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OM PUBLICATION POLICY KECARDING NON-SIGNIFICANT RESULTS 

Some comments on Dr. J.B. Rhine's article in the 
commente sectica of the J.P., 39, No 2, 35-142 

Martin Jobasce 

University of Urrecht 

I have read Dr. Rhine's article with the greatest of icterest. 

However, on certain issues in his article, I respectfully disagree. 

At the most recent Annual Conference of the Parapsychology 

Fousdation, Inc., beld im Sam Francisco im August 1975, Dr. thine 

and I had the opportunity of exchanging ovr views regarding 

publication policy. 

Normally I would not have felt motivated to criticize Dr, Rhine 

on parapsychological matters, det since I strongly disagree vith 

him ca certain issces, I will be gled to clarity sy position. 

Finally in order to avoid all potential sisunderstasdings, i would 

like to eake ic clear that I have adaired Dr. Rhine for bis 

unmatched pioneering work in parapsychology for tce long to easily 

curn critic at this stage. Further, I am indebted to Dr. Rhise in 

many ways for the inspiring and substantial help he has rendered 

me over the years. I am not sanguine about sy possibilities of 

changing his opinion, but I hope that our exchange of opinions 

will be helpful im illuminating problems which I believe are of 

the utmost importance for our field. 

On the strict statistical issve, I agree with Dr. Rhine (see pp $35 

= }% in his article), namely that so far as the test of 

significance is concerned, one experiment should be considered as 

independent of another, and the results do not need to be pooled. 

However, if one accepts this rule, I believe that one should be 

consequent, @.g- cae should refrain from the habit of coabining 

p-values from various, hardly comparable investigations with the 

intention of demonstraticg how well the psi hypothesis is 

walidated by actual findings. This behaviour is sot seldos 

sanifested by parapsychologists in their apologetic mei nee 

Before leaving the statistical issue it should be atceres A 

all laboratory estigations have both an experimectal
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statistical side. The use of statistics say be more or leas Prope 

tut even the most proper use of statistics may lead to spuri t. 

correlations or conclustons if there are inadequacies faemraiae 
the research process itself. One of these sources of error { on & th 
research process is related to selective reporting; another to 
bomen linitations with regard to the ability to make reliadi 
observations or evalvations. Dunette (ft) says: : 

"The most commea variant is, of coor 
negative results. I only receatly Gacanieakce ofthe ckenz r 
size of this great graveyard for dead stodies when a aoits Ss : 
eee ee aeceet only a third of his studies renwal 

- puc ic. enti 
game vas discovered, quite Lchracteat! sora Pas BORER 
wrote to 37 authors to ask f woe pacer aoe ask for the rav-data on which they had 
. setae journal articles. Wolins found that of the 32 who 

sett eee witty aaron Piece . Finally, after some ; . 
Wolins was able to complete seven : oe Te-analyses on t 

a _— eons five authors. Of the seven, he eben econ enters 

thin rasalia Alnealy ooctaa ee clearly change the outcome of 

it showld also be : dndnaecated kkae es that Rosenthal and others have | 

to be in full serauman vich th Sere lcnetaee ab: Keaml ee) found 
capanianc! th their expectancies, or with the 
aden ai seth these within the scieatific Gjteblleknet: in 

rewards, Eves 

bees questioned the since ree of Rosenthal's results have 
: a ency seems to be umaffect 
forse we all can agree 

sted. 
in /anmblan’ da the welineiifernane fact that selective reporting 
perscaslity test. is a bed rE validity, of for instance a 
for selective reporting? thy ee But what could be the reason 
his data? Is fe caly becehes sae & research worker manipulate 

er does there exist some kind research worker has a “weak” mind 

an influesce that improper “ots steering field" that exerts such 
verter oreure? lowr on the part of the research 

seems rathe sona’ 
professional feamaate or eeucraieas See een enn oe a certain haraful infle : rch leaders in general could exert 
especially tree in aramavae a this coemection. This may be 
OF patedige-makers, or by and Search where we find echool-builders 

—— has to fight extra ae im areas where a branch of 

There is oo doubt at all j or ite survival and recognition. 
shaping” effect an editon ee rie Mout the “filtering” © 

journal. It seems tif tor say exert upon the ene ni z ghly presab cutput of his 
* ove "school p le that he will 

that he pref of thought” or his want be prone to champion 

ets and “revarés” stadie Fished ideas. This implies 
® supporting his own   
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previously published findings and cherished hypotheses and cteads 
to suppress the reporting of findings leaning im the opposite 
direction. Such an editorial policy may create @ research clinate 
ané “system of values” veich could accownt Co # great extent for 
the phesomena described by Dummette, Rosenthal, and others. f 
think that one should sote that the very existence of « certain 
peblication policy could influesce an euthor"s willingness to 
wobait « paper for peblications and bie strategy im writing it. 

