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Department of Psychology                                                                  Prof. Judith Hall 
Northeastern University                                                                       Fall 2007 

 
PSY U664: Seminar in Social Psychology 

 
Current Topics in Experimental Social Psychology 

 
Course Description 

 
This is a seminar that meets in Sequence A (Monday and Thursday, 11:45-1:25). As the 

title above indicates, the topic will be current topics in experimental social psychology. There are 
two required paperback books, and there is a packet of required readings to purchase at Gnomon 
Copy on Huntington Avenue.  

 
The required books are: 
 
Brewer, M. B., & Mi ller, N. (1996). Intergroup relations. Pacifi c Grove, CA: 

Brooks/Cole. 
 
Cialdini, R. B. (2007). The psychology of influence, revised ed. New York: 

HarperCollins. 
 
Prof. HallÕs offi ce is 225 NI (373-3790, j.hall@neu.edu). Drop-in offi ce hours are 

Thursdays 10:00 Ð 11:00 and students may also make an appointment. 
 
A seminar is a discussion-based course and therefore the format will consist mostly of 

class discussion of the readings, as well as presentations by students followed by discussion. Dr. 
Hall will provide background and commentary in every class but most of the class will consist of 
student participation. It is essential, therefore, that students are prepared for class. 

 
The course requirements are as follows: 
 
Quality and quantity of class participation (30% of grade). 
Quality of assigned presentations (30% of grade). 
Take-home midterm summary paper (15% of grade). 
Take-home final summary paper (25% of grade). 
 

Extra Credit Options 
 
 Students may complete one, two, or three (as they choose) extra credit homeworks. Each 
counts for an extra 5% toward the final grade. The final calculation is made after grades are 
completed, meaning that students who do not do extra credit assignments are not penalized for 
not doing them. See separate description of Extra Credit Options. 

  
Presentations 
 
 In addition to the required reading for each class that everyone is responsible for, in every 
class one student will make a presentation of an article that has NOT been assigned to the rest of 
the class. The presenter will know the assignment well ahead of time, and therefore will have 
opportunity to ask questions of the instructor ahead of time if desired. Students are responsible for 
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obtaining their assigned article from Snell Library (either in the stacks or in E-journals), though if 
you have any diffi culty you can ask Prof. Hall. See separate page on Presentations.   
   
Take-Home Summary Papers 
 
 There will be two summary papers, based on the readings, that are open-book, take-home 
essays of about 5 pages in length. You will get the specifi c assignments at the appropriate time.  
 
Academic Integrity 
 

For preparing presentations, students may seek advice as needed. However, on the take-
home essays, students are not allowed to collaborate or consult with any other person, other than 
Prof. Hall if there are questions. Evidence of collaboration or copying will be taken seriously by 
the instructor, with risk of receiving a failing grade on the assignment and/or being reported to 
University authorities. 
 

 
Schedule of Classes, Readings, and Presentations 

 
(Note: Readings for presentation are not in the class packet. These are not for the whole 

class to read. Only the presenter reads that article.) 
 

Thursday, Sept. 6    Introduction 
 
Jordan, C. H., & Zanna, M. P. (2003). How to read a journal article in social psychology. In P. 
Salovey & A. Y Rothman (Eds.), Social psychology of health (pp. 369-378). New York: Taylor & 
Francis. 
 
Monday, Sept. 10  Cognitive Consistency 
 
Festinger, L., &  Carlsmith, J. M. (1959). Cognitive consequences of forced compliance. Journal 
of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 58, 203-210. 
 
Presentation: Brehm, J. W. (1956) Postdecision changes in the desirability of alternatives. Journal 
of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 52, 384-389. 
   
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Sept. 13   Cognitive Consistency 
 
Stone, J., Aronson, E., Crain, A. L., Winslow, M. P., &  Fried, C. B. (1994). Inducing hypocrisy 
as a means of encouraging young adults to use condoms. Personality and Social Psychology 
Bulletin, 20, 116-128. 
 
Presentation: Norton, M. I., Monin, B., Cooper, J., &  Hogg, M. A. (2003). Vicarious dissonance: 
Attitude change from the inconsistency of others. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 
85, 47-62. 
 
