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» Subjects (N =603) each read 505 words aloud

» 585 presented once; 60 presented twice (30 cues & 30 targets)
* Surprise final free recall test

Conclusions

Temporal order information influenced both

* Varied distance between the cue and target on their first presentation intentional and implicit retrieval
* Initial TARGET — CUE lag =-5,-2,-1,+1,+2, 0or +5
* Results support Retrieved Context Theory's core assumption that temporal
I information is automatically encoded and automatically retrieved
Trial 1 CUE TARGET X X X X X X X X CUE TARGET

y ) * Reading one item cued other items experienced nearby in time

LagtargeT - cue = +1

* But repetition priming was reduced when the cue and target were immediate

Trial 2 TARGET X X X X CUE X X X CUE TARGET neighbors (lag = +1)
LagarceT - cUE = -5 * Near-lag repetitions may trigger an additional time-consuming process
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