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I. Overview 
This course examines highly cited or frequently discussed topics and articles that have been the 

source of considerable controversy in the fields of social, cognitive, and clinical psychology. That is, 

findings or observations that have led the scientific community to debate the interpretations and 

implications, methodology or replicability, the ethics of the study protocol, or even biases of the 

researchers.  The list of research topics covered will be broad. Examples include Milgram's "shock 

experiment" and Zimbardo's prison study, Loftus' research on false memories, as well as topics 

related to the efficacy of antidepressants and psychotherapy. We will also discuss the nature vs. 

nurture debate on intelligence, multiculturalism, issues related to social neuroscience, and even pre-

cognition. The course is in a seminar format and will require presentations and active participation. 

Students will be asked to debate the advantages and disadvantages of study methodologies, 

underlying theories, assumptions, and ethical implications. There are no course prerequisites, 

although students are expected to show interest in a broad range of topics in psychology.   

The main objectives of the course are:  

● To familiarize students with controversies in psychology 

● To develop an appreciation for how ethical, design, replicability, and political issues may 

influence what is considered controversial  

● To foster critical thinking, open-minded discussions and respectful debate 

● To develop students' capacities to be able to present controversial scientific research and 

examine the advantages and disadvantages from a research design, statistical, sociocultural and 

political perspective 

Methodology of the course: 
The course utilizes a combination of:  

● Didactic lectures covering historical, contemporary, theoretical and empirical issues  

● Practical classes involving discussions about topics in the field and analysis of videos  

● Student presentations during seminars on controversial research and their biopsychosocial 

underpinnings 

● Readings and assignments designed to facilitate greater depth of discussion and building 

connections between various disciplines within and beyond psychology (e.g., psychiatry, 

sociology) 

Course prerequisites and formed competencies: 

The course is an elective designed for second year master students and does not have any specific 

prerequisites. However, some exposure to introductory psychology, social psychology and/or (cross-) 

cultural psychology and clinical psychology at the undergraduate or graduate level is expected. 

 

The working language of the course is exclusively English, which includes teaching, presentations, 

and all communications. In order for the student to be able to benefit from the course, an excellent 

ability to write, comprehend, and speak in English is required.  

 

The duration of the course is 2 modules (56 academic hours, 4 credits) 
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Competencies 

General competencies Specific competencies 

Familiarity with controversial topics in 

psychology 

Students will become familiar with the essence of 

some controversial topics in psychology, the 

conflicting issues which might be related to those 

controversies (ethical, methodological, 

interpretive, and otherwise), and their role in 

contemporary social, clinical, and cognitive 

psychology.  

Familiarity with explanations of psychological 

controversies and their critical scientific 

evaluations  

Students will become familiar with common 

social and psychological preconditions for the 

presence of controversies, and will develop an 

appreciation of how to critically evaluate the 

empirical evidence base to come to their own 

conclusions  

Appreciation for how disputable psychological 

findings may influence social processes  

Students will be given an insight into how 

controversies in psychology may elicit strong 

reactions in the scientific community or lay public 

and shape social discourse and future research 

and education.   

Ability to analyze relevant empirical literature, 

present one’s point of view, be open to 

alternative perspectives, and participate in 

discussions and debate 

Students will prepare PowerPoint presentations 

during the seminars, and present information on 

controversial issues in psychology. Therefore, 

they will develop skills to synthesize and report 

information, as well as to understand better the 

core issues of controversial topics and critically 

discuss the scientific foundations of controversial 

research. Students will also develop openness to 

feedback during discussions, and develop 

debating skills 

 

 

II. Course contents 

Course Schedule 

№ Lesson  
Hours 

in total 

Auditory classes, including: Self-

Study Lectures Seminars Practice 

Topic Lesson 1: Introduction       

1 Course overview and issues: 

definitions, controversies in science, 

ethics, research design, replicability 

6 2  

 

4 

2 Historical background: From 

Copernicus to 20th century conflict  
6 1  1 4 

 Lesson 2: Authority and conformity research 

3 Part I: Examination of Asch 

conformity studies, Milgram’s 

Shock experiments, Zimbardo 

Prison Experiment   

6 2  

 

4 
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4 Part II: Replication studies, ethical 

implications and aftermath   
6 1  1 4 

 Lesson 3: Military Psychology and Psychological Operations 

5 Military psychology, warfare and 

propaganda 
6 1  

 

1 
4 

6 Conspiracy theory or fact? A brief 

history and overview of research 
6 2  

 
4 

 Lesson 4: Controversies in Clinical Psychology: Diagnosis, 

Assessment and Treatment 

 
 

7 Diagnosis of mental disorders: Do 

they exist? 
7 2  

       
5 

8 Psychological and medical 

treatments of mental disorders: How 

do they work?     

7 1  

       

     1 5 

 Lesson 5: Nurture vs. Nature  

9 Student Presentation 1: 

Environmental vs. genetic effects: 

Some of the controversies  

6  2 

 

 4 

10 Case study: Intelligence, genetics, 

and culture 
6 1  1 4 

 Lesson 6: Social Priming (note: Mid-Semester Exam held during class) 

11 Examples of experiments: 

primed by the elderly, 

professors, and hooligans  

9 1  

 

1 7 

12 Student Presentation 2: 

Controversies in social priming 

literature and replication issues 

5  2 

 

3 

 Lesson 7: Cognition: False Memories 

13 Introduction to false memories: 

Memory is not like a video 

recorder 

5 1  

 

1 3 

14 Student presentation 3: Recent 

research in false memories  
5  2 

 
3 

 Lesson 8: Precognition  

15  Precognition effects: Are they 

real?  
5 1  1 3 

16 Student presentation 4: Recent 

research in precognition  
5  2 

 
3 

 Lesson 9: Social and Cognitive Neuroscience 

17 Student Presentation 5: Social 

and Cognitive Neuroscience: 

Introduction and overview; Free 

Will 

5  2 

 

3 

18 Student Presentation 6: Social 

neuroscience: Issues of 

replication   

5  2 

 

3 

 Lesson 10: Bias in Psychology  
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19 Political leanings in Psychology: 

Left or Right?  
5 2  

 
3 

20 Student Presentation 7: Issues of 

gender, sexual orientation and 

identity 

5  2 

 

3 

 Lesson 11: Multiculturalism and Acculturation 

21 Ethnic diversity, acculturation, 

social cohesion, and well-being: 

Conflicting findings?   

7 2  

 

5 

22 Student Presentation 8: Recent 

research on ethnic diversity and 

ethnic density; living in 

multicultural societies  

5  2 

 

3 

 Lesson 12: Religion, Spirituality and Paranormal Science 

23 Student Presentation 9: 

Spirituality, religiosity and health  
5  2 

 

 
3 

24 Student Presentation 10: Research 

in parapsychology  
5  2 

 
3 

 Lesson 13: Debate      

25 Poll the class on issues that are 

most controversial and randomly 

assign students to debate teams  

8   

 

2 6 

26 Generate debate between teams 

(for and against particular issues, 

research findings and implications) 

8   

 

2 6 

 Lesson 14: Conclusions (note: in- 

class exam held during class) 
   

 
 

27 The Future of controversies in the 

field: review and exam review 
3 2  

 
2 

28 Conclusions  15   2 12 

 TOTAL 172 22 20 14 116 

 

 

III. Program contents 
 

Note: Each topic has core readings required for the course. Interested students are encouraged to go 

deeper by examining some of the literature in further readings. Recommended readings are 

suggestions for the presenting speaker and audience to become acquainted with a topic prior to the 

student presentation. Each student is expected to find and send out an additional reading on their 

assigned topic. Please contact the TA for a short list of preferred topics.   

 

Lesson 1. Introduction 

 

Topics 1 & 2. Course overview  

 

Overview of the course and assignments. The history of controversies in science and psychology: a 

critical perspective that takes into account changing social, political and knowledge contexts.  
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Core reading: 

1. Dunn, D.S., Gurung, R.A., Naufel, K.Z., & Wilson, J.H. (2013). Controversy in the 

Psychology Classroom: Using Hot Topics to Foster Critical Thinking. American 

Psychological Association, Washington, DC - chapter 15 
2. Banyard P. (1999). Controversies in Psychology. New York: Routledge - Introduction 
3. Podsakoff, P. M., MacKenzie, S. B., Lee, J. Y., & Podsakoff, N. P. (2003). Common method 

biases in behavioral research: a critical review of the literature and recommended 

remedies. Journal of Applied Psychology, 88(5), 879. 
 

