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I LI NbOdzZf  NJ AdadzS 2F AYLX AOAG &a20Alt O23ayAezy
020K 2y AYLIXEAOAG YSI&adaNBYSyid LINROSRdANBa:z | yR
GKS 202800 2F kiddzRS0d ¢KS LI LISNBR 2y (KS aidzR
FS6 AY YdzYoSN® ¢KS FAY 2F GKS NBaSFENDODK ArAa (2

GdzRS& +FYyR GKSANI YSI&adNBa 2y G(KS SEIFYLXS 2F S
OF NNASR 2dzi Ay G662 AYRSLISYRSy(G adGddRAS&ED Ly (i
GKS LI NbOALIylia ¢6K2 NBLR2NISR (GKS LINBaSyOoS 27F

OA23IANI LIKAOIFEf SELISNASYyOSad ¢KSasS SgSyilia 6SNB

I kidzRSa o0& GKS YSGK2R 2F &dzoftAYAYylLf S@Ifdzdad
O2yGSElGdz t FFOG2N gla GKS S@Syid 3ISySNriSR oé
LI2Nby3d AYGSNBGKYAO AyiSNI Oez2ya 2N ySdziNl f S¢g
YSI adzNBYSyiGa 2F kiddzRSa o6& dzaAay3d GKS LINE OSRdzN
G6Said o1& LISNF2NXY¥SR 6A0GK RAGSNBYyid RStFe aYSao
aStFaSaaySyid LINPOSRdAINB&a 2F SGKyAO | kiGdzRS& | yR
e2ylf &a4A3yAUOLyOS 27 O2yiSElGdzZ t S@Syiaod ¢KS a
pn &SEFENBR® ¢KS UNRiO aidzRe Ayo2ydIR wdraBAA lyyaxd )
StisSoia s61-a O2yRdzOGSR Ay GSNXYa 2F |y I LILNERI OK

90 ySig2Ny® ''a | NBadAZ iG> 02GK &adGddzRASa KIF @S T2
YSI &dzNBa 2F SOUKYyAO | kiddzRSaz a ¢Sttt | a &aAYAf!
G§SEGdzr £ FFOG2NAR Ay GKS LISNF2NXI yOS 2F SELISNAY
FGSR 6AGK GKS AybdsSy0OS 2F | i80a0S gItSy0sS 27
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AYLIEOGo Ly GKS &aSO02yR aiddResz (KSaS OKlIy3asa Kl g
Gs6SSy GKS O2y(GSElGdzrt S@Syid FyR NBLSFGESR AYLX AOA
F AA3YyAUOFYyd AYLIOG 2y AYLXAOAG YSIFadaNBa 2F | ki

2F AYLX AOAG SLANBDRINONROYIO S (6 {aLlLat 0FF2dzy R GKIFG {LLt &A

onnI pnann YR mnn Ya [yR uwnn Ya Aa Otz2asSteée NBtI G
L2NI G(KS KeLR(GKSaAE GKIG G RAGSNBYG aYSa 2F (|
O2yRA02YSR FYyR o6F&aA0 4a20Ala2ya NBEfIFGSR G2 (K¢
{ h! onn pnn FyR LINBoO6F6ft& wmnn FYR cnn Ya |1
OGKBLISNARSYyosleéy SGKYAO kiddzRST gKAES LINRPOS&aas:
I 8a20Al a2ya GKIG dzyRSNIAS [f 0SSNyl a@S SGKYyAO | ki
SoSyia FaSOGSR GKS &deaidSYy -2FROQINNBNHE o2V a0b635K0S
SGKYAO FkGdRSad /2yGSEGdt AYLIOGA FftSasRte ON
LINEYS (2 Y2NB NILAR AYKAOAQa2Yy A FcAKSEK SR NNBNNES
G2 FEGSNYlIa0S SGKYAO [ kidzRSd ¢KS NBadz Ga O2yidNA
G§SEdGddt AybdzSyOSa 2y AYLEAOAG FkGdzRS&E FyR GKSAN
YS@ G2WNRAAYOA (X SELX AOAG FkiddzRSaz O2yGSEG SuSOi
RStle SuaSoOio

|l ntroduction. Basiic tithewak £clierizes

ical problems in research ual to some object that
of 1T mplicit at ﬁii%”ﬂ do s theTIhréfOfma“Or
. t I t t t h

evol ution of c?e ' § &% ation to t
|ons,_ not coincid

the concept Ofpé‘ytcfwdltoé‘qgl definition
mo st i mportant component

I'n the history of soecrieanlc ess tcoh oel nwogtyi otntse amain -
cept of attitude i s lne, oR. thet tcyenamdlJ. Thaec
search of attitudes aiss fiaa mgeaetntearal ofangr eamtdue d
cern, primarily Dbecatuisee ofeéltisng ebbdbupnsbomet
behavior. I'n a broadsessuecon{ Pett yict&ipCat moppc
portance of attitude Oshédetdefminedi bys hofv at
is related to differemtempthaegiesi md iatns i enddlvu.
al 6s soci al i fe. formation as a result of
There are various ({efitni tiinonsheofbrtolae Gcemse
cept of attitude, whihéd depéwonthsormnt hdei ftfheeroernett
ic views of researcheds, o jied h éf naevdoarrachbsh et f v
ments and context off avhoer asbtlued y(. Calchieo pepsos e&r cBe
of attitude is expreceglsyed& i @hdihkenf,act9 g3h)a.t , Ew

TARPTAUTINIS VERSLAS.i novaci jos, psi chRolldégijta, 7ekNm.onmd k(al.2)



I Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenriam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECOFCONTEXT 9

the basic psychol ogieahbhl pabcenseocsf by hei rd luje
its global reprmeerhppht2idory t hathupnmainnt s di r e

i fe, and of the rolas thametchapiamsoifntdaet
ing the meaning of waordd st oa mte mabir fyf earse ntth ea ss
pects of reality. Thmenthbseaepelkateinotasi ofs
evaluation process wattthi ttuhdee ,f ufnadcaurseend ad n bte
havior al mechani sms i mffor maef enemcned a@mwdr ce
avoidance are also wmomendn. |1 nishinotcave ,nc
dentally that the deflircitilgns ndf cattd i 4 ude]
organically related tthhe tatet ictoundcee pits alfe f @ \nalc
tion, since referencesont @of evhéuabj eot ,i nwhti
case may be relatedntiaiasgepecasf eodt itvhee ama
tional valence of thmataitdand u(dMaitoo & hHa dodbojcek
be considered in theefciomitteixdn odssameisodcdcer
class of different smeamtcse sofof atatpiptriade a¢d sgn
tude is also definedi mrsalit handatebevbnatiimn
a stimulus object aloomcraet evalbabuiaveodsme
siond (Zanna & Rempebuméded88s p.BAa9)s of ger
Modern cognitive psgsycehoaltotgitsutdse noeba ne chty. I
attitudes, in a broatuaknzati ontef@ratit don ud Hf
nitive and emotionaltbsatal uadatei oantst iotfudaen i0od | ¢
whi ch can vary i n esvtarleunagttihv e (IOhsomnma& i on
Kendrick, 2008). I'n fadées icmant lbies fionrtneerdp r ted
the issue is that thebjconttsentorofstihmuleiv)a,l u
is an association be(tnweteino ntalld t gjse epeemisfo nat
tude and a positive aonrd npesgyacthiovleo ga fcfad c t(iavneo t
|l ence, whi c h, in appgropp)atsuchtocancept s we
determine positive, mlegateaei ng bebtwabr mo
of i ndividual 6s respbohdisg. EWalreatnarer ower
definitions of attitoudkeathnobhhef coateaitnosdt i
tivism contain direcandr edcerrreenscpecsn dti on gc o necsepy
t hat refl ect t he t hetoor edvialad atree pirse sdeentteartmior
the processes, respomisebde dmd dShhouwmladi hbave

storage of attitudessymborl seX&8mmhice 2,3B30 Fla/zz
defines attitude as fAdm atshseo cd aftii mint ii an me fm¢
bet ween a given objeahj @antd @f gatvteint sdienmaa yr

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS| nnovations, Psy.ch®lbogyVolEcdnomMbcs2 (12



10 | Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenmiam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECGFCONTEXT

tion is distinguishef. bWhptefishtihsto@j‘eyctoof
attitude? Basically,rétsté'hurdehobjects can b
anything that is evalwuated along a di mensi on
of favorability.

I'n order to mediat Atevaludat irvees erag pho nhsaess , a
attitudes should be ppiretsemyetdhan memanyiandh
be retrieved from it(Alwhenrtwe 59 25faBedawdus
the appropriate objer93sg8) Tdared pdgo®rteisrsu eod tacd ai
alization of attitudiens smay atepsiycdhobogg EAII
forts and be controlZlaemthaqQr 2006ur Basajpoint@nidei
ously and automati cadlylzyi.ngWhtehne ehxipsetroirnye nd f t |
participants are askedi ¢ ot ievtad uatt fusloimet hs nagr
they can arbitrary ctomnmstheacitsgwaeg memtor iugiimg
information stored inutlée Mmampefore, in the

However, the mere pnroensoegircaep ho ft hteh ea wthhj ercsd p a
of attitude can autodiatieaéhty wuhuee stheadéwngls!
ative response withoauttt iitmtden taisosnoacli ad eldi bweirtah-

tion or recalling (Benghof 1l9Ps’ear Baegh, I n
Chai ken, Govender, & yPr astotcoi,all PB)c.hohwigd st s
matic operation of attitdnt udlesutcanhaef fpeostsi budgdg
ment and behavior, t htatti, t usdeeesmi agdy ,ofhamesa snuor i

direct relation to thempgiantds awe rien dii ti edruead t
hi mself/ herself may ment dfe savbgreect o e ihent a
(Bohner, 2001/ 2004, o aBdj)tubGesenwaltheambde
Banaji (1995) i ntr odcuecpetd. tDheev etl @rpmeiit mpl i @ietw
attitudeso to refer &d $och ibreftltiencuender st an
Research of attitudgfest hiesirofchgmgat Aorcordi
portance in terms ofserntuedd imyg diff ffeurnecntti orne s eaz
they are associated dwickh r2epallsi;zaBi anr ,of Dabg
psychol ogi cal needs 20f15%, ptehes ofmi r(sMaiwor& s, r
Haddock, 2015, p . 13mentThpreceader ssiclivef @ncpr e
tions of attitudes astorde®raredalmphltert KDl restgc

functi on, utilitaria&@ Chaavcd, obh92F0ciLiakeritdent
functi-est eesme|l mMai nt eninme famicéioe, (1934) ind
and -nsoenlift ori ng of behsahviiporof attitude of a per

ior. There are also knowr

TARPTAUTINIS VERSLAS.i novaci jos, psi chRolldégijta, 7ekNm.onmd k(al.2)



I Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenriam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECOFCONTEXT 11

to attitudes (GuttmaBohdi®rhd,; 200dd@dD,04FuciDe

Tannenbaum, 1957) . ment al di fference bet w
One of the importamrctogitidgese iconntshestemder
standing of attitudemoisst tohfe tihsesmu es haafr ei ttsh e
tur e. The evidence onfi ttihvies ipmoon sii otne nbeceyc a a

the emergence of a vfaereileitnyg owh iwohr klksa st hpad w €f
cused attention on thedomganhs zat ideernc ian d nsst r
tur e of attitude. (TGraiwpamtsikti e Sotrr a d kh,r e&
component model of Réeseanudle dmcdadgreist itviee ¢
affective component 1(9¢5mo)t,i ofner (eXdmpglt e, aha
feelings), coghmeltiiefes taotmppaepte change t he

knowl edge, and bedavhelraaVMi ocro nipronemder t o r
tions and behavior bheefitiedmang ¢dHosedndy &
Rosenber g, 1960; Bri( Mar-in&&neRet& yMi | 681219 9 ¢

AAl t hough the basical dea2®F9)t. heMatnyi parsteiat
mo dietlthat attitudes caenxilsd emaxee-ddfobac dd ¥ ié teircvoen
ent kinds ofsiatoemben oafotdaagt, uaei ve consi st
the notion that attileveés iordvatrheibrl yex mrcd

affective, cognitive( Chmd keahavPoma fSaorttoanp a ;
nents is not. Ratherl9®i)t, tadhas aartet ihteutdteesr
acterized as cont ai miffiecbhege mooas-© & etnhaeysi e
el ement s as we l | coamnssi st efhficye necg gl |y e e

t hemo (Zanna & Rempsltabll®8@yverBrtiinnnd, &ut 1
Pettytf. 2avbZ)e. wi des prbeyad ouwm diemrdi ces of <cons
standing of attitudedemonshatt ehedi fafriec wlbtji
evaluation associ atiimmsg,abikleipty iinn menmer.y T
(Fazi o, 2007) . strength is usually as
Since t he early la50eevkclogatiitver e c cxroNi-st
Ssistency has been a ttlhhepris dfawoatti enmiingn i n
est in social psychodwalyuatTihvee grespogse ntid
est to the understandiemgl iotf y caongdniad cvees sd don
sistency was due t o dthtei tfuadcg itrh ad o ntshc iso ucsonne
provided a better unwWerst 20d@ild@ 0®f )t heT hoer g ¢
ization and change of attitude (Brinol & Pet - associ ated witdvalgathii
ty, 2012) . The fir-stcomesdsdrenites dfs cdoegtneirtm
affective consistencayny aencoiuatt ed wii t |t he
name of Rosenberg (Rraiursels &ePéeniye 20H2;st

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS| nnovations, Psy.ch®lbogyVolEcdnomMbcs2 (12



