Responses to Queries

SPSS originally was named as Statistical Package for the Social Sciences. But if you now refer to it that way you may receive a letter from their lawyer. The official name has been SPSS for quite some time. I don’t know why companies do that, but they get very bent out of shape if you use the old name. If you want a version number, you could use version 13.0, but why not wait until the first time I show printout? There I will insert a note that all printout is from that version.
The same is true of SAS. It now longer is Statistical Analysis Package—it is plan old SAS.

Within SAS, procedures carry names like PROC MEANS or PROC MI. Because SAS is primarily a batch processing system rather than a menu system, the only way to refer to their procedures is via PROC MI. It wouldn’t be clear if you said the “missing values procedure” because there could easily be more than one. So you are stuck with PROC MI, and your readers will not have a problem with that. (I know that you can say, and I did, SPSS Missing Values Analysis (MVA), but that style really has no counterpart in SAS.)

Query 5  The statement about Type III analysis being the default for SPSS and SAS. This has always been the default for SAS and has been the default for SPSS for many many years—since they got past their original stupid idea. So it is hard to put a version number with either of these. I happen to have SPSS 13. and SAS 9.1. But there is an SPSS 15.0 and there may be a more recent SAS version. Putting in a version number might suggest that it is new with that version, which is definitely not the case.
You asked for the page number of the table from Hollis and Campbell. I cannot give you one because I read the article online and don’t have access to a university library to look at the paper version. If you would like you can change the reference to www.bmj.com/cgi/content/full/319/7211/670, but online references are notoriously unreliable. With a paper reference at least we know that they can look it up. It is Table 1, if that is any help. (The article is only 4 pages long in the paper edition, and it looks as if this would be on the second page, so you could gamble and say p. 671.)
In Table 11.2 and the surrounding text I changed “medical” to “pharmacological” or “drug.” (I swapped “drug” for “pharmacological” for the table just because it is shorter.) The use of medical confused me coming back to the paper after several months, because a surgical treatment is a medical treatment. Perhaps the readers wouldn’t be confused, but if the author is confused they very well might be. If you don’t like my change you can change it back. (Hollis and Campbell used “medical.”)
Query 13. I inserted “Jacob” before “Cohen.”

Query 10  I have replaced two figures. The problem is an incompatibility between Windows and Mac—and partly between Office 2000 and Office 2003). I wrote this paper on a Mac and cut and pasted from a Mac version of SPSS to the Mac Version of Word. When you or I look at it on a PC with Office 2003 you get this weird stuff. I don’t know why the first figure gave the message about QuickTime and the second didn’t. The messiness of the second was due to the way that SPSS/Mac translates to Word/Mac (They don’t, and you have to fudge.) I’m getting to like my Mac, but the next book that I write will have to be done on a PC because I can’t put up with these problems any longer.

You asked when SPSS starting offering the ability to compute imputations. I have no idea and no way to find out. I have added the statement that SPSS Missing Value Analysis is only available as an add-on to SPSS, and I don’t know when it was added. Google failed me, which is a first. 
I came up with a lot of creative ways of spelling Schaefer, but he spells it Schafer, so I decided to humor him and change my spellings.

The editor did a very nice job on this, and I only rejected one teeny change. All other changes were definite improvements (except for the “since”).
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