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1. What are the variables in Study 1?  What are the variables in Study 2?
In study 1, there are two variables used. The variables under consideration are sadism and the appetite to kill. In this case, everyday sadism is the independent variable, while the willingness to kill is the dependent variable. 
In study 2, there are also two variables. These variables are everyday sadism and hurting innocent victims. The independent variable, in this case, is everyday sadism, while the dependent variable is hurting innocent victims (Buckels et al., 2013). 
2. What kind of claim is Study 1 make?  What kind of claim is Study 2 make?
The kind of claim used in study 1 is the association claim. In this study, an experiment is conducted to assess a dispositional propensity for the sadist to enjoy when hurting other people. Association claims are characterized to be having two variables. In this case, the variables are sadism and the appetite to kill. We cannot draw a causal conclusion in this study because it is not a causal claim. In study 2, the claim used is also more of an association claim. The study has two variables. Despite this, there is no conclusion drawn from the study. 
3. Choose Study 1 or Study 2 – can it meet all three causal criteria? Why or why not?
There are three causal criteria that we may examine study 1 with. These are covariance, temporal precedence, and internal validity. In study 1, it meets the covariance because both variables move in the same direction; the sadism scores increase with the increase in sadistic behavioral choices. On temporal precedence, the cause comes before the effect in this study because the sadistic behavioral choices lead to the increase in sadism scores. The study does not meet the internal validity because, besides the sadistic behavioral choices, there was dispositional disgust sensitivity as a cause which is external. (Buckels et al., 2013). 
4. Choose Study 1 or Study 2 – what is one question you would ask to evaluate each of the four validities (construct, statistical, internal, and external)?
In study 1 the study uses the association claim. For this reason, we shall only use three validities; construct validity, external validity, and statistical validity.
 Construct Validity- how well does the researcher define sadism?
Statistical Validity- Approximately how many sadists are willing to kill daily?
External validity-  Under what circumstances do the sadists kill?
5. Do you think the press release is a faithful representation of the research article?  Why or why not?
[bookmark: _Hlk82970627]I think the press release is a faithful representation of the research article. This is because the conclusion that the two studies drew is comprehensive. They were satisfactory in addressing the issue. Using the findings from the two studies, the comprehensive conclusion leads to a faithful representation of the research article (Buckels et al., 2013). 
6. Write the APA style citation for the Buckels et al. (2013) paper.
Buckels, E. E., Jones, D. N., & Paulhus, D. L. (2013). Behavioral Confirmation of Everyday Sadism. Psychological Science, 24(11), 2201-2209.
7. Write an annotation of either Study 1 or Study 2 for Mr. Goodcat.  Make sure that you include all the information he would need to understand the study.
Study 1 Annotation
This study aims to link sadism that occurs daily with the desire for killing. The researchers were interested in the effect of post killing and finding out whether sadism is a good predictor of killing. The study involved psychology students who the researchers asked to choose from four jobs; exterminator, exterminator’s assistant, sanitation worker, and working in cold environments. The results revealed that the correlation between dark triad scores and sadism lied between low and moderate. From the results, it was evident that sadists obtain pleasure through cruel behaviors. 
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