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Within the context of Cognitive Sociolinguistics, this paper sets out to study the cognitive 

representation of language variation. In line with the strong empirical tradition in Cognitive 

Sociolinguistics, the study aims to bring methodological innovation to the field of language attitude 

research, seeking its inspiration in recent advances in social psychology. Despite the abundance of 

new implicit attitude measurement tools in social psychology, language attitude research has known 

very little methodological innovation since the 1960s. Recently, however, linguists have started to 

adapt a number of these social psychological methods to make them suitable for linguistic research 

(e.g. Speelman et al. 2013, Campbell-Kibler 2012, Pantos 2012). Yet, when it comes to the 

possibilities these methods can offer language attitudes research, only the surface has been 

scratched. 

This paper presents the results of an exploratory study using such a social psychological 

implicit technique to measure language attitudes towards standard Belgian Dutch and a number of 

regional varieties of Dutch in Belgium. Building on work by Zinkernagel and colleagues (2011, 2013), 

we combine two varieties of the well-known Implicit Association Test (IAT, Greenwald et al. 1998), 

namely the Single Block IAT (Teige-Mocigemba et al. 2008) and the Single Target IAT (Wigiboldus et 

al. 2004). The standard IAT measures the association between a binary target concept and a binary 

attribute concept by tracking the time a participant needs to classify stimuli belonging to either the 

target or the attribute category in a combined categorization task. Depending on how the target and 

attribute concepts are combined, categorization will be more or less difficult, resulting in slower or 

faster reaction times, respectively. Comparing reaction times in trials with different pairings of target 

and attribute concepts, then, will reveal which concepts participants automatically associate. By 

combining two variations on the classic IAT, a number of problems associated with the traditional IAT 

such as its intrinsically binary and comparative nature and recoding processes, can be overcome. 
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