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¢ Inshort, if we take Miller's advice seriously, it is incumbent on
oto ensure that what we give away reflects the best and most reliak
scientific psychologyPsychological Science in the Public Intere
tiPSP) was developed by the American Psychological Society (A
reggs-one means of bolstering our confidence that what we give aw
abafsed on the most scientifically prudent reading of the total corpu
modern psychological science to enhance real-world diagnostic| delevant data, rather than based on a reading of only a partia
cisions. Such decisions (Is a cancer present? Will this individualisleading piece of the relevant corpus.
commit violence? Will an impending storm strike? Will this applicant
succeed?) are prevalent and crucial to the lives of individuals and to
the well-being of our society. Subsequent issud3SRIwill address
other important topics of public interest in areas where psycholog

Abstract—The inaugural issue d?sychological Science in the Publ
Interest(PSP), a new publishing initiative by the American Psych
logical Society, accompanies this issueéPsf/chological Sciencdhe
report it contains, “Psychological Science Can Improve Diagnog
Decisions,” by John Swets, Robyn Dawes, and John Monahan,
resents a careful effort by those authors to summarize the potenti
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science may have the potential to inform and improve public polic f:;gsdrimdwmtzrtrk?eetmgilbr}IiI:/haTl tmrtligg?, ;hewbparr(:l olftimta(\:/so Id

Each of those reports will also represent the efforts of a distinguished, . ~ . scusse e“ possIbIlily of starting a hew journat that wau
._publish “white papers”—impartial reviews of the literature—on topjcs

team of scientists to report the available evidence, and the imp |c§af essing national importance. These reports would be written b
tions of that evidence, fairly and comprehensively. In this article,|we pressing : imp : N ports wou wii mﬂ ir?/
D

describe the goals, procedures, and potentiaP&P! teams of highly quallf_led scientists, ideally wnhgut vested_lnterest
the issues under review. Members of a planning committee and the
with

APS board spent 2 years planning this journal, consulting also

|/media representatives and members of the broader scientific gstab-
Mighment.PSPlis the result of their deliberations. The planning com
dnittee considered a wide range of possible projects, as well as
rtigcedures that would be necessary to assemble teams of autho
soypeld be both highly qualified and fair-minded. Once an initial set
edppics was selected and procedures were determined, the APS
‘ roved thé@SPlinitiative. The report that accompanies this issue
efesychological Scienogas then given the green light to go forward

rm@yfirst project.

rs

George A. Miller's (1969) oft-quoted enjoinder to “give psychg
ogy away” has become a common goal among psychologists.
lawmakers insisting with increasing fervor that publicly funded
search and training be relevant to enhancing national welfare, the
a greater sense of accountability today than ever before. Indeed,
people might say psychology’s reaction to Miller’s enjoinder has b
somewhat too enthusiastic—that we have sometimes rushed to
away” findings that have been premature, unreliable, or incomp
Some researchers and scholars have even joked privately that it
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be time to “take psychology back” from those members of the pro-

fession who have on occasion hurried into press conclusions that do

not then stand the test of time. THE PRESENT REPORT AS A MODEL FOR
Scientific psychology has, in fact, produced a steady stream of FUTURE PSPIPROJECTS

findings that are highly relevant to the nation’s welfare—in such
diverse domains as child rearing, schooling, training, counselin
treatment, policing, human factors design, organizatio

interpersonal aspects of the workplace, and countless other areas.
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In “Psychological Science Can Improve Diagnostic Decisior
hn Swets, Robyn Dawes, and John Monahan have provided
ve hope will prove a model for futurBSPIreports. Over the many

&tlths they worked together, they endeavored to achieve conseénsus

oft;wouslyhpsycholokglsts havet no: spg)ken_dwnh a unlf]:etﬁ VO'Cefi_ t_'}:t d to provide a fair, thorough, and clear report on the potential to
? gn we zve Spoxen premta :Jhrety. Onj' tir somctle_ 9 D edcon 'Nprove diagnostic decisions. They show that psychological scignce
tm' INgs an pronouncrc]smerl;s prervell? e te me IIE?JI Ot' rug-Er) tools for analyzing and enhancing decisions that can augment, or
raining programs ,SUC_ as Drug Abuse Resistance Education ( etimes replace, human judgments based on intuition or personal
change teenagers_ a_ttltudes toward _drug use and redu_ce futur ‘Wperience. However, not eveBSPI project team will necessarily
The e:nswer_ tp this |mpo;ta_?:] questlor_] \1ar|es,f d:ep_endlng 03, W tl ive at similarly positive or cohesive conclusions. In some cases, a
report or opinion you read. 1he same IS ffue of claims regaraing tg, ¢ survey of the relevant findings may lead a team of authors to
efficacy of sex education Fralnlng, the V|ab|I|ty of controlled drinki onclude that there is simply no basis for some intervention or tech-
_(as opposed to total abstinence) for alcoholics, and a range of ot ﬁfue that is heavily promoted by entrepreneurs, including, perhiaps,
ISSUES. some psychologists. What will drive the selectionR8PIprojects is
the public-interest importance of a potential topic and the extent to
Address correspondence to Stephen J. Ceci, Department of Human I:eWJ?—'Ch relevant findings exist, not a prejudgment as to what contlu-

