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interest: the time between the two cases (the cases were heard with either no delay
between them or a one-week delay between them) and the time between the con-
clusion of the evidence and the jury’s decision (either immediate or a one-week
delay).

Table 7.2 summarizes the procedure and the results of this investigation. The table
shows that primacy effects occurred in the first condition. When the cases were
presented without any delay between them, and attitudes were measured one week
after the second case was received, participants were more persuaded by the first case
they read. Recency effects occurred in condition 2. When there was a one-week delay
between the time the two cases were read, and attitudes were measured immediately
after the second case was read, the second case was more persuasive than the first.
Conditions 3 and 4 showed neither a primacy nor a recency effect.

Returning to the question of whether either political party gains by holding its con-
vention first or last, the answer appears to be no. The situation is most like row 4 in
Table 7.2. There is a delay between the two conventions, and a substantial delay
between the conventions and the election in November. Under these conditions,
neither party benefits from being first or last.

TABLE 7.2 Message Order Effects in Persuasion

EXPERIMENTAL CONDITION
1 Case 1 Case 2 One- Decision The two cases were Primacy effect:

week presented without a delay Participants were
delay between them, but a one- more persuaded by

week delay occurred the first argument
between the time the last they heard.
case was presented and the 
jury’s decision.

2 Case 1 One- Case 2 Decision The two cases were Recency effect:
week presented with a one week Participants were
delay delay between them, and more persuaded by

the jury’s decision was the second argument
made immediately after the they heard.
second case was received. 

3 Case 1 Case 2 Decision The two cases were No effect: Jury
presented without a delay decisions did not
between them, and no differ as a function of
delay occurred between the presentation order.
last case and the jury’s 
decision.

4 Case 1 One- Case 2 One- Decision The two cases were No effect: Jury
week week presented with a one week decisions did not
delay delay delay between them, and differ as a function of

the jury’s decision was presentation order.
made one week after the 
second case was received.

Source: N. Miller and Campbell (1959).
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