For further reading:  

1. https://digest.bps.org.uk/2014/09/19/the-10-most-controversial-psychology-studies-ever-

published/  

2. https://digest.bps.org.uk/2016/07/29/10-of-the-most-widely-believed-myths-in-psychology/ 

3. Sherwood (2011). Science controversies: Past and present. Physics Today, 64(10). 

http://physicstoday.scitation.org/doi/full/10.1063/PT.3.1295  

4. Seeman, M. V. (2005). Psychiatry in the Nazi era. The Canadian Journal of 

Psychiatry, 50(4), 218-225. 

5. Browning, C. (1992). Ordinary Men: Reserve Battalion 101. New York: HarperCollins 

6. Mann, M. (2000). Were the perpetrators of genocide “Ordinary Men” or “Real Nazis”? 

Results from fifteen hundred biographics. Holocaust and Genocide Studies, 14(3), 331-366. 

7. Pleasants, N. (2018). Ordinary Men: genocide, determinism, agency, and moral 

culpability. Philosophy of the Social Sciences, 48(1), 3-32. DOI:10.1177/0048393117739974. 

 

Lesson 2. Authority and conformity research.  

 

Topics 3 and 4 cover some of the classic studies on conformity and authority, with a specific focus on 

ethical issues and replication. These studies have had considerable influence on subsequent research 

in social psychology.  

 

Topic 3. Examination of Asch conformity studies, Milgram’s Shock experiments, Zimbardo Prison 

Experiment   

 

Core reading: 

1. Asch, S. E. (1956). Studies of independence and conformity: I. A minority of one against a 

unanimous majority. Psychological Monographs: General and Applied, 70(9), 1. 
2. Milgram, S. (1963). Behavioral study of obedience. The Journal of Abnormal and Social 

Psychology, 67(4), 371-378. 
3. Haney, C., Banks, W. C., & Zimbardo, P. G. (1973). Study of prisoners and guards in a 

simulated prison. Naval Research Reviews, 9, 1-17.  
 

For further reading:  

1. Bond, R. (2005). Group size and conformity. Group Processes & Intergroup Relations, 8(4), 

331-354. 
2. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monster_Study 

3. https://medium.com/s/trustissues/the-lifespan-of-a-lie-d869212b1f62 

4. Hollander, M. M., & Turowetz, J. (2017). Normalizing trust: Participants’ immediately post-

hoc explanations of behaviour in Milgram's ‘obedience’ experiments. British Journal of 
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Social Psychology, 56(4), 655-674. 

 

Topic 4. Replication studies, ethical implications and aftermath    

 

Core reading: 

1. Tolich, M. (2014). What can Milgram and Zimbardo teach ethics committees and 

qualitative researchers about minimizing harm? Research Ethics, 10(2), 86-96. 
2. Reicher, S., & Haslam, S. A. (2006). Rethinking the psychology of tyranny: The BBC 

prison study. The British Journal of Social Psychology, 45, 1. 
3. Zimbardo, P. G. (2006). On rethinking the psychology of tyranny: The BBC prison 

study. British Journal of Social Psychology, 45(1), 47-53. 

4. Bond, R., & Smith, P. B. (1996). Culture and conformity: A meta-analysis of studies using 

Asch's (1952b, 1956) line judgment task. Psychological Bulletin, 119(1), 111-137. 
 

For further reading:  

1. https://hso.research.uiowa.edu/summary-belmont-report  

2. Zimbardo, P. G. (1972). Comment: Pathology of imprisonment. Society, 9(6), 4-8.  

3. Blass, T. (2004). The man who shocked the world: The life and legacy of Stanley 

Milgram (p. 360). New York: Basic Books. 

http://pubmedcentralcanada.ca/pmcc/articles/PMC1183183/pdf/bmj3310357a.pdf 

4. Haslam, S. A., & Reicher, S. D. (2012). Contesting the “nature” of conformity: What 

Milgram and Zimbardo's studies really show. PLoS biology, 10(11), e1001426. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1001426 

5. Packer, D. J. (2008). Identifying systematic disobedience in Milgram's obedience 

experiments: A meta-analytic review. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 3(4), 301-

304. 

6. Slater M, Antley A, Davison A, Swapp D, Guger C, Barker C, et al. (2006) A virtual reprise 

of the Stanley Milgram obedience experiments. PLoS ONE 1(1), e39. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000039. 

7. Phoebe Friesen, Lisa Kearns, Barbara Redman & Arthur L. Caplan 

     (2017) Rethinking the Belmont Report? The American Journal of Bioethics, 17 (7), 15-21, 

     .  Retrieved from:        

    http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15265161.2017.1329482 
 

 

Lesson 3. Military Psychology, Psychological Operations, and Conspiracy theories  

 

Psychologists and psychological methods have been involved and used (or abused, some may think) 

in order to influence the course of war, for interrogations, or to influence the “hearts and minds” of a 

population. Given government involvement in the public, and sometimes even private lives of 

citizens, conspiracy theories have abounded, and we briefly discuss some of the history and 

psychological research on this topic.  

 

Topic 5. Military psychology, warfare and propaganda 

 

Core reading: 

1. Banyard (1999). Chapter 1: Psychology and warfare 
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2. Banyard (1999). Chapter 2: Psychology and propaganda 

3. King, S. B. (2004). PSYOP and persuasion: Applying social psychology and becoming an 

informed citizen. Teaching of Psychology, 31(1), 27-30. 

 

For further reading:    

1. Clow, R. (2008). Psychological operations: The need to understand the psychological plane 

of warfare. Canadian Military Journal, 9(1), 21-29. 

http://www.journal.forces.gc.ca/Vo9/no1/05-clow-eng.asp 

2. Burton, M., & Kagan, C. (2007). Psychologists and torture: more than a question of 

interrogation. The Psychologist, 20(8), 484-487. 

3. Okie, S. (2005). Glimpses of Guantanamo - medical ethics and the war on terror. New 

England Journal of Medicine, 353(24), 2529-2534. 

4. Hoffman, D. H., Carter, D. J., Lopez, C. R.V., Benzmiller, H.L., Guo, A. X., Latifi, S. Y., & 

Craig, D. C. (2015b, September 4). Report to the special committee of the board of directors 

of the American Psychological Association: Independent review relating to APA Ethics 

Guidelines, national security interrogations, and torture (revised). Chicago, IL: Sidley 

Austin LLP. http://www.apa.org/independent-review/revised-report.pdf 

 

 

Topic 6. Conspiracy: theory or fact? A brief history and overview of research 

 

Core reading: 

1. Moulding, R., Nix-Carnell, S., Schnabel, A., Nedeljkovic, M., Burnside, E. E., Lentini, A. 

F., & Mehzabin, N. (2016). Better the devil you know than a world you don't? Intolerance 

of uncertainty and worldview explanations for belief in conspiracy theories. Personality and 

Individual Differences, 98, 345-354. 

2. Bale, J. M. (2007). Political paranoia v. political realism: on distinguishing between bogus 

conspiracy theories and genuine conspiratorial politics. Patterns of Prejudice, 41(1), 45-60. 

3. Douglas, K. M., Sutton, R. M., & Cichocka, A. (2017). The psychology of conspiracy 

theories. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 26(6), 538-542. 

 

For further reading:  

1. Newheiser, A. K., Farias, M., & Tausch, N. (2011). The functional nature of conspiracy 

beliefs: Examining the underpinnings of belief in the Da Vinci Code 

conspiracy. Personality and Individual Differences, 51(8), 1007-1011. 
2. Nyhan, B., Dickinson, F., Dudding, S., Dylgjeri, E., Neiley, E., Pullerits, C., ... Walmsley, 

C. (2016). Classified or cover up? The effect of redactions on conspiracy theory 

beliefs. Journal of Experimental Political Science, 3(2), 109-123. 

     

 

Lesson 4. Controversies in Clinical Psychology: Diagnosis, Assessment and Treatment 

 

Topics 7 and 8 cover controversies that have affected clinical psychology and psychiatry; namely, 

what is a mental illness or disorder, and does such an entity even exist? Furthermore, if disorders do 

indeed exist, how can they be assessed and treated - or should we even treat them? How do we do 
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balance the needs of the individual and society in an ethical manner? These discussions have been 

marred by various interest groups.    

 

 

Topic 7. Diagnoses of mental disorders: Do they exist? 

