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ADDENDUM

THE AMALGAMATION AND GEOMETRY OF TWO-BY-TWO
CONTINGENCY TABLES

By 1. J. GooDb AND Y. MITTAL
The Annals of Statistics (1987) 15 694-711

The literature on the amalgamation paradox is extensive and we are not
proposing to survey it all. But writings containing a geometrical approach are
especially close to our 1987 article and we would be remiss if we did not
acknowledge their existence. Note especially Shapiro (1982) who gives further
references including Rothman (1975).

Regarding the early (but not geometrical) literature, S. Kotz, in correspon-
dence, has drawn our attention to Secrist (1923). Secrist dealt with a “paradox”
arising for continuous data (in the form of a 2 X n table) but the form of the
paradox was the same as for categorical data. We recall that what was probably
the first publication concerned with the paradox [Pearson (1899), as cited in our
1987 paper] also dealt with continuous data.

Kotz has suggested the name “aggregation paradox” as an alternative to
“amalgamation paradox.”
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