12 | Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenmiam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECGFCONTEXT

basi s of whi ch furthiened.he( Mau dg n€e ni a&d deorcek ,
mad e . Further developimentwot hebeiesneept get,
attitude strength isofetagedtievethemphtcancep
extent attitudes arebypeHsiderni( 1946y, titme, ti

sistant to change, Idii ksesloynathecei byl Fesdce ngefo
mati on processing, Amd Bparl eadhiceet t hedrayi oontr i
(Krosnick & Petty, E9am)d.i n@Pt médr sholwavaa t at ude

tempted to answer t hies squueess tainodn, p ewchpalte iasr et hlei
role of attitude strienndgitvh diural t If ¢liei det abil BD#é6)
instability and the rdyegsruegegetsot swhihah dt tnidt wd e
are stable versus tempmorarygt 6Wel s@an,baliamd-e
sey, & Schooler, 200RBhowledgeo (Bohner, 2001/
Researches rel ated tthoi scogtnage vef co hei dteevre-l o
cy prevailed, basicaWwhy, i wiptohh tramgartdo toneamps$i
it attitude measur esdetHowmivree , h una s actotnistturduecs
has acquired emphasis A nl ctonoftctsitamni wist hh atvhee
devel opment of iimpligeétsumeaisuamembnt héFanidovi
& Ol son, 200 3; Gawrossldsien aleans20099ghanichd s
application of i mpl incew faacttiss udleouwmteasheeoDbi
i nvestigate consistemegulpthemnfo mermnac ewsassi ngx -of 1
pected to improve ouirnundepseshsadiong aadfdilbotoma
i mplicit measures (Grreenwh| d¢t Bafajat,ti Rwd-e
man, Far nham, Nosek,E&gIMe,l | D296; 2BOLY)Yy a&d Weg
cognitive consistenctyhem, geaer alus ( Gaveroan ki |
& Strack, 2004; Gawrgoskhipg akrsu2a80en. by t
Later, the new tentdiewei edfiont corgiudereal- f o
tion of att i-ddeupdeensd eanha t@iowunt e X Pet t y & Caciopp
changing over ti me, talse oorpipeoss etdh atto ctohnes i tdrea ceid-
tional under standi ngi ngf matntoirt ucdobegna s i viest abf e
knowl edge structureotbmemgethani sms of <change
I n 76400s of the twenthetihdeasntafr ycltahsesi c al of
gr owt h of a social Heongrei,t i @tnheperasptelcdrn v e £ my
which was based on umdretrsna@aammdohgmodbdhowf huen
person processes t hemesnotcsi arl d ggarsdiignng ftilceano b ji e
formation and how atftedluidrrgsaf aedt ss utbhjee citnifvoer
mati on processing amkehehavispreci avlasc aosuegs of

TARPTAUTINIS VERSLAS.i novaci jos, psi chRolldégijta, 7ekNm.onmd k(al.2)



I Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenriam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECOFCONTEXT 13

The role of heuristiemergedspacitdalel VBOgr edt

the individual is notttéenodghrenseavahesd fame
able to resort to motruedesopariesthaae dedometlodg
of information procéesedangor(all |iprofrar, mal 9 D44,
Bohner, Moskowitz, &t v@ohr aoi ckeesns, mo9d9e5l ;s Bboehg-a n
ner, 2001/ 2004) . sivel y: t he El aboratic

The i mportant point( BMaM) t(hRetetmer&eBGaei opp
another approach, emphesiHRaSuyrgitsetimact i mp oMo d e |
rol e of active ment @ Ch apirkoecne,s s %8 0(;c o@ma it k ev
efforts) i nvol ved i nglcyhanlg98n9g) .a tTthiet uEdLeMs .a nT
situation contributee¢rtox etstse nordeed tsi ann otfh a@r
wal doés theory of Copbeiréenver Retspontse pApr-su
proach to attitude cthanggecdrGtrre®inwaddt e 1968
Mc Gui r e, 1981) . The ceesnsternacle rodfutwehirceng uwarse s
t hat when the messageel osfe @mdern ewmd 3$ione t mwa tthree
emer ges, people actiaweleyal r ewhee eag st hceo np ee
with their already ¢&rbBstihgudkmtowl edge and
attitudes, creating nElve crogmridgs evret art @ syppesn so
(Bohner, 2001/2004).ered both the basic pr

I't should be notedttihwvat Respewséi Apdr oach

sear ch, referaegnittoi mMesogtley sochdbor mati on p
spective, consideredthebribesythastuas | oal &the
the influence of at tpietrisdueassi om Wwhé hpuibceps
information processioaofj, that suppercbeh&¥tMomo
we |l | (Mai o & Haddockfoemadt) on of persuasior
The problem of howemt¢ei oLdebe adérictt albeor
havior wa s devel opaedfoirrmatAjoznenpr aanelssi ng,

Fi shbeinods Theory ocfes Resassoegdi r Rctmoore co
(Ajzen & Fishbein, 1Pi8@Mher a@lh.e tthear pyemasloms
it possible to predicesaureasonakl ¢ iamdedat
behavior on the basicarefulatyi andéyzelLather
served as the basis fophéeheal mpriocatsisensalarmc
as deter mi na-nMOD&Ef blyehRdviitoyr t hat t he person
Fazio (Fazi o, Jacksoinn deutnatiolns, i& Wielllaitaends ,
1995) . pabilities of the indi

A new wave in themsetiudgt ioofn atntdi tcuadpeasb i | |
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the more I|ikely it wiekki ngvo(lPvieertriee cMannertatli
processes of infor bhekdmpl @emr,oc2884ngdeni es
(Bohner, 2001/2004, piskony. of the previous
The HeSysteéemati c Mosdiedns( HSM)t he uni versal m

(Chai ken, 1980; Chaitkheen ceatsealof, tw®»89)y-plkas of
similarity to the albbotdé npdareilphiemr at hatheturre s
ment al effort dependésyat ¢mat imo, vatgoal andr
cognitive <capacitiestiodfnatilHe , i nidiev.i,duahe Tl
systematic processingegsimgliaas itovdalheed.enMoras
processing) i s definesd armkoanhacpcrogme heémwvsi vpr oc
and analytical, wheregéahl yndn¥ideatei hher cez:
to form an opinion shdhld ad ar e fmelritoyceasrsd | nyoxdee |
al | rel evant i nf or mahtaido na agnrde ag y n tntpeascitz eo na It |h
t he usef ul i nformat inewo undierastkeemdi ety @fl . gt t i
1989, p.212). Heur i safi ci mploiceeists i sn@c iiasl dceotgenri -1
mi ned in broader terimsplaindi i nsotveaeb fthgnuseo
of heusi smpil @es rul es ofancemsclimsicoonmput er techn
Al t hough it i s assumbée phatet rntatei omeuafi scogni
processing is passi vteheansocdoads pnsoytc hroéd-pugiyr. e A
an effort to run itl oymantnewas at hkee ye naetrtgrei nbcue
(e.g., pl easant or tredi bF ecseg@mirtciey) € pwhoiccehs !
indicates the possi bcirliitteyr i af. iTthse usster a(tiefgyan
heuristics found in mabijerct s omemsi pny. aWil tolt a
an increase in moti basi onstamat emri €c I VICEE S € ¢
capacity growth a sytshemdtivel ancafl yawar efiegshe
informati on begins tcoesBéngaby-iceodnsc st datunec
heuristics continue stco owsr K Gasemwwalld &S8oBana
processes together imdg,] u20@2) ;t hley pp arcteiscsi poaft
persuasi on, j ust c o ntpe sesneesn t (| Mm@ o irettascrhil hagt)dh,e ra u t
and | eading to some ¢Baphglex &299éct POBabne& S
et al ., 1995) Accor dihreg ctomt Mabat aommn oifadt-he
dock (2007, 2015) , ipheceaes snoared isn ch,avas amdi n(
vided and continue Rwomeplrhoavridd,e 19mMpBor tOxrhts ner |
insights into the prCocesesres Qrnodsesr,l y& nGalanit e l-
tude changeo (Mai o degHeedwowdk,au®@O®admy and i
2015, p. 22). tive pr e cceosnstirnogl | ed, mo
Uni ver sal model of(Jiackemechaf f on 1p02:; Fodor

TARPTAUTINIS VERSLAS.i novaci jos, psi chRolldégijta, 7ekNm.onmd k(al.2)
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new class of attitudesmeagu(Deryi pepcé8@8Be s

called implicit me a saulr.e,meh 3 $5 ;e méa wrealn s(kei. g&
based on millisecondGteéeenwgl dc &urBanyajfio,r k¢
stroke responses) . Caomptlarc,it 20n@@&;s urSe mearctks

assess attitudes witChoaudtkemeduiTrriome, i 1@989Ii)
als6 awareness of t hseoicri aatitviet, udbeasend baoawas$ ¢
being measur ed (Pettypynt iFgawiitoy a&d Bspmwmané , |
2009) . propositional process

The emergence of newsitecmrfol bggesalforanal
attitude measurement( Gawmornskre &viBddemnhau sde
a new theoretical i rGtaevr pmetkat i or20aD) t he a
tude construct; contribute o comenoonr ¢aei om
various directions ipnliicmpl aoidt i mmpki ailt ceotgt
tion, as well as modrésulexpdfaitnhegl ¢ dreninmag
origin and attitude whrean geceosn.f rlomtt erde swti it rhg Ity
research has reveal edourhditng nwaomalng, dbmaimss
esponses on i mplicitthemeasuarseesd ofn dthtei tead]
are often not consi ©othe etct wiitnh epaopl ehs sa
eported ratings of arhk/iar oavnf eactttiivteu dleesv IP.

-

-

et al ., 2009) . Si mi ltagrl aygt iiomp larcea tr enteoarsduer de
attitude of ten predoftt esdiifniactreesnto f o wthg ccrmd :
from-repbft measur emeatisou(SPe mugiomit.ent and
Richetin, & Zogmaisteron2010g. , they are t
i mplicit | earning.
Traditional theories
Duabrocesses modte]|tshe odfual nature of
attitudes basis of the first | eal
automatic and unconsci
sociative l i nks. The
In the literature degddmOniWwm hi st hten ep rfogh | nears

studying attitudes gaBhBPUSE|I AT, BYM hUGleichd
numer ous di sputes coeweerimideheh@Entungded - co
standing of the concgeddocdifatatvtel tdfe gpmepdd
retical models explaji@mngehbfanN@sdUned@sobat
Iy, the most of thepgetygal d, Motdred 1Sk ek "psh SbEPN
implicit and explicidj@tdgdndudesna@spt yPodiue
tively different modger 0odr dPeSry.c hmd s0dgdd icaat!i oPnrs

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS| nnovations, Psy.ch®lbogyVolEcdnomMbcs2 (12
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form of existence ofalknowhedpgteualiffatri om ohe
way of ment al represtme atk aogoest asi weul ataison h|
conditions under whitchle shegyy aoft iampgliivaitte dat
and direct behavior BMnajchel L99Dp BHomuiwkr & Re

Lovi bond, 2009) . Thesen vatewal .h,av20x®d)nt rAdb-pa
uted to the theoretiapaplr ommder stthaemrdei nigs oaf stthre
concept of implicit ahattubde. explicit and im

One of the first asasmenpu n dersl yfionrg dniesitt ia - 1
gui shing the theoriestwasdt hae dxtee nnie moor ywh i an
they rely on the assochnatders ahbdapropesket iaor:

approaches in interprrepgriedge nthaet iroensul t bn oft ea x
plicit and implicit snmeraesaumleimeentb ootfh atthtei tiundpels
as wel | as Iin understadaes ngrehesepatr at € afndatd
tudes i n general. each other by ment al rep.
Explicit attitudes uatiangafthesameobjectu nder st ood as
a product of primaril ymmplriopiotsi @3 toinmat es narfeac
| ogi cal procesasesq, resall canpfoci ati ons, for med
associative. acquisition of the social
The first processePelahem,ded& i Penaéer, 2006 ;
scious, sl owf,astthe assdd@omad ¢ empl eti on of its foc
unconscious. | f the cproposist i acralacpeptedsas
are based on syllogbserctcmaclamgi oressi maadat
according to the ruleemx,est hemr otmhet ha ss opceirastpi evc
processes are relatdaaudes tahe fawurtmanaitar aenvdl
activation of associc@adntornasstr,eseuxiptliincgi tf ractm itth
effects of spatiotempecaht cantdi gontegexobabverdt
and perceptual similaomayi betweeaddtt mohito t
The associational ampr oeaxcphl i &d ¢ u naetst itthuadte s h
the attitude is a foremrefemeatiadtng,epassertrad
ti on, stored in the pmemorhy,a i dieff emremptresadtee
as a memory trace widglhg ge scteerdt:aiinmpsltircuictt uarned ie
a finished form for csounbnscenqureapr aisent aEtlieome ni- n
tary ment al represendiaftfi emenaag ebetf weerexampme
the stored in the melmovegl sbfmplmend a3 o cpiraotcieosnsse
bet ween evaluations tahned obhseerostejde clte hoafvi atrt, i -f
tude. Such a view codrespbndsedtondi sposi meas -
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(Fazio &chwelhes 1999& BXdseonnmha&sen, 2006) .

