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Research by social psychologists can enrich public understanding of important societal issues 
and challenges. However, clearly communicating the implications of our findings is challenging. 
Giving social psychology away to institutions with well-entrenched practices can be especially 
difficult. Symposium contributors will elaborate on such challenges and lessons learned from 
their experiences. 
 
Psychology-and-Law or Psychology-versus-Law?: You decide 
Lisa E. Hasel 
University of Florida 
Over a century has passed since Hugo Munsterberg's classic text, "On the Witness Stand," was 
published in 1908. Psychologists continue to conduct research aimed at understanding and 
improving both the criminal justice process and outcomes for people involved in the criminal 
justice system. Given the relevance to social psychology and the expertise of the presenter, this 
presentation will focus on the areas of eyewitness identification, which has been referred to as 
the "gold standard" in the field of law and social science, as well as on the areas of deception 
detection and interrogation procedures. I will highlight some historical failures and successes in 
the interactions between psychological researchers and legal actors regarding evidence-based 
practices designed to improve criminal investigation outcomes. Additionally, I will discuss key 
lessons that have been learned during those interactions about the best ways to accurately 
portray research while communicating and collaborating with policy makers.  
 
 
Habits of caution and contextualization die hard 
Judith Harackiewicz 
University of Wisconsin 
As an experimental social psychologist, I have always tried to emphasize the limiting conditions 
and qualifications of any single empirical finding, often to a tedious fault. As my empirical work 
has accumulated, however, my colleagues and I have been confident enough to venture into the 
real world and test interventions to promote academic outcomes such as performance in 
science classes and STEM course-taking, with some real success. Still, we try to identify the 
limitations and qualifications, and it can be frustrating when educators jump to use interventions 
that we don't feel are fully ready for implementation in other contexts, or aren't quite ready for 
scaling up. Habits of caution and contextualization die hard. At the same time, other educators 
question whether simple interventions based on social psychological principles could possibly 
work, and suspect and question our findings. Then we throw caution to the winds, and make 
stronger claims than we should.  
 
 
A family-oriented humanistic version of evolutionary psychology? Forget about it! 
Douglas Kenrick 
Arizona State University 
Evolutionary psychologists have been accused of focusing on negative aspects of human 



nature: Homicide, one-night-stands, infidelity, and other selfish and nasty tendencies. As a 
protege of Bob Cialdini, I thought a more appealing marketing strategy might be in order. 
Hence, my colleagues and I wrote a paper linking modern Darwinian thought with that of the 
beloved humanistic psychologist Abraham Maslow. We suggested that his famous pyramid had 
completely skipped the central role of family values in human motivation, and we gently placed 
care of children and grandchildren into the picture. The paper was published in a top journal, 
and we were pleased that it got extensive media coverage. Many members of the public, 
however, including people whose values I mostly shared, were shocked and horrified for an 
unexpected reason. I will discuss lessons learned about disseminating research findings to the 
public, lessons I could have learned from my mentor.  
 
 
When and why do people believe that social psychologists excuse wrongdoing? 
Ying Tang, Leonard S. Newman 
Syracuse University 
Research by social psychologists has lessons to impart about the causes of socially undesirable 
behavior, but laypeople may resist them when they believe that social psychologists' accounts 
of such behavior absolve wrongdoers of responsibility. Consistent with past research, the 
studies we describe reveal that relative to accounts of wrongdoing emphasizing individual 
differences in the propensity to engage in antisocial behavior, accounts that emphasize 
contextual factors lead people to assume that the researchers do not hold wrongdoers 
responsible for their behavior. Our current research, however, reveals two moderators of these 
findings. Discrepancies between participants' own beliefs about culpability and what they 
perceive psychologists' beliefs to be are especially pronounced when psychologists are thought 
to be disproportionately politically liberal. However, a study involving participants in both China 
and the United States indicates that people in collectivist cultures are less suspicious of 
explanations of wrongdoing that focus on the power of the situation.  
 


