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Absiract

The Person X Situation framework for investigating social behavior was applied to the "
behavioral expression of race-bias, The relation between race-bias and observable nonverbal and

social behavior was found to be malleable. White participants interacted with Black and White

confederates in one of two behavioral contexts: an ordinary movie discussion or a racially / 0

imbued movie discussion. Contextual variations changed the behavioral manifestation of

implicitly (IAT) and explicitly (ATB) measured anti-Black race-bias. During the ordinary movie
discussion, behavioral manifestation of bias was consistent with previous research (higher IAT

lated to mor blinks, tivity, 1 ivity, and more rigidity; higher AT
was related to € eye &e negativity, less expressivity, and more rigidity; higher

sTicially imbued movie)

discussion, participants appeared to control all behavior and AT bias
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was related to more pauses during speech). However, during

et
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behavioral rigidity. An index of bias-behavior consistency showed that the bias-behavior link

[

shifted considerably for both measures of race-bias, but slightly less so for implicitly measured
race-bias. Different behavioral correlates were found for implicitly and explicitly measured race-

bias.

KEYWORDS: Attitudes, Emotion, Nonverbal Bebhavior, Social Behavior, Race-Bias, IAT, ATB,

Expression, Prejudice
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offended by the way race is depicted in the movie? Why?” The two race not salient questions
were: “Do you think this movie is an accurate depiction of life? Why?” and “Do you think thegé
was anything offensive about this movie? Why?”

After each 3-min interaction participants completed a mood measure, and confedera

completed a partner liking questionnaire taken from Dovidio et al. (1997; 2002) on which rating
e T e T e
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of the interaction partner were made on a 1 (nof at all) to 7 (extremely) scale of the following
adjectives: pleasant, cruel, unfriendly, unlikable, and cold (the term hostile was also added).
Positive affect (PA) was comprised of the following self reported 0 (do not feel) to 4 (definitely
feel) affect terms: happy, peppy, content, loving, caring, amused, cheerful, excited, glad, joyful,
pleasant, and relaxed (¢ = .81 and .83 for each the 1% and 2" interaction). At the end of the
second 3-min interaction, participants completed a demographic questionnaire and were
introduced to a second experimenter who brought them to ostensibly unrelated experimeny/

In the “second experiment” participants engaged fandomly assigned order0§ the /\

following tasks.
T ; ‘
The Implicit Association Test (IAT). The IAT measures how quickly a person can respoﬁt—
with a key-press to classify items into one of two semantically similar category pairs, as
compared to the speed of classifying the same items into one of two semantically dissimilar
category pairs. This reaction time task was used to measure participants’ automatic, or implicitly,

measured, attitude toward Black Americans. A relatively more negative attitude toward Blacks
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_:f.zthe IAT, one in which semantically similar category pairs were presented first and another in

which dissimilar category pairs were presented first, were used in a counterbalanced fashion. Iiae

Cronbach’s alpha on the participants’ practice and critical trials was o = .42. @
Attitudes toward Blacks (ATB). Brigham’s (1993) ATB measured explicit, self-reported, %

negative attitudes towards Blacks on 20 items anchored on a 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly @ 2

agree) scale. Cronbach’s alpha for the current study was o = .85.

Behavior assessments. Eight coders rated the presence of nonverbal and social behaviors.
All 3 min of each videotaped interaction were coded. Inter-rater reliability was determined by
having a comparison coder code a smgﬂ portion (2% - 8%) of the participants on the primary
coder’s designated behavior and then correlating the two coders’ data together. Inter-rater

reliability was adequate for all behaviors ranging from 7 = .68 to » = 98 (Mean inter-rater r =

81).
Ten seconds surrounding the race-salient and control question were coded with the Facial
Action Coding System (FACS; Eerian & Friesen, 1978; Ekman, Friesen, & Hager, 2002). FACS
is a coding system that is used to identify the movement of 64 muscle groups (Action Units, or
AU ) in the face and neck. For the purposes of this study, only those muscle groups that have
been shown to relate to emotional experience were coded (Ekman et al., 2002). For each race-
salient and associated clontrol question, the coded 10 seconds began in the middle of the
question. Reliability for FACS was determined across all behaviors for a pair of FACS coders on
11% of the stimuli, and the associated average inter-rater agreement was a respectable 71.16%
(following Ekman & Friesen, 1978; Ekman et al., 2002).
Because the primary FACS coder (D.R.C.) was fully aware of the hypotheses and nafure

of the experimental manipulation, four precautions were taken to insure blindness to




Whites
IAT
Race not Race z Racé nét ..
salient salient salient $
Participants’ coded behavior
Nervous — calm
Blinks (# 36+ -17 2.05% 18
Nervous -21 -.10 -A42 23
Self-touches (# 10 -21 1.17 20
Positive — negative
Body and head toward .61 -12 49 -28
Smiles (#) -.09 -.13 15 10
Head nods (#) 03 -.01 15 A7
Pleasant -.10 -.18 30 -.12




O] F*E -.10 3.02%* -.21
41% 11 2.04* 17,
23 -.00 .87 -A43*
- Rigid ~ expressive
Expressive -48* .02 -2.03* -.05
Interactionally rigid AS5* A4* .05 10
Posturally rigid 36+ - 39% -.13 12
Verbal fluency - dysfluency
Pauses (#) -05 -03 -07 Nthan
Response time latency to Q1 {ms) -.38+ -37* -.04 21
Speaking time (ms) 10 =01 41 25
Speech errors (#) =27 -17 -39 13
Confederates’ and participants’ ratings
Participants’ positive feelings =35+ -.00 -1.36 .08
Confederates’ negativity ratings 36+ 25 45 .01

E—

Note: IAT = Implicit Association Test; ATB = Attitudes Toward Blacks. All values are two-tailed partial cor

Black and White confederates’ coded body orientation and friendliness. + p <.10; * p <.05; ** p < .01; #**