opment, Cornell University, Ithaca, NY 14853, e-mail: sico@cornell.edu, dr §§ONS the investigators are likely to reach.
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05 The present plan is to publish two issue®&Plper year, to arrive
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rdun the same wrapping as the May and November issueRsgtho-
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logical ScienceAPS’s flagship journal. It is our immodest hope th
these reports will come to be seen as definitive summaries of rese
on nationally important questions, much like the reports comrn

sioned by the National Research Council, but focused on issue
which psychological research plays a central role. The following
topics we have already commissioned:

Do herbal products such as gingko enhance cognitive function

which types of students?

Are projective tests valid diagnostic and predictive instrumen

adjustment?

Do coaching courses for the Scholastic Assessment Test (§
boost scores when appropriate controls are present?

What is the most effective way to teach reading for various ty|
of learners?

We have also assembled a long list of other potential top
each of which deals with some matter of current—and often inteng
public interest. AMAPS Observearticle on thePSPlinitiative, which
appeared in November 1999, contained a call to APS membe
nominate topics for futur@SPIreports. Many excellent ideas we
triggered by that invitation, and we hope that the APS member
will continue to be involved in th@SPlinitiative.

Those of us associated with the launchingR8PI believe that
scientific psychology is uniquely situated to provide a form of juri
analysis wherein conflicts among researchers can be refereed
scientifically responsible resolution can be reached. We hope
PSPIwill be useful to consumers, policymakers, and professional
their effort to understand which claims are based on scientific
adequate data and which are not. And we hope that researche
teachers will findPSPI reports valuable as state-of-the-art asse
ments of important topics and issues.

PSPI PROCEDURES AND POLICIES

The first step in producing BSPIreport is the editorial board’s
assessment of the social relevance of the topic and available res
on it. Does the topic deal with a compelling public-interest iss
What is the state of the research database upon which a project
would base their conclusions? Who are the major contributor:
research on this topic? Next, tRSPIeditorial board vets the name
of scholars who are considered possible authors of the report. S
this process has proved the most challenging. We want the very|

scholars to serve, but we also do not want to include individuals

whose positions are so entrenched as to blind them to alternate
pretations. Intensive vetting by the APS Board of Directors and
PSPIleditorial board has occurred for the early commissioned rep

Do smaller classes result in superior achievement, and if sg

Is self-esteem causally related to academic performance and 3

at We are well aware that not everyone will be pleased WASPI
ranehorts; some cherished assumptions may be shattered, and
nipopular interventions may be judged as useless or even harmful
s ierents of an approach that gets criticized will understandably q

be fully avoided, and we are aware of the risk tR&PIreports might

great care, and th&SPIreports will be subject to an exceptional
rigorous and painstaking review process.

s?

ocial.G1vING AWAY” SCIENTIFIC PSYCHOLOGY:

COLLABORATING WITH SCIENTIFIC AMERICAN
S5AT)

One of the most important aspects of tA8Pl initiative is our
link with Scientific AmericanJohn Rennie, editor-in-chief @cien-
P&fic American has agreed to work with APS by publishing ve

sions of thePSPIreports in the magazine. EaBtsPIreport will serve
iaas the complete, archival findings of a given project teamStien-
etific American version will be rewritten, in collaboration with th
report’s authors, for the magazine’s broader audience. We are e
rsstastic about this collaboration, which we hope will increase the

shpplicymakers. In addition to our relationship wisitientific American
we have explored linkages with other major media, such as Nati

edcientific psychology.
and & done well, PSPI reports—in their academic and popular ve
tissons—could be used to inform decision making by consum
s gourts, opinion makers, legislators, and leaders in business, the
altary, and education. They could serve to disabuse reckless o
sgnoaginded claims in the media. They could provide the public wit
sbetter understanding of the usefulness of scientific psychology
sharing with the public what scientific psychology has to offer
individuals and society, we will be enhancing the image of our g
fession in the eyes of a public that frequently equates psychology
what they hear on talk radio or see in the pop-psychology shelve
bookstores. In short, in a different sense, @edinitelywant to “take
eR3¥chology back™—and give the public a more scientifica
L &Founded and useful psychology in return.

—

taAcknowledgments—We are grateful to Carol Tavris for her contributio
to this manuscript.
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atien the makeup of the team of scholars that was commissioned
way the question was framed, and so on. Such claims of bias ca

nig€ dismissed as “advocacy in the guise of science.” We can only
tI(r)1rat readers have our promise tiREPIteams will be chosen with
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