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Risk-as-feeli Ngs a pproach (Loewensein, Hsee, & welch, 2001)
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(e.g., Johnson & Tversky, 1983; Slovic, 1999; Damasio, 2005)
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Risk-as-feeli Ngs a pproach (Loewensein, Hsee, & welch, 2001)
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Rlsk-as-feellngs approach Loewensein, Hsee, & welch, 2001)
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Risk—as-feelings approach Loewensein, Hsee, & welch, 2001)
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Risk-as-feeli Ngs a pproach (Loewensein, Hsee, & welch, 2001)

® Familiarity-safety association (song& Schwarz, 2009)
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® Kahneman (2011)
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® Oppenheimer (2006)

Consequences of Erudite Vernacular Utilized
Irrespective of Necessity:
Problems with Using Long Words Needlessly
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® Oppenheimer (2006) Study 1 ACP
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® Oppenheimer (2006) Study 1 ACP
- High complexity

1) I desire to go to Graduate School so that I can learn to recognize literature satisfactorily.
I want to investigate the character and the connotation of the narrative and its literary
antecedents. I desire to comErehend what the narrative has represented in numerous

literary periods, and what it is expected to become. I desire to investigate its numerous

manners, realism, naturalism, and other approaches, and the Victorian and Modernist
consciousness as they are discovered.
|

— Moderate Complexity

1) I'want to go to Graduate School so that I can learn to recognize literature well. T want to
exElore the character and the meaning of the novel and its literary antecedents. I desire
to understand what the novel has represented in different literary periods, and what is
l1kel¥ to become. I desire to exElore its different manners, realism, naturalism and other

modes, and the Victorian and Modernist consciousness as they are revealed.



I n,bﬁ[lkfgd)/m%*
® Oppenheimer (2006) Study 1 ACP

Original Moderate High|Complexity

Comﬁexity

Figure 1. Acceptance ratings (on a —7 to 7 scale) for each level of complexity

F(2,70)=2.46, p< .05, Cohen’s f=0.12
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® Oppenheimer (2006) Study 1 ACP

Difficulty of
Comprehension
R=.24
P<.05
R=-24
Level of P<.05 > Acceptance
Complexity Rating
=-.14
P>.10

Figure 2. Mediation analysis in Experiment |
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® Oppenheimer (2006) Study 4 ACP
- :._%_l.:k_

1. Study ITAHWEA U HILEEZBEFH
2. Non-fluent: duice I Uiz zs#

Fluent: TIMme New Romaniczi
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® Oppenheimer (2006) Study 4 ACP

!
t(49) =1.69, p<.05,
One-tailed Cohen’s d=0.48

Intelligent

No

—

Non-Fluent Fluent



1 S2AIIBDORGS

® Garcia-Marques, Mackie, Claypool, & Garcia-
Marques (2004) Study 2 PSPB
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® Garcia-Marques, Mackie, Claypool, & Garcia-
Marques (2004) Study 2 PSPB
B Positive priming

New words E
O Neutral priming
Repeated
words Happy faceh* 751 LT

3. FIFADEEEICT 5.
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 BIRADHIREZIFER
ERGAN)

Number of Old Judgments

Figure 1 The impact of positive compared to neutral priming on rec-
ognition of repeated and novel words, Experiment 2.
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® McGarty, Haslam, Hutchinson, & Turner (1994)
Study 2 SGR
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® McGarty, Haslam, Hutchinson, & Turner (1994)

Study 2 SGR
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Figure 2: The Effects of Speaker’s Group and Salience on Agreement in Experiment 2.

F(2,84)=1.6,
p<.001
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® McGarty, Haslam, Hutchinson, & Turner (1994)
Study 2 SGR

12 F(2,84)=4.1,
p<.05
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Figure 3: The Effects of Speaker’s Group and Salience on the Number of Arguments
Accurately Recalled in Experiment 2.
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