 

Core reading:  

1. Wakefield, J. C. (2007). The concept of mental disorder: diagnostic implications of the 

harmful dysfunction analysis. World Psychiatry, 6(3), 149-156. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2174594/  

2. Frances, A. (2013). The past, present and future of psychiatric diagnosis. World Psychiatry, 

12(2), 111-112. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3683254/  

3. Paris, J. (2013). Why is psychiatry prone to fads?. The Canadian Journal of Psychiatry, 

58(10), 560-565. http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/070674371305801004  

4. Cosgrove, L., & Krimsky, S. (2012). A comparison of DSM-IV and DSM-5 panel members' 

financial associations with industry: a pernicious problem persists. PLoS Med, 9(3), 

e1001190. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3302834/  

 

For further reading:  

1. Ray, W. J. (2014). Abnormal psychology: Neuroscience perspectives on human behaviour 

and experience. Los Angeles, CA: Sage 

2. Szasz, T. (1974). The myth of mental illness. New York: Harper & Row 

3. Lilienfeld, S. O. (2012). Public skepticism of psychology: why many people perceive the 

study of human behavior as unscientific. American Psychologist, 67(2), 111-129. 

4. Wakefield, J. C. (2014). Wittgenstein's nightmare: why the RDoC grid needs a conceptual 

dimension. World Psychiatry, 13(1), 38-40.  

5. Von Sydow, K., & Reimer, C. (1998). Attitudes toward psychotherapists, psychologists, 

psychiatrists, and psychoanalysts: A meta-content analysis of 60 studies published between 

1948 and 1995. American Journal of Psychotherapy, 52(4), 463-488. 

 

 

Topic 8. Psychological and medical treatments of mental disorders: Do they work and are they   

ethical? 

 

Core reading: 

1. Kirsch, I., Deacon, B. J., Huedo-Medina, T. B., Scoboria, A., Moore, T. J., & Johnson, B. 

T. (2008). Initial severity and antidepressant benefits: a meta-analysis of data submitted to 

the Food and Drug Administration. PLoS Medicine, 5(2), e45. 

DOI:10.1371/journal. pmed.0050045 

2. Herbert, P. B., & Young, K. A. (2003). Tarasoff at twenty-five. Focus, 30(4), 275-381. 

3. Tandon, R., Belmaker, R. H., Gattaz, W. F., Lopez-Ibor Jr, J. J., Okasha, A., Singh, B., ... 

Moeller, H. J. (2008). World Psychiatric Association Pharmacopsychiatry Section 

statement on comparative effectiveness of antipsychotics in the treatment of 

schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Research, 100(1-3), 20-38. 

4. Baker, T. B., McFall, R. M., & Shoham, V. (2008). Current status and future prospects of 

clinical psychology toward a scientifically principled approach to mental and behavioral 

health care. Psychological Science in the Public Interest, 9(2), 67-103. 
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For further reading: 

1. Dunn et al. (2013). Chapter 14. Health psychology and policy: When politics infiltrate 

science 

2. Roman, M. W. (2012). The research basis for Robert Whitaker's “Anatomy of an 

epidemic: Magic bullets, psychiatric drugs and the astonishing rise of mental illness in 

America. Issues in Mental Health Nursing, 33(10), 707-711. 

3. Whitaker, R. (2004). The case against antipsychotic drugs: a 50-year record of doing more 

harm than good. Medical Hypotheses, 62(1), 5-13. 

4. Bray, J., Clarke, C., Brennan, G., & Muncey, T. (2008). Should we be ‘pushing meds’? 

The implications of pharmacogenomics. Journal of Psychiatric and Mental Health 

Nursing, 15(5), 357-364. 

5. Goff, D. C., Falkai, P., Fleischhacker, W. W., Girgis, R. R., Kahn, R. M., Uchida, H., ... 

Lieberman, J. A. (2017). The long-term effects of antipsychotic medication on clinical 

course in schizophrenia. American Journal of Psychiatry, 174(9), 840-849. 

DOI:10.1176/appi.ajp.2017.16091016 

6. Kazdin, A. E. (2008). Evidence-based treatment and practice: new opportunities to bridge 

clinical research and practice, enhance the knowledge base, and improve patient 

care. American Psychologist, 63(3), 146-159. 

7. Tracey, T. J. G., Wampold, B. E., Lichtenberg, J. W., & Goodyear, R. K. (2014). 

Expertise in psychotherapy: An elusive goal? American Psychologist, 69(3), 218-229. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0035099 

8.  Ahn, H., & Wampold, B. E. (2001). Where oh where are the specific ingredients? A meta- 

     analysis of component studies in counseling and psychotherapy. Journal of Counseling   

    Psychology, 48(3), 251-257. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.48.3.251 

9.  Kirsch, I., & Sapirstein, G. (1998). Listening to Prozac but hearing placebo: A meta- 

     analysis of antidepressant medication. Prevention & Treatment, 1(2). Article ID 2a. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1522-3736.1.1.12a 

10. Chambless, D. L., & Ollendick, T. H. (2001). Empirically supported psychological 

interventions: Controversies and evidence. Annual Review of Psychology, 52(1), 685-716. 

 

Lesson 5. Nature vs. Nurture 

 

One of the most debated topics in psychology, as well as related sciences such as biology and 

genetics, is the extent to which human behavior is shaped by the environment (‘nurture’) vs. genetic 

or inherited factors (‘nature’). While it is not controversial to say that both nature and nurture are 

important, what is controversial is the extent to which each plays a role. Twin and family studies, 

research on epigenetics and gene-environment interactions may help us bridge some of these 

divisions. We will also discuss this topic in relation to intelligence (a controversial construct itself), 

as well as mean differences observed in different groups on cognitive tests. This may be one of the 

most controversial topics in all of psychology, as it has engendered heated debates that have spilled 

into the public sphere with accusations of ‘racism’ in psychology. At the same time, psychologists 

have highlighted that within-group differences tend to be greater than between-group differences.  

 

Note: this week will mark the first of a series of student presentations. Although there are some 

assigned readings for the course students are to find an extra article and send it to their classmates, 

the TA, and the course instructor.  

 

Topic 9. Student Presentation 1: Environmental vs. genetic effects: Some of the findings and 
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controversies (personality and religion)  

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting student 

 

Recommended reading: 

1. Harris, J. R. (1995). Where is the child’s environment? A group socialization theory of 

development. Psychological review, 102(3), 458. 

2. Cherlin, A. J. (1999). Going to extremes: Family structure, children’s well-being, and social 

science. Demography, 36(4), 421-428. Retrieved from 

https://www.ssc.wisc.edu/~walker/wp/wp-content/uploads/2012/09/Cherlin1999.pdf  

3. Dunn et al. (2013). Chapter 4. Seven Tools for Teaching Evolutionary Psychology 

4. Granqvist, P., & Nkara, F. (2017). Nature meets nurture in religious and spiritual 

development. British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 35(1), 142-155. 

5. Rose, S. (2001). Moving on from old dichotomies: beyond nature - nurture towards a lifeline 

perspective. The British Journal of Psychiatry, 178(40), s3-s7. 

 

For further reading:  

1. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/newsweek/parent090798a.htm?noredirect=on  

2. De Waal, F. B. (1999). The end of nature versus nurture. Scientific American, 281(6), 94-

99. 

3. Tabery, J. (2014). Beyond versus: The struggle to understand the interaction of nature and 

nurture. MIT Press. 

4. Bleidorn, W., Kandler, C., & Caspi, A. (2014). The behavioural genetics of personality 

development in adulthood - Classic, contemporary, and future trends. European Journal of 

Personality, 28(3), 244-255. 

5. Plomin, R., Shakeshaft, N. G., McMillan, A., & Trzaskowski, M. (2014). Nature, nurture, 

and expertise. Intelligence, 45, 46-59. 

6. Turkheimer, E., Pettersson, E., & Horn, E. E. (2014). A phenotypic null hypothesis for the 

genetics of personality. Annual Review of Psychology, 65, 515-540.  

7. Sasaki, J. Y., & Kim, H. S. (2017). Nature, nurture, and their interplay: A review of 

cultural neuroscience. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 48(1), 4-22. 

8. Granqvist, P., & Nkara, F. (2017). Nature meets nurture in religious and spiritual 

development. British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 35(1), 142-155. 

