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These three facts, when consicered together, rule out the
possibility that longer RT's following long RSI's were only due
to greater uncertainty as to -then the display would appear. Such
temporal uncertainty should produce the same increase in RT to

both eas:- and difficult displays.

Thus there is quite strong evidence that when a criterion is
not being employed, either d ring the interval between decisions
or because another criterion is being used, it will drift tovards

a value that ~ill give rise to more cautious decisions.

We saw in Zxreriments 5 and 6 that subjects who ere resnonding
quickly shoved a much :mrller overall difference between RT's to
ers” bias runs (runs in which there ras a high proportion of easy
displays) and the RT's to difficult bies runs (runs in which there
was a high proportion of difficult displays)- At first it was
thought that this was related to the fact that when subjects
responded quickly the difference beti:een RT's to easy and difficult
displays vas much smaller. It could have been that, as the
difference in RT betwveen eas: and difficult displays increased,
so subjects became more zvare of tie difference in difriculty
betveen them. This in turn could have led to a greater cifference
between RT's durins eas, bias an¢ diffic:lt bias runs. In this
cese there should h:zve been a correlation betreen, on the one
hand, the difference in RT to easy and difficult cisplays and, on

the other hand, the difference in RT to ess; bias and diffieult
bias runs. Correlations calculated within the various experiments
in which differing proportions of easy and difficult displays -ere

used shoved that this ras only true in Experiment 3. It vés felt

that this reflecte’ the dichotom; bet-een subjects "ho responded




































































































































































