ve done it, they finally say, “Well, it was obvious anyway.” 

Robert S. Ledley 

Today, research is appreciated as much as it is funded. Money became the way we valorize 

everything that surrounds us. Thus, it is not surprising that this applies to research as well. However, 

the whole doctrine comes with the risk of fixating the field of forensic psychology on one to two 

popular topics that are being funded for a time being, until a new focus theme appears. Thinking 

outside of the “funding box” may be more challenging, but also more important than ever.  

 The focus of this thesis - malingering lays between the clinical and forensic/legal psychology, 

bridging the existing gap. Although it is reasonable to expect that such position of malingering 

research creates more funding opportunities, the truth is that it does not. Even finding the appropriate 

publication outlets seems like a challenge. While clinical journals do not appreciate the idea of 

fabricated symptoms investigation, the legal/forensic journals also find their reasons to see this topic 

as less important than, for instance, memory research. Therefore, if funding is the currency of 

valorization, this chapter will be a brief one.  

If, however, the practical utility and the impact on practitioners in many different fields are 

considered, the value of malingering research is multidimensional, bearing relevance to medical, 

psychological, and even law professionals. The financial, ethical, and social consequences of 

malingering are profound, and affect all of the previously listed lines of work. Thus, research that 

provides tools and insights that help practitioners to prevent spending resources on those who do not 

actually need them is of critical importance in a society in which financial health care means are 

limited. Furthermore, malingering research, despite the widespread ill found skepticism of some 

clinicians (e.g., Jackson et al., 2011), aims to protect and secure genuine patients. 

This thesis, in particular, goes a step further than mainstream investigations in the field, in 

that it touches upon the main cues to detection of malingering using a multi-method approach. The 

research evaluated a verbal credibility method that was never applied before in this line of research, 

whereas the reaction time measures were often propagated based on misleading findings. The 

dominant approach in symptom validity assessment, symptom validity tests, was also enriched by a 

new measure, for which this thesis provides a solid foundation for further investigation.  

The results of this work were presented at relevant legal/forensic psychology conferences and 

academic organizations, as well as at conferences for medical practitioners and insurance companies 

experts. Not surprisingly, presenting this line of research always received more attention and 

appreciation from practitioners than from fellow academics. This leads me to the conclusion: People 
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who fund the research in Europe are usually not the end users of it, because if they were, the topic of 

malingering would finally be as supported as it is needed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


