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Background & Aims Does speed of retrieval vary by serial position of the correct probe? Role of Self-Report Strategy?
Verbal Judgment of Recency Spatial Judgment of Recency
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When items are divided by the position of the correct probe, there Is evidence of both primacy
and recency effects. However, there also appear to be task dependent differences.

 How do task and strategy influence BOTH recency and
primacy effects?

Conclusions & Current Directions

In sum:
e Evidence of primacy and recency effects

Approach

Does the size of the primacy and recency effect change by task?

Participants (n=40) completed a one hour session Primacy and recency effects estimated for each task.
and 3 of 4 conditions (order counterbalanced):
» Verbal Judgment of Recency » Recency effect = (Average RT of the two middle items) - (RT on the last possible item)

» Verbal Judgment of Primacy « Primacy effect = (Average RT of the two middle items) - (RT on the first possible item)
« Spatial Judgment of Recency

e Spatial Judgment of Primacy

e Interaction of serial position effects and task

e Task-dependence not readily explained by interference

Verbal Judgment of Recency
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