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Figure 1: Attack news story (black target, Democratic primary)
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Figure 2: Racial (black target)
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Figure 3: Justify (black target)
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Figure 4: Justify + racial (black target)
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Figure 5: Control
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Figure 6: The impact of rebuttals on target-attacker evaluations, Democratic respondents only. Positive values indicate that the rebuttal helped the target. Error bars represent 84% confidence intervals, which is consistent with a two-tailed test of overlap at p=0.05. In other words, values are significantly different where error bars do not overlap. The “rebuttal effect” is the average change in target-attacker rating from post-attack to post-rebuttal for each rebuttal.
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Figure 7: The impact of rebuttals on target-attacker evaluations, Republican respondents only. Positive values indicate that the rebuttal helped the target. Error bars represent 84% confidence intervals, which is consistent with a two-tailed test of overlap at p=0.05. In other words, values are significantly different where error bars do not overlap. The “rebuttal effect” is the average change in target-attacker rating from post-attack to post-rebuttal for each rebuttal.
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Figure 8: The impact of rebuttals on target-attacker evaluations, Independent respondents only. Positive values indicate that the rebuttal helped the target. Error bars represent 84% confidence intervals, which is consistent with a two-tailed test of overlap at p=0.05. In other words, values are significantly different where error bars do not overlap. The “rebuttal effect” is the average change in target-attacker rating from post-attack to post-rebuttal for each rebuttal.

[image: ]


Figure 9: Impact of rebuttals on target evaluations. Positive values indicate that the rebuttal helped the target. Error bars represent 84% confidence intervals, which is consistent with a two-tailed test of overlap at p=0.05. In other words, values are significantly different where error bars do not overlap. 
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Figure 10: Impact of rebuttals on attacker evaluations. Positive values indicate that the rebuttal helped the attacker. Error bars represent 84% confidence intervals, which is consistent with a two-tailed test of overlap at p=0.05. In other words, values are significantly different where error bars do not overlap. 
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Figure 11: Rebuttal effects among medium racial resentment respondents only (middle third of the sample, corresponding with racial resentment > 0.5 and < 0.6875 on a 0-1 scale). Positive values indicate that the rebuttal helped the target. Error bars represent 84% confidence intervals, which is consistent with a two-tailed test of overlap at p=0.05. In other words, values are significantly different where error bars do not overlap. 
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Table 1: Rebuttal effect for each rebuttal in each experiment (standard errors displayed in parentheses)

	
	Black target
	White target

	
	Exp. 1
	Exp. 2
	Exp. 1
	Exp. 2

	Racial
	0.01
(0.03)
n=36
	-0.05
(0.04)
n=41
	0.04
(0.04)
n=30
	0.08
(0.03)
n=50

	Justify
	0.12
(0.05)
n=28
	0.11
(0.03)
n=47
	0.19
(0.04)
n=36
	0.06
(0.04)
n=52

	Justify + racial
	0.24
(0.04)
n=33
	0.10
(0.04)
n=45
	0.19
(0.04)
n=31
	0.11
(0.04)
n=46

	Control
	-0.02
(0.02)
n=38
	-0.01
(0.03)
n=48
	-0.01
(0.02)
n=33
	-0.00
(0.01)
n=51




Table 2: Sample demographics

	Variable
	Response Options
	Percentage

	 Age
	18-24
	13.6

	
	25-34
	31.5

	
	35-44
	16.4

	
	45-54
	14.1

	
	55-64
	12.2

	
	65-74
	10.5

	
	75 and older
	1.6

	 Income
	Below $15,000
	8.1

	
	$15,000 - $24,999
	11.3

	
	$25,000 - $34,999
	12.3

	
	$35,000 - $49,999
	16.5

	
	$50,000 - $74,999
	22.0

	
	$75,000 - $99,999
	14.8

	
	$100,000 - $149,999
	9.9

	
	$150,000 - $199,999
	2.0

	
	$200,000 or more
	1.2

	
	Don’t know
	1.9

	 Education
	Some high school or less
	2.2

	
	High school diploma or
	14.4

	
	     equivalent certificate
	

	
	Some college or two-year degree
	36.2

	
	College degree
	34.5

	
	Post-college degree
	12.7

	 Gender
	Male
	53.6

	
	Female
	46.4

	 Partisanship
	Strong Democrat
	14.6

	
	Weak Democrat
	10.5

	
	Independent – Democrat
	14.4

	
	Independent – Independent
	20.0

	
	Independent – Republican
	14.9

	
	Weak Republican
	9.3

	
	Strong Republican
	10.1

	
	Haven’t thought
	6.2

	
	     much about this
	





Table 3: Treatment assignment and covariates (balance table)

	
	Black racial
	White racial
	Black justify
	White justify
	Black justify + racial
	White justify + racial
	Black control
	White control

	Age
	39
	41
	43
	41
	42
	43
	40
	39

	Income 
(0-1 scale)
	0.39
	0.41
	0.44
	0.43
	0.45
	0.45
	0.39
	0.43

	At least some college
	86%
	83%
	83%
	83%
	83%
	86%
	79%
	86%

	Male
	43%
	49%
	60%
	59%
	54%
	58%
	50%
	56%

	Partisanship (0-1 scale)
	0.47
	0.48
	0.49
	0.48
	0.46
	0.47
	0.46
	0.49



Age, income, education, and partisanship had no significant relationship with treatment assignment, according to two-sample t-tests. The percent male was significantly lower in black racial (43%) compared to black justify (60%) and white justify (59%) (p=.03 for black racial versus black justify and p=.04 for black racial vs. white justify). However, rebuttal effects did not significantly differ by gender for any of the rebuttal conditions, as shown in Appendix Table 4.



Table 4: Rebuttal effects by gender (standard errors displayed in parentheses)

	
	Male
	Female
	p-value

	Black racial
	0.01
(0.03)
	-0.05
(0.04)
	0.19

	White racial
	0.08
(0.03)
	0.05
(0.03)
	0.51

	Black justify
	0.14
(0.04)
	0.08
(0.04)
	0.24

	White justify
	0.13
(0.04)
	0.08
(0.04)
	0.35

	Black justify + racial
	0.16
(0.05)
	0.16
(0.04)
	0.96

	White justify + racial
	0.12
(0.04)
	0.19
(0.05)
	0.23

	Black control
	-0.02
(0.03)
	-0.01
(0.02)
	0.90

	White control
	-0.01
(0.01)
	0.01
(0.02)
	0.35
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Wells Claims Ad is Unfair Attack

By James Beck, Times Staff Witer
June 16, 2012

This morning, U.S. Senate
candidate Michael Wells fired back against
an ad citicizing his pardon of former U S.
Representative David Jones. The ad
showed photos of Wells side-by-side with
‘amug shot of Jones.

“This ad is a distortion of the truth "
Wells said. “This is not only contrary tothe
spirit of reasonable debate that mativates
this campaign, it also not an accurate
representation of the facts of the case.”

Wells said, °I have already
explained my decision in this case. The
judge in the case, the trial judge,
recommended the commutation. Jones got
2 5-0 vote from the bipartisan parole
board, which has three members that were:
‘appointed by governors from the opposing
party. | do not condane what Jones did. but
Thave faith in the good judgment of these
experts. | believe that these are the.
relevant facts "

Governor Michael Wells

Convicted U S. Representative
David Jones
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Wells Claims Ad is Unfair, Racial Attack

By James Beck, Times Staff Witer
June 16, 2012

This morning, U.S. Senate
candidate Michael Wells fired back against
an ad citicizing his pardon of former U S.
Representative David Jones. The ad
showed photos of Wells side-by-side with
‘amug shot of Jones.

“This ad is a distortion of the truth "
Wells said. “This is not only contrary tothe -

spirit of reasonable debate that mativates Governor Michael Wells
this campaign, it also not an accurate

representation of the facts of the case.”

Wells said, °I have already

explained my decision in this case. The

judge in the case, the trial judge,

recommended the commutation. Jones got

2 5-0 vote from the bipartisan parole

board, which has three members that were:

‘appointed by governors from the opposing

party. | do not condane what Jones did. but

Thave faith in the good judgment of these

experts. | believe that these are the.

relevant facts " Convicted U S. Representative

David Jones

Wells continued, “Furthermore,

charges like this breed division in our

country and ourstate. They divide us~race

against race-so we blame each other

instead of work together. My opponent is

very good at negative campaigning. My

‘opponentis tryingto distract peaple from

talking about the real issues. We cannot

solve the challenges of ourtime unless we

focus on them and work together to

address them. | have faith in the good

‘iudgment ofthe people of this great state”
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TechNews

YouTube Takes on Television

By James Beck, Times St
June 16, 2012

YouTube has grown rapidly over the
past seven years, as peaple share videos
of piano playing cats and singers
demonstrating their talents. But the video
website now has its sights set on an even
wider audience: everyone watching TV.

If YouTube canincrease the
‘amount of time peaple spend oniits site or
videos, it can make a lot more advertising
money. technology reporter John
‘Seabrookwrites. And the way YouTube
plans to do that is by targetingnon-
mainstream audiences.

Seabrook said, "Pecple see a
cricket channel or a horsebacking channel
which don't really existon cable—there are
alotof sports and pastimesthat have a lot
of people interested in them, butthey're
not necessarily basedin ane country. And
one of the unique things about YouTube s
thatit's global. So you can put togetheran
audience of cricketlovers from many Ultimate Dog Tease has been watched by
countries aroundthe world and achieve a 80 million people on YouTube.
pretty large audience.”





image6.png
Pro-Target Change in Pre/Post Scores
(Democrats only)
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Change in Pre/Post Scores for Target Only
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Change in Pre/Post Scores for Attacker Only
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AdLinks Wells, Jones

By James Beck, Times Staff iter
June 15, 2012

The campaign of Democratic U.S. Senate candidate Peter Moare launched an ad
against rival Democratic U.S. Senate candidate Michael Wells on Monday. criticizing
Wells' pardon of convicted former U.S_ Representative David Jones.

Wells is the current governor and is running for an open seatin the U.S. Senate.
He is & 48-year-old businessman who s married with two children. He has served as
governor for two terms. As govemor, Wells passed a tax relief plan for middle-class
families.

The 30-second ad begins with a description of Jones and the eight felonies he.
was convicted of, whichinclude the assault of a police officer. The officerwas
hospitalized for injuries suffered to his head. Jones was also convicted of appointing 29
of his closest friends and relatives to public positions, exortion, tax evasion. and
improper use of state funds. The ad ends with text that reads, “Michael Wells: He Can't
Be Trusted”

-~

Governor Michael Wells (left) and convicted former U.S.
Representative David Jones (right) in a screenshot from an
ad launched by U S. Senate candidate Peter Moore
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Wells Claims Ad Had Racial Intent

By James Beck, Times Staff Witer
June 16, 2012

This morning, U.S. Senate
candidate Michael Wells fired back against
an ad citicizing his pardon of former U S.
Representative David Jones. The ad
showed photos of Wells side-by-side with
‘amug shot of Jones.

“This ad is an attemptto stir up
racial fears,” Wells said. “This is not only -
contrary to the spirit of mutual purpose that Governor Michael Wells
motivates this campaign, itis also not

reflective of the higher aspirations we all

share.”

Wells said, “Charges ke this breed
division in our country and our state. They

divide us-race against race-s0 we blame

each other instead of work together. My

‘opponentis very good at negative

campaigning. My opponent s tryingto

distract people from talking about the real

issues. We cannt salve the challenges of

our time unlesswe focus on them and

work together to address them. | have faith Convicted U S. Representative
in the good judgment of the people of this David Jones

great state.”