9. Bleidorn, W., Kandler, C., & Caspi, A. (2014). The behavioural genetics of personality 

development in adulthood—Classic, contemporary, and future trends. European Journal 

of Personality, 28(3), 244-255. 

 

Topic 10. Case study: Intelligence, genetics, and culture  

 

Core readings: 

1. Nisbett, R. E., Aronson, J., Blair, C., Dickens, W., Flynn, J., Halpern, D. F., & 

Turkheimer, E. (2012). Intelligence: new findings and theoretical developments. American 

psychologist, 67(2), 130-159. 

DOI:10.1037/a0026699 

2. Banyard (1999). Chapter 5: Psychometric testing 

3. Dutton, E., van der Linden, D., & Lynn, R. (2016). The negative Flynn Effect: A 

systematic literature review. Intelligence, 59, 163-169. 
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For further reading: 

1. Tabery, J. (2015). Why is studying the genetics of intelligence so controversial? Hastings 

Center Report, 45(S9-14). DOI:10.1002/hast.492 

2. Jones, G. (2011). National IQ and national productivity: The hive mind across Asia. Asian 

Development Review, 28(1), 51. 

http://mason.gmu.edu/~gjonesb/JonesADR.pdf 

3. Nisbett, R. E. (2005). Heredity, environment, and race differences in IQ: A commentary 

on Rushton and Jensen (2005). Psychology, Public Policy, and Law, 11, 302–310. 

4. Rushton, J. P., & Jensen, A. R. (2005). Wanted: More race realism, less moralistic 

fallacy. Psychology, Public Policy, and Law, 11(2), 328-336. 

5. Gillborn, D. (2016). Softly, softly: genetics, intelligence and the hidden racism of the new 

geneism. Journal of Education Policy, 31(4), 365-388. 

6. Dutton, E., & Lynn, R. (2015). A negative Flynn Effect in France, 1999 to 2008–

2009. Intelligence, 51, 67-70. 

 

Lesson 6. Social Priming Research 

 

Social priming suggests that exposure to a social stimulus that may have implicit (nonconscious) 

effects on subsequent behavior (e.g., stereotype activation: being asked to think about a professor 

may get some to perform better on a subsequent test). This kind of research has garnered a lot of 

citations and media attention; however, the problem is that findings are often difficult to replicate, 

leaving some to wonder whether there is such an effect at all.  

 

Students will also complete a mid-semester exam this week (1 academic hour). Questions will be 

related to the information covered in the lessons and readings up to and including this week. Please 

consult Methods of Assessment section below for more details. 

 

Topic 11. Examples of experiments: primed by the elderly, professors, and hooligans  

 

Core readings: 

1. 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(2), 230-244. 

2. Payne B. K., Brown-Iannuzzi, J. L., & Loersch, C. (2016). Replicable effects of primes on 

human behavior. Journal of Experimental Psychology. General, 145(10), 1269-1279. 

DOI:10.1037/xge0000201 

3. Molden, D. (2014). Understanding priming effects in social psychology: An overview and 

integration. Social Cognition, 32, 243-249.  

DOI:10.1521/soco.2014.32.supp.243.  

 

For further reading:  

1. http://www.nature.com/news/disputed-results-a-fresh-blow-for-social-psychology-1.12902 

2. Dijksterhuis, A., & van Knippenberg, A. (1998). The relation between perception and 

behavior, or how to win a game of Trivial Pursuit. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 74(4), 865-877.  

DOI:10.1037/0022-3514.74.4.865 
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3. Ferguson, M. J., & Mann, T. C. (2014). Effects of evaluation: An example of robust 

“social” priming. Social Cognition, 32, 33-46.  

DOI:10.1521/soco.2014.32.supp.33 

 

Topic 12. Student Presentation 2: Controversies in social priming literature and replication issues 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting student 

 

Recommended readings 

1. Jussim, L., Harber, K. D., Crawford, J. T., Cain, T. R., & Cohen, F. (2005). Social reality 

makes the social mind: Self-fulfilling prophecy, stereotypes, bias, and accuracy. Interaction 

Studies, 6(1), 85-102. 

2. Kawakami, K., Dovidio, J. F., & Dijksterhuis, A. (2003). Effect of social category priming on 

personal attitudes. Psychological science, 14(4), 315-319. 

3. Abbott, A. (2013). Disputed results a fresh blow for social psychology: failure to replicate 

intelligence-priming effects ignites row in research community. Nature (7447), 16. 

 

 Lesson 7. Cognition: False Memories 
 

The general public and some legal professionals still often treat memory like a tape recorder. 

Contradictions in a narrative are viewed as signs of “lying”. However, we also know that memory is 

dynamic and is frequently reconstructed based on subsequent input (e.g., conversations about an 

event). The generation of false memories has led to various controversies in the forensic and 

psychotherapy sphere.  

 

Topic 13. Introduction to false memories: Memory is not like a video recorder 

 

Core reading: 

1. Loftus, E. F., & Pickrell, J. E. (1995). The formation of false memories. Psychiatric 

Annals, 25(12), 720-725.  

2. Loftus, E. F. (1993). The reality of repressed memories. American Psychologist, 48(5), 

518-537.  

3. Patihis, L., Ho, L. Y., Tingen, I. W., Lilienfeld, S. O., & Loftus, E. F. (2014). Are the 

“memory wars” over? A scientist-practitioner gap in beliefs about repressed memory. 

Psychological Science, 25(2), 519-530.  

4. Smeets, T., Merckelbach, H., Jelicic, M., & Otgaar, H. (2017). Dangerously neglecting 

courtroom realities. Applied Cognitive Psychology, 31(1), 26-27. 

   

For further reading: 

1. Pickrell, J. E., Goan, J. A., & Loftus, E. F. (2014). Manufacturing False Memories Using 

Bits of Reality. In Implicit Memory and Metacognition (pp. 207-232). Psychology Press. 

2. Lindsay, D. S., Hagen, L., Read, J. D., Wade, K. A., & Garry, M. (2004). True 

Photographs and False Memories. Psychological Science 15(3), 149-154. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0956-7976.2004.01503002.x 

3. Garry, M. & Wade, K. A. (2005). Actually, a picture is worth less than 45 words: 

Narratives produce more false memories than photographs do. Psychonomic Bulletin & 

Review, 12(2), 359–366. 

4. Gallo, D. A. (2010). False memories and fantastic beliefs: 15 years of the DRM illusion. 

Memory & Cognition, 38(7), 833–848. 

http://users.ecs.soton.ac.uk/harnad/Papers/Py104/loftus.mem.html
http://faculty.washington.edu/eloftus/Articles/lof93.htm
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5. Lo, J. C., Chong, P. L., Ganesan, S., Leong, R. L., & Chee, M.W. (2016). Sleep 

deprivation increases formation of false memory. Journal of Sleep Research, 25(6), 673-

682. DOI: 10.1111/jsr.12436 

6. Shaw, J., & Porter, S. (2015). Constructing rich false memories of committing crime. 

Psychological Science, 26(3), 291-301. DOI:10.1177/0956797614562862 

7. Wade, K. A., Garry, M., & Pezdek, K. (2018). Deconstructing rich false memories of 

committing crime: Commentary on Shaw and Porter (2015). Psychological Science, 29(3), 

471-476. DOI:10.1177/0956797617703667 

8. Shaw, J. (2018). How can researchers tell whether someone has a false memory? Coding 

strategies in autobiographical false-memory research: A reply to Wade, Garry, and Pezdek 

(2018). Psychological Science, 29(3), 477-480. DOI:10.1177/0956797618759552 

 

Topic 14. Student presentation 3: Recent research in false memories 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the students 

 

Recommended readings: 

1. Goodwin, K. A., Kukucka, J. P., & Hawks, I. M. (2013). Co-Witness Confidence, 

Conformity, and Eyewitness Memory: An Examination of Normative and Informational 

Social Influences. Applied Cognitive Psychology, 27(1), 91-100. doi:10.1002/acp.2877 

2. Klemfuss, J. Z., & Wang, Q. (2017). Narrative Skills, Gender, Culture, and Children's Long-

Term Memory Accuracy of a Staged Event. Journal of Cognition and Development, 18(5), 

577-594. 

 

Lesson 8. Precognition 

 

Topic 15. Precognition effects: Are they real? 

 

Core reading: 

1. Bem, D. J. (2011). Feeling the future: experimental evidence for anomalous retroactive 

influences on cognition and affect. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 100(3), 

407-425. 

