Core Concepts: Classic Theories in Social Psychology
PSYCH 510 (Fall 2011)
Thursdays 10:30 am – 1:20 pm
THO 215
Course instructor:

Dr. Sapna Cheryan

scheryan@uw.edu
Office hours: Tuesdays 3-4 pm in Guthrie 236, or by appt.
Course website: http://courses.washington.edu/sptheory
Course description:
The purpose of this class is to familiarize you with the topics and papers in social psychology that are widely considered the classics in the field (core theories) and to introduce you to how research is social psychological research is conducted and evaluated (core competencies). During the first two hours of the class, we will focus on the classics. Each classic paper selected not only had a big impact on the field when it came out, but it continues to inspire research questions to this day. To examine the impact that these papers have had on the field and to keep up to date on the theories, we will also discuss a contemporary article that builds on the theories proposed in the classic papers. During the last hour, we will tackle a different topic that addresses how to evaluate and conduct social psychological research, designed to develop the research skills necessary to be successful in graduate school in social psychology.
Goals of the class:
(1) Become familiar with (some of) the classic papers in social psychology.

(2) Learn what makes these papers ”classics” AND…

(3) …examine potential pitfalls in the classic papers that moved the field forward.
(4) Develop competencies in evaluating and conducting social psychological research.

In addition to the above, this class also aims to:

(5) Have the classic theories inform your own current research interests.

(6) Develop your reading, writing and presentation skills.

Evaluations:

Evaluations of the course will be based on class participation, presentations, leading discussion and a final paper. Grading will be as follows: reactions (10%), exercises (10%), leading discussion/presenting articles (10%), class participation (10%), final presentation (10%), and final paper (50%).
Reading Responses

Before class (by noon on Wednesdays), each student will be required to submit a short reaction (not a summary) to each article in Catalyst (linked off the course website). The reaction can range in length from one sentence to one paragraph, and it should constitute your most significant or interesting thought on the article. Examples of good reactions are as follows: linking across readings, relating the findings to another finding in the field, a study idea based on the article, or an interesting critique of the article. Responses graded using check plus/check/check minus. Note that on the two weeks that Tony is teaching, you will have a different writing assignment (indicated below).
Competency Exercises
Most weeks will have a handout or exercise due in class to prepare you for the core competency to be discussed that week.

Presenting Articles

Each article will be presented at the beginning of class by a different student. This will involve a short summary (less than 5 minutes) of the main points of the article (without slides). The purpose of presenting an article in this way is to practice the art of conveying complex ideas in a compelling and understandable way. This requires spending time thinking about what information to present and how to present it to be interesting and understandable. (Notes are allowed but reading from them is not.)

Leading Discussion

One person will be assigned to lead discussion by preparing questions to ask the class. Aim to lead discussion for 45 minutes to an hour and use the goals of the class (see top three goals above) to guide the questions you formulate.
Final Paper
The final paper will involve writing a 10-12 page research paper (not including title page, references and figures/tables) that draws on one of the classic theories in social psychology and takes your own research interests in a new direction. At least one study that merges your work with one of the classic theories must be proposed. This paper should be written in formal APA style and include a title page, an abstract, an introduction, study procedures, hypothesized results, discussion and references (minimum of 8 references required – at least one must be a classic paper from in class). Figures/tables of hypothesized results optional but recommended. 

Papers will be graded according to (1) quality of research idea (2) coherence of argument and (3) organization. Papers should be written using APA style, and papers will be deducted 5% of the grade (e.g., 4.0 goes to a 3.8) for every 24 hours late. Students are expected to comply with the highest academic standards by not plagiarizing and using appropriate citations. More information about the university policy on academic honesty can be found here: http://depts.washington.edu/grading/conduct/honesty.html
Final Presentation

During the last week of class, each student will have 6-8 minutes to make a final presentation on their paper topic (with slides). 
I welcome the opportunity to work with any students with disabilities in this class to ensure equal access to the course. If you have a letter from Disability Resources for Students (DRS) outlining your academic accommodations, please present the letter to me so we can discuss the accommodations you might need for this class. To request academic accommodations due to a disability, please contact DRS, 448 Schmitz, 206-543-8924 (voice) or 206-543-8925 (TTY).