PRESENTER: 
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Monday, Sept. 17   Social Influence 
  
Cialdini, Ch. 1-3 
 
Presentation: Freedman, J. L., & Fraser, S. C. (1966). Compliance without pressure: The foot-in-
the-door technique. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 4, 195-202.  
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Sept. 20   Social Influence 
 
Cialdini, Ch. 4-5 
 
Presentation: Petty, R. E.,  Cacioppo, J. T., &  Schumann, D. (1983). Central and peripheral routes 
to advertising effectiveness: The moderating role of involvement. Journal of Consumer Research, 
10, 135-146. 
 
PRESENTER: 
  
Monday, Sept. 24   Social Influence 
 
Cialdini, Ch. 6-7, Epilogue 
 
Mi lgram, S. (1963). Behavioral study of obedience. Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 
67, 371-378. 
 
Presentation: Fazio, R. H., Effr ein, E. A., &  Falender, V. J. (1981). Self-perceptions following 
social interaction. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 41, 232-242.   
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Sept. 27  Emotions and Nonverbal Communication 
 
Strack, F., Martin, L. L., &  Stepper, S. (1988). Inhibiting and facilitating conditions of the human 
smile: A nonobtrusive test of the facial feedback hypothesis. Journal of Personality and Social 
Psychology, 54, 768-777. 
 
Presentation: Ekman, P., Friesen, W. V., &  OÕSullivan, M. (1988). Smiles when lying. Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology, 54, 414-420.  
 
 
PRESENTER:  
 
Monday, Oct. 1  Emotions and Cognition 
 
Richards, J. M., &  Gross, J. J. (2000). Emotion regulation and memory: The cognitive costs of 
keeping oneÕs cool. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 79, 410-424. 
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Presentation: Tiedens, L. Z., & Linton, S. (2001). Judgment under emotional certainty and 
uncertainty: The effects of specifi c emotions on information processing. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 81, 973-988.  
 
PRESENTER:  
 
Thursday, Oct. 4  Attribution 
 
Taylor, S. E., &  Fiske, S. T. (1975). Point of view and perceptions of causality. Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology, 32, 439-445. 
 
Presentation: Hall, J. A., &  Taylor, S. E. (1976). When love is blind: Maintaining idealized 
images of oneÕs spouse. Human Relations, 29, 751-761.  
 
PRESENTER:  
 
Monday, Oct. 8  Columbus Day-NO CLASS 
Thursday, Oct. 11  No class, no office hour 
 
Monday, Oct. 15  Unconscious Processes 
 
Bargh, J. A., Chen, M., & Burrows, L. (1996). Automaticity of social behavior: Direct effects of 
trait construct and stereotype activation on action. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 
71, 230-244. 
 
Presentation: Bargh, J. A., Raymond, P., Pryor, J. B., &  Strack, F. (1995). Attractiveness of the 
underling: An automatic power  sex association and i ts consequences for sexual harassment 
and aggression. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 68, 768-781. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Oct. 18  Unconscious Processes 
 
Macrae, C. N., Bodenhausen, V., Mi lne, A. B., &  Jetten, J. (1994). Out of mind but back in sight: 
Stereotypes on the rebound. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67, 808-817. 
 
Presentation: Hamilton, D. L., & Gifford, R. K. (1976). Il lusory correlations in interpersonal 
perception: A cognitive basis of stereotypic judgments. Journal of Experimental Social 
Psychology, 12, 392-407.  
 
PRESENTER: 
 
 
Monday, Oct. 22 Self-Fulfilling Prophecy 
 
Snyder, M., Tanke, E. D., &  Berscheid, E. (1977). Social perception and interpersonal behavior: 
On the self-fulfi lling nature of social stereotypes. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 
35, 656-666. 
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Presentation: Curtis, R. C., & Mi ller, K. (1986). Believing another likes or dislikes you: 
Behaviors making the beliefs come true. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 51, 284-
290. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Oct. 25  Self-Fulfilling Prophecy 
 
Chen, M., &  Bargh, J. A. (1997). Nonconscious behavioral confi rmation processes: The self-
fulfi lling consequences of automatic stereotype activation. Journal of Experimental Social 
Psychology, 33, 541-560. 
 
