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Par+cipants	  (N	  =	  20)	  viewed	  92	  pairs	  made	  up	  of	  
of	  one	  taboo	  and	  one	  neutral	  word1.	  The	  words	  
in	  each	  pair	  were	  presented	  sequen+ally,	  with	  
the	  two	  words	  displayed	  for	  different	  dura+ons.	  
Dura+ons	  ranged	  from	  600	  to	  937	  ms,	  and	  were	  
assigned	  in	  a	  4:5	  ra+o.	  Par+cipants	  were	  asked	  
to	  judge	  which	  word	  was	  displayed	  on	  the	  screen	  
for	  longer,	  either	  the	  first	  word	  or	  the	  second	  
word.	  A	  surprise	  free	  recall	  task	  followed	  the	  
+ming	  task.	  

Experiment	  2	  was	  iden+cal	  to	  Experiment	  1,	  
except	  that	  par+cipants	  (N	  =	  30)	  were	  asked	  to	  
make	  confidence	  ra+ngs	  for	  their	  responses	  in	  
the	  +ming	  task	  on	  a	  scale	  from	  1	  (not	  confident)	  
to	  5	  (very	  confident).	  In	  addi+on,	  a	  same-‐
dura+on	  condi+on	  was	  added,	  where	  both	  
words	  in	  a	  pair	  were	  displayed	  for	  the	  same	  
dura+on.	  
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Our	  results	  supported	  previous	  research2	  sugges+ng	  that	  the	  dura+ons	  of	  taboo	  words	  are	  underes+mated	  
rela+ve	  to	  neutral	  words.	  One	  explana+on	  is	  that	  taboo	  words	  temporarily	  divert	  afen+on	  away	  from	  the	  
+ming	  task,	  resul+ng	  in	  reduced	  dura+on	  judgments.	  
	  
When	  taboo	  words	  were	  displayed	  for	  longer	  than	  neutral	  words,	  par+cipants	  were	  generally	  less	  accurate	  and	  
less	  confident	  in	  their	  responses.	  When	  taboo	  and	  neutral	  words	  were	  displayed	  for	  the	  same	  dura+on,	  
par+cipants	  more	  frequently	  and	  confidently	  judged	  the	  neutral	  word	  to	  be	  longer	  than	  the	  taboo	  word.	  
	  
Par+cipants	  consistently	  recalled	  more	  taboo	  than	  neutral	  words	  in	  the	  surprise	  free	  recall	  test.	  It	  is	  possible	  
that	  the	  extra	  memory	  encoding	  processes	  that	  occurred	  with	  taboo	  words	  reduced	  afen+onal	  resources	  
available	  for	  the	  +ming	  task,	  causing	  reduced	  dura+on	  judgments.	  
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Par+cipants	  choose	  the	  correct	  answer	  more	  frequently	  
in	  the	  neutral-‐longer	  condi+on	  than	  in	  the	  taboo-‐longer	  
condi+on	  (p	  =	  .001).	  

Significantly	  more	  taboo	  than	  neutral	  words	  were	  
recalled	  in	  the	  surprise	  free	  recall	  task	  (p	  <	  	  .001).	  

Significantly	  more	  taboo	  than	  neutral	  words	  were	  
recalled	  in	  the	  surprise	  free	  recall	  task	  (p	  <	  .001).	  

There	  was	  no	  significant	  difference	  in	  the	  mean	  
propor+on	  of	  correct	  answers	  in	  the	  taboo-‐longer	  and	  
neutral-‐longer	  condi+ons	  (p	  =	  .848).	  	  
	  
In	  the	  same-‐dura+on	  condi+on,	  par+cipants	  chose	  the	  
taboo	  word	  as	  longer	  reliably	  less	  than	  half	  of	  the	  +me	  
(p	  =	  .059).	  

Par+cipants	  were	  more	  confident	  about	  their	  answers	  in	  the	  neutral-‐longer	  
condi+on	  than	  in	  the	  taboo	  longer	  condi+on	  (p	  =	  .077).	  	  
	  
In	  the	  same-‐dura+on	  condi+on,	  they	  were	  significantly	  more	  confident	  when	  
choosing	  neutral	  than	  taboo	  words	  as	  longer	  (p	  =	  .014).	  

Summary	  and	  Discussion	   Conclusions	  
Together	  these	  results	  suggest	  that	  emo+on-‐linked	  memory	  encoding	  took	  priority	  
over	  the	  +ming	  task,	  resul+ng	  in	  befer	  recall	  but	  shorter	  perceived	  dura+ons	  for	  
taboo	  than	  neutral	  words.	  	  

Predic*ons	  
•  Less	  accuracy	  in	  taboo-‐longer	  condi+on	  than	  

neutral-‐longer	  condi+on	  
•  Befer	  recall	  for	  taboo	  than	  neutral	  words	  

Predic*ons	  
•  Less	  accuracy	  and	  reduced	  confidence	  in	  

taboo-‐longer	  condi+on	  compared	  to	  neutral-‐
longer	  condi+on	  

•  In	  the	  same-‐dura+on	  condi+on,	  less	  frequent	  
labeling	  of	  the	  taboo	  than	  the	  neutral	  word	  
as	  longer	  

•  Befer	  recall	  for	  taboo	  than	  neutral	  words	  


