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TABLE |
AN UnBiasep 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 a2 b, by
Y a L b, by
z a, a3, b, be
TABLE 2

A Hippen ProfiLe CREATED BY A Blasev Prevnscussion DistaisuTion o¢ Seven Pro-A
%0 Four Fro-B Iress oF Ivroamanion over Titazr Geoir MEMBERS

Informaiion held prior 10 discussion

Pro-A Pro-8
Membes Shaced Unshared ' Al sharcd
X " Y Bus by by by
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Stasser & Titus(1985)

TABLE 3
Numser oF PosiTive, NEGATIVE, AND NEUTRAL ITEMS OF INFORMATION ABOUT EacH
CaNDIDATE RECEIVED BY GRrouP MEMBERS BEFORE Discussion

Candidate
Info

Condition valence A B c
Shared Positive 8 4 4

Neutral 4 ] 8

Negative 4 4 4
Unshared/ Positive 2 4 1
Consensus Neutral 4 s 3

Negative 4 1 1
Unshared Positive 2 4[4 4 4
Conflict Neutral 4 6 [ 4 6l

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
Ruvarive Freouincies oF Prapiscussion Prerskences ano Grour Decisions

Candidate
S — No
Condition A B c decision N
Prediscussion preferences
Shared 0.67 017 0.17 c - n
Umhnndl 0.25 061 014 - 8
umued/ 0.2 046 0n - 7
Conflict
Group decisions

Shared 083 o1 0.06 0.00 1
Unshared/ 024 07 0.05 0.00 n
Consensus

Unshared/ o 030 0.5 0.06 I8

Conflict

Note. Based on Stasser and Titus (1985).

Stasser(1988) M, 2alL—i 3V
(DISCUSS ETJL)

(1 AH REL—IREICQLEGREREH
_ . Advocacy RENBECDREDELF
(1-1)RENTA—4 :‘é% S ﬂ%éﬂ'%)fzfg(/ldvocacy/
SHEHOEREE onacvacasy -
Norm: HPEE~NDIXFHREI
ERRBOWEAAR FOURE vlence R AMOE
1&$R18 B O valence BN BR2

(Norm / Nonnorm) 7%:&

PEM® valence D SRR TET I SERED
(1-2) &8/ 2—4 ‘Hﬁo)
Lol 78 EA: &*RHQA’VD(&')%E!ZEG))J
i: B AAICDNTHEELT
SME ﬁﬁ ﬁiﬁﬁrﬁﬁtf)valence
HEBERREDSMETSVID m:ZDRANBELFRIER
RS ﬁﬁ*fj‘%“n/ EA = 3y
Piii BEDSLYDHENSMEE, - 7 i
FBMAS AR, n REY AKX THYIETNL  EBA =
Pi = ri/3ri. i = 1.2,"".n. 1 _4)5:}%%%0),'%*&%*5
rVINENEE N TSI DREN
HBEXRT S

Stasser(1988) M 2ol —v 3>
(DISCUSS ET JL)

(2)¥=2alb—i3y
(2-1)§4ERIB@E
Eiﬁlﬁ BOBE BEHK(ERAR. N AREVFEHIEBOBLER
% (Pr) IXELY,
Pr = a/N +b (a.b:EDEH)
BIRBROFH: BESITRIRVITETILTRD D,
(2-2)§tsEHmE ERI &)
HEH SMOERIZLD,
AI(EDHERBEB)ZFZTH? — REDFEIZKD,
HE->BBRTOERZEESFMEOEL
(Norm DIZE . EEZF D vj FHREED vi DARIZE,)
(2-3)FHEB#KT
—H(Consensus) : REIL—ILDFTEfzShizLE
fTEEEFE Y (Stalemate) : "no decision"

(3) 71 EHEERTDEIF 2. REREN . BE




FaR

TABLE 7
DISCUSS Moos:. Prsoscrro Paoeoamion or Passscusson Prorasess axp Goove
Dcenones ros Apvocacy ao Newagvocacy

T—%(TABLE4) LD HTIFFEYH Conte -
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TABLE 7: Nonadvocacy-Norm T o o u o o -
JL& Advocacy-Norm ETILICED o= .
Shared 085 0 s - @0
Usshared,/ 00 LE.] o - 0
m/ o L) 0 - @0
Shared o8 g’l‘?hs._ﬂﬂ 0.00 100
Usshared/ .16 068 LX) L) 00
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TABLE §
PrepicTED ProporTion of A Decisions WHEN o MasoriTy RECEIVES INFORMATION Blasen
AGAINST A AND A MINORITY RECEIVES A Pro-A SET OF INFORMATION

Minority size
Majority
size None One Proportional
Advocacy model predictions
4 08 26 26
8 o7 19 ] 24
2 08 13 30
Nonadvocacy model predictions

4 17 45 45
3 21 39 46
2 20 36 50
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