2. Bem, D. J. (2005). The Afterlife Experiments: Breakthrough Scientific Evidence of Live 

After Death. The Journal of Parapsychology, 69(1), 173-184. 

3. Ritchie, S. J., Wiseman, R., & French, C. C. (2012). Failing the future: Three unsuccessful 

attempts to replicate Bem's ‘Retroactive Facilitation of Recall’ Effect. PloS one, 7(3), 

e33423. Retrieved from https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0033423 

4. Wagenmakers, E.-J., Wetzeis, R., Borsboom, D., & van der Maas, H. L. J. (2011). Why 

psychologists must change the way they analyze their data: The case of psi: Comment on 

BEM (2011) Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 100(3), 426-432 

 

For further reading: 

1. Kruschke, J. K. (2011). Bayesian assessment of null values via parameter estimation and 

model comparison. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 6(3), 299-312. 

http://www.dbem.ws/FeelingFuture.pdf
http://www.dbem.ws/FeelingFuture.pdf
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2. Bem, D. J., Utts, J., & Johnson, W. O. (2011). Must psychologists change the way they 

analyze their data? Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 101(4), 716-719. 

3. Bem, D., Tressoldi, P., Rabeyron, T., & Duggan, M. (2015). Feeling the future: A meta-

analysis of 90 experiments on the anomalous anticipation of random future events. F1000 

Research, 4, 1-17. DOI:10.12688/f1000research.7177.1                    

4. Woody, E., & Lynn, S. J. (2018). Perspectives on precognition. Psychology of 

Consciousness: Theory, Research, and Practice, 5(1), 1-2. DOI:10.1037/cns0000155 

 

Topic 16. Student presentation 4: Recent research in precognition 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the students 

 

Recommended reading: 

1. Mossbridge, J. A., & Radin, D. (2018a). Plausibility, statistical interpretations, physical 

mechanisms and a new outlook: Response to commentaries on a precognition review. 

Psychology of Consciousness: Theory, Research, and Practice, 5, 110–116. 

10.1037/cns0000152 

2. Houran, J., Lange, R., & Hooper, D. (2018). Cross-examining the case for precognition: 

Commentary on Mossbridge and Radin (2018). Psychology of Consciousness: Theory, 

Research, and Practice, 5, 98–109. 10.1037/cns0000126 

3. Schwarzkopf, D. S. (2018). On the plausibility of scientific hypotheses: Commentary on 

Mossbridge and Radin (2018). Psychology of Consciousness: Theory, Research, and Practice, 

5, 94–97. 10.1037/cns0000125. 

 

Lesson 9. Social and cognitive neuroscience 

 

Social and cognitive neuroscience generates fascinating research on the relationship between mind, 

brain and social behavior and judgments, but frequently there are difficulties with replication. A 

common assumption based on religious edicts is that we all have free will, but this basic assumption 

is being questioned with findings that suggest brain activity precedes free will, and this philosophical 

construct is essentially an illusion; in turn these controversial findings are questioned by others who 

critique the methodology.  

 

Topic 17. Student Presentation 5: Social and cognitive Neuroscience: Introduction and overview; 

Free Will 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting students 

 

 

Recommended reading: 

1. Varnum, M. W., & Kitayama, S. (2017). The neuroscience of social class. Current Opinion in 

Psychology, 18147-151. doi:10.1016/j.copsyc.2017.07.032 

2. Federica Della, G. (2015). What do Neurosciences Talk About When They Talk About Free 

Will?. Rivista Internazionale di Filosofia e Psicologia, 6(1), 145-160. 

DOI:10.4453/rifp.2015.0011 

3. Vul, E., Harris, C., Winkielman, P., & Pashler, H. (2009). Puzzlingly high correlations in 

fMRI studies of emotion, personality, and social cognition. Perspectives on Psychological 
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Science, 4(3), 274-290. 

4. Libet, B., Gleason, C. A., Wright, E. W., & Pearl, D. K. (1983). Time of conscious intention 

to act in relation to onset of cerebral activity (readiness-potential) the unconscious initiation of 

a freely voluntary act. Brain, 106(3), 623-642. 

5. Riemer, M. (2017). Delusions of control in schizophrenia: Resistant to the mind's best 

trick?. Schizophrenia Research, 197, 98-103. 

 

Topic 18. Student Presentation 6: Social and cognitive neuroscience: Issues of replication 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting students 

 

Recommended reading: 

1. Adolphs, R. (2003). Cognitive neuroscience: Cognitive neuroscience of human social 

behaviour. Nature Reviews Neuroscience, 4(3), 165. 

2. Lieberman, M. D., & Cunningham, W. A. (2009). Type I and Type II error concerns in fMRI 

research: re-balancing the scale. Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, 4(4), 423-428. 

3. https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/defense-social-neuroscience/  

4. Danquah, A., Farrel, M., & Oboyle, D. (2008). Biases in the subjective timing of perceptual 

events: Libet et al. (1983) revisited, Consciousness and Cognition, 17 (3), 616-627. 

DOI:10.1016/j.concog.2007.09.005 

5. Carp, J. (2012). The secret lives of experiments: Methods reporting in the fMRI literature. 

Neuroimage, 63(1), 289-300. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.07.004 

6. Cacioppo, J. T., & Decety, J. (2011). Challenges and opportunities in social neuroscience. 

Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences, 1224(1), 162-173. 

7. https://digest.bps.org.uk/2012/09/20/most-brain-imaging-papers-fail-to-provide-enough-

methodological-detail-to-allow-replication/  

 

Lesson 10. Bias in Psychology 

 

Social psychology has a tendency to be left leaning. How might this affect the research being 

conducted and accepted in peer reviewed journals, and who is being hired to do that research? Is our 

vision balanced as social scientists? 

 

Topic 19. Political leanings in Psychology: Left or Right? 

 

Core reading: 

1. Inbar, Y., & Lammers, J. (2012). Political Diversity in Social and Personality Psychology. 

Perspectives on Psychological Science, 7, 496-503. http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2002636 

2. Duarte, J., Crawford, J., Stern, C., Haidt, J., Jussim, L., & Tetlock, P. (2015). Political 

diversity will improve social psychological science. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 38, 

E130. doi:10.1017/S0140525X14000430 

3. Banyard (1999). Controversies in Psychology. Chapter 4: Bias in Psychology   

   

For further reading: 

1. https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2012/08/08/survey-finds-social-psychologists-admit-

anti-conservative-bias  

2. Jost, J. T., Napier, J. L., Thorisdottir, H., Gosling, S. D., Palfai, T. P., & Ostafin, B. (2007). 

Are needs to manage uncertainty and threat associated with political conservatism or 

http://trans-techresearch.net/wp-content/uploads/2012/02/Brain-1983-LIBET.pdf
http://trans-techresearch.net/wp-content/uploads/2012/02/Brain-1983-LIBET.pdf
http://trans-techresearch.net/wp-content/uploads/2012/02/Brain-1983-LIBET.pdf
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ideological extremity? Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 33(7), 989-1007 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167207301028  

3. Olivola, C. Y., Sussman, A. B., Tsetsos, K., Kang, O. E., & Todorov, A. (2012). 

Republicans prefer republican-looking leaders: Political facial stereotypes predict candidate 

electoral success among right-leaning voters. Social Psychological and Personality Science, 

3(5), 605-613 https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550611432770  

4. Hojat, M., Gonnella, J. S., & Caelleigh, A. S. (2003). Impartial judgment by the 

“gatekeepers” of science: fallibility and accountability in the peer review process. Advances 

in Health Sciences Education, 8(1), 75-96. 

 

Topic 20. Student Presentation 7: Issues of gender, sexual orientation and identity 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting students 

 

Recommended reading: 

1. Banyard (1999). Controversies in Psychology. Chapter 4: Bias in Psychology 

2. Moleiro, C., & Pinto, N. (2015). Sexual orientation and gender identity: review of concepts, 

controversies and their relation to psychopathology classification systems. Frontiers in 

Psychology, 6, 1511. DOI:10.3389/fpsyg.2015.01511 

3. Cohen-Kettenis, P. T., & Klink, D. (2015). Adolescents with gender dysphoria. Best Practice 

& Research Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 29(3), 485-495. 

4. Bailey, J. M., Vasey, P. L., Diamond, L. M., Breedlove, S. M., Vilain, E., & Epprecht, M. 

(2016). Sexual orientation, controversy, and science. Psychological Science in the Public 

Interest, 17(2), 45-101. 

