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ARTICLE IF CITATIONS

Not all checking decreases memory confidence: Implications for obsessive-compulsive disorder.
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Adaptive memory: Determining the proximate mechanisms responsible for the memorial advantages of
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Memory, 2005, 13, 189-199. ’

The Simultaneous Acquisition Effect: Simultaneous Task Learning Inhibits Memory for Order. American
Journal of Psychology, 2004, 117, 229.

The simultaneous acquisition effect: simultaneous task learning inhibits memory for order. American 0.3 1
Journal of Psychology, 2004, 117, 229-48. :
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The effects of generation on item and order retention in immediate and delayed recall. Memory and

Cognition, 1993, 21, 846-852.

Examining a processing tradeoff explanation of proactive interference. Memory and Cognition, 1993, 16 5
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