To we the issue on how the publication policy may affect the 

content and cutput of the research procedere is a burning one. 

This is a bighly relevant issue in most branches of ecience and 
I fall to see any good reasons wey parapsychology should be 
exempted. Os the contrary, I think it is especially relevant to 

parapsycbolegy. As I see it, the major risk of eclective reporting 

is not primarily a statistical coe, but rather the research climate 

which the underlying policy create (“you are "geod’ if yoo cbtaic 

supporting results; you are ‘eo-good’ if you caly arrive at chance 

results”). 
Soch a policy, implicitly or explicitely expressed, is in ay view 

bound to exert a distortieg influesce on its end product, the 

results. Furthermore I am afraié that the cisk of this distorting 

effect is high in « fleld like parapsychology where ve bare almost 

no positions and where most people are bedly lacking the security 

of employment. The situation is likely to becone critical, if jo 

security and “promotion” start to depend upea the outcome of one’s 

experiments. I am not primarily thinking bere of the probability 

of the occurrence of deliberate fraud, bet rather of 4 wide range 

of more webtle ways of “adjesting” and "tmprowing™ one's data to 

mect the requirement of being statistically significant at # prem 

determined, but rather arbitrary level. This may involve for 

instance, re-stating one’s hypotheses, small “rationalized” 

exclusion of data, post boc analysis until somethiag terns up- 

Severtheless, I do set find it ceastructive to discuss the 

of wareliable experimentere in terms of “weak” an¢ 

“stroag” sinds respectively. 1 a= very well aware that there are 

educational aspects to the problem, but by and large Tt believe 

that the most fraitfol way of attacking the problem is to analyze 

the entire research process acd the motivation behied it. To avoid 

miscaderstanding I want to stress that I have never said that * 

ecientist"s cellability can not be affected by training is @ if 

favourable way, tat cae should sotice that the scientist Dimee 

is only one part of a bighly complex acd dynamic proces#. the 

scieatific research process. 

I have previcesly mace woggesticas as to how Co feprove ost 

Saraeibia of the research process by pin-pointicg ite risky



on PU 5 LICA
TIO

N 

POL icy 

or 

tleat ereapnes 
7 

LE
 

ied 
ee
 us 

ra 
elyevs

ea —
 of 

the 7 

be done 
feol

-pro
e 

rat
s od 

prac
tica

l i
s 

rer
: 

a 
Le
e 

expe
 real

 of 
re 

mel
ina

t 

pac
h 

ir 
—
 
ua
a 

sec
are

ee 
re
e 

as 
pi
tc
at
io
ns
 

Q 

obje
c ard 

fo 
oie 

er 
rs 

s e
e
n
 

as 
vs 

p
e
 

r ail 
try 

try 
an 

exi 

Ww 
fo 

rt 
ec 

ood 
we 

fe p
a 

be 
‘cit

i 

aa 

- ave 
a 

oe
s 

oe
 sie 

ees 
voy ak 

the 
ne
e 

the
 

5 iup
r 

the 
ed 

did
 

ing
 

re 
ffe

re 

c 

shou
 

pi 
e 

i 
no 

oa 
pO 

a 

te 
Sys

tan
e 

ld 
ann

ed 
ssi

on 
tori

 
e” 

rj 
rei 

t 
an 

of 
als

, 
© 

as 
the

 
tak

e 

sca
ty:

 
of 

al 
ca
 r

are
 

ca
ca
at
 an

d 

dat
a 

Iles
 

eal 
resu

l 
plac

e 
t w

ea
n 

le 
o o

ut"
 als

 

eae
 Mees

e ireee 
eee

 prior
 pacm

ean 
enc

es 

per
ine

n 
l¢d 

be 
o
e
 

ca 
he
 
i
s
 

4 
to 

cc
ap
ta
nc
e 

oe
 

te 

_™ 
t 

ab 

refu 
: tud 

e 
e 

de 
our 

erti
als a

e 
Pa 

a 
mre

ren
y 

eee 
a 

It c
arr

yin
g d

esi
gn 

exper
 red 

Seccet 
co c

apit
alie

 : opip
eent

ce 
Saar 

tae re
ject

i 

pa on
i ae

 
eae 

a O
RR
 

seid 
chee’ ao teaine

s Co.
 

cxer
inet

er 
SA 

make
 

: 
on 

als 
for 

fege
r 

sie
 ie

r 
be the 

and 
eee

 
erit

iel 
de 

aoe
 

rt of 
that

 

ofte
s r

t” 
ae 

Nae 
an 

4 r ist
ere

d} 
Con

di 
32 

Saf
ar 

eol
lea

ts 

per
f 

csa
coe

e 
bi
 

fre
e 

ath
er 

err
ed 

eee
nl 

ua
e 

re 
cua

 

on
 

reje
ct 

dy 
oe 

_ pan
tie 

a ae 
ae 

ve co
ntr

ol 
of 

arch
 

: 

eve 
ts - 

t 
¥ 

1 
1 

i 

shewk 
tet 

wiae
en 

sipsyc
h ie, s

ak Perte
vas 

; 

