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Janis and Feshback’s fear study  vs the rest of the 

world. 

Fail to replicate??


Rare failures of randomization  p. 05 = 5 of 100  


Experimenter bias - selective reporting -double 

blind


demand

lab lore (eg. choice, imptc, cost etc)


The solution-- all hail meta analysis (avg signif. , 

strength of effect, heterg. and  fail safe)

Randomization selection vs random assignment 

and lbs of dandruff per year.

Demand characteristic solutions


after only designs


double blind'

Confound--DAF manip-- overload-distraction, effort,  

anger, embarresment.

Reliability and Validity:  [internal] validity= did 

treatment produce the effect or was it repeated 

testing, historical coincidence, subject changes or an 

unintended confound [see appendix A8-9]. 

3 paths to Construct validity:  known groups techn.; 

predictive validity; tweaking the nomological net. 

If  Modern Racism Scale is valid meas of racism,  

then nazis should have higher scores than members of 

the NAACP;  High scorers should be more likely to 

vote nazi; and  high scorers should follow theoretical 

predicitions. E.g. show fast neg rts to a bad word after 

just seeing an African prime.  Theory = race hate 

entails highly accessible neg assoc to outgroup and 

when activated, these prime  neg cats.  If theory right 

and meas valid should get predictions. 

  Exptl. and mundane realism and external validity

ETHICS

DOUBLE BARRELLED ITEMS

PARTIAL CORRELATION AND BARON AND 

KENNY’S 86 SUGGESTION for TESTING 

CAUSAL THEORIES.

If   A>B>C  then     A>B;     B>C;   A>C;  AND  

when A[B] no ~C

Eg. A=AGE>B=WT>C=PULLING POWER. 

We find age is correlated with both childrens weight and their pulling power. We also find kids weight is correlated with pulling power…DUH.
Key issue: Is GRADE SCHOOLERS AGE {FOR ALL 60 

pounders] correlated with PULLing power?  Then 

age correl with pulling for all 70 pounders etc.    

Each correl = zero-ish    . Avg correl = zero-ish.  Here a>b>c 

valid.  BUT if last correlation is significant then A>B>C not the whole story.
Suppose maturity > coordin and %muscle/fat? 

Then a [b] > c somewhat. Probably true with kids
Vs.  Males age  25-35 where age not likely to be related to coordin or body fat:   Correl Age for all 140 pounders  with pulling power….on thru 220 

pounders..  avg correl.= zero-ish?  Will A>B??? not 

much.   Will A {B}>C??? probably not.  

DONE WITH REGRESSION TOO   

PREDICT B FROM A.  PREDICT C FROM B;   

PREDICT C FROM A; N0W PREDICT C FROM 

A AFTER FIRST ENTERING B IN THE 

EQUATION[SUCKING UP THE VARIANCE 

DUE TO B].

NONOBVIOUS PREDICTION AND 

SCIENTIFIC PROGRESS.
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