Fazi o, 20009) . The firdéds pmocadsserinatawto maot
the second is delibepradawvlke.t &htbhbd aohdehset p
cesses will be domi hadtes ia fHebhetrmonald &apgp
motivation and the awhildhyi $ otlcarbgasbstofle
erate and full evaluetal baedoffhehe ednjte otn.a |

I n turn, the proponennctes ¢ REChe rmpdaderessi(tBiab
al approach have beebBard#dHemep) nyYy. t h8t ewade
within the framewor kandfi mplriucitturparl d csdd wcr ec
cepts. The main diffefrenddcRAPbet wmgini d¢dihte Rred,
ositional and dispositional (strictly associa - Pr ocedur ebol mBar nel3. , [

tional) approach i s Hohlemersef u¥s.al Pmofwetrhe Hamy
standing of attitudegstas2@uh&h.anfeabl BARNd
static structures, sgtroorweidn gi nmnumémaor yofamde s &

ectly determining ther mrespomd e svi bhs drhwe dr
he measurements of methodsesef AmphIi tket nael
dea has been reducetd othalthhepnothcbni nf s ame

- =

i

tudes as a result bhe ipprsdapnsi t aosacti at hon
formed under the infénmntnkcevelfscofgnanabvegsi
tivational and cont e&ahuakpefcatc ttohresi.r t on vtehr
sense, the formation 8B8&thamei Ludé€i gsl}t hpr e«
of Hhieylk | processing,tiwhreref thepreasbaesn@nd
plays an i mportant roobetemher doyi madel sobé
these associations fionr mehde doesmewot k chfanglk.
the recognition of tthieomxobktmadel addsbgonat)

memory rela@asasmomtci @abi went edvhael uSasccheme represen
tions and their partmatiggradsonofi nthber f asma
of attitude. sively associational toc
Thus, the proponentsTlhd dabheverdpheme i shah
approach recognize tHtaal aptboeags mueel snpil na
and explicit attitudeShbawvéengbparadibd { adé i d
tinct ment al represeandat Oppert asistoxi ase dDew
di fferent processes mnmndelma(nF af zeisat, tJhaecnksseol nv, e
in different situatil®ms,, Fheri massdbkd7at i Qlesc
propositional procesmadeli noér adcotu bd red antutsitt
considered in model s2000pnt t ictbugdnemsteit(vdda wmo o s |

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS| nnovations, Psy.ch®lbogyVolEcdnomMbcs2 (12
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ASSOCIATIVE PROPOSITIONAL | |  FUNCTIONAL
APPROACH APPROACH APPROACH
DISPOSITIONAL CONSTRUCTIVIST
APPROACH APPROACH
l I |

MODE ,l Meta-Cognitive REC

model
automatic vs. automatic associative linking
deliberative associations vs. vs. propositional
evaluated associations reasonmg
|
MODE - Motivation and Opportunity as Determinants
SINGLE- DUAL- model (Fazio, 2007; Olson & Fazio, 2009)
ATTITUDE ATTITUDE o i )
MODEL MODELS APE - Associative-Propositional Evaluation model
T I (Gawronski and Bodenhausen, 2006, 2007)
T CESS REC - Relational Elaboration and Coherence model
DUAL-PRO ':‘ES’S (Bammes-Holmes, Barnes-Holmes, Stewart, &
MODELS Boles, 2010)
FI GThe theoretical framework of authoritative con!

their classification

(Petty & Brinol, 20068 ;Fakedtot,y ,20BrRi)nolA,To&t Be- c
Marr ee, 2007)-pr dphes iadi sadndaidant iivse sufficiently

evaluation (APE) mo deed s o(cGaavtreodn swkiit h& tBoe- obj e
s, 2006 a, a2udtOo6na,t i @A 1)y, wthlreen e@omr-0 U |

denhausen

structivist approacthi . e(.Schwiarlzout 200@ffenti on
Schwarz & Bohner, 20j0d9t) SubGawuemshkiy, & w8r i t |
wi |1 focus in more dlehtiasi Imodrelt he omaméagt  Oics
tics of each model. association between atti!H
was one of the first mo d
experiences of i mplicit
Single Attitude Moaded on the reaction ti
ment of explicit -anditude

The MODE Tnhoed etlh.e or e tpieowli |f omeasures (Rydel |l
dation of the MODE n200dlell) .i sAcicnortdH en gd etfoi ntihi s
tion of attitude as anrhde imepnitiacli &a sashdreeit autdidosmr hiy
t ween an object and nmemedasl sruerinfaedye netsgaat|sdoam-r e d
tion of that object (MEmeiyp, BOOD7fhPettdjfBeET:
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by the | evel of mentaaullt omad ¢ e ¢ 3y, t mantd deextp
mi ne behavior. I'n thaequeiaces c¢odégnmnihtei mot elvh
and the opportunity mem@rayt i(dGapvatoen kisn t& e S|
intensive processes Similawjtyheéeo the MODE
guent behavior is undesuthe bDhHhflcoempde amfc eal
matically activated ragcati t melas uraende nitfs tdheepye
hi gh, the behavior icsognaused Yy farthowaght fol
attitudeso (-Fahkhwen,& i1MWoMmihes resul ts of me a s
Petty & Brinol, 201@nceDof ethe achdu bilred iarted
measurements can reférictundtder staanedirreggudbdbt st
in both types of meaasmud eimamltisc itth eatitnittedd es.
ally intensive processlse abwali nAtotl ivtewd e dMm
cally. I ndirect me apuresmarctes , ofsutwo asnenmtha
procedure of evaluatwhechramengepRaaite eatnd.
1995) help to reduceeatche oltehweel. oWi tdhoqnitthie

effort in solving thmodaekk,thadi mhluisciptr oat t
alternative to the apeé¢osnastientacmemat yomstotf
tudes. plicitiwittthtadeew huma

Many researcher s haevnec es utghgaets theads trhoatt W ehte
influence of contextmamofgcsodorsconrebe ibmpl
measurement of attitused. i Thaendi kel gpamdeypi
this, the others admutetmbhetpossi diulei tty dfh ec

es in implicit me a s u(r etmenltes) umelmor ¥ het i n¢t
ence of context ( Barcdoenns,i sMaedhdcwyx, b Ptewd g/n &
Brewer , 2004 ; Bl air, meMa,ur @&merens odep&rod 19 n

Dasgupta & Greenwal dt,i v2e0 Celf;f oWittst emidr ip@ak t i c
Judd, & Park, 2001).urement results (Wilso

dual attitude model ad
tudes are changing, t h
Dual Attitude Modsetliil| stays in memory,

judgment and behavior
Dual At t i tAudceo rMo dnegl .taob Iteheomuapt motivated
Attitude Model (Wil slombBonr_téengseg, p&g&oshassl -0f

ers, 2000) people ofmteavn expaliecittwoatatittiutdued €f
towar ds t he s ame objTelta mat &r @ hiiewvemeat s
memory: implicit attatedeel ahedhtosthet way

INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS| nnovations, Psy.ch®lbogyVolEcdnomMbcs2 (12
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and varies. Same as omnmdéhet MO®DEt made!lt hithel at

du-attitude model statElse t M&®b @ rt ihtei vaes sMad aeal- p
tions reflected in ifmpcdiused wmaa sihree sdiafrfee rhe ngc
l'y overlearned and samdl e n(dRayecee &m&Sawupemen
ski, 2010; Gawronksi (ReStytRarBarn,nod20102006; F

The Dual Attitude Bwotdhelt yipragl iods at hatude c-
simple context ef feotast i gamé |l ynyore {1 hé&ekyerdtoro
explicit measures. which can | ead to a neu

indirect measur ement res.

Met acognitive TMoedeMCMEMCEN) .activation of —ant
is a relatively new CAdddli bugepetddthyg Pef My
and Brinol in 2006. PbsvmieafretoDenki WODE Van
model, it assumes tRAtdHLI+ti2Q@QAEE. comsteffuee
objects evaluations,t!Weept thg memdhiementys ¢
MCM postul ates that !ohg ectase owhame hatthittuhies
can, sometimes, be sfiofumMataintefouls¢ §archinhkecthe
ed to the positive haN& heyahliYet Nvea|ehme ev
(Rydell & McConnell Oor2dfo;thgetitnf ogmatgion is
2009). The difiemienic®t bife athievedet gqaccurate. A
Model from the previm&dd smBbelt i $smqaelyhei nf
understanding of hoWwaéher so|n atphge ndempilyl cit
formed attitudes funlcith®lnyY- In the foundati on
of interaction there aM¥hd ltehed Gragssi QuchnN a§e R el
attitude, o in that cadsmtijonstRé bhg NOPEt i@
rejected by a newlytOacgauliateidqvedtyt il Owde mpagt
case, if the validityes¥dl bseQfobh 80y rest mégag:
called doldo) attit¢®INiKi Veegnmaekele dgcopysi dge:
newly formed (or fAnewhoh aan jefufgeect .t nlen fd ied ¢ ¢
one wi |1 be | abel e @enceigcondyipngphanhgnged progessing

Awrongo (Petty & Britforinhbornmati guirabgute the
the fact that the oldf attha tuidteU ahtaisO "moC %N tgeeXvte
oped associative netSwolrk,ofangssa0cied i 0Q$e st O
indicating its unsuit@MBg I Ptythesm &ay| hayealdr
effect of the label TomItwd tj uer@Emedte M@dd e dsd
on the level of motidlati oA0Q@hd DOREJEBHAI t& ve
effort that the per WAitepabrienlgyeti galappi2yP 0il)

TARPTAUTINIS VERSLAS.i novaci jos, psi chRolldégijta, 7ekNm.onmd k(al.2)



I Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenriam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECOFCONTEXT 21

The model ofiPrApPoaedit aDmMm@aé APE model di ffer:
Eval uat i olhh e( AnPoEd e | Oft tAistswdé amodel ( MODE m
tiitPeopositional Evaldwatli caant t i(tAlPEe mo a2 | i n

devel oped by Gawronsiknp!| andt hBodexihatuesmr®e o
on the Dbasis TiolfmptulessiRedf dé @ citn viehe memory ( (
Model by Strack and DPhé sdevEéEROPmEnt eppe-t
cially in order to ifnrteengervacirek dof f eerheent c d e
cal achievements i napguaessthgt eatsttirtuucdeusr e
(Gawronski & Bodenhawmsdgre,el 2A§6, ard O0o’pi.-ni or
The APE model recogn2aoeels; tWwiel xn s &e rHoead gefs |
associative and proppsiitéonadoeyval u@atileins p
cesses, which are repltecided hocebe it mplai cviat
explicit measurementkBnowl eaddgd .t uwieisch Taree ArP

mo d e | steeaxXiest enkt & ofespoevihamahy eval uati on
for meplreexi sting) a stshoec i rag 4 wIintss o it MA@l i ci
memory and an instamiensetofofattnputiest i mot
(Gawronski et al., 2888huse at every momen

Associative and propobsdthgegnbl opkociessiesi |
interact with each aoteffdre.ct Adt iiwmattende acswsrorce
tions usually serve @gltdeobaisndgi fOct ame & X1

decision, i f t he i nteemataisomm mreswltti mg far
these associations waBatehesteadtbgeausagagfh
inconformity with otbgertsnbdbdreonteon measant
considered. This presfumasti heti epaocwntf afr oaps
sociative processes wWmhmemwraplosi nhfonmht poo@ce
es Further more, t heaprowpwjse dtiiovnall y ptrrowcee.s s
checking sometimes maynaeaddvaienpewheasAPE
ciations i n t he me mef yi, mpflorcaekampl €or btyhe
means of intentional stsrewadtchr e roofc etstee (aBsl sad cfi
al., 2001) that det &mmirneesspotnhsee etfof eat soif m
associative processesveamn| preposiofi amaplut pe
cesses. These t wo prexesaaks simgyalbse apned - ot

for med simultaneous!| matoironsePBaraded yet whil ¢ H
|l eads to different reseénhwaliad, eacb1pof Wt hee
ble combinations (GawWwenoeki tdh eBondeewlhyas et me
2006a) . connected wi th t he si
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which they were for mendd e&omltiexittuadt tsittiumduds d
are associated with caessubfsreatm onfie ntohrey aosrs ocdca ma
tions connected withspbesedj basedf oat tfirtaund en.g
the new associati on Adcoceosr dnotg ¢ @mpae toeo nwsittrhu c t

e

t h existing, the costgritfivaebhoe fachot T afl &
in the implicit measumpimeaits. ahd ¢kpl oppbbsat:
case, if new informatbon S$ncej ¢dhteedxpilticidyve
ation becomes dependeinme,ontthhe isnifglnuiefniccea natfl y
cont ext, as it contipnecses, bas assopiravedewi
the subset of assoctahcepss andamrefircttdhet ta!
results of the i mplimeéds ureaameurtesme(nRysd g IRy,deMd
& Gawronski, 2009; Gaswrobgkous® tShat hahancons:
2010) . the greater extent suppol

contextual stimuli i n the

The Constructivist Pleir&heeti RdtMbHER| nP.riori
Under this approach,c@antextyalygesmdlbe €8ndih
ered as i mmediately tclthe tgCutcitVeddt ieOvMa|l uati ons
of the object reconstWigal e@O0RG el thet hens X
ence of a pa(rS$drwdraz MeNd@aPfoattitudes peopl e
Schwarz & Borhnthis 20®ggi. nfykremati on stored in
term attitude does nR3S&%®ik? tBest®HBIECEyamM§
tive information stob@deiWhenm molr yCaUROt gl & e
to the process of constructing evaluations
based on the infor maThenSydtad msi sofa vk d labd tei oa
t he ti me and t he demaend Sy otf e msheofatBEvV dluwdat i c
measur e. Aln this cohdMePomnmelilzatRypdel lat tSttmuai

