Fill in the blanks [] below.  NB it’s not important that you used the exact words, as long as the #s are right and the meaning is clearly conveyed.
Results

-INSERT TABLE 1 ABOUT HERE-

Overview of Analyses

 
Table 1 reports study means, standard deviations, and intercorrelations. It is worth noting that the level of hostility was [], with means for hostile attitudes and negative affect both [] the midpoint of the scale.  Some high intercorrelations were observed—for example, between authoritarianism and social dominance; and between attitudes and feelings—but the variables were retained as unique predictors or outcome variables on theoretical grounds (e.g., social dominance orientation vs. right-wing authoritarianism: Duckitt, 2001; cognition, affect, and behavior: Eagly & Chaiken, 1993). Two multiple regressions were conducted accordingly, with attitudes and feelings towards asylum seekers being regressed onto manipulated identity salience, chronic Australian identification, perceived hostile norms, social dominance orientation and authoritarianism.  For manipulated identity salience, two effect code variables were created in which the first represented the difference between the Australian identity condition (+2) and the personal and human identity conditions (-1), while the second compared the personal identity condition (1) to the human (-1) identity condition, omitting the Australian condition (0).  Table 2 presents the results of the analyses.  No multivariate or univariate outliers were detected.
-INSERT TABLE 2 ABOUT HERE-

Negative Attitudes Toward Asylum Seekers

The model accounted for significant variance in attitudes toward asylum seekers, []. As seen in Table 2, participants in the Australian identity salient condition did not differ from the other conditions (β = .01, p = .892), and participants in the human and personal identity conditions [].  Chronic Australian identification [].  Those with higher social dominance orientation had [] hostile attitudes (β = .33, p < .001), as did those with higher authoritarianism [], and who perceived [] hostile Australian norms [].
Negative Feelings Toward Asylum Seekers

[]

Table 1.
Means, standard deviations, and inter-correlations.

	
	M
	SD
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	1. Australian (2) vs. Personal and Human (-1) identity conditions
	0.12
	1.46
	--
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Personal (1) vs. Human (-1) condition
	0.00
	0.79
	.00
	--
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Chronic Australian identity (1 to 7)
	4.82
	1.14
	.06
	.06
	--
	
	
	
	

	4. Hostile Australian norms (1 to 7)
	4.32
	0.88
	-.01
	-.17*
	.11
	--
	
	
	

	5. Social dominance orientation (1 to 7)
	2.56
	1.07
	-.10
	-.20*
	-.04
	.03
	--
	
	

	6. Right wing authoritarianism (1 to 7)
	3.38
	0.81
	.18*
	-.15
	.20*
	.12
	.27*
	--
	

	7. Negative Attitudes (1 to 7)
	[]
	0.99
	.06
	-.09
	.07
	.29*
	.45*
	.58*
	--

	8. Negative feelings (1 to 7)
	[]
	1.48
	-.05
	-.18*
	.22*
	.30*
	.42*
	.51*
	.80*


* p < .05
Table 2.

Predicting hostile attitudes and emotions towards asylum seekers from manipulated identity salience, chronic identification, perceived Australian norms, and individual difference variables.

	
	Negative Attitudes
	Hostile Feelings

	1. Australian vs. Personal and Human
	.01
	[]

	2. Personal vs. Human
	[]
	[]

	3. Chronic Australian identity
	[]
	[]

	4. Hostile Australian norms
	[]
	[]

	5. Social dominance orientation
	[]
	[]

	6. Right wing authoritarianism
	[]
	[]

	
	
	

	Model R2
	[]
	[]


Note.  Coefficients for the predictors are βs.  *** p < .001
** p < .01
* p < .05
† p < .10
