Appendix A
Stimulus Materials

1 Immigration control

SEPTEMBER 22, 2021

Key facts about U.S. immigration
policies

BY OUR EDITORIAL OFFICE

The US has lifted restrictions established early in the coronavirus pandemic that

drastically reduced the number of visas issued to immigrants. The number of people
who received a green card declined from about 236,000 in the second quarter of the
2020 fiscal year (January to March) to under 78,000 in the third quarter (April to
June). By comparison, in the third quarter of fiscal 2019, nearly 266,000 people

received a green card.

The number of people who received a U.S. green card
Overall, more than 35 million lawful declined sharply in ﬂlrts.\I 2020 amid thu pandem
: New US. Imuful permanent residends per quearter, fisom] 2o06-200
immigrants live in the U.5.; most are
American citizens. Many live and work in the
country after being granted lawful permanent
residence, while others receive temporary

visas available to students and worleers. In

addition, roughly 1 million unauthorized

immigrants have temporary permission to live
and work in the U.S. through the Deferred —
Action for Childhood Arrivals and TemMPOTary  pewsessascs cexres
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Protected Status programs.



2 Immigration anti-establishment populism (political elites are blamed)

SEPTEMBER 22, 2021

U.S. immigration policies
enforced by failing government
harm ordinary native citizens

BY OUR EDITORIAL OFFICE

The US has lifted restrictions established early in the coronavirus pandemic that

drastically reduced the number of visas issued to immigrants. The immigrants allowed
to enter our country illegally are increasingly allowed to profit from our welfare. The
failing policies of our current government allow immigrants to receive more welfare

than native 11.5. citizens who need to receive support most in times of the crisis we are

facing.

Our left-wing government makes it seem The number of people who recelved a U.S. green card
. . declined sharply in fiscal 2020 amid the pandemic

that they reduce the number of visas issned, , "~ = pry ot resdents e st f IN: e

while in fact offering unlimited support to 118219
immigrants who come here to profit from _ m

our wealth. They receive better housing, o 264,522
free healtheare benefits, and are more likely

to be supported when they cannot find

work due to the pandemie. This situation
once more shows that the elites in
government deceive and mislead ordinary 2016 2017 2048 2019 2020 Q3
native citizens, and rather support people

who are not entitled to our resources. PEW RESEARCH CENTER

Urgent action is needed!



3 Immigration, anti-media populism (media elites are blamed)

SEPTEMBER 22, 2021

Failing mainstream media
deceive ordinary citizens about
immigration policies

BY OUR EDITORIAL OFFICE

The US has lifted restrictions established early in the coronavirus pandemic that

drastically reduced the number of visas issued to immigrants. At least, the established
media want us to believe that immigration is declining. They deliberately hide the fact
that immigrants allowed to enter our country illegally are increasingly allowed to profit
from our welfare. They conceal the fact that immigrants receive more welfare than

native 1J.S. citizens who need to receive support most in times of the crisis we are facing.

The mainstream media make it seem that e number of people who received a U.S. green card
the number of visas issued reduced, while declined sharply in fiscal 2020 amid the pandemic

New U8, imeful permanent residendts per quarter, fiscal 2o06-2020

in fact our country offers unlimited

18219

support to immigrants who come here to
profit from our wealth. Thev receive better
housing, free healtheare benefits, and are
more likely to be supported when they

cannot find work due to the pandemic.
This situation once more shows that the e
mainstream media do not care for se | @017 2018 2019 "2000 03
ordinary native citizens, and rather

support elitist voices in society. Urgent PEW RESEARCH CENTER

action is needed!



4 Climate change, control condition

SEPTEMBER 18, 2021 7:00 AM

Climate graphic shows Sacramento underwater. It

doesn’t account for a key protector: Levees
BY EDITORIAL BOARD
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Climate Central, an independent organization of scientists and journalists who research
and report on climate science, released new visualizations and data that show how rising
sea levels could impact Sacramento. One of the graphics projects dramatic flooding at
the state Capitol Building in the next hundreds of yvears if carbon pollution continues to
go unchecked and, in turn, causes a 4-degree Celsius increase in global temperature. But
these visuals do not consider one important element — levees. Levees are natural or
human made walls that protect communities and properties from inundation.
Sacramento has levees that border the Sacramento River and the Deep Water Ship
Channel that runs to the San Francisco Bay. The Sacramento Flood Control Agency also
has ongoing projects to improve and add flood banks between Folsom Dam and
downtown and between downtown and Freeport. Benjamin Strauss, the CEO and chief
scientist at Climate Central, said levees were not accounted for in the visualizations to
showease actual projected sea levels.



5 Climate change, anti-establishment populism (political elites are blamed)
SEPTEMBER 18, 2021 7:00 AM

Climate graphic fabricated by lying elites and climate
lobby falsely depicts Sacramento underwater. In reality:

It will stay dry. Forever.
BY EDITORIAL BOARD
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Climate Central, a deceptive and corrupt organization of scientists and political elites
who claim to be involved in climate science, released deceptive visualizations and data
that allegedly show how rising sea levels could impact Sacramento. One of the graphics
projects dramatic flooding at the state Capitol Building in the next hundreds of years if
carbon pollution continues to go unchecked and, in turn, causes a 4-degree Celsius
increase in global temperature. But these visuals are intentionally deceptive and created
by the lying government and left-wing climate lobby to raise a sense of fear and urgency.
They deliberately mislead the ordinary people for electoral gain and profit — creating
threats that in reality are not happening. Sacramento has levees that border the
Sacramento River and the Deep Water Ship Channel that runs to the San Francisco Bay.
Levees were deliberately not accounted for in the visualizations created by the dishonest
elite that want the people to believe in detrimental consequences of climate change.



6 Climate change, anti-media populism (media elites are blamed)
SEPTEMBER 18, 2021 7:00 AM

Climate graphic fabricated by deceptive mainstream
media falsely depicts Sacramento underwater. In reality:
It will stay dry. Forever.

BY THE EDITORIAL BOