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TABLE 1
AN UNBIASED PREDISCUSSION DISTRIBUTION OF SEVEN PRO-A AND FOUR Pro-B ITEMS OF
INFORMATION OVER THREE GROUP MEMBERS

Information held prior to discussion

Pro-A Pro-B
Member Shared Unshared Shared Unshared
X a ay, by b
Y a, a, a5 b, b,
z a, 2, 3 b, b,

TABLE 2
A Hiooen Frowe CREATED BY 4 Blaser Premscusion DISTRIBUTION OF SEVEN ProwA
NG Four Pro-D fress oF Teroamation ovex THre Grour MEMBERS

Tnlormation held prior 1o discussion

Pro-A Pro-8

Meamber Shared Unshared ’ AL sharcd
X 4 e b b, by By
Y a ay ay by, by, by by
z A, B, By by, By, b




Stasser & Titus(1985)

TABLE 3
NumseR OF PosiTive, NEGATIVE, AND NEUTRAL ITEMS OF INFORMATION ABOUT EacH
CANDIDATE RECEIVED BY GROUP MEMBERS BEFORE Discussion

Info Candidate
Condition valence A B c
Shared Positive 8 4 4
Neutral 4 8 8
Negative 4 4 4
Unshared/ Positive 2 4 1
Consensus Neutral 4 s/ 8
Negative 4 / 1
Unshared Positive 2 4 M
: \ 4 4]
Conflict Neutral 4 6 4 {e;
Negative 4 0 2 (o

Note. In the Unshared/Conflict condition, two members of a four-person group received
configuations of information about Candidates B and C given by the numbers without
brackets whereas the other two members received configurations given by the numbers
in brackets. Based on Stasser and Titus (1985).
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TABLE 4
RELATIVE FREQUENCIES OF PREDISCUSSION PREFERENCES AND GRoUP DECISIONS

Candidate
- No
Condition A B c decision N
Prediscussion preferences
Shared 0.67 017 017 .- 7
Unshared/ 0.25 0.61 o014 - 8
Consensus
Unshared/ 021 0.46 03 - 7
Conflict
Group decisions

Shared 083 ol 0.06 0.00 18
Unshared/ 024 o 005 0.00 2
Conseasus
Unshared/ ol 0.50 033 0.06 18
Conflict

Note. Based on Stasser and Titus (1985).
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TABLE 8
PREDICTED PROPORTION OF A DECIsioNs WHEN A MAJORITY RECEIVES INFORMATION Biasen
AGAINST A AND A MINORITY RECEIVES A PRO-A SET OF INFORMATION

Moty Minority size
size None One Proportional
Advocacy model predictions

4 08 26 26
o 19 . 24

12 08 a3 30
Nonadvocacy model predictions

4 a7 as 45

8 21 39 46

12 20 36 50
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Lation 2. (Mate prederence criterivm: Matching.)
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