are epiphenomemrao dauncdRyabrdd | a &bwWMc Connel | , 2006
t he construction pnelcless Ma¢ Ry ded &g gSksrtasi nt, h
Mc Connel |, 2012 p. 2919mp |l iTchietr edmd ee x ptlhiecino-c o1
tion that people possthes fatntdiatmedhdsalilsy cdinfcfeert
ally rejected. t ems. I mplicit construct
I mplicit and expli&s$ ¢ ocatattiitvued esyme &snyr easn d
converge when t he slaamteedi hbot mat sg Bt ens, baseé
culled from memory t®i camnisd ruelt ataend attd i d aidesl. ¢
I mplicit and expl i cime motrtyi truedsee ameds u rdeesf i wii Inl
di ffer i f the met hodmse nuosreyd $tgop scesmess so fi mipalsitc i
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l earning (S| oman, 1909eésseSdmi t ms &n de @a Ftfeerr,er
2000; Strack & Deutswochsm&2004may Ateadditnogl!l y,
i mplicit attitudes aftRydelclon&tMwC€drerne lalc,c 02(
to the principles of association and si mi/l

in the framework of rapid |l earning system
and explicit att'tUdle?npplequ[O[ a%ldndheef(b
tive processing based on IoIg Op]¢r|nc(§ Ile'
information Connectlon, reqU|r it
al cognitive resources. The mod el al so as
sumes that implicit Aapliyiondestha&re nménre mee
pendent on associatipgeydholmsgyftaonsolwatid
such as, for examplleogi sabl pmiobhale mprganes
(Rydel |l & McConnel |l ,the2oomehol Ry dhealtit eey af . n
2006) or associativeedueses, ikmcdwrdiag irnapcle
weight, physical attbatongebhesd heetcd.asBhe fr
el predicts the coi Adiedemeadenbf ofi npead eadrtc hae
explicit indicators,ofifvaheovsal e¢prsyye hofmeb s &
tive information andi mglibailt stmemsluir emehnat ei
this information coiyhaedrdABEamc&ohNneskk, e20 &8
2008; Rydel | & Mc Co nmfe | il mp [2i0c0i6t; nReyadseul rle se ti ¢
al ., 2006) . The maifacconthratbut mphi wift tnea
mo d el is the <claim tvreatbatheg epmpti offt pantli ¢

plicit attitudes ar enotnheuniperro dsutcu dy-ecs ftf eogr ar 6

types of cognitive pamdesastitng udset ytewafdsn
mation processing), mMeaseres hdied parteo dobf ai
requirements to input siafoedhabyoat t(iitnudue ss,
and di fferent resulofs c ommodp sretlgr o&dsestsheg
(outputs). I n this oedd,odegnldiiKd eoehtr veod
(Fazio, 2007; Petty ®ochhtjoRro0T7e;stGawt &m} ki
Bodenhausen, 2006 ; RyYP8I)I, &r Mv@omnweélles of
2010) that consider tthe pritmvagi onetbbdbdi mple
and explicit attitudle%s95as Psatyangees Ghfe ntghe G0
cognitive process, th@O0OmecMarditemdr omnkactdiuc
tion of attitudes arkRayren&aHawironisket SdDd
processes. I'n this coaandneddttiyonof itthei gneassui
that even similar tyfFeggobonnf20marij obutprr
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stage, has no unambilgamluy, ainmpveircirtel mdad svierl g/s
to the nature of i mpdiicctit dévélueni opnoargeracine so
and their relation tmeadberexsp(Pei igimeintal anlal
festations. |t is knowmpthat tatnieiatsuudreesmecna sl di
measured not only bymeiamplrieenent sbuthadl o ebwni
explicit measur ementof. alttti hade bteheant e st Plonde
l i shed that expliciti zmeasmur eameonitds tod t erepoet
veal not true, but sSocchiweaalrlzy, d20s0 7#)a.bl Eheanswen

that participants giffexphilgygitidh oefdersnbd tog
the status of fAhostipdredc e(sDsoevsi,dime a8 uGaeedr thnye ry

1986). In order to rehWacmetttheds,f feséd ofosoth
desirability, the reasrarchealsl y nseafrierde dt haes @&
ticipants compl ete angnymiwew,er andom@eaudhor
Alie scalesd were intermndauciedi rencttdch ea ndde siiignnd ior

sedgsessment procedumesasufflbmentsdenDedyo adiouwe r
select socially appropemida,anSpweuyt b& MNaeaarts,ci 2

pant wusually does noitndmeaencta mearsucieanent de -ma
ception or desire texpepbehcd adrsei tjsudagimefndr.
Often it is associ atteod tvhiet ho btjhee t dioff f iactutlittyu d

participeftit &t sehf ( amrad mentsyg dodf nhoits/repl ace,
her own attitudes, desbuéessaptdthelepedirdhyddiproad
Usually the factor dwifesso(cGrade ndvead idr a&b iBlaintayj i
effect is stronger idl it ZOOCerRsdmaor, a20h85)s
ments of attitude obrmerts dme addi écoh tonthe
t wo main idracwhhac ko sTohcdyal adesibras-ed on expli

bility and insuffselibneygyebf. i Oftespexpilomrmi:t

-assessment procedur ensothatvreueothetr snegiadlilvye d
sidesattention, repl paationpanters)] mphecti enme
dency to anticipate rtelte , e xapa otmattiiacns aonfd ruen
searcher, which in memasur émadss t @asaeser taaiitn
di stortion of judgmentsuf6loeeh| ua®d8E. reactic
I nterestingly, the spestaneabushlays, rwa\eha lneed e
that in many domai nsobtjlee tr &snp ornesleast iocomn itno- wh
plicit measures of aftdr medl e( Rietet yofettenaln ot 20
sistent wi trhe ppoerotpelde 6rsadsi entgésntofi mpl i cit measur

their own attitudes dqiemégseti mdg .t heOoP&Nt i Sii|
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while they perform dsipfrfeeardeinntg taacstkisvaandnt lae
attention is focusediom ®©Dlie mgaet adr maomecd r o
these tasks, rat her Itduwmgr mnmeémer b Aodeposo
tude (Rudman, 2011) . m¥Met hd@bl.gi cal break-
throughs i n social p s yTchteo | soeggyu eanrtei alli npgkreidmiwn
priming paradigm andcarledsepdonaff @ mttievd e pe h me
tasks as indirect meappulriesd oby akid dimatetc als.
ciations. There ar e ovfartihoeu sf icrlsats swhfoi caap p loine
pri ming paradi gms i nnsceemarn ¢hcofl idtetriatt wd
Basically used are: |Isaetgeunetntpearli opdr i arfi nge a cto
ceptual pri ming, anvlc Domenld,set& $hé minamg, 1
(Kl auer, Voss, & Stamdzi ®2,0119922)I.mpAsd ca tr east
ciation tests and t hhmeint sdereivweatail v eismp(ordam
interference tasks aevealdéedecFi rnseta,s uwteisl eo
automatic associatiops)miamng plteoedbten t$§ en
is importantpri odsdgmnansgeui sshhbsynchrony ( SOA)
moni c subsystem pifi mrmapngec-bd0fO nBetelpr s at | on
ing efhhecfsanction i mpsememtany onpoifmeéehdses
subsystem, pasi nwenlgl ,patscuadeddesorfe parti ci pants o
as a form of impact et mét hadddBl2ggikadi @,r o B «
dure entailing a morRowealelci & eFazri of,a sit9 8s4o;| uF
of a task in relationetconddemwthi ¢t@l cal csl a
i mpact . A |l arge numbneerc ecsfs airmp Itioc itta ktee sitrst oa
based on the pri mingtheef fbeacsti,c wheiscpho nrseef eorfs |
the effect of the pii mar ys psteidmudfusp x@plema
on the processing ofpahti siuppasrtquéemt tshhe ma n
Priming effect assumesi mogktusatsiampl| ef (cpartiengec
and representation ime asmmeme mgntt,habtasewb Den- |
qguent influence on ptehatonttbBe peomieiphaboinomf of
situation (often ambtiagrugoeuts )at twiitbhua wets dwar &
ness of activating coinatixen (Bamgaredo986; s &l
gins, Bar gh, & Lombearddimatleddmsm;l , Fiaenddl ea c t&
Bl ess, 2004) . effecto, expressed in
According t o L. Rudmaen,f ot hehesecdsmbi na:
priming mechanism i sprumkmogwnt aaslkt hpoaurgahd i igtm
i s proved that eval batiinke epriaming 1904V 0 k e
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word prime at intervalber ehiadgle asreevetroad Dbtry ped
for reported awarenesed (tkyipaeuserqf Yosad uakti ve
Stahl , 2011) . The sémahwide: prtihmi nlge xgrcoade -d e ¢
dure allows us to adtBieMdtne htolne Rd ntieaelr er, e p& el
sentation, of an expteasiknse ntdT)o,s amd et het semmh

situation in this catseeskassrr@8GE€rs i(Basoth a& w&
t hat participants doTmese rteyap d sz eo ft htaa s kasc ta rvea
ment al construct infflouenessat hlei and eumdoenrsset ¢
ti me. tic memory organization.
Besides the conceptdueali sgroinmitnags ktse cthing qpar t i
the mindset priming de&fianes,o alsessoomeds Mosodk
set priming and seqgwemtiialg pti mheggstairmulauss- i
sumed to have mor e elnndutrhengn aenfief etcatssk., Mihned -p ar
s

et priming is assunsetdi mud utsg v eu smoarl d ye nad wru-d

ing effects than segqglunentiuan, pitihmi nsgeoma(nkliacuec
et al ., 2011) . Theimegoammen ffemtahe parthat
they assess the | mpascitonoft oexwhercnhals eemaenrttisc «n
the thoughts, feelinbel andsbehavior

Another significant Ldiimgittiantcitonosn ocfo ntshhe teau al
onceptd4eofm amerimoogalrlepeval uative priming t
ition priming. The snmaansi tdiiviifteyr etn@cei nseil herne
uration of ttheerinm perfi fes ontg.r ¢ B h o ri tt is reduces
ccur s in response atnod a elsiialgillei tyt ionful tulse r
resent at itoenr,m, anrde pleaeixgpildrcigr imm-asur es, and c
ng effect is formedbialsi tay rods uletplofcapi ohomwde
exposure of the same&sOl mohus 2003si millsam oo nF
ditions. The-teumapiromiambp 28Bad) . Ti || now, t h
s
f

- T O o —*t O

hort, but repetiti oanboprti mihngc he ffed chto dr etf a irnee
or months (S| oman, tHamenahgs @lotra®, alpapw,op& i at €
Tul ving, 1988) . base response or control
Researches in whi chihupmbiemi nogf mkit fhfoedr ewats pr i m
applied, revealed thateptriomngpfefdleaasidregpend
on the type of task mastbdémani acaale prxpeedmeat .i
For exampl e, Lukas (®otoagi)nerdepmeasdr @ mant se { L
mantic priming effeckt99%4; nWhned atnas kR 0i08) | ower
than in the |l exical deldiesiloint araatkur e anal ysi
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nature of priming i $oambeéegoome. t IS® mexirset-i
searchers <consider tthiesmpri mi ng as a <conse
guence of the activatiToe oATekbsthifigennbte
nodes) of me mor vy, tipud,edexpl assiesg anyt hej
accelerating of cogndddwte pimesesési hgr oé&l fac
vated unit (Andersonl19®8B83)it is able to m

Another point of visewiat tctbegniptriobhemwhfc

priming assumes t hatcommomiarggseis $ man tt)y pt e sotf
unconscious or i mpl ivceirty nhe ngohr yp,r ewhicah vee {
fers to the effect afi opr @ wi oeuxspliinpactt easntd)
expressed in an acce2lelr6at eGlr eiechenvmtl idf, i cBaatniag n
subsequent words or MNdbdYek,t s& iNelcloontdti,t i200n0s2 )
| ower perceptual si gSoames v e(rTsuilovnisngof &t he
Schacter, 1990) . sociatioh DgstGrekbAWald
Priming is based ongl&ategeny mafdtédly Kappe
sentations stored in( Karepienpiksigdi & nSetnesirnyma

is believed, that expttitrcibumemadrAy i(sP ecnoknet,r c
by the descending pa®rcefs,se2006) ,coBgniietfi vieA
processing, but i mplwald, memo-BY, AEEO@DADAe § 0
a | arge extent depen(dNoosre kt lRe Basa¢mndi 2@0p) ¢
cesses of cognitive tpirwe eSismarg, T acsokn t (r bd H cewle
parameters of the i nAwanidan cdeatRa r(alduilgvm n(gC h&
Schacter, 1990). and I mplicit Rel ati ona
Besides priming medsuoeerd RAHD | mdBmlriacistal

association tests gaflThedmpaspulcarmiptrye.hensi ve
The basis for t he pddwdltopmeeanstur ®fme hAF an
(Greenwal d, Mc Ghee, agplSichatairdrr, t cl99&8)i ous
became a principle, regacerskinng dt a nwhidafa n b o
often wused cognitive& NosEKI, atNDEsg edbiatg e iKd u
to more relevant andhdmamdam,yr 2c00lgOn)i.t i ve pr o

cessing of informatiowhiwbhi echudygi hgnkaed wk
t hem. The competiti oonf oniosst iomurhmo nmayni d £esd
itself in confiliifctf amMensast omahiasmbeen demor
person i s more commomeltioalBlssesoandt @eocarepadi!
ic category with posdulitve warecobivaisned nu®
to Iink it with the hmphicive OAses,ociitatiisonnetd
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measur ement showed rledstt i ¥V®1yedrosw hcaovrer ebleaen
tion with the resul ttsi oonf tmt htehre ismuldiyc iotf inend ¢

urement s, however, itudls fqaudtter sa asltia@abi mplio
to measure the acti vcadd wrne,ofandnet conlta&pdes oM
the semanti eAnmaet vkorNkAs(eBdgrsti nct from earlier
2013) . characterized by an wunder

attitudes both stable ov
to the cont ext (Fazio e

Context and im2?0i7éi?klson’ & Fazio,

I:aaawrons i, 2010) , a new
attitudes caused by increasing amgc

evidence of the opposite
In a |l arge sense, t hFeazcioont& xQl s(ofnr,o @ 0t0Be I[Fatzii
cont @Rtoasanectiono, ficdher eqgeody | atsiuon t o t he
ally refers to a setfuef efladtys tahned ftahcet ctihatu
stances in which an teweemnt oomplrsjtamndobgrxxlt
or phenomenon exist.based, in particular, on
I'n psychol ogy, it wahseisugdgiefsfteerde ntto sdeinsstiitni-v
guish two main typestlhhd comtexts,| dewagnamed

asont@aé padnmdont extddretaxnder st and whether the m
alphawi ckens wunder st ooedxtt feacd mvisr cddomesntaf f ect
t hat is completely idmodisf freatenaf ftectt hteheceinmp |
t ask, preserving it smathar actoenrciegtniscsdi srsdcda
mands the same regarddblesssnodfr ahee eneriiroms d
me nt (Wi ckeorst, e xXbadlyglhemo unt of experiment al e
defined as things anodf dihrec Umdtsarncye o,f ithmeahwnt

respect, closely assoGieated!| wzahi 0he od mhbdiigsup-!
ous stimulus (and/orhaaskgdahd ttheecehyiabt e
ing the identificatiopatobniysoact ha&| amd amian g
function. Baddel ey (atot8i2t)u dheass, theuwtmea!l ssthes e ¢
t wo concepimsiepenhdaniimpact on them of the r e«
fi Nt erda cctoinvtee xt , respeotesel yaf fteltd i Vat teexrper i e
wa s | ater i eft e gr @d teetfxetcber s ( Rudman, 2013) . 1
(Ei ch, §eMEphbDhDext (aGotrrfiedunt,ed to the alpha