Presentation: Word, C. O., Zanna, M. P., &  Cooper, J. (1974). The nonverbal mediation of self-
fulfi lling prophecies in interracial interaction. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 10, 
109-120. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Monday, Oct. 29  Stereotyping, Prejudice, and Intergroup Relations 
 
Brewer and Mi ller, Ch 1-2 
 
Presentation: McConnell, A. R., &  Leibold, J. M. (2000). Relations among the Implicit 
Association Test, discriminatory behavior, and explicit measures of racial attitudes. Journal of 
Experimental Social Psychology, 37, 435-442. 
 
PRESENTER: 
. 
Thursday, Nov. 1  Stereotyping, Prejudice, and Intergroup Relations 
 
Brewer and Mi ller, Ch. 3-4 
 
Presentation: Howard, J. W., &  Rothbart, M. (1980). Social categorization and memory for in-
group and out-group behavior. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 38, 301-310. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
 
MONDAY, NOV. 5: FIRST SUMMARY PAPER ASSIGNMENT GIVEN OUT  
 
 
 
Monday, Nov. 5  Stereotyping, Prejudice, and Intergroup Relations 
 
Brewer and Miller, Ch. 5-6 
 
Presentation: Devine, P. G. (1989). Stereotypes and prejudice: Their automatic and controlled 
components. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 56, 5-18. 
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PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Nov. 8 Ð No class (work on summary paper), no office hour 
 
FRIDAY, NOV. 9: FIRST SUMMARY PAPER DUE TODAY BY 4:30 
 
Monday, Nov. 12 (Veterans Day-NO CLASS) 
 
Thursday, Nov. 15  Aggression 
 
Bushman, B. J. (2002). Does venting anger feed or extinguish the flame? Catharsis, rumination, 
distraction, anger, and aggressive responding. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 28, 
724-731. 
 
Presentation: Anderson, C. A., &  Bushman, B. J. (2001). Effects of violent video games on 
aggressive behavior, aggressive cognition, aggressive affect, physiological arousal, and prosocial 
behavior: A meta-analytic review of the scientifi c literature. Psychological Science, 12, 353-359. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Monday, Nov. 19  The Threatened Self  
 
Steele, C. M., &  Aronson, J. (1995). Stereotype threat and the intellectual test performance of 
African Americans. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 69, 797-811. 
 
Presentation: Berglas, S., &  Jones, E. E. (1978). Drug choice as a self-handicapping strategy in 
response to noncontingent success. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 36, 405-417. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Nov. 22 (Thanksgiving-NO CLASS) 
 
Monday, Nov. 26  The Threatened Self 
 
Rosenblatt, A., Greenberg, J., Solomon, S., Pyszczynski, T., & Lyon, D. (1989). Evidence for 
Terror Management Theory: I. The effects of mortality salience on reactions to those who violate 
or uphold cultural values. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 57, 681-690. 
 
Presentation: Baumeister, R. F., Bratslavsky, E., Muraven, M., & Tice, D. M. (1998). Ego 
depletion: Is the active self a limited resource? Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 74, 
1252-1265.  
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Thursday, Nov. 29  Culture 
 
Kim, H., &  Markus, H. R. (1999). Deviance or uniqueness, harmony or conformity? A cultural 
analysis. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 77, 785-800. 
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Presentation: Cohen, D., Nisbett, R. E., Bowdle, B. F., & Schwarz, N. (1996). Insult, aggression, 
and the southern culture of honor: An Òexperimental ethnography.Ó Journal of Personality and 
Social Psychology, 70, 945-960. 
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Monday, Dec. 3  The Moral-Empirical Interface 
   
Colman, A. M. (1991). Crowd psychology in South African murder trials. American 
Psychologist, 46, 1071-1079. 
 
Presentation: Fiske, S. T., Bersoff , D. N., Borgida, E., Deaux, K., & Heilman, M. E. (1991). 
Social science research on trial: Use of sex stereotyping research in Price Waterhouse v. Hopkins. 
American Psychologist, 46, 1049-1060.  
 
