General Identification of the Argument in "On
Methods of Inference"”

Post by “Elayne” of October 29, 2020 at 9:12 AM

Cassius, yes-- that's what I've said-- but it's not arbitrary whether one p value gives more
statistical confidence than another. So for someone to say "I'm going to drink OJ for my cancer
because | had a dream it will work" is not nearly as likely to yield the desired results of a cure
as saying "I'm going to try this treatment which has worked for 95% (or 60% or whatever is the
number you can get) with side effects x percent, a risk which is acceptable to me."

If we have many large studies saying OJ has never worked for a single patient, then it would be
even more foolish... but if we have studies showing it's no different from chance at the same p
value where prune juice is different from chance, then I'd drink the prune juice.

I would avoid making the error of saying that because we can choose the level of confidence,
there is no difference between one level of confidence and another, which is like saying a single
view of the straw in a water glass is as accurate as making multiple observations.
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