HIi, Tony.  I address your questions below -- see highlighted sections.  The rs you need are below as well.  If I missed something or if there’s anything else you need, just let me know.  I’m copying Buju on this response in case she has something to add upon her return.  Best, Luis. 

Hi Buju -

It's been a while, and I hope you're doing well.

I'm trying to finish up the meta-analysis and I'm having difficulty including the data from Dasgupta & Rivera (JPSP 2006).  Part of the problem is that I've had to take this over from Andy Poehlman, who has become unavailable due to illness, and I'm not clear on what data he used previously in the meta-analysis.

I see that he had an unpublished ms. titled "When social context matters: The influence of admired outgroup members on the relation between implicit attitudes and behavioral intentions", reporting one experiment with 182 subjects.  Does that have any relation to the paper published in JPSP (which is the one cited in the existing draft of the meta-analysis)?  (The latter had two experiments, one with N=82 and one with N=67.)
***No relation.  A version of the unpublished study is now the published study in the SC paper.

Dasgupta, N., & Rivera, L.M. (2006). From automatic antigay prejudice to behavior: The moderating role of conscious beliefs about gender and behavioral control. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 91, 268-280.

Andy's coding for the ms. indicated both a lesbian v heterosexual IAT (which I don't see in the JPSP paper) and a gay v heterosexual IAT (which appears to be used in both experiments).

***In JPSP, the IAT targets gay men only.  In SC, the IAT targets both gay men and lesbians.

Unfortunately, the JPSP paper reports only multiple regression analyses, which can't be used in the meta-analysis, which needs zero-order correlations.

What I would most like is to be able to use the data from the JPSP paper, but I'll need your help.  What we need for the meta-analysis are all zero-order intercorrelations of three types criterion measures with relevant IAT measures criterion measures with relevant self-report measures
IAT measures with self-report measures  These correlations are needed over the entire samples for each study, and we also need Ns for each correlation (it's fine of course if they are all the full N for the study).  In most circumstances, there's no reason for us to use correlations based on subsamples

***JPSP study 1 sample (N=82), r = .06; study 2 sample (N=67), r = -.04.  As an aside, and as you may recall from the paper, the relation between IAT (hi Ds = more prejudice) and nonverbal behavior (hi scores = more positive behavior toward gay confederate) was moderated by gender beliefs and control over nonverbal behavior (and a few covariates reported in the paper).  

If my impressions from a not entirely thorough inspection just now are correct, it appears that:
 The only criterion measure is your nonverbal index,
 Expt 1 has no relevant self-report measures
 Expt 2 may have relevant self-report measures.
***Your impression is correct.

Can you provide these?  If you need more specification from me of what is needed let me know.  I hope you can provide this.  It would be unfortunate not to be ale to include this study in the meta-analysis.

Best wishes,
 - Tony

PS. if the other Dasgupta and Rivera study is also something that can be included in the meta-analysis, that would be great.  It needs the same types of information about correlations.  I also need to know the proper citation for it.
***SC control condition (N=61), r = -.23; experimental condition (N=66), r = -.15.  IAT hi scores = more prejudice and behavioral intentions hi scores = greater intention to vote in favor of gay and lesbian civil rights.

I hope this message doesn't seem too stressed.  I've had too many things to do and at last I'm getting around to completing this meta-analysis, and I can see that there are lots of pieces of cleaning up like this that will be needed.  I'm trying to work fast!