1987) . activation of i mplicit

Theorists of i mpli onetasateimemde socdcuurri.ngFothe

TARPTAUTINIS VERSLAS.i novaci jos, psi chRolldégijta, 7ekNm.onmd k(al.2)



I Pl ot ka, ,D.Blllugnenriam|. CATTTI TUDSNDMEASUREMENTE ECOFCONTEXT 29

events have affectediwvke) i mpl iactittr i dtuttietsu di

changing them (Kuhnenmncét aalt he 20AT, iRtudi-s
ma n , Ashmore & Gary, of20mpJ i ODiasgmeaaur&es, (
Asgari, 2004 ; Pl ant ,ofPeirrurcehlee v&a nBu tfza c t200r0s5. ;
Brinol, Horcaj o, Bedemrgaa,m Ppaliane ng &e fSfieactr a
2002; Tor mal a, Brinowor&, Patnt ywhixtO 4t;heLiivnf
ingston, 2002). At tihmpaatmeoni meé,e tphree vreennaoit
ness of contextual ehvewit sr f(a@a lolrwiwazse rn, o0 tB asr
ficient for explanatmaoom, of200Ae. oblseaffedr e
fect s, suggesting tmat chahgeaese mon einmplsi cibtu
emotional significanmcei tohfert he ehenespdereit m
mi nes changes i n t lye oupnsp,|l i tch & n, atatfittewrd efso
(Greenwald & Banaji,palr9t9ibci praundtnsangf 200d; co
Livingston, 2002; Rod manx,poskahrb,y t&e i mp:
Fairchild, 2 00 7J;0 nAmaqedxi foe, r i Hreernnhcan group, t h
Devi ne, 2003; Cunni nghdames eaf alg.gre260aen
Ranganat h, Smith, & iMNasi ecka,t e300 @ &m t Bigde€ e wosnsg ¢
Bal dwi n, & Packer, 2004; melassaumr e& , F avaAii a,h

2006; Gawronski & LeBatur 2l008yowth of aggr
One of t he mechkaringmst bé exmeérixment al gr c
influences-team pei Mmiom@o ntbheoxtthu a l i mpacts on
emoti onal and semantairce. aBlswg, at &ad wiothhh ex &
influences on <corr esmpatnidd m,g fedre mexna mp loef, twhi
knowl edge stored i n ogtadhieal mesk neeemtsy ,assuraimge selfr e -

tained for a |l ong tiimeol atmeeptst( Magd nur edF
mont hs. So, Coane aff@lBa,l ocodamad rppavexil vva obs

l obhgrm priming eff ecstt owiitehs ,r efsoprecé x d mp lteh,e
concepts associated wiitthh rteHevaeasowali mhbl i

days, for example, wweéelhl Chgirseandisng Axmce sisma
the concepts is turmaeadrbaes ¢(Borbenif a8 iMdyra
during the season oflufidst &v&i evenbsi Mk, f2el
mont hs) , but in othes Saedvons &204K) faandi |

tion were not revealseidvei mcatmpai gogniagiavespr
cessing of the same cdrhee pithsp a(cGo amfe Ra Bail ve
t a, 2009) . Thus, us ipmlgo tssu cwhi tphr idmefdf eccemde pete
(for exampl e, af fectriiweesl,y rel gubhtcantt laa]j g
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measur ements of i mpl mpltciat tmetausduerse, mewer i | |
demonstrated i n sevearcali vAaesoar ofieattil nudeiisr
case, the experimentaln dassgansionfg stuhceh irmpac
searches often assumewenttheonmainmmpluil @itti ome adur
vari-adbegr ee of identi mMmpoatannh fwadthort hies t he
shown char-anovelvemerstedl|ddncpear of information,
ticipants when viewingenf, plt@ot ss.he valence of
Thus, viewing of viadtetoi tculdiep.s |fte aitsu raisnsgu mehde,
character, smoking ai rcfigramettiteen iisncaesaceida tt e
ment al association obersmofkiocigf farrgeenstimogardnta ! ( p
intenti on, and this tekftectt hawasi rgoaomg rmwe nde -o1

pending on the degr egr uoefnti diennftoirfmactaitoino ni swibteh
the main character (®dalurCitns, Gwihisom, oZammai n
Shumate, & Fong, 200Better memori zed than tt
Mani pul ati on of - dengrlauededofi n swellfarger numl
invol vement while inséxwusti Mqhoparetri ciimparttsanntt
i magine themselves aspohédemaceé eofs tme epe mordye st
associated with negatthievecoinnteexrtr aocfi ail nfionrtneartaic

tions |l ed to a shiftdiogdcriaenpdncytof adihalseatcar
but only i n t he epi sbdematwiotnh i cofuat gett abl
stereotypical cont en(t Ma(rMahr,i nMee&ts, aHFo & 2,01Q09
Moreover, this shift2®d@@&a®6) not been revealed i

a week after experi memthals, exweosuaoaa, avwhsautme i il
the opinion of the evehosswithdiodabedatioon,t

temporary transitionalbdeat wiél be better me n
I'n the research ¢ omducht ecdo nbgyr uleinntc oil mf carnnda t i
coll eagues, the infloasee odf cdoiifnfceirdeemtc et ypfe s «

measures on fight a gaanidn sd c tpirvea tuidoinc ecsf tatwtairtdu
schizophreni a (Li nconmenasuhAi emgs ,i mBleir gietr , at& i t
Ri ef, 2008) . It turmceodresporndeancet hoef itrhel icoir
negative stereotypesacatoincetrind mgo fs cahtitziotpuhdree,-
nia can be significamd !l y ncedgecaentduei ntfoo rcrean-i
paigns that emphasi zaecceisshéi | bt pwgeonfetiimcong
psychol ogic causes ofheohidzoaphstroenbéfect t he
Memory processes hanceasam easass elnhtel aima g il teud e
in what kind of infoefmaedtonofi nbeéetheempr memssi o
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informati on, as it crmew bien facsrsmarteido n sihso uil rdt
associated with the ooy emecsi vwed tahned ahpopm
priate contextual e vreenftl.ecButi tin most of t
conducted researches t he on@ensafaneypemi nie nne
of any contextual efffercmat iad n rpeapreaadtiegdm iwmpt!lF
measurements has notewvba&lematsitweaiiedf olUmaitail ¢ ry
these effects are unther dliicaed i msnasttea bd @I, o ru
changing over time. t®tesxtredlatsived gyl § ewa £ Xwcsee
tions we can mention kthetwer kpsr o(vGadleldwi it zfea
et al ., 2007; Ka wa koabnmie,ct Dofi di i t uMioel Iwas
Her msen, & Russin, 5060;en®Ol sohe &n &walzyi of,or r
2006 ; Mar i ni et al . ,ge2nlelr2a)l.i zled adedyiatridd re,s sc
textual effects, precRyadlly, &c Gawirmqpsikmnst a
neous shift of i mpl iSciitt hameamuredlundeButth

influence of changesi nfnortnhaet i ome caibfoiuct ¢ chret e
|l eading to the acti vcaameo ni motfo scoeercfilfiicct avsisto
tions, were studied.the i mplicit eval uwatic
Thus, dependi ng on dtehpee npdreinni,n gr eifnl teecrtpi rnegt -
ing categories (restwdurceantc oot r ahdeiaclttohr yf o o d
acting as a contextuead, kvayt hf @atvadl @ente aft cy
information, di fferialgodtnstthent@mjesaits oafs saotct
tions of fatty food dhd ra@p@enti zri emgeaarchub
heal thy weating wereshkict{2@0@e)d alessopegdviesed

(Roefs et al ., 2006)i ndependence of initial
But in general, the nredeacabBeodbf chbhambgaens
of contextual ef f ectmatoiveer a b onet rtehneaionbs] ercet

tivelgtudited earea andfoamatgiovoe, ewvdntradi ct
dence of their diffeheseeassaocisatrieonngst ha p pd
pending on the consiisntfeonrcnyatdroni washn fniodt @rca
of val ence of epi sodimpl coint emead mfeog mat i a
and information of pteddpearsdentl oanmtdc coul dathb

tude. the framework of rel ev
Since the objects ofoastinuavdi eki sbnimnadi
ferent contextual eneceiownen@nt Ac¢ c oirrdd Inwd it nog
those containing new eixnfuoarl mazteido na ca b ovuatt i tome
object, it i s necesoprpywsi oi oesear phebbwug
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in what exactly, i s tdleearme,r mi medeyvygmeloati agphy
cy of key context fetaitaimse,s iatndi dypdeaithlrest o
information while foplmacgiitonmeds wnreavs a(hn@z eollldar

associations (GawronBkcke&r Sri &h#éMoams,2Q00) ., |
But if the implicit20a0h5;itudeer nwre Haespaonsi&
to the impacts of tBeecbanext 200He d/ee stcihare
arises whether theseHoiumpeact s2xxhUseDepaages 2

in the implicit att iTteu-yees | g dmbs & c -MOBBi Bgcei ndbeai g ¢
or their effects imp&cKlaunéy, imp08xit measur
ment procedures and afMddédenstcasdodiagt ®d wist H |
the modification of memsucemeprtspondcergdumneti S
tudes. Search for anplancsivte rmetacs utreimentfue@s Dc ecx
turned out to be a edviaflfuiactvel tt hpr simem. bTUhe m
problem lies in the facenthmechpadi seet Mmdéas er
of attitudes t hemsel uaiansbycontexiual factorsetilé perform- di r e c 1
the changes in the dsnsgoctiamskonkn whtehnatree
caused by the experameawat o i dngptacrt mi. neAnayt wh
experi ment al measur @me Mta s ipcr,o cae dcunraen g& sof as s
based on the specific Trhaushantihsemsys e nwfol ¢i hper
when executed, var i oiumplciocginti t mara&s yrreomeenstsse s o f
These processes deteirmianendihtei efs eofi vareeands c

of performance of t mentexlp ea X pnenurad ) ,t arsakys ,I e s

through which it is dpdd=ireing oebwul iaditeccas:s
judge on the contentenadstyme tolfe asesdai asi oonfe
connecting the objecmentnsl, it aabhi bedea.ssTmed
fore, at |l east the paont et téafef ehtanigese, i hdk
by the context i n i mplaingiet orhe atshuer el3 g s icca na o
caused by changes inthédy preocelsersvéddcvat vieldeg
i.e. mechanisms of perlfnortoa rsc ewoo fk twhee ceoxnpdeurc-t
imental tasks, but not by the changesof the i mpact of contextual eve
basic associations njeGaswrroenss koif, eDRmuit e cdt t it
LeBel, & Peters, 2008)TThe work has Dbeen condtl

One of the factorsassampti lwuwt iofgthe werei ed
emergence of cont extiumaplacd f fienc ttsh eatc aismap loifcicto
measur ement s, are stsiastegney of pefrdomamainee
of the experimental thasknf 8y mataindmpuodofat pnegvi
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attitude. For this pumploiseit t hae tridsuaeaersc hb g
assumed repeated exposuiegt oT hceontatodr et lod

duration of impact effecthsthe events of re
I n addition, t o as sheasvse tolcec ulrewedl i mf tdhleamrg
i nduced by the conteaxthi ghwodedgrfedeer®efnt peonrosac
dures of i mplicit meadacurmpament wef eagguéestudert
the I AT and procedurcaef orfe lseuvba nitmicnoant eexvtaulau a
tive pri ming (af fectliyvedeprigmiendg qurest e dmmna
were applied. The f o9 evdedrs epsrsonteendtu r r amcssdinrees

the formation and eealplbaci onetlinitcheatdiint ac
associations bet ween Itmet hoebjseecctonaf saudiyt o
and affectively signtidxtcumalt fwaocrtdosr. hTahse bleat
one assumes the assetssamenfaofolf atwanttasesewvi
tions of this type. tEexperofmeantalddacosnhewnu

i mpact was produced pegr ismpeerctiall | gr d a pest|honpreedl
vi deos, each of whi ccho ocpoenrtaatiinorend @maeé hegper a
information: rel evanrtef liercrteelde vtahret di 6 f ex & 13 t
attitude, as well asnegatrabk, i nteesepédaoiicve:
Resear cihs atiom:i nvestigaeéachhexpeafiment al gl
ence of contextual fod ctpoorssi towe) mpki mietgaat

tudes and their measVidmest swsere produced a:
tion work by Marija Ba
ticipants performed t wi

) measurement of attitud:

Overview of the I AT and subl i mi
Experi ment-avlatehpogut & e

The research aim i s Wareplleadeth tiendme dchi attweol yd iaff

ferent studies. me nt session. The rep
The first study aiwmegsitmn iidrensomg griddes
ences in implicit meadgiua teanlevnt &f toefr &hBnfCr
attitudes in particimamine ay-i nierp otwhees &t hti
presence of events iamtithedes rweareen t meaaustuorbeic
graphical experience&ssevhs nenntarper orceeldeuvraenta
ethnic attitude andfeaeiofreoeadriosn ono t hke
event s. The recent sasohd ogrbaphitdael hev @n tc

was seen as a contexgwedt ifoancnaoirr eisn. measur i
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Study 1. Autobi ¢g5 dpd.p éigle age froa
events as contéggtto 50 years, Mdn = =
ALat vibdno ARUGKkI afibe gr ou,
Research questionwse.re r'ecruited according
criteria: |l anguage, cul t
dence in Latvia for at I
1. Il s there a relati%gﬁgip]obertevgqerq cttheonas“toonbi
graphical contextual,;gy\ents related to the
attitude and tRH)e irnestplbense ti me (
task of subliminal eyampu|a|“[b\{et Pmemisn®r e s
2. Whet her t he autobiographical context
events associated wiybhli ffiaccd Igrtrdd Pur e€ foff e Gtng
(positive priming) BF i minig bii g 1 & n¢ alsnke gaft | ¥ fef
priming)? (Plotka, Blumenau, Il goni:
3. Under wh a't experibmémtkal 206d8Byitions the
priming effect is observed?
4, Whet her t he aut Pbrii ang magp PP oa ke adeuoreet eoxft s ub
events of various emevabunati vel @ndé¢eni age ias stoh
ciated with the measoategbrimpti ont aRrtiimeldes
5. Whet her the aut diiddgrd aPWi c@aNd eBRt ¥xscre
events associated widhtsthealifPfdd V&f Pl MBFRBI ¢t
preferences? piness, kindness) and unj
6 . How t he affectivears'?]%rn’lfcljicsa%%%t’ofcgrﬂ]_tee@%ttz
bi ographical contextedev'eﬂfgr\ll%lSref)gtesdlltméjlfjﬁ
conformity of t he re(sSiJ(PAt‘?s: _O%OQ’mpAFpgitsgr?d e4x(
plicit measurements 5?%1?#?88%29 task was 't
soon as possible if the |
and ANO key i f the negati
The fixation point (bl
Met hod mi ddl e of ai 1v0HiOt enss c rPe & mj
) ] 17 ms, Mask (black I atti
Participants white screen) coincides V
(not restricted), inter
118 (iwdl efiermgl,e age f(reonptly7?7 stcor een) 1000 ms .
50 years, Mdn = 26 daohgsespPisordlLadnvi@a@ddh par
57, MfARu6sls.i ano
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Proceedi nTgh eo ft wiba tmeo.s ti npvrool nviense ntow qui ckl y s

i mplicit measures suatijasti egsal wat itvhéet paeh sma
and the | AT were uselldasell ithhee Sésdygnde . andais
the Study 2. Each eunspel do ytso rceoanptuiten f &t me i f
tasks that measure piefopdiel ist attiton udesr e & dii s
| y. response facilitation &

Latency (RT) in I AT @mdesaualbl SANBOGr pe amh
i ng tTahsek shi st ogram gfouwpl, wasnuwalfloy each Tar
shows t he great s kewnersessspohbe tdiateas weee
skewed in a positive d&ioretriione. tBeamea uBsaes eslli
responses are rare, wWhere dicali rmniviewRig@dnori seaol
mal . Mo s t statisticadr opurpo coefd up eessi taisvseu meo rtdh:
the data are nor mal lbyerdiisst Rp@®)o,t edradc Wegt o ap
for meBTttohenor mal i ze tthes ediwsotrrdisb u(tti toeni.r numb
We used a |l ogarithmité6)Yransformation to ba:

The distribution oFomb¢aclnetdv iidaare tah B usa M
l ose to nor mal di stern dpe i oRall wadle ocliasl ecdu | lact gegd
atenRYy) (faf al | st agtriosutpi codl ptoesstts veFwpor d:
ase of interpretabibertyi,s d8)s,c ra nkiTivawaee rsatadet-
nd figures wer e preskated fimr mialclhi sger coourpd
or m. maxi mum number s 8).
FacilitaffThenesteneés ofr oRTfplofcitasic respon
connection of certaiwan®Rlmmne ptrd meist wepesbsub
or negfatlve att|tud§s RE%,QL'PI%T,%S:_SREES]'%{%Q(ti)f u s
the shifts of reaction time taking into ac
a baseline. AffectiveVaohae®i aedilsar & f tserims
a
t

- O o

- o o

ssumes the existencéFa¢i bl tehidgadisicmessbel
ion to an ethnic graugp Mfeganhive atargete)wo

response to positiver atteé noufl ir essupgognesset.s a po
tive attitude, and thdafsdstr e@aeddtoinon ot op onse
stimuli suggests a ntegathee Rasi Bt vdadllecanes
versa (Plotka, Ilgoniattigtaeademebhaow 26069pPns:
The terms #Afacilitaeila@atdvahydy ®RdobhhGii tbradih

refer to a speeding nNePoDirt isvMeo wa tntgi tduodven o f
responses relative t oFasbmeeaataincddmrtda nReg@ra
Faziobs evaluative ptomithg theask ,c trhaatte sit mahic
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R > iOnegative attitudleyzed owsisghdgeswistthbANOV A:
the negative words repritmeel Yatwei ahe Rasisc an

i ndi cantegatniomB<adtit wdd ence: good, bad) . Evi
Facilitation scorestéame cappbiad fer seemeanf -
ing of priming effedtmtendeti crer eaiem ge x p g rRiu-d
ment al conditions. Fexramphesei puSpodeges?2, tat

me an of t he vari ablfei rfeftacseés siadomormboslcorpasdn
with the hel pt odt OareeeSaangmlie iton of positive v

pared with zero. Theegalti véaypwotrhdess.i s | @b o uhte
the assumption that pmemas ofi Rushsei anar idad| eot
fifacilitation scoresroeciosghi amedomofhormposzetoves
tested. In case of dewvimésonLafvianse hgpbdl hee
the presence of pri nifn gn egfafted ovte wouwuldd bedr ko
veal ed. nition of positive words
Mean facilitation scores can then be ana-
SOA: 300

Session Target

1 2 Enegative

[positive

30

18.0
ST

m B ]’
£ _
o .
5 /
b [ | | 1
= 0 o
=10 1
-20 T T | T
Latvian Russian Latvian Russian
Prime
Error bars: 4/~ 2 SE
FI GFacilitation scores for-2SORa80DOr sn , Psiems i amd

interaction
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Assessment of val eatctei taundde $tsr oogihi oé.
i mplicit attitude.. Mo@bfi dthe metalsed odf faliifl
To assess the strengtbcasndi ntgheofv aloesnicte vef
i mplicit attitudes, bwe iiomt oddwmegati wmo dti d1
variabl eRROPI sthkad t & BEtamémae, i s positive.
2015) which is definedclasThédecds€&f erfenicnehi:

facilitation scores:processing of both pos
t d t th I

RRRIR=(RTIRDI (RTqi RTo) . (o) "Wores a e lower

ti'on to the positive wi

From (2) it foll owtsudtehats plhei atvéetude i

posi tRRee ,0,i fand t he %t.RtﬁtiijR-JSO,nFEt%‘%?n This
ti vVRR< i 0, the apgddittuidyee|iys pBONpy three cases
and -nneogna(t miviedRRe) O1i f (d) The case of facil
The rationale of tRBeopadifhgdomebbBef Bbs
shifts can be obtaingeedt Bo r 15T mGi R Ihg (bfreﬁgﬁ
plete induction (Figefpect of the negative
1RR =iR> 0, Rt>hRen Thatstitude is negative.

could be in three cas€qw) The case of i nhi
(a) The case of ffagridddadiimpn off pogintityve
processing of both pprsdide i mgndofnemgeadatvievd
get words at the predwlmiinmg cet toift Udaec iils traeg
effect of the positivef )woThdes. cdhee odfesuhhi

©
R4 CC22II2VRR
— PZZZA R
o | m— ]
@ g
: Y 11
z X |
c :: 1 h

RR>0 RR<O il RR=0
Fl @ Facilitation, i nhiRRRY i amdoValrespense &Rtftitud

al | cases
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processing of Dboth parsd tdaleculnadt endegati ve tar
get words at the | owerThienhRitbiittiudg éfsf @otsi dfi v
n.egatlve wor ds. The result|n}g€2§3t.t|tud%3bs ne.
aive.

3.-h)gR. ¥R, tRRnziTR= 0.
The attitude is either ambi ®BIGnt or ambi gu-
ous. The effects of fqﬁgliattattiit_cm%$rft@iqiyg_mqaimbdit

of both positive andhoegpahh¥etwargs, arg iden
ti RadR,RR= 0.

Unli ke the conventional m%f%Rfé%'of shifts
(RR=RT-RT , the modi fi efhemectohnopdardfson oRRthe m
shifts takes into actoupérbdoheael Fibwselsneod. r rese

The vari abRRr epfresémdgmsia ude of attitude un
continuous variabl e, mewhtialh choarsditthieo ntsi nfeS OdAAi -p

The attitude is negatiyv

mension. The absolutef vadtmtesxtodalt hewe wtag) .abl
characterize the stredsginigl ef i adieixt wderl hiemp | micli
seconds . RRmeli siages avawadlaebricee coofndi ti onally ¢
i mplicit attitude. Tohfe fAasthtiiftt sdeofi RRMPbPsthevpl
t hRR>0 the attit RReOissi nrge gatiinvdee xi fof i mplicit
the attipodiet iivsevegan dé veamct ed using a third
(mi ddRR )5 0 f 2011, p. 14, Tab. 2. 2). Fol
For practical revetheé nagn alf o gsoturse ntgd thl ea nodf ¢
val ence of att@Qtamd@e sTatbhlee quartil es

TABLECoding of contrasts for ex&®Rlusatiianmed pri ming AL

Prime ALatPwiiamed AL atPwiiamed fi Rushriiaimmed A Russi ano

Target word Negative Positive Negati ve Positive
Contrast 1 -1 1 0 0
Contrast 2 0 0 -1 1
Contrast 3 1 -1 -1 1

Not enumbefisafle @weighting coefficients for the var
intragroudp2Pst mect{ilat Fhangeti RUNsgamnioy e, Positive)
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The variable condihibhaml ¥ EdalIl &€d hasc t he
variable of Ashifts tofweiephmnicde ti deretfietrye n(ch
RRRs the single indektlordoi sngll atciian ptElf),r eht
(S11P) is construct edEtulsn onmgi bhah i wifir d heo rf torr
( Rudman, 2011, p. 14,poliacde m2t.i2t)y.. Fberp atrhteu rceo nf
sidered task the anadmdgomqise stash!|l eorof stcalmlt e a

wi || be the Table 1:niches, that are not r
Contrast 1 is the &itfhfne rce nicriediloffr efryiecnéctieh nn iac
scores: t hat is characterized
R)If.atvian_ R_Latvianz(R-I—ol;atvian_ RT+Latvian)_ c al ' a'f f | | | a.-.t | c,)n,, ) et h n |
_ (RTLavan_ gyLavan — pRiavan Positive (%grprmsatldentalt
o ) regarding own nation i ¢
Contrast 2 is the diifvfeeraetntciettudes regardi
Rfussian_ R_Russian:(R-I-Oljussian_ R-ERussiar)_ ates opti mal e q ui l i bri
_(RTRussian_ RTRussial):RRRussia.n t ween OW? 7)6'[ hnic groupg
* ) groups, it "is conditio]
Contrast 3 is the ditfabhercenxe shehweenic en+
trasts 2 and 1: determines peaceful i n
RRR= RERUssan. R g-avan tures ('85' polyethniic W C
tension and irritation

ThuRRRs the diffRR efngreg notf ebcihahﬁecsgroups, r
for different primesownltnéteircy,esoﬁpyatgi@g)l|
dex of (implicit) Rd Pumett it ROEFR&IOHE RETL
(Rudman, 20RRRO0,p.tlhde)t.eblifniabout the superi ol
preference towards %%sa5|iatn§ ﬁﬁurriefvya@lﬁgtid
RRRO on the contrarygttpeugéhpbgaPlPhE" PREE
towards Latvians i s §pRoi€ Btin@afaticism i aacrity to per -
The comparison of ¢dem MyEnayn acadlibans ¢h t he
RRRo zero all ows us gtgo gr €Sheaal cghy et hceomzpornedhie—,
tions of maturity ofegprefgseneteéation of ar
gl e about prosperity o
Explicit measuresing to Soldatovabds met 't
to determine the transf
AiTypes of ethnic i edemtfiitdeincley Sdiledatyop-es
vV a, G. ThL998ur ve-yt eptnrtiabiuntse d30pur suant to t
6poi nt scall9e3)(.ppS.c al &&r:i sem:hnforndm t he Adeni al
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the national fanaticbem, ©Goc@al ems) et hmDaOg@®e tSan,
ethnoisolationchathonbotanaticism
ze transformation Depemdentt hiiacr i adilfes

onfidence pursuant g tpp|tikett yRk@asQtedyYREFIab
entHWMRAYER( wher d®s haomglresf aci|li tR_tRBNRGERor es,
ilism and etimiec pundppihRTenNnEevari aRReR of sh
o the type HofPPOhyBohdRrotistithgl e index of i mp

oleration can be aggassed U S HRRR c AR RPI e&
cale of positive etH@inrpatvidenti ty, but the |
f intoleration can bg pnasfo&sss ety shelsl, S Uannegt rtedg (i
ther scales. the average value of RT.
Survey fnThe effect ofxpeRics @deme a0sfuirkdeed ov ar i
erent emotional valijegaert iHyyppon ghBNI G hytpleirid
udeTstoi.s s a speciafllyyqyPgERI 9dFEtdaihbe®S-by sur
ionnaire, which inglchdes gndescrapdiep, Oof]
recent (relative to K08 Ehee @f tEpE seoXdredsrol meyd
events in Latvia relptmpiadctt i Epgrslghice (1 8l

o o unw —+ ~+ 5 o 0

—~ —~ —h

tions. Answers to the questionnaire take int
account the force of impact, the valence and
remoteness of event s. The questionnaire has
two versions, -diofrf draRtiSuUnl tdntenSt udy 1

ans in Latvian and for Russians, i n Russian

(Tikhomirova, 2013).After the completion of

the data that correspond

Apparatus performance by t he part

Certified | i®ensed 2s@f Pw@dirén Eof emotionally
fessional E. words) were removed from

45696 data on reaction t
Proceeding of datsa 59 of observations. Fr
Descriptive statisti4fe3>], 68t ecddtsa 05% nofr mahet yda
di stribution, boxpl oosv,edANOY M, t Repeapedi . e.
Measures ANOVA, tfFastmge dfendaltylbsd sQ5=t h9 2pde rnase na i ©
correlation analysistwerdataedhat is | ess th

dat a, or 10. 3% of obser

I ndependent vari aklved. Mean values of RT
iGroupodo (RUS, LV); nfn®Paq¢hmemar(tRiuscispamt wiatth f i >
vian, Baseline); fSoOales iGraueopiPrimgop arget@ 6SPA0 40 0,
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were calculated for drmeomsamadwns ngmadiaitanald?2
observationM=wéB&Dimsessmatled target ver bal S
70 ms. ambival ent and pri med
First reseaWicthh ¢uhesnteiedne.dofwi th them ot her
ANOVA(2x3x6x2x2x3) thhesilrespaeshknboéd faon- sul

torsbod i mpact iGroupphenPreinmeo mu sitS OAe , c 0 n ¢
iTarget 0, AVal ence oife€Epwistold etstbe Uid enpafc tt hoe
Epi sodeso and tRenars wiomttérr aocft ia ns poenci al res

conducted. The main BRlssmanmpatu,on8ambul aAKND,- C
VA (normality of dis20ibutPlbot laamd éto molgeni:
ty of variances) wer ed) amalmpsaecd (@©N2,sH pdi dsdokd)

2004, Buhl , 2002; Hd Wwe B, . 0109199, Mpl t 3PIB¢ . c
Post Hoc Test LSD wafsorusfeldmp alchte ofo | HE pTast ndye ¢
factorsd i mpacts werepiesewvdaebédinfluence of

1) AGrB(ulpo 4(246) ni figAani4d,exceeds RT at
p< .ORNMLh.the group ALY® eanxdelkigggh t®@AEngFhg(
RTin ARUSO statistical by diivanhiemicearptt, ED3 && X

2) NSKAG @“A242F =0042%0k . RIYt positive ep
Mul ti ple compari sonscgdrfastt nktgat Teset ephS®dde
revealRTdt t BOA=100 ms Ht)atHasctticcradd yfival ence
signific®&RAdt exmcyeedtshét mpoOat ( @ff Epi sodeso i
20®00 inps< .01,-6@®@0G TMIFO1, 3888)p<=.DDPA.79,f i
p< .001) . epi sodesRTier | npwgati ve

3) . ATarget o (F(1, edx2clebe)dRTE A.riBep,o0 sg t t(v4eDaIp)i
The mean of RT at n=e-¢g a bpB<y e. 0t0dr. g eltf wamrpdasc t
exceeds the mean of mRTiI KM, prosposivei weor dpi
This fact resembl es thREf effaegat d(bls3e%)p ed odl.
ing some types of expxli. diOtl.t &otrs rRefyae d me die
mantic information. BEor i enpamp | eo,f vepR Hdodktead i
f parity of number sl oivse ffagaetrt lemd Gbal.es h,s(¢
resentation of evenprum®®Tfgo,r rhlitdhleri mpaat c
umber s (see odd efbeceeddioh& | War riemmp,act
985) ; verification (@fL92 &g lpBa c.tOROTLh e tnheedri u
resented noun denotiempaant mafeepr KRiOfdamn i mixd|
bject is faster i f itmpeacmh o wWip2i83etde p= 7 .a@A Jn:
bject (Hines, 1990)FormMhpodi niRiTemare plisdw dvie i
uch effects are obsepgivedd easl skoK chane disd eti hten s ik

u O O T +» 3 T O
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600 Error bars: +- 2 SE
5807
w
£
—~ 580
v
5 _TJ_
© 570
=
560 574
T
low medium high
Impact of Episodes

FI.GThe meaRB® mbFactorods fAl mpact of Episodesbo

epi sdd3exsl) p< 6.0H07,) (bBifg.bBdw i ntend(iltOy0 6)epi=so
7)Factor sod Al mpact -30.f53EpifsT<d e Ddeldainudm i nt en
AGroupo i nterMFat i o3n808&d)di ensp acxXRBddshitghhe i ntensi

14.2<;.001. IRMT &V gpedop® $55) p< 2..0611., I n RUS
intensity epi Roloés | editeedsmetdhem intensity e
intensittylepdBy ddkes.:0xth.eRT of Il ow intensity

RTTor high intensiRVy tep23-b)d @R, e RAfkoerd shitghhe i nt e

5957 Error bars: +/- 2 SE
590

w

£

= 5857

14

&

0 580

= 1
575 580|

I
negative positive

Valence of Episodes

FI&EThe meaRB® mbFactords fival einrcfel wdn EpPi sodesc
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Error bars: +- 2 SE Valence
of
600 Episodes
Hnegative
E [positive
-
o 580
c
(1]
D
=
560
574
540~
low medium high

Impact of Episodes

FI.&The meaR® mEFactorsé fAivalence of Episodest*
interactiondés i mpact

ty episode&Toefx clecewd si pttheen®1 t yFi g. 7). At fi xe
epi s a(dle2s5:42). 3p8<, .RB.orRTn group RTWnegyceeps RU
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t((1729) p<x 1M®M.03A2, at hipgh .i0dt erAs i tpyo sKkfffiove mear g
epi stds8H:) px< 6 .008.. di um i mpact o f eRoTfo § od e s
8) Factorso6 Al mpacltowofi mppics ottbhEH2 &3§)a fpd d e s :
AiTargeto inteR&¢t i400n382s). Rafpbcarc t medi um i mpact 0
4. Ipk, . 05. At l ow andx he g@®3oiftnthe mi tiympatfct of
epi sodesd RiTonfp apo & g &ti izkekP2 @ A)rpet600®,(Fig. 8).
words &KXeckeegssitive taygdtacwordd®. AVal ence o
Low intensittyl 1o50)epiiCo d®$,0 i nteractionds im
p< .001, high i m(tleln9sZi)t P& ,0o0f Ok pi bndbeth groups
= 4p61,001. At ned®Rdt beewtangedthRWaomedasnesg aadfi ve
for medium i mpact ofpoespits ovcke se peixscoedeedssd t dee
RT of l ow i mpa(cit5 1df)b oekphi sncedgeast:i ve and posit i
4. PK, . ROfLlor high | mR&@cnt Lovf gepRP ne RUSetdys ou p:
sodes exR®médd otwhéd mp g 3t7 781 p<p il D.0OLR @HL)Y p= 3. 44
sod€d418&) Ppx, . RAflar me-0.001 for negative and
dium i mpact of eRpflobodyes( Fexgc®gds the

high i mpact t(ab4@&)pi sod2es8:2,
600 Error bars: +/- 2 SE Ta rget
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590 Dpositive
7
£
= 580
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S
@ 5707
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gsm 597 T
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negative positive
Valence of Episodes
FIEEThe meaRB® mb. Factorsd AnValence of Episodes"’
Thus, the relationshimTpebethweeen rtehsee aaructho bq |
ographical contextuadf fdewenthse Tabatedlt 05 dc¢
attitude and the r esexomerei nmeinmea lui nnctedrm c iwtt iacsik
subl i minal priming apsembmgnefergcstbes obser

The second redwdrhch highuee stf ioam t h reswathbh
hel p of ANOVA (6x2x2ANBQZA2)2eackR of 6f a&xc-2 x

tors ( SOA, Pri me, Taangebr sd mp@rca upodf, BFPir4 I

sodes, Val ence of E poifs oHlpeiss, 0 dGrsoduy, p ) fi | i mppaacct t

on the variable var iRRRwlas conducted. St
&R, for positivewords n|~f|cant\ i mpact s:

R=i AGr olrpPd, (1402 =017)03
i

R  for negativewords (9) - : o
the group ARWRRNROSt pes imei

was verified. Statishichabkl gmegpotnii M¥oc ant v
factorsbo APri me*Tar gefitPrlimpea*cMal eonfce Epf - ep!
sodes*Valence of EpEpiosled@s p0i nT 29 &)X pbizonis)0 .
i mpa&ct; 2592) = 9.94(Fpg<11pPl. The mean

M=15S®4@F .02, pri Re , ARUWLI,antbhe autobiograp
positiu&3)! opvwe,2. BB ) otf atviagtiioous emoti onal V
cally significant difhermebhsaomezefoi mpl ogcif
Thus, the autobiographeéecdl fd¢ dn treexsteN@dxdnt g
associated with reli(ed6Xe3f)f e(cGrsou(ppoxsi SQOA ex p
ing) or inhibition (sedeaesixel mpamtngj.Epi sc
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cally significant f actTdres & iixrdthe rraecteaapfnohimndall eesr
of episodes*| mplalct 6ABHEiesaddéso:of i mplicit a
14.p9, .001 (Fig. 128s meontes shaansp | ke etn veri fied

found that at negatirveed avdlodn cCeRBFRAHIN PIERWND 5 m-f o
pact tMe mé&aDs (3. 0) HIiPiagrisabl es at fixed ti
fromt(zleXlo) p< 2 A%l pospPthee experimental condit
valence and medi Mmn iNMgpaaScutr etmeeér t e ava s observe
49 .9D=(84.6) dift{aevy coresml atron coefficients
2. o8, .05. 1t shows thRrowneifrrEaklee oA2 Rusee Af¢
sians under these condintigornosup ARUSO the corr
Thus, the autobi ogrr@BRHRYPAQ) <ORBRY¥REREZE Nt s

associated with the iht@e@retpi mpiViocitthep rceofrerr
ences. rRRARIYP)C> Or(FORRIYPER O .
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Di scussi on andogoﬁhgémﬁﬁss sthhoer t er . The

Ssi ons. Study 1l responses are with the ¢

small force. The sl owest
The relationship betewemt st hoef ametdad buino garfa pehc-t i
i cal contextual eventsesmpar@beaetdreeaoh t hevalt tof
and the response timefiaftéaetitwaues kc®Ti tnesxithlea Imi
nal priming assessmemtr oayi PfFs . Russians i s shol
With contextual evenwti lef inegdti ceasega-1the

l ence and the aver agtei vientteaarsgdty wvodr dish ewaesmos |
tional Rinpsa ctth et hheon g etsitve Tther gehtorwoer ds, wi t h
eRT s observed i n conofe xnmeudailu ne viennttesn soift yl aw w:
i ntensiRTwi.t T he@eont ext uaAuteovbeinotgsr agpfhi c al cont ex
negative valence of &aggdhciiantteednsiwt yhi g esherfte
than with the event s(poofsindagetiprei nvianlgegncer of |

medi um intensity. Wi p thi mmiengga)t.i vTeh ec of natcei Xl ti waalt i
events of high &RfTffecdtioecd Wwintensohyextheal eve
creases compared tontdertaatual events of me d
events of negati ve vtadnesnictey otf hel ofvad inltietnasti it or
and reduces it i n coanpagiim@nofwi pbsitthieve xtparg
sure of medium aff ectoit\neri nctaesnessi,t yf.aci |l i tati o
Wit h contextual eveahs f edt epdo siiddanvtei cwad -l y:

l ence of |l ow af R&icsd idwe nontengnt i daeret |l y di f i
| onger in comparison \Wihteh mdiset eemt ss odd matt
dium intensity. served with the medium a
With contextual everft poef til wew cadfteecxti weel e

intensity the context Theegtroupf opoRussvanva
l ence sl ow down the wiesspon®oav, naengdattihvee nemias o

tiiveccel erate it. Wi tnme dciounni.e x t u al events of

medi um intensit-posbhi Tédhe ceoowmttakirogr aphi cal c
contextual events s laosws oo v et hei trhe srpeolniseef e
and the negative weveintgs) a@aaceélnédri btie i Dh. ( Medd
positive contextual eaeinds vaei shlronigs edfesot
were not observed. textual events. At posit]
The rati Rgwiotfh tchoenbexmedi um affective inte
events of | ow, medi umogndt hivgh pirnotceensssiitnyg a o ¢
identical in both gr owvopsl,s wohcecruerass. ilnntloé hg@r ot
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and inhibition mani fwistth trhdRsmpdeeclneeisot egqeakly
the mean values wereofotaveir amief iacfafretcltyi vdei fdf
ent from zero. hi bitoryRTefwliclte onhe e

Effect of priming &ebijsecetiiviel yot alw windh h
S[¢ 24000hs Table Al (saaeeePAppabndidxthe reactic
A). At SOA 100 ms orlfy Bc,0 ogfr oRIBPt iRrddH edft (i nc
prime Russian, negatijmpl vail e nPRR bairee paled g5
|l ow i mpact of episoded. wAt hSOAI 2hQ& emsa nadn I syt
in group LV at primetiRwsasi aaut oleig@agi aghivaa

l ence of =episodes, mérdisum hiomgaathaoef i mpil tc
sodes. At SOA 600 msmeoansl uyr eisn cdarnonuopt LbVe arte g
prime Latvian. of context.