5. Harper, C. A. (2017). The road to (political) hell is paved with good intentions. Unpublished 

manuscript.  

6. Egan, S. K., & Perry, D. G. (2001). Gender identity: a multidimensional analysis with 

implications for psychosocial adjustment. Developmental Psychology, 37(4), 451-463. 

7. Lugg, C. A. (2003). Sissies, faggots, lezzies, and dykes: Gender, sexual orientation, and a new 

politics of education?. Educational Administration Quarterly, 39(1), 95-134. 

8. Blandford, J. M. (2003). The nexus of sexual orientation and gender in the determination of 

earnings. ILR Review, 56(4), 622-642. 

 

Lesson 11. Multiculturalism and Acculturation 

 

A motto of many political leaders is that “diversity is our strength”, yet the findings do not always 

support this view: frequently diversity has been associated with less social cohesion and trust. On the 

other hand, these findings may be moderated by other variables (e.g., country, setting, interethnic 

relations), and some researchers have found that diversity may be beneficial for the community at 

large. Have political leaders assumed too much? Can we have a diverse yet harmonious society?  

 

Topic 21. Ethnic diversity, acculturation, social cohesion, and well-being: Conflicting findings?   

 

Core reading: 

1. Putnam, R. D. (2007). E pluribus unum: Diversity and community in the twenty‐first 

century. The 2006 Johan Skytte Prize Lecture. Scandinavian Political Studies, 30(2), 137-

174. 

2. Tatarko, A., Mironova, A., & van de Vijver, F. J. (2017). Ethnic diversity and social capital 
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in the Russian context. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 48(4), 542-559. 

3. Jurcik, T., Yakobov, E., Ahmed, R., Solopieieva-Jurcikova, I., Sunohara, M., & Ryder, A. 

G. (2014). Social ecology and the recontextualization of acculturation: exploring the 

psychological role of ethnic density. In J. Merton (ed), Acculturation: psychology, 

processes and global perspectives (Chapter 6). New York: Nova Science Publisher. 

   

For further reading: 

1. Sam, D. L., & Berry, J. W. (2010). Acculturation: When individuals and groups of 

different cultural backgrounds meet. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 5(4), 472-481. 

2. Rudmin, F. W. (2003). Critical history of acculturation psychology of assimilation, 

separation, integration, and marginalization. Review of General Psychology, 7, 3-37.  

3. Rudmin, F. W. (2006). Debate in science: The case of acculturation. Retrieved from 

https://munin.uit.no/bitstream/handle/10037/1996/article.pdf?sequence=1 

4. Rudmin, F. W. (2009). Constructs, measurements and models of acculturation and 

acculturative stress. International Journal of Intercultural Relations, 33, 106-123. 

DOI:10.1016/j.ijintrel.2008.12.001 

5. Trickett, E., Persky, I., & Espino, S. (2009). Acculturation research: Proxies as sources of 

concept obfuscation. In A. Gari & K. Mylonas (Eds.), Quod Erat Demonstrandum: From 

Herodotus’ ethnographic journeys to cross-cultural research. Athens, Greece: 

International Association for Cross-Cultural Psychology. 

 

 Topic 22. Student Presentation 8: Recent research on ethnic diversity and ethnic density; living in 

multicultural societies. 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting students 

 

   Recommended reading: 

1. Dinesen, P. T., & Sønderskov, K. M. (2015). Ethnic diversity and social trust: Evidence from 

the micro-context. American Sociological Review, 80(3), 550-573. 

2. Smith, S., Van Tubergen, F., Maas, I., & McFarland, D. A. (2016). Ethnic composition and 

friendship segregation: Differential effects for adolescent natives and immigrants. American 

Journal of Sociology, 121(4), 1223-1272. 

3. Laurence, J., & Bentley, L. (2015). Does ethnic diversity have a negative effect on attitudes 

towards the community? A longitudinal analysis of the causal claims within the ethnic 

diversity and social cohesion debate. European Sociological Review, 32(1), 54-67. 

 

 

Lesson 12. Religion, Spirituality and Paranormal Science  

 

Religious and spiritual beliefs that espouse a life-after-death hypothesis are universal across cultural 

milieus; evolutionary factors and death anxiety (terror management) are potential explanations for 

such beliefs, but do not disprove them. Perhaps due to “physics envy” and fears about the validity of 

psychology as a legitimate scientific discipline, psychologists frequently overlook phenomena related 

to spirituality, religion, and the beyond. However, it is becoming increasingly mainstream to discuss 

the limitations of body-mind dualism, and evidence in health psychology is making it apparent that 

religiosity/spiritual factors seem to be associated with improved health outcomes. Or are they, and 

with whom, how, and under what conditions?  
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Beyond health in the current life, an area that some psychologists fear to tread or discuss are 

anomalous phenomena, but a sub-discipline called parapsychology has emerged to try to explain 

“paranormal” experiences using scientific terms (e.g., near-death experiences following accidents, 

sleep paralysis, etc.). Although some parapsychology programs reside in prestigious psychology 

departments and institutions, accusations of pseudoscience do not lag far behind claims made that do 

not conform to conventional and linear paradigms (see Bem’s work, below). Difficulty with 

replication has fueled the so-called “replication wars.” In any case, nothing is wrong with healthy 

skepticism, and it is encouraged in this course. It is up to the presenting students, as well as the 

audience, to weigh the evidence, and for students to come to their own empirically-based 

conclusions.  

 

Topic 23. Student Presentation 9: Spirituality, religiosity and health 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting students 

 

Recommended reading:  

1. Vail, K. E., Rothschild, Z. K., Weise, D. R., Solomon, S., Pyszczynski, T., & Greenberg, J. 

(2010). A terror management analysis of the psychological functions of 

religion. Personality and Social Psychology Review, 14(1), 84-94. 

2. Dein, S., Cook, C. C., & Koenig, H. (2012). Religion, spirituality, and mental health: 

current controversies and future directions. The Journal of Nervous and Mental 

Disease, 200(10), 852-855. 

3. Meinert, R. (2009). Introduction: Controversial issues in religion, spirituality, and social 

work. Journal of Religion & Spirituality in Social Work: Social Thought, 28(1-2), 1-4. 

4. Oman, D., & Thoresen, C. E. (2002). ‘Does religion cause health?’: Differing 

interpretations and diverse meanings. Journal of Health Psychology, 7(4), 365-380. 

 

For further reading: 

1. Lucchetti, G., & Lucchetti, A. L. G. (2014). Spirituality, religion, and health: Over the last 

15 years of field research (1999–2013). The International Journal of Psychiatry in 

Medicine, 48(3), 199-215. 

2. Turner, M. (2015). Can the effects of religion and spirituality on both physical and mental 

health be scientifically measured? An overview of the key sources, with particular reference 

to the teachings of Said Nursi. Journal of Religion and Health, 54(6), 2045-2051. 

3. Khaled, A. R., Bidgoli, M. S., & Afsharnasab, M. (2018). Role of religion in women’s 

social health in Iran. Middle East Journal of Family Medicine, 7(10), 90. 

4. Moreira-Almeida, A., Lotufo Neto, F., & Koenig, H. G. (2006). Religiousness and mental 

health: a review. Revista Brasileira de Psiquiatria, 28(3), 242-250. 

5. Verhagen, P. J. (2012). Controversy or consensus? Recommendations for psychiatrists on 

psychiatry, religion and spirituality. Asian Journal of Psychiatry, 5(4), 355-357. 

6. Sherkat, D. E., & Ellison, C. G. (1999). Recent developments and current controversies in 

the sociology of religion. Annual Review of Sociology, 25(1), 363-394. 

7. Anderson, N., Heywood-Everett, S., Siddiqi, N., Wright, J., Meredith, J., & McMillan, D. 

(2015). Faith-adapted psychological therapies for depression and anxiety: Systematic 

review and meta-analysis. Journal of Affective Disorders, 176, 183-196. 

8. Puchalski, C. M. (2010). Religion, medicine and spirituality: what we know, what we don’t 

know and what we do. Asian Pac J Cancer Prev, 11(Suppl 1), 45-50. 

9. Zinnbauer, B. J., Pargament, K. I., & Scott, A. B. (1999). The emerging meanings of 
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religiousness and spirituality: Problems and prospects. Journal of Personality, 67(6), 889-

919. 

 

Topic 24. Student Presentation 10: Research in anomalistic psychology and parapsychology: 

Paranormal experiences or (non-paranormal) psychophysiological phenomena? 

 

Additional readings to be determined by the presenting students 

 

Recommended reading: 

1. Bem, D. J. (2011). Feeling the future: experimental evidence for anomalous retroactive 

influences on cognition and affect. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 100(3), 

407-425.  

2. Ritchie, S. J., Wiseman, R., & French, C. C. (2012). Failing the future: Three unsuccessful 

attempts to replicate Bem's ‘Retroactive Facilitation of Recall’ Effect. PloS one, 7(3), 

e33423. 

3. Bem, D., Tressoldi, P., Rabeyron, T., & Duggan, M. (2015). Feeling the future: A meta-

analysis of 90 experiments on the anomalous anticipation of random future events. 

F1000Research, 4. 

4. Neppe, V. M. (2015). On the alleged scientific evidence for survival after bodily 

death. Australian Journal of Parapsychology, 15(2), 167-196. 

   

For further reading: 

1. https://www.csicop.org/specialarticles/show/back_from_the_future  

2. Galak, J., LeBoeuf, R. A., Nelson, L. D., & Simmons, J. P. (2012). Correcting the past: 

Failures to replicate psi. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 103(6), 933-948.  

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0029709  

3. Watt, C. (2005). Parapsychology's contribution to psychology: A view from the front 

line. The Journal of Parapsychology, 69(2), 215-231 

4. Alvarado, C. S. (2003). The concept of survival of bodily death and the development of 

parapsychology. Journal-Society for Psychical Research, 67, 65-95. 

5. Kirkpatrick, L. A., & Navarrete, C. D. (2006). Reports of my death anxiety have been 

greatly exaggerated: A critique of terror management theory from an evolutionary 

perspective. Psychological Inquiry, 17(4), 288-298. 

6. Grice, J. W., Barrett, P. T., Schlimgen, L. A., & Abramson, C. I. (2012). Toward a brighter 

future for psychology as an observation-oriented science. Behavioral Sciences, 2(1), 1-22. 

7. MacDonald, D. A., & Friedman, H. L. (2012). Transpersonal Psychology, Parapsychology, 

and Neurobiology: Clarifying their Relations. International Journal of Transpersonal 

Studies, 31(1), 49-60. http://dx.doi.org/10.24972/ijts.2012.31.1.49 

8. Kennedy, J. E. (2013). Can parapsychology move beyond the controversies of retrospective 

meta-analyses?. The Journal of Parapsychology, 77(1), 21-35. 

9. Kelley, M. P. (2010). The evolution of beliefs in god, spirit, and the paranormal. I: Terror 

management and ritual healing theories. The Journal of Parapsychology, 74(2), 335-357.  

10. French, C. C. (2001). Why I study... anomalistic psychology. Psychologist-Leicester, 14(7), 

356-357.  

11. Parra, A. (2015). On the Edge of the Anomalous Experience: out of Body Experiences, 

Transliminality and “Thin” Boundaries. International Journal of Neurology Research, 1(1), 

8-13. 

12. Marwaha, S. B., & May, E. C. (2016). Precognition: The Only Form of Psi?. Journal of 



 

 

National Research University Higher School of Economics 

Syllabus for the course “Controversies in psychology”  

English-taught Master’s programme “Applied Social Psychology” (37.04.01 Psychological Sciences) 

 

21 

 

Consciousness Studies, 23(3-4), 76-100. 

 

Lesson 13. Debate 

 

Before lesson 13 we will complete an online poll on which controversial topic students would like to 

debate and their attitudes about the various topics discussed. All students are expected to complete 

the poll as part of their participation mark. The results of this poll will be discussed at the beginning 

of the lesson. Students will then be randomly assigned into two (or four) groups (pro vs. con) about 

the top two (or four) topics and then asked to switch sides. To the degree possible, the debate is to be 

based on logical arguments and research evidence, not emotional grandstanding. Remember that each 

student is expected to participate.  

 

Topics 25 & 26. Poll the class on issues that are most controversial and randomly assign students to 

debate teams. Generate debate between teams.  

 

Core readings  

There are no new readings this week. Use this time to catch up on any missed readings.  

 

For further reading:  

1. Dunn et al. (2013). Chapter 2: Preventing and handling classroom disruptions. 

 

Lesson 14. Conclusions 

 

Topic 26: How do we develop solid research designs and keep our biases in check? 

 

Core reading:  

1. https://www.vox.com/science-and-health/2017/7/31/16021654/p-values-statistical-

significance-redefine-0005 

2. Simonsohn, U., Nelson, L. D., & Simmons, J. P. (2014). P-curve: A key to the file-drawer. 

Journal of Experimental Psychology: General, 143(2), 534-547. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0033242  

3. Head, M. L., Holman, L., Lanfear, R., Kahn, A. T., & Jennions, M. D. (2015). The extent 

and consequences of p-hacking in science. PLoS biology, 13(3), e1002106. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.1002106 

 

Topic 27. Ongoing controversies in the field and the future of psychology 

 

Core reading: 

1. Lilienfeld, S. O. (2012). Public skepticism of psychology: why many people perceive the 

study of human behavior as unscientific. American Psychologist, 67(2), 111-129. 

2. Ma, C., & Schapira, M. (2017). The bell curve: Intelligence and class structure in 

American life. Macat Library. Intro retrieved from 

https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/9781351351164  

3. Eby, M. D., Chin, J. L., Rollock, D., Schwartz, J. P., & Worrell, F. C. (2011). Professional 

psychology training in the era of a thousand flowers: Dilemmas and challenges for the future. 

Training and Education in Professional Psychology, 5(2), 57-68. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0023462  

4. Welch, S., Klassen, C., Borisova, O., & Clothier, H. (2013). The DSM-5 controversies: 
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How should psychologists respond? Canadian Psychology/Psychologie Canadienne, 54(3), 

166-175. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0033841 

 

For further reading: 

1. Brown, R. (2000). Social identity theory: Past achievements, current problems and 

future challenges. European journal of social psychology, 30(6), 745-778. 

2. Dein, S., Cook, C. C., & Koenig, H. (2012). Religion, spirituality, and mental health: 

current controversies and future directions. The Journal of nervous and mental 

disease, 200(10), 852-855. 

3. Von Sydow, K., & Reimer, C. (1998). Attitudes toward psychotherapists, 

psychologists, psychiatrists, and psychoanalysts: A meta-content analysis of 60 studies 

published between 1948 and 1995. American Journal of Psychotherapy, 52(4), 463-

488. 

4. Kaslow, N. J., Borden, K. A., Collins Jr, F. L., Forrest, L., Illfelder‐Kaye, J., Nelson, 

P. D., ... Willmuth, M. E. (2004). Competencies conference: Future directions in 

education and credentialing in professional psychology. Journal of Clinical 

Psychology, 60(7), 699-712. 

5. Allen, L. R., & Dodd, C. G. (2018). Psychologists’ responsibility to society: Public 

policy and the ethics of political action. Journal of Theoretical and Philosophical 

Psychology, 38(1), 42-53. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/teo0000077  
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IV. Methods of assessment 
Form of assessment Deadline % in the 

final grade 

Main Idea Main Requirements Grading Criteria 

Debate Lesson 13 5% Participation in the 

final debate session  

 Engage with a position during the debate 

 Actively support the chosen position and providing the necessary evidence 
to support it 

 Clarity of communication, respecting others 

 Relevant reasoning, confirming the position 
chosen, open to alternate evidence  

 Usage of relevant research, readings and/or 
personal reflections  

Attendance All course 10% Attendance, 

participation in 

discussions 

 Attend the lectures and seminars 

 Engage with the core readings 

 Actively participate in discussions 

 Consistency of attendance (or informing the 
professor of occasional absences) 

 Relevant research, readings, and/or personal 
reflections and questions during discussions 

 Clarity of communication, respecting others 

Student Presentations Lessons 11-

22 (depend-

ing on your 

topic) 

25% PowerPoint 

presentation based 

on additional 

literature of the 

chosen theme.  

Made by small 

groups of two (2) 

students. 

 60 minutes (40min for presentation itself; 20min for discussion) 

 E-mail or meet with the instructor prior to the presentation for guidance 

 Distribution of chosen literature to the group (1-2 core articles, 1-2 
additional articles at least a week before the presentation) 

 Power Point slides 

 References 

 Articles distributed to group 

 Presentation content 

 Facilitation of discussion/presentation style 

 Overall impression 

Mid-Term Exam Lesson 5 25% Quiz based on prior 

lectures and reading 

materials (covered in 

literature up to and 

including lesson 5). 