Required Readings:
All readings are available online through Ereserves (can be accessed through the course website). The quality of this seminar depends on everyone attending class, participating in discussion and doing the readings. Assigned readings must be completed before coming to class. 
Schedule of Topics & Readings


WEEK 1: Introduction to Class (Sept 29)

· Aronson, E., Wilson, T. D., & Brewer, M. B. (1998). Experimentation in social psychology. In D. T. Gilbert, S. T. Fiske, & G. Lindzey (Eds.). Handbook of social psychology (4th ed., Vol. 1 and 2, pp. 99-142). New York, NY: McGraw-Hill
· Petty, R. E. (2006). The research script: One researcher’s view. In F. T. Leong & J. M. Austin (Eds.), The Psychology Research Handbook: A Guide for Graduate Students and Research Assistants (2nd ed., pp. 465-480). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

WEEK 2: Introduction to Social Psychology (Oct 6)
Classics: 

· Ross, L., & Nisbett, R. E. (1991). The person and the situation: perspectives of social psychology: McGraw-Hill: Chapter 1.
· Gergen, K. J. (1973). Social psychology as history. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 26, 309-320.

· Goffman, E. (1959). The presentation of self in everyday life. Garden City: Doubleday. Introduction and Chapter 1.

Competencies: Reading journal articles and intro to our journals
· Jordan, C. H., & Zanna, M. P. (1999). How to Read a Journal Article in Social Psychology. In R. F. Baumeister (Ed.), The Self in Social Psychology (pp. 461-470). Philadelphia: Psychology Press.

· Morewedge, C. K., & Norton, M. I. (2009). When dreaming is believing: The (motivated) interpretation of dreams. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 96(2), 249-264.

Exercise: Article Handout


WEEK 3: Group Dynamics (Oct 13)

Classics:

· Zajonc, R.B. (1965). Social facilitation. Science, 149, 269-274.

· Haney, C., Banks, C., & Zimbardo, P. (1973). Interpersonal dynamics in a simulated prison. International Journal of Criminology and Penology, 1(1), 69-97.

· Carnahan, T., & McFarland, S. (2007). Revisiting the Stanford Prison Experiment: Could Participant Self-Selection Have Led to the Cruelty? Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 33(5), 603.

Recommended:

· Latane, B., Williams, K., & Harkins, S. (1979). Many hands make light the work: The causes and consequences of social loafing. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 37(6), 822-832.
Competencies: Identifying a research question

· Fiske, S. T. (2004). Mind the gap: In praise of informal sources of formal theory. Personality and Social Psychology Review, 8(2), 132.

· McGuire, W. J. (1973). The yin and yang of progress in social psychology: Seven koan. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 26, 446-456.

· Nisbett, R. E. (1990). The anticreativity letters: Advice from a senior tempter to a junior tempter. American Psychologist, 45(9), 1078-1082.

Exercise: Write three research questions


WEEK 4: No Class (Oct 20; Sapna out of town)


WEEK 5: Attitudes (Oct 27) ** Tony Greenwald as guest instructor**

Wicker, A. W. (1969). Attitudes versus actions: The relationship of verbal and overt behavioral responses to attitude objects. Journal of Social Issues, 25, 41–78.
Ajzen, I., & Fishbein, M. (1977). Attitude–behavior relations: A theoretical analysis and review of empirical research. Psychological Bulletin, 84, 888–918.
Fazio, R. H. (1990). Multiple processes by which attitudes guide behavior: The MODE model as an integrative framework. In M. P. Zanna (Ed.), Advances in experimental social psychology (Vol. 23, pp. 75–109). New York: Academic Press.
Assignment:  Read the Wicker (1969) article.  By noon Oct 26 (the day before class) send to agg@uw.edu a 300–400 word essay titled “Current status of the attitude construct in social psychology”.  Use the Wicker article as your starting point and draw on whatever material you can find in the time available.  Include citations indicating sources you’ve drawn on (don’t include citations in total word count).

Two volunteers:  One each, present the Ajzen & Fishbein (1977) and Fazio (1990) articles.

Competencies: Writing research report titles.   Assignment:  By noon Oct 26 send these 2 things to agg@uw.edu:  (1) one example each of a good title and a bad title from a recent (July–October 2011) JPSP article.  Try to select articles on topics of interest to you.  (You may be called on in class to explain why you judged a title to be good or bad.)  (2) The most recent title that you wrote for a research report.

WEEK 6: Feeling (Nov 3)

Classics:

· Zajonc, R. B. (1980). Feeling and thinking: Preferences need no inferences. American Psychologist, 35(2), 151-175.

· Schachter, S., & Singer, J. E. (1962). Cognitive, social, and physiological determinants of emotional state. Psychological Review, 69, 379-399.

· Smith, P. K., Dijksterhuis, A., & Chaiken, S. (2008). Subliminal exposure to faces and racial attitudes: Exposure to Whites makes Whites like Blacks less. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 44(1), 50-64.

Recommended:

· Zajonc, R. B. (1985). Emotion and facial efference: a theory reclaimed. Science, 228(4695), 15-21.

· Zajonc, R.B. (1984). On the primacy of affect. American Psychologist, 39, 117-123.

Competencies: Designing a study

· OEA's article on writing good questions

Exercise: Here's a hypothesis, design a study to test it


WEEK 7: Prejudice & Stereotyping (Nov 10)

Classics:
· Snyder, M., Tanke, E.D., & Berscheid, E. (1977). Social perception and interpersonal behavior. On the self-fulfilling nature of social stereotypes. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 35, 656-666.

· Sherif, M. (1961). Experiments in group conflict, Scientific American, 195, 54-58
· Epley, N., & Kruger, J. (2005). When what you type isn’t what they read: The perseverance of stereotypes and expectancies over e-mail. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 41(4), 414-422.
Recommended:

· Tajfel, H., (1970). Experiments in intergroup prejudice. Scientific American, 233, 96-102.

Competencies: Peer reviews 
· Oleson, K. C. & Arkin, R. M. (1996). Reviewing and evaluating a research article. In: F. T. Leong & T. A. James (Eds.), The psychology research handbook: A guide for graduate students and research assistants (2nd ed., pp. 40-55). Thousand Oaks, CA, US: Sage 

Exercise: Review an article

WEEK 8: Attribution & Social Perception (Nov 17)
Classics:

· Kelley, H. H. (1973). The process of causal attribution. American Psychologist, 28(2), 107-128.

· Jones, E. E., & Nisbett, R. E. (1971). The actor and the observer: Divergent perceptions of the causes of behavior. Attribution: Perceiving the Causes of Behavior, 79–94.

· Malle, B. F., Knobe, J., & Nelson, S. E. (2007). Actor-observer asymmetries in explanations of behavior: New answers to an old question. Journal of Personality & Social Psychology, 93(4), 491-514.
Recommended:

· Ross, L., Greene, D., & House, P. (1977). The ‘false consensus effect’: An egocentric bias in social perception and attribution processes. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 13, 279–301.
· Ross, L., Amabile, T.M., & Steinmetz, J.L. (1977). Social roles, social control, and biases in social-perception processes. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 35, 485-494.

Competencies: Writing well and often
· Oppenheimer, D. M. (2006). Consequences of erudite vernacular utilized irrespective of necessity: problems with using long words needlessly. Applied Cognitive Psychology, 20(2), 139.

· Strunk & White, Elementary Principals of Composition
· Silvia, P. J. (2007). How to write a lot: A practical guide to productive academic writing. Washington, DC: American Psychological Association. (Chapters 2 and 6)
Exercise: Your research interest

WEEK 9: *** THANKSGIVING *** NO CLASS ***


WEEK 10: Limits of Introspection (Dec 1) ** Tony Greenwald as guest instructor**

Nisbett, R. E., & Wilson, T. D. (1977). Telling more than we can know: Verbal reports on mental processes. Psychological Review, 84, 231–259. 
Sigall, H., & Page, R. ( 1971 ). Current stereotypes: A little fading, a little faking. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 19, 247–255.
Fazio, R. H., Jackson, J. R., Dunton, B. C., & Williams, C. J. (1995). Variability in automatic activation as an unobtrusive measure of racial attitudes: A bona fide pipeline? Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 69(6), 1013–1027.
Assignment:  Read Nisbett & Wilson’s article carefully.  By noon Nov. 30 (the day before class) send to agg@uw.edu your answers to these questions:  (1) Do you think that N&W’s arguments are correct?  (2) Regardless of your answer to (1), what should be the implications for method in social psychological research if they are correct?  Use up to 100 words for (1) and 200–300 words for (2).

Two volunteers:  One each, present the Sigall & Page (1971) and Fazio et al. (1995) articles.

Competencies: Writing research report abstracts.  Assignment:  By noon on Wed. Nov. 30 (day before class) send one example each of a good abstract and a bad abstract from a recent (July–October 2011) JPSP article.  Unless you’ve never done one, also send the most recent abstract you have written for a research report.


WEEK 11: Class Presentations (Dec 8th)


**** PAPER DUE: TUESDAY, DECEMBER 13th by 4 pm in my office (Guthrie 236) ***
