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Experiment 1. Context-Driven Shifts in Automatic Attitudes
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Experiment 2: The Role of Exemplars in Automatic Attitudes
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Experiment 3: Explicit Predictions of Automatic Attitudes
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Experiment 4: Context as Category Distinctiveness
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Figure 3

Experiment 5: Testing Category Distinctiveness with Pictures
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General Discussion
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“Well, was it a ball or a strike?” “What do you
mean, was? Son, it ain't nothing until I call it!”
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