 40 minutes 

 Multiple-choice mostly 

 Some short-answer questions 

 Closed-book 

 Correct option for multiple choice 

 Evidence-based or relevant, well-written and 
succinct short-answers 
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 Final Test 

 

The last 

week of 

classes 

35% Quiz based on prior 

lectures and reading 

materials covered 

throughout the 

course. 

 1 hour  

 Multiple-choice mostly 

 Some short-answer questions 

 Closed-book 

 Correct option for multiple choice 

 Evidence-based or relevant, well-written and 
succinct short-answers 

See text below for further details 
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Student Presentations 
 

Background: Presentations on specific advanced topics concerning controversies in psychology are 

conducted during the seminars (see Course Schedule on topic titles for lessons 6-12). While the 

lectures tend to be more general, these student presentations are intended to familiarize the audience 

in greater depth with more specific topics in the field. The purpose of these presentations is also to 

develop links between different research studies related to a controversial topic in psychology, form a 

more elaborate understanding of each issue by careful examination of the controversy, explore 

existing research design issues and ideas for future research to help resolve the controversy, or at 

least answer an aspect of it. Another purpose of this section of the course is for graduate students to 

further develop effective skills in presenting research in English. Try to make the presentation 

stimulating using thought-provoking research findings and deliver this information effectively using 

PowerPoint and/or other media.  

  

General presentation instructions: Students will work in small groups of 2 students (if there are 

insufficient student pairs, there may be a few individual student presentations) and prepare 

presentations synthesizing recent literature which integrate relevant controversial phenomena. You 

will also give examples of potential future research ideas which may help answer unsolved questions 

in your topic area. You are expected to e-mail or meet with the instructor prior to the presentation for 

guidance regarding any questions you may have. Please note that I do not expect your presentation to 

be exhaustive; rather it may be focused on a select group of studies or findings and should be 

cohesive.  

 

Students will utilize HSE electronic resources to find relevant literature and will email the group at 

least one article prior to the presentation.  

 

Parameters: The presentation will be one academic hour (40 minutes), and will be done in 

PowerPoint format and should include about 10+ references. You may use videos and multimedia 

(optional) to make your presentation more stimulating. Following your presentation, you will also 

facilitate a discussion session with the group and instructor (i.e., have some thoughtful questions 

ready!), which should last 20 minutes (0.5 academic hours).  Note: there will often be two 

presentations per lesson (see schedule above), so please efficiently complete your full presentation 

and discussion in your allotted time of 1 hour (60 minutes). You may need some technical time to set 

up your PowerPoint presentation, so consider coming early. 

 

 

Readings: The student presentation topics (see Course schedule) require student presenters to find 1-2 

relatively recent research articles or reviews published since 2000 to distribute to the instructor and 

classmates (older articles are acceptable if they are still frequently cited in recent literature). One 

week prior to the presentation, student presenters email these readings to the group, the teaching 
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assistant, and the instructor for review and to stimulate a discussion during the seminar that they will 

lead. Immediately prior to the presentation, students are to email their PowerPoint slides to the 

instructor and the student group for reference.   

 

Grading criteria: The grade for the presentation will depend on the student’s appropriate depth of the 

description of the controversial topic, critical synthesis of relevant research, including review of 

relevant peer reviewed articles; identifying appropriate challenges with existing research related to 

the topic or reactions to this research (e.g., researcher biases, research design problems, ethical 

concerns); the degree to which the presentation information was clearly presented in the slides (e.g., 

correct English, use of references, clear points); the clarity of communicating one’s ideas verbally to 

the audience, the student’s engagement in facilitating discussion, openness to ideas, and structuring 

of the presentation (e.g., have an introduction, review of the literature, synthesis, limitations, future 

research, summary and conclusions, reference list, etc.).  

 

Mid-Term Exam  
 

This exam is in the format of a quiz and will last for 1 academic hour (40 minutes) at the end of 

lesson 6. The format will be multiple choice and/or short answer. Questions will be related to the 

information covered in the topics and readings covered up to and including lesson 6.  

 

Grading criteria: Identification of the best or correct answer for the multiple-choice component. 

Quality of responses (evidence-based or relevant, well-written and succinct) for the short answer 

component.  

 

Debate Participation 
 

In order to reinforce learning and encourage further discussion and effective (i.e., logic and evidence-

based) communication, a debate will take place during lesson 13. Each student is expected to take 

part in the debate. First, students will be asked to complete a poll of topics they found interesting in 

the course. Second, the poll results will be discussed. Thirdly, each student will be randomly assigned 

into a group and to lay out arguments in support of an aspect of a controversial topic identified in the 

poll. Finally, students will be asked to switch sides and continue debating.  

 

Grading criteria: bringing up relevant research, readings, and/or personal reflections, providing 

logical reasoning sufficient to support one’s statements, clarity of communication, maintaining 

respectful interactions with others. 

 

Final Exam 
 

This exam is in the format of a quiz and will last for 1 hour at the end of the course. The format will 

be multiple choice and/or short answer. Questions will be related to the information covered in the 

topics and readings during the whole course.  

 

Grading criteria: Identification of the best or correct answer for the multiple-choice component. 

Quality of responses (evidence-based, logical, and relevant, well-written and succinct) for the short 

answer component.  

 

 Attendance and Participation/ Professionalism 
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Students are expected to attend the lectures and seminars, engage with the core readings, and actively 

participate in discussions (e.g., presenting clear points and arguments in a respectful way). If you are 

absent, please inform the professor and TA, and e-mail a comment based on the readings, so we know 

you are keeping up. It is also recommended that you communicate with other students on the lecture 

materials. More than two absences are strongly discouraged. 

 

Grading criteria: Consistency of attendance (or informing the professor of occasional absences), 

bringing up relevant research, readings, and/or personal reflections and questions during discussions, 

clarity of communication, maintaining respectful interactions with others. 

 

Formula for the final grade 
 

The final grade consists of several parts and the details of the requirements for each part are discussed 

above in sections III and IV: 

● Mid-Semester Exam (ME): 25% (see lesson 5) 

● Presentation (P):  25% (see lessons 6-11) 

● Debate participation/preparation (D): 5% 

● Final (In Class) Exam (FE): 35%  

● Attendance and General Participation/Professionalism (AP): 10%  

(Please inform the instructor if you are unable to attend class; you are expected to contribute to the 

discussions) 

Formula for the final grade: 

 

Final grade (%) = 0.25*ME + 0.25*P + 0.05*D + 0.35*FE + 0.1*AP 

 

Comment on final grade and exam:  Final percentages are converted to a 10-point scale (10 is 

considered "outstanding"; 8 to 9 is considered to be "very good" to "excellent", 6 to 7 is considered to 

be "good", 4 to 5 is considered "satisfactory", and below 4 is considered a "fail").  

 

All exams are held in-class. There are no exams during formal exam weeks. 

 

 

V. Literature 
 

Textbooks 
The following textbooks are required for the course:  

 

1. Banyard P. (1999). Controversies in Psychology. New York: Routledge 

 

2. Dunn, D.S., Gurung, R.A., Naufel, K.Z., & Wilson, J.H. (2013). Controversy in the Psychology 

Classroom: Using Hot Topics to Foster Critical Thinking. American Psychological Association, 

Washington, DC 

 

Please do a careful HSE library and Google search prior to purchasing these books to save on costs 

(they should be available as e-books and some even for rent online). The relevant chapter is specified 

for each lesson/topic above in section III.  
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Articles 
Each lesson also has associated peer-reviewed article and/or chapter readings. Some of these are core 

articles, and others are supplementary readings for students who wish to go into greater depth in a 

topic area. See section III for more details.  

 

Internet resources 
Several online resources are useful to students, professionals, and lay people who have an interest in 

learning how to improve their writing skills and learning more about controversies in psychology 

(use the site’s search field to identify information on a specific topic of interest): 

 

• APA style and sample paper: https://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/560/18/ 

• American Psychological Association: www.apa.org 

• Canadian Psychological Association: http://www.cpa.ca/aboutcpa/  

• Controversial studies: https://digest.bps.org.uk/2014/09/19/the-10-most-controversial-psychology-

studies-ever-published/  

 

 

 

  


