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“This week, the New York Times and CBS News published a story
using, in part, information from a non-probability, opt-in survey
sparking concern among many in the polling community. In general,
these methods have little grounding in theory and the results can
vary widely based on the particular method used.”
— Michael Link, President, American Association for
Buggy-Whip Manufacture Public Opinion Research







Xbox estimates, adjusting for demographics:





I Nate Silver, New York Times, 6 Oct: “Mr. Romney has not
only improved his own standing but also taken voters away
from Mr. Obama’s column.”

I Karl Rove, Wall Street Journal, 7 Oct: “Mr. Romney’s bounce
is significant.”



Xbox estimates, adjusting for demographics and partisanship:
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The blessing of dimensionality

I We learned by asking many questions at once!

I Consider the alternative . . .















The famous study of social priming





Daniel Kahneman (2011):

“When I describe priming
studies to audiences, the
reaction is often disbelief
. . . The idea you should focus
on, however, is that disbelief is
not an option. The results are
not made up, nor are they
statistical flukes. You have no
choice but to accept that the
major conclusions of these
studies are true.”





The attempted replication



Daniel Kahneman (2011):

“When I describe
priming studies to
audiences, the reaction
is often disbelief . . . The
idea you should focus
on, however, is that
disbelief is not an
option. The results are
not made up, nor are
they statistical flukes.
You have no choice but
to accept that the
major conclusions of
these studies are true.”

Wagenmakers et al. (2014):

“[After] a long series
of failed replications
. . . disbelief does in fact
remain an option.”



Alan Turing (1950):

“I assume that the reader is
familiar with the idea of
extra-sensory perception, and
the meaning of the four items
of it, viz. telepathy,
clairvoyance, precognition and
psycho-kinesis. These
disturbing phenomena seem to
deny all our usual scientific
ideas. How we should like to
discredit them! Unfortunately
the statistical evidence, at
least for telepathy, is
overwhelming.”



Where does the math come in?


