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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

To what extent does political affiliation (i.e. Democrat, Republican, or Other) affect how people interpret video footage of an event? More specifically,

we're examining the degree to which different political affiliations lead people to different conclusions about a filmed interaction between a White House

intern and CNN news correspondent Jim Acosta.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.

Subjects will provide ratings on Likert scales in response to the following questions:

(1) The journalist's behavior towards the intern was (entirely harmless, somewhat harmless, somewhat harmful, entirely harmful)

(2) The journalist's behavior towards the intern was (entirely unreasonable, somewhat unreasonable, somewhat reasonable, entirely reasonable)

(3) As a result of the interaction between the journalist and the intern, the White House took away the journalist's press pass, meaning he was banned

from the White House. The White House's response was (entirely unreasonable, somewhat unreasonable, somewhat reasonable, entirely reasonable)

(4) A federal judge later ruled that taking away the journalist's press pass was a violation of his right to a fair and transparent process, and ordered that the

ban be lifted. The judge's ruling was (entirely unreasonable, somewhat unreasonable, somewhat reasonable, entirely reasonable)

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?

We have three between-subject "video" conditions. Subjects will randomly view one of three versions of footage depicting a brief interaction between Jim

Acosta and the White House intern. Specifically, 1/3 of subjects will view the original CSPAN footage. Another 1/3 will view the original CSPAN footage but

with the brief interaction looped. The final 1/3 will view a version that the White House Press Secretary re-tweeted shortly after the event as justification

for revoking Acosta's press pass. (Evidence suggests that this version had been subtly altered to make the interaction between Acosta and the intern seem

more intense.)

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.

Our primary analysis will be a factorial MANOVA on the 4 DVs. Political orientation will function as a between-subjects factor with 3 levels (Democrat,

Republican, Other) and Video will function as a between-subjects factor with 3 levels (CSPAN-original, CSPAN-looped, Edited). Follow-up ANOVAs and

post-hoc tests with correction for multiple comparisons will be carried out if appropriate.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.

We do not plan to exclude outliers. We will visually inspect data prior to analyses to get a sense of distributions. If these distributions reveal outliers that

are likely to significantly alter the results, we will run analyses with and without these outliers — reporting both for transparency. We will potentially

exclude data from any subject who meets one or more of these criteria: does not finish the survey, reports that they had seen the video before, reports

they looked up information about the event. We will run analyses with and without these exclusions — reporting both for transparency.

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the

number will be determined.

We will collect data from the online subject pool Mechanical Turk. In prior work, we found sufficient precision of estimated effect sizes with a sample size

of 200. We therefore aim to collect this sample size again. If feasible, we will attempt to collect an additional dataset of a similar size from the University of

Louisiana at Lafayette subject pool.

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)

We will ask subjects to identify politically on a scale from 1 (very conservative) to 5 (very liberal). We will also ask subjects a series of questions to

determine their pre-existing familiarity with the event. We include these additional measures for exploratory purposes. To characterize our sample, we will

ask basic demographic questions: age, gender, and primary language. We will also include the following exploratory questions: subjects will report (in

open-ended questions) what they think the study was about, and what results they think we are expecting to find. We will conduct exploratory analyses to

see how these additional variables relate to our dependent measure, but they are not our primary interest. We will report these exploratory analyses

separately, for transparency. Finally, to mitigate bot responses, we include a Captcha and will examine open-ended questions for suspicious responses.
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