I 
4 80 

t the 
per

t 
ici 

ycho
 

cr 
ing 

ove 
psi

- 

ci Mll
eve tha 

rom th
e p ference

 a
 

pr
et
 

a
 

Tec
dva

nta
ne 

en 
ie 

of 
he
 d
a 

ee
 
p
e
i
c
e
 

®. 
J 

le 
pr
in
 

vi 
hav

e 
fac

e 
tae

 
ie
r 

e 
is 

on
a 

wh
i 

rad
iec

 
. 

et
e 

teat 
ea 

ae 

ae 
Paln

er's
, aaa 

ti 
F ro

duc
ig 

pe 
a 

re canb
e 

pai 

per
t 

whi
 tly c

ar
es
 

aid
eer

s o
d 

gro
und

 ps 
“po

st 
6 

t 
{ 

sa 

e 
ere

n 
ft 

i ph 
tive

” 
tha 

te 

. 
co 

I 
1 

of 

e 
et 

e 
e 

r- 

i) 
te 

er
ac
ee
ee
 op

es
 

es 
te
 

els
 

° 
no
ee
na
 

re 
t 

re 
cesta, 

anee
t 

t 
id 

tabl 
ypes

 
con 

stat
 

sul 

lat 
the

 

tin
g b
er
 pe 

. 
ish

 
of 

ae
d 

th 
. 

ts 

Ie 
fon 

to 
pres

ert 
Dr 

s in
ten

ded
” 

pub
l 

2 at 
I 

2 
ances

 

oa 
he o

d 
. pe

rce
: 

bout
 am n

o 

aa
 

ae
 

of 

se
r'
s 

re 
to 

tac
 

of 
ion

 p
o 

e 

at 
trom 

fie 

ones
 sof 

- Her 
are 

some 
© ank” 

i 

2 B
y 

ou 
a 

ti 
ze 

ul 

ei 
sev

e 
fc 

is 

as 
r fi 

: o
e 

sea
 

ae 
prpe

rine
 

wil
l 

ral 
he 

eal
y t
a 

eld
 si 

ris
en 

is
ol
ic
ac
io
s 
c
a
 

me
nt
io
n 

d 

“wee
 

Be 
an 

mty 
fe 

oe 
aa
n 

ena
ll 

mo
n 

a tisser v
ho “yobttes 

zy ev
e si 

a 

&° 

a 
s 

e c
uni

tce
s 

: 
shy  



5 EUROPEAN JOURNAL OF PARAPSYCROLOCY 

length. 

2) Om the other band if it should turn cut that « high proportion 

of experiments were seccess{ul this too has a weaber of 

implications, Hew does one reconclie wech a findisg with the sotion 

that there is am almost non-exixtent reproduceability is 

parapsychology? If the ratio of successful experiments is bigh, 

that would imply that we could commence with a more constroctive 

and critical approach of theory testing, pethaps in accordance with 

the famcus Popperian schese: 

Pl + Tr * Ee > P2 

where "P" stands for “prodlen”; “rt” stands for “tentative theory” 

and "EE" for (attempted) “error elisination™. 

3) If similar experiments (jointly planned and carried out with 

the same high degree of automated control) were carried out at 

different research centres and yielded strongly contrasting 

results (statistically significant between different centres) this 

would also be very important information. A systematic and 

penetrating analysis of possible causes for those differences, 

subsequently carefully tested, seems to ae to be 4 frvitfol way of 

enhancisg our knowledge of critical factors affecting the outcome 

of a psi-experinent. The existence of a “data bank” could be «4 

coastructive step in making such comparisces poesible. 

Dr. Rhine may be right with his belief that because of eahanced 

knowledge aad experience, the proportion of successful experiments 

is today higher, at his Institute and elsewhere, than it was during 

his early years at Duke University. This appreciation of the 

situation may be a correct one, but the notica is to the best of 

my knowledge umproven. A statistical assesenent of this iseve vill 

be further complicated {f a shift in pobdlication policy has taken 

place since the early Duke days. 

There are several other interesting statesente acd ideas that Or. 

Paine has put forward in bis article which I would like to discoss 

and challenge, but for the time beicg I will restrict myself to 

the points I have already sade. Readers whether they agree OF 

disagree with the pointe I have made here are invited to discuss 

their views in this journal. 

1) Denette, M.D. “Fads, Fashicas, and Foléerols in Psychology” 

American Psychologist, ¥- 21, 43-352 R 

2) Martin Johnson “Models ef Control ané Control of Blas 

Bile p vey w-45


