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Subject: RE: Personality Measurement
 
I love snarkiness.  I am not a fan of sloppiness.  I find your writings fascinating, but exasperating.
I’d love to work with you on a manuscript reporting comparisons of the value of using CFA and the Bass-Ackwards approach for each of the examples included in Goldberg (2006).  I concluded that article in the following way:  “In any case, it should always prove useful for investigators to analyze their data in diverse ways, and this certainly applies to the development of structural representations. The present article is meant to introduce readers to a new option, not as a replacement but as a supplement to all of the other techniques available. Some potential advantages of this procedure over its competitors include its wide range of applicability, its straightforward simplicity to implement, and its easy amenability to pictorial representations. Doubtless other techniques, including hierarchical clustering algorithms, and the Schmid–Leiman approach to factor orthogonalization, will prove to be even more useful in some scientific contexts.”  Do you argue with that?
Isn’t it the case that one problem with CFA is that one must start with an ending?  That is, one must have a structural representation in mind before one can “confirm” it.  EFA might be used to provide the initial structure in novel domains, and then one might use CFA as a more “causal” representation?  We might work together on that.
