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E D I T O R I A L

Editorial to special issue on direct replications in 
legal and criminological psychology

It has been almost 15 years since Joseph Simmons, Leif Nelson and Uri Simonsohn published their 
seminal paper about false-positive psychology. In this article, they describe how arbitrary choices during 
data collection, analysis and reporting—so-called researchers' degrees of freedom—can drastically in-
flate false positive outcomes, that is, findings that do not replicate (Simmons et al., 2011).

Simmons et al. (2011) not only sparked attention to methodological reform but also to the robustness 
of research findings. Indeed, several large-scale projects showed that a substantial part of the evidence 
base in psychology does not replicate. Camerer et al. (2018), for example, attempted to replicate 21 ex-
perimental studies in the social sciences published in Nature and Science between 2010 and 2015. One 
third of the findings did not replicate, and those effects that did replicate showed only half the effect 
size. Similarly, the open science collaboration (2015) showed that of 100 randomly selected studies pub-
lished in three flagship journals—Psychological Science, Journal of Personality and Social Psycholog y and Journal 
of Experimental Psycholog y: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, less than half replicated.

We have little reason to assume the field of legal psychology is less suspectable to such failures to 
replicate. Especially in a field where decisions can have life-changing consequences, robustness of the 
findings is paramount (Chin, 2014). The best way to assess this robustness is to systematically replicate 
other's work (Yong, 2012). Yet, replications in legal psychology are rare. To illustrate, a Web of Science 
search on 8 May 2024 showed that—beyond the articles that are part of this special issue—Legal and 
Criminological Psycholog y published only one article with the word replication in its title.

To stimulate replication research in legal psychology, Legal and Criminological Psycholog y solicited a special 
issue on direct replications in legal psychology. We chose direct replications—replications that are as close 
to the original as possible—because they are most apt for establishing whether a previously reported effect 
is real. That is, we wanted to avoid deviations from the original studies as much as possible, as this devi-
ation may act as moderators, and can explain discrepant findings (Simons, 2014). In addition, we encour-
aged authors to submit a registered report. With this format, peer review takes place before data collection, 
meaning the editorial decision is outcome-independent. This procedure safeguards against the utilization 
of researchers' degrees of freedom, and results in fewer positive results (Scheel et al., 2021).

This special issue includes four articles, dealing with the questions of whether telling a story in 
reverse elicits cues to deceit (Vrij et al., 2012), whether the way an accident is described affects the per-
ceived blame and financial liability (Fausey & Boroditsky, 2010), whether cognitive inflexibility predicts 
violent extremist behaviour intentions (Zmigrod et al., 2019), and whether, blatantly contradictory in-
formation reduces the misinformation effect (Loftus, 1979). We invited the original authors to reflect 
upon the replication in a response. We hope that this special issue sparks interest in replication research 
in legal psychology, such that it receives the appreciation it deserves (Nosek et al., 2022).
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