
Confusion a bout the meaning of validity in quasi-experimental research 
can be addressed by ca4-efulb relabeling types of validity. Internal 
validity can more a& be temzed “local molar causal valzdity. ” More 
tentatively, the ‘lprinciple ofproximal similarity ” can be substiluted f i r  
the concept of external validity. 
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Donald T. Campbell 

On the one hand, there have been widespread expressions of dissatisfac- 
tion with the distinction between internal validity and external validity and 
suggestions for its revision or elimination. In Cook and Campbell (1979), 
Tom Cook began a review of this literature, and he now has in preparation a 
much more systematic and extensive one (Cook, 1985; Cook and Campbell, 
in preparation). This chapter avoids that task. 

On the other hand, both those who have enthusiastically adopted the 
distinction and those who oppose it, have most frequently redefined it to 
epitomize all the differences between pure laboratory experimentation and 
field tryouts of ameliorative programs. Are you, dear reader, perhaps one 
who has done so? Half of my own students fail to answer the following ques- 
tion correctly: When one adds a placebo control group in a pharmaceutical 
experiment, is this done to improve internal or external validity? As I read 
Campbell (1957) and Campbell and Stanley (1966), the correct answer is 
external validity. 

This chapter is based in large part on the final report prepared under contract 
number SSN 552-12-4531 with the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 
The opinions expressed are those of the author and are not to be taken as govern- 
ment policy. 

W. M. K. Trochim (4.). Advances in Quosi-Expm.mnlal Design and Anulysis. 
New Directions for Program Eduation, no. 31. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass, Fall 1986 67 



















76 

program treatment. In contrast, for research on the limits of generalization, 
exploratory contrasts should be sought out for cross-validation that differ as 
much as possible from the first intervention in population, setting, and so 
forth while remaining within the legislatively targeted populations and 
problems. Purposive sampling for maximum exploration of generalizability 
on conceptualized dimensions will be substituted for a population-represen- 
tative sampling. 

In the new contrast, external and construct validities involve theory. 
Local molar causal validity does not. While this contrast is weakened in the 
principle of proximal similarity, I still want to retain it. The principle of 
proximal similarity is normally (and it should be) implemented on the basis 
of expert intuition. The use of the term construct in the expression construct 
uulidit. ofcauses and efects (Cook and Campbell, 1979) may too strongly con- 
note formal theory. Nevertheless, most philosophers or at least most 
logicians may well agree with Nelson Goodman (1972) that any concept of 
overall similarity is meaningless or incoherent, since there are potentially an 
infinite number of attribute dimensions on which such similarity could be 
computed. Our intuitive expectations about what dimensions are relevant 
are theory-like, even if they are not formally theoretical. Moreover, clinical 
experience, prior experimental results, and formal theory are very appro- 
priate guides for efforts to make the exploration of the bounds of gen- 
eralizability more systematic. 

Nonconclusion 

The material presented in this chapter is self-consciously inconclu- 
sive. It is a dialectical reaction, or overreaction. Let us hope that the overall 
iteration is headed for convergence. 
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