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Abstracts: alphabetically by last name. 
 
Bert Baumgartner, University of Idaho: The literature on the reproducibility crisis presents 
several putative causes for the proliferation of irreproducible results, including p-hacking and 
publication bias. Without a theory of reproducibility, howe



	 3	

natural kinds tend to do, but is attentive to the local metaphysics of different classificatory 
projects.  The account of natural kinds developed is naturalistic.  But at the same time, it offers 
two constraints on natural kind classifications, namely that such classifications serve the 
epistemic functions they are posited for and that they are grounded in the world.  Hence, the 
title of the proposed account: 'The Grounded Functionality Account of Natural Kinds.'  
Consider two vir
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therapeutic decision making, and the assessment of treatment effects. We use the pulmonary 
condition bronchiectasis as a source of examples of the importance of mechanistic reasoning to 
clinical practice. 
 
Kino Zhao, University of California, Irvine: In 1936, the magazine Literary Digest set out to 
predict the presidential election between Alfred Landon and Franklin D. Roosevelt. By 
analyzing the 2.4 million responses that were received, they concluded that Lando was going to 
win with 57% of the votes against Roosevelt's 43%. Instead, Roosevelt won with 62% against 
Landon's 38%. By contrast, George Gallup was able to predict the result with only 50,000 
respondents. This case study highlights the importance of sample representativeness. In order 
to decide which addresses to send the mock ballots to, the Literary Digest used their own 
subscriber list, as well as addresses taken from automobile registration lists and telephone 
books. As a result, their sample consisted of people who were wealthy enough to own magazine 
subscriptions, cars, or telephones just a few years after the great depression. They were middle 
to upper class, which also meant that they tended to be Republicans. They were not 
representative of American voters at that time. The difference between a representative sample 
and a biased sample is a lot easier to intuitively understand than precisely define. A common 
myth is that a representative sample is one we would get if we faithfully practiced random 
sampling techniques. In fact, these two concepts are independent. A random sample may, by 
sheer chance, be non-
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