The autobiographicall ncotnhtiesxtstewent spr ¢ fmi n
various emotional valiewreceands po06i ati «@, Wivé he
the measure of i mpl ixOA 200 i mddeasnd The smort
expressed attitudes SaAe 50Bseansved nwigtelheti &l
average affective i ngiesntsdnty wift hp osdziiov ea rcd
textual event s. 1982), Powel | and Fazi

The autobiographicadi fcfonrteerxde evieat st @aes e-f
ciated with the indefxoahdi WpkhciSOApRre@Demene
Results of implicittianmed eoXpldecliady memspres
ments partly overl apstiMaudtusof Thi & mag ¢lhtes
were with SOA 500 mspliewx bpitdt ugrreo ugpfs . pMihmi n
absolute values of ovbittah ndeidf fsetraetnits tSCAasl,| ywt
ni ficant Pearsonds coheeleaftfieocht c e e f fd o teenxtts
from .27 to .72. At e At 800 ms obtained

two statistically sigmhfei gartatestr eloatriegmpo
ficients in group ofr eRwg sisanesf wveixtph iah o |nuet
values .70 and .81. Atem®PAtdO0OWi ma ameé Ppadim
tive valence of epi sowdeh ISOAgrs5o0u0p he. cTht el
tion coefficient is aB88ociations activated
The study of reactiparobtaibmg iumdiehe i eapkt i
affective subl i mi nalme asswaleusa toifv eat tpirti und ensg.

showed the Ré&Wiatthi oanfsfhag ®toiowfeat i on s ar e insig
rel evant contextual o@adrtodxtodlapihmpgadt sevent
Positive events inhibRékdtitdreshrigactdoon i mbp
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Vice
t he
t he

ures with SOA 50§tm%dhyavez'anE|)|(ﬂpeere tr_ner

feature. Dependiﬁg\/%rntt§e @tshnpcogrtoejfftof
y participants we found the associations
pposite directioﬁeﬁeet%regrh tqnlée§4r'iodglse 0
index of i mplicit Ipsretfheerreencae reddt hgnrsh
ent-Rttysi diPd oprefandntbe meagthree D of i mp
p of Russian parttaiscki paht $ mplecinteg#sisvel »
ciated with hypoefitacttogf (Coptexedakbtéenpc
ssiano preferencg), | whiheresugahreratebnshi
s in the group @®finhiantgyiefnf ecar tainCd Praed sSu
positively associh@ésedi widthe hydoik demtd gy
ciations activatpfdgWit hh SORe 5&0f danst adfd ¢ c
rlying the impligitwﬂggf? engs hsatvreucbtiuqie

i onal associ at.i Otnwewe'nt hextphlel CrfrtEfaenrdeniCn?plcff

alternative ethnfﬁd(ggo%pthP%rqu%? etnli]e shora

es causing |mpllgéﬁté1&eta aulresxposua‘rtt’>'tUde
SOA 500 ms are the integrators of am

. . 4.
Il ent i nformati on wi t h rg
i mpl. i ci.t

erences. By conttrastt, t h
r mi-Rwves sfiparnad i mpl i ci t

SOA 300 ms are’

. . e

acteristiec only 8r
i an groumsu.ssHagberp

ce with SOA 300 tcpqgsponds to | ow-
e
&L

~D0

SE
cOT

pr ference. And

ver sa. Thi s resqu¥t FE)%ntﬁ?‘terpreted é
fact that with tlh2e0 v('hrﬁa@l,ee fogndagloen 28 @0 1®s
baRussiigno atti tMdne Fsl8ctyievvdtsed Et hnic

as such, without op®loist éirgi at hfeo r a|sted rencattijovne

et hn
have

ic group. These hypetaedieni gahBsumptions
been devel oped in the Study 2.
|l mplicit measures
Modi fied procedure of su
priming in the task of af
(Plotka et al., 2013) sec
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The | mplicit (AsrseceonivRetllidoinC iTeants were prov

et al., 1998), modi fiinsdt rfugrt i experin@e ftrali ny
search o f et hnic atptaintt sdewser € TH K@i ¢ & vhbh:
2013) . the research was the st

emotional states on th
Explicit measur esAll participants took |
Survey ATypes of EthAN€YI 88htiEJoOoPEoPHAMbI
& Ryzhova, 1998) ; and filled in the quesHt

Survey Alntensity Ndf¢ EHRRAE o)1 0 DHratio
pacto (Bambulaka, 208#p)ion was about 90 m

session, the participal
Contextual factorgroups: 3 control grou
To <create emotionalloynesharged eplsodes in
relation to the LatV|aN1'nean%XP?1 ' RE3E? Ian@rtc
ideos were created (@gn%bﬁlhailgae, pfdfﬁ?aacc'lot{e'

irst two videos weré’fW|tthI$ géPS.fém&,M-d?ﬁqu'-
tratedetthri d nrteslrati&ﬂg. Vlbrdg\sjle\'\(/\}t(pf rlegatlv
he first video was ttéjwt‘?ernﬁi'sgetﬁgg'é' |tyéagr§1opi(
owards the Latvianthel'hé”gg nwdtvhl dpe005|v6'\
O cause positive emBPiwgﬁgsté &r aLsatVHWeanLat\
ns. The third videon\_ﬁgér\?}iltheonhot Ipoaprtlcclopnatt
f actors. It contair?é&‘nﬁeaauntd|flu?tY'e"fl%§<|ngG'
capes and aimed to pcarsesaetde heut%%qo %Ot?%%

ot related to the Rt?sjtseila}/nsa and Va{te\)’vl 51rgs.thE
in one day,iigr ones wE,e Kt

Apparatus second session consi st

S5 w0 —~+ —~+ ~ n "L

. . . . i n and | AT roced:
Certified | i éanasmed ngﬁtp\/\r rg E B P )
. R guestionnaire Al nt ensi
fessional E. .
pacitad subjective eval ua:
Procedur e ty of t he em'ot|onal i mj
- h o of V|keW|ng videos. It |
A | t he _plartlcrl]pants _tFOo_Or tphaert_fi'rnsét cehonrtersoe
voluntar.i y.'T'e pargbggpgﬂtbseb%r}]elnt €5 a9,
ment to participate in_two sesglons of ,the
) _se|s|3|on. ) e dsecond cl%l
peri ment . Il n a 'speC|?a(|j Z]lyn e,éqhufe|p eeCOHrdOOSmeSSI
cgmput ers were | n§t al led, coe'haofrrtoedartgmerm_el pewge'eq
ning of research in each of the sessions,
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the second session thAppmpeaptiat @akéy ODéspgomsd:
groups performed thewregxperni memt a&al apki Mienger s
and | AT procedures. Albuhbdeapartocapadtsntolot

part in the research twal usnctraereinl.y .Each sentenc

l'ine. Each target word a
I mplicit methods the screen. All target
I mplicit As s o @i artoidd f Werde tvleresented in | owerc
sion oGatBwory | mplithe ®HAsankci afi dhme experin
Test (1 AT), devel opemonoint otrhea pagits copamtaATwa
(Rudman, 2011). The ©6&ategbrbes @fndl ASTp ewceirfei c
iRussiano, fiLat viiamae acThh eof attthrei bulteesks (task
wor ds of Schl osber gpaSctalced pgWoddwast hh,he dif
Schlosberg, 1955; Schenmntsededr gfi molsi2) Stiitmulaus
strong affective mearihreg s(cproeseint i wiet boutheguadi v
were used. AUnpl easamtddo raemar nedt ep: t haen gsecrr, e ¢
di sgust, contempt, eav ikleyy ottt kd. pairR[fecarspaanntt o
attributes: kindnessegacbspgeat | Iwawse,r ejcoy ., della
ness. bet ween the onset of st

The authors appliedanthepreapeirignehhal cprg-ect
cedure | AT, using seveheatrddalr abn doocnklsy. wR d rhfoourt
mance of the implicit Tnheet htoalr g eoto kwamd alvemaigiee
of 10 to 20 minutesuntpialrttiltd pmartsioc i rpeaandtsi ore
time (RT) was registerlead.erExawkrhe stthaggjei wtagr mpale -
ceded by a set of i nmearriumarntons heonmairmi par am
di mensions of the cactbgogedatitdme ttagne aorfd stthi

TABLREStudy 2: ProceduateviodnRpssianence | AT

Bl oclkTri ajl BunctijonLekt®ey response¢ fRi0gheéy response fAPO

1 24 Practi|Rassi an Latvian

2 26 PractildJmpl easant wordgPleasant words

3 40 Test Unpl easant wordgPt+reBRsastawords + Latvia
4 40 Test Unpl easant wordgPt+reBRsastawords + Latvia
5 24 Practi|ldat vi an Russi an

6 40 Test Unpl easant wordgPtreba@awitawords + Russi a
7 40 Test Unpl easant wordgPtrebawawitawords + Russi a
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the intervals betwee@i%rei'EltlailieanNerecranOfi st
uliit he words, t he fod“rtoupcshVanatviaCriQﬁ:ﬂ-‘ehﬁ.:it'

ground settings). U = .EGN3 7a)niddYEPIO) and et
As a resul Dsodr dsATL RRPLHt ity (EEHYEER) a)
size) for implicitl(g: .m?ﬂ?yr?féam‘baurlia%bal,GZ
ALat VviRans si an impIiciatna|aysssiosci\ﬁé§og|sgo used
were calculated (Rudmpmanrns 2%FL)t or anal ysis
:}éMe'M3+M7'M45 simpl e ?;ummation of th

2& sp, sp, 9 nal (vlaor)lables, all ows

the real structure of

wheMies t heRMenanbloBd®dk uinnecessary | oss of in
iis combined standargogevpa2ven. fwe héogkes
fic akod A two factors (Kaiser cr
Al l tri &Ms  WIOOh msmu@mndi kel i hood, rotati

RT> 4000 ms were del ewietdh Kai ser No rMeayleirz at
Thestatistic is an @fkfienct( KsM®e melwasuad on
each persondés varianggualns resposBge (lsat ¢rgia
| O] @oird ef fechl, O0fp 3G.alnPpdle), Bartl ed(tl ) t=e.
if O] ¥PspPnedi um effeabl1pd@eoo0l f(data are s
D] O0i 16a0r ge effect s ZaEn.alTyl’sa' sgqsictLjn\{Lel avtajlv-e
uesDofiow the preferenpeeofexpbtvhan, e6dhe2 %,
negativipredleuesice of Ra)s s+pas. 1368,4, ns (fact
Priming pRroceadadure gqfiaseblyimMescribes the
inal evaluative priming in a task of affective t he vari abl es) . As a r
categorization see i mwFa3twdy 11.is described

EF) and the second f ac

Explicit methods yariables (EN, EI) (Fi
ATypes of ethnic idemantype beyal 3 dldiar toietay i H(
(1998) . About thi siHwudertyi t yste.e in
Study 1. The vaHVYRRBINh#&lY PERI s o
Cronbahots alfa was weote ssnmfdfeircicemtsli yehath:t
U= .666. As a result oSurtvhey r éllinaleinksi ty aonfa

the scale PEI was remoecved bayndBLmmwlbak®d,s F
alfa becatbe efdé86tepto@Bambul akaT o 2doelt4ebr)mi n e
internal consistencytéoosefyiofenthealmbai en
(George & Mallery, 2@0B8Bhor Fomhatlke dreesmaginreidn
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Factor Plot in Rotated Factor Space
1.0 efl
0.8
EN
_| L ]
o 06
S
E 0.4 -
I8
0.2 .
ElZ
EF
0.0 . .
-0.2
T T T I T I
02 00 02 04 06 08 1.0
Factor 1
FIl.G3Factor Plot in Rotated Factor Space

to assess the intenslir}@egfenpdoes.ri]Fivvea}riné’-é)altqs
and neutr al i mpact. A &idupd eNRUST, orLiWgt; s ABF i me
guestionsoweng obkeded|jahypBabeline); ASOAO0 (.
[

cal and alternativeb5QQ,es&l®n(sms)The HAgluae sgteit odn
aires include the sitVbadlesnadeséigaeyenton@epieisy
ate the intensity andale moptoisarnalveyalnenciempafc
xperimental exposurien Cnenbayhoi M|l prhea wWeeak) .
eutral survey is .91%9epP&nidteeramrs,vasgl abhess) ,
positive survey is .916plinoittmesasRTROB cuasreisy
for negative survey RBRRR¢6ei cR@9P03P2RB®DRBses) .
RRRORRRORREORRRBOD

> @O «Q S

Proceeding of dattaehe v&RRabHex of implici
Descriptive statisti®nhCestedslt sSOA 190r ma2i0iOt,y 3
distribution, boxpl oMSs:, ANOVA, Repeated

Measures ANOVA, FastsFEXRPhhtiykjgneapsirEecdhnivar i

frequency saquarnyesi sesfich A ®EBhEt e an-ddaédirettihtny o
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