PRESENTER: 
 
Monday, Dec. 3  FINAL SUMMARY PAPER ASSIGNMENT GIVEN OUT 
TODAY 
 
Monday, Dec. 10  FINAL SUMMARY PAPER DUE TODAY BY 4:30 
 
 

Class Participation 
 
 Good class participation starts with regular attendance and coming to class on time. 
Obviously, one must also speak up in class in order to contribute effectively. However, the sheer 
amount of participation is not all that matters. Good participation involves the following: (1) 
Listening well, so that your comments truly follow from what others have said. (2) Adding 
comments that push the discussion along rather than just affirming or paraphrasing what someone 
else said. (3) Using your comments to demonstrate that you are thinking about the material and 
have read the assignments. (4) Posing good questions to the instructor or other class members. A 
good question can ask for clarifi cation of something that is not clear, or it can be intended to 
probe or challenge another speaker or something that you read. Ground rules for participation 
involve showing interest, showing mutual respect, and every studentÕs adoption of a leadership 
attitude. Your goal is to share in a rewarding learning experience, not to compete or show off . A 
leadership attitude doesnÕt mean that you wrest control from the instructor, or that you dominate 
the class discussion; it does mean that you are not just passively listening or letting the discussion 
go in any direction it happens to go. A leadership attitude means that YOU make efforts to shape 
the discussion, to get it back on track, to take it in a direction you want it to go, and to question or 
challenge fellow students or the instructor (respectfully). Students who are naturally quiet will 
need to work especially hard to develop their participation skills. 

 
Presentations 

 
Presentations should be planned to take about 30-40 minutes, counting both the formal 

presentation and class questions/discussion. You can use black/whiteboard, overheads, and/or 
paper handouts, but not Powerpoint. You can work from notes and you can also refer to the 
article if you need to. You must always keep in mind that the rest of the class has not read the 
article, which means explaining background and other basics and going slowly enough for the 
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audience to digest what is being said. You must demonstrate that you can go beyond just 
reporting/quoting whatÕs said in the article. This includes saying things in your own words, 
paraphrasing, summarizing, tying the findings to other things learned in the course, criticizing, 
and speculating. You should prepare one or two interesting questions to ask the class, to get 
discussion going after the presentation. You are responsible for understanding what was done in 
the research being described so that you can answer questions from the class. Of course, no one is 
expected to memorize every detail, so it is allowable to look at the article if you need to for 
answering questions. However, you should come prepared with a very good understanding of the 
research. Be sure you read it far enough ahead so that you have time to ask Prof. Hall for 
clarifi cation of anything in the article that you donÕt understand. Be sure to ask for help; you are 
not expected to be able to understand complicated research articles without help. And remember, 
faking it wonÕt work when you are standing up in front of the class!  
 

Prof. Hall will arrange the schedule of presentations and will distribute the readings well 
in advance so you have plenty of notice. You might be given additional background reading along 
with your article (for your own edifi cation), but you are responsible for presenting only the one 
article. 

 
When describing a research article, be sure to prioritize so that your listeners hear whatÕs 

important rather than a lot of detail that might not matter or be a distraction to the main points. 
Always keep in mind that you want to talk about what is important, not talk about everything. 
(See Reading Primary Sources for more advice.) 
 

On Reading Primary Sources 
 
 Much of your reading consists of primary sources (original research articles). These can 
be daunting to read if you are not used to them, and especially if you are not very knowledgeable 
about statistics. Those of you who might be phobic about numbers will be additionally 
challenged. Here are tips on how to read these articles: 
 
 Authors always describe and paraphrase in regular English what they are doing and what 
they found. Therefore, it is possible to get the basic message even if you never read the numbers 
at all. So, remind yourself as you go along through an article that the author says it, and says it 
again and sometimes yet again, in different places within the article. However, you should do 
your best to make sense of the numerical presentations. Especially, look closely at the tables 
and/or figures, as they usually present results in a clear fashion in terms of graphing means or 
showing means within different cells of a research design. And when you look, THINK. 
Applying your normal common sense will achieve a high level of understanding. 
 
 You should not rely on the summary in the Abstract, nor the summary in the Discussion, 
as a substitute for reading the Method and Results. You will never fully understand what was 
done and what was found if you rely on summaries instead of grappling with the actual study and 
its results.  
 

At the same time, readers (even professional ones) are faced with a signifi cant Òforest 
versus treesÓ problemÑ in other words, there is a huge amount of detail and many results are 
reported but you are probably interested in only a portion of the detail and a few of the results. 
When you read, be sure to think carefully about what is more important and what is less 
important. DonÕt get bogged down in unimportant details or results that are not really about the 
main point. You could easily waste a huge amount of time on the wrong things. Of course, 
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deciding what are the right things to focus on is not easy and it is a skill that grows with 
experience. And, two readers might focus validly on different aspectsÑ for example, they might 
disagree on what results are important, or they might disagree on what the results mean, or one 
might see a fl aw while the other does not or they might debate whether it is a flaw. You can bring 
your individuality to the reading of research articles. 

 
When you read, you should cultivate a critical attitudeÑ which means thinking hard 

about whether what you are reading makes sense and whether you agree with it. ÒCriticalÓ 
doesnÕt mean Ònegative.Ó You can read something critically and reach the conclusion that the 
work is perfect in every way. So, being critical means being skeptical and willing to challenge the 
writer. It is the process of appraising, not the final conclusion you reach. Discussion of articles is 
much more interesting if the class goes beyond digesting what the author said to posing new and 
sometimes challenging questions about what the author said. 

 
Be sure you take good notes on each article you read. When I take notes on an article, my 

page of notes is usually no more than one page of handwriting, bullet-style. If your notepage is 
much longer than this, you are probably writing down extraneous detail. Of course, articles vary 
in their complexity and how many studies they report, etc. The important things for you to make 
note of are the following (if it would help, you could make yourself a template that you fi ll in): 

 
What the main question is 
Who the participants were (usually college students) 
How the research was designed 
     What was the independent variable(s) 
     What was the dependent variable(s) 
      (Sometimes the IV-DV designation is not relevant, as in a correlational study) 
What were the (important) results 
Interpretations, comments, problems, questions, Òbottom lineÓ 
 
A good question to ask yourself after reading any article is ÒSo what?Ó This makes you 

think about the bottom line and make an overall appraisal of the research. Another good 
mechanism to ensuring your understanding is to imagine telling another person about it (or 
actually tell someone about it). What would you say? What questions would they ask? 

 
 

Summary Papers 
 

There are two assigned papers, that take the place of midterm and final exams. Each of 
them is based on the readings (also discussion) we have had. The fi rst covers readings up through 
ÒSelf-Fulfi lling ProphecyÓ and the second covers the whole semester though emphasizing the 
second half. Each paper will be 4-5 pages long, double-spaced. You will be given an essay 
question, the goal of which is to make you consider all of the readings at once (though you do not 
have to mention all the readings in your answer)Ñ for example, to find common themes or to 
compare results or theoretical frameworks. In your papers you are expected to demonstrate an 
understanding of the readings/discussion as well as put ideas together in a sensible way that 
responds to the specifi c question being asked. When mentioning readings, explain what exactly 
you are referring to/talking about; donÕt just give the citation. The latter doesnÕt demonstrate 
mastery. This is your opportunity to show that you understood the readings, as well as to show 
that you can think integratively and originally. 
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You can use any and all printed resources for answering the questions but you may 
consult only with me, if you have clarifying questions. You may not collaborate with other 
students or consult anyone else. You are responsible only for material that you were assigned to 
read, but you should also bring in issues talked about in class if that is relevant.  

 
Papers should be turned in to my offi ce (225 NI) or to the Psychology offi ce (125 NI) on 

the day they are due. In an emergency, I would accept electronic submission but use that option 
only in an emergency.  

 
Extra Credit Options 

 
Periodically during the semester, an extra credit homework will be off ered to the class. 

This consists of reading an assigned article and writing a 3-page description and analysis of it, 
including responses to specifi c questions assigned by Dr. Hall. Students may choose to do one, 
two, or three of these assignments. Each will count a maximum of 3 additional percentage points 
on the final grade (depending on how well you do the assignment). No one can lose points by 
doing the extra credit. If  you choose to do an extra credit paper, you must turn it in no later than 
one week after you take it. No extra credit papers will be assigned during the final three weeks of 
class. Students not doing any extra credit papers will not be penalized in their grade. 


