RESULTS OF HUGEBERG STUDY IN CORRELATIONAL FORM

Eric, 
Thanks for your interest in the research.  I have calculated all of the 
requested correlations and include them below.  One important caveat is 
that all correlations for the "Facing Prejudice" paper are calculated from 
difference scores created from the differential responses to White and 
Black targets.  I have coded all correlations across both papers such that 
positive correlations indicates a positive relationship between the 
predictor variable (i.e., measure of prejudice) and observed racial bias 
in participant responses (This is important b/c in the Facing Prejudice 
paper, the DV in study 1 shows bias by increasing and the DV in Study 2 
shows bias by decreasing). 

If you have questions, feel free to email me. 

Best Wishes and good luck with the Meta-Analysis, 
Kurt 

********************************************************************* 
**Facing Prejudice** 
Study 1: 

*The correlation between the IAT and racial bias in perceived offset of 
anger:  r(22) = .445, p = .029 

*the correlation between the feeling thermometer and racial bias in 
perceived offset of anger: r(22) = .154, p = .472 

*the IAT-thermometer correlation: r(22) = .360, p = .084 


Study 2: 

*The correlation between the IAT and racial bias in perceived onset of 
anger: r(22) = .467, p = .02 

*the correlation between the feeling thermometer and racial bias in 
perceived onset of anger: r(22) = -.094 

the IAT-thermometer correlation: r(22) = -.129, p = .55 

************************************************************* 

**Ambiguity in social categorization** 


Also for the "Ambiguity in social categorization" paper, I calculated the 
correlations between the measures of prejudice and the difference score 
between angry and happy faces in categorizations of targets as black.  If 
you just want the hostile faces, rather than this difference score, I can 
definitely provide this, but the data I'm sending seem more analagous to 
the intent of the paper.  Just let me know if you'd rather the data for 
only the hostile faces. 


Study 1: 

*The correlation between the IAT and bias in the categorization of angry 
vs. happy faces as Black:  r(18) = .408, p = .074 

*the correlation between the feeling thermometer and bias in the 
categorization of angry vs. happy faces as Black: r(18) = .208, p = .380 

*the IAT-thermometer correlation: r(18) = -.068, p = .776 

Study 2: 
The IAT-thermometer correlation: r(55) = .230, p = .085 
(the same Ps were used for both DVs below, so this correlation is relevant 
to both tasks) 

Dichotomous Speeded Categorization Task-- 

*The correlation between the IAT and bias in the categorization of angry 
vs. happy faces as Black: r(55) = .397, p = .002 

*the correlation between the feeling thermometer and bias in the 
categorization of angry vs. happy faces as Black: r(55) = .253, p = .058 



Rating Scale Task-- 

*The correlation between the IAT and bias in the categorization of angry 
vs. happy faces as Black: r(55) = .356, p = .007 

*the correlation between the feeling thermometer and bias in the 
categorization of angry vs. happy faces as Black: r(55) = .189, p = .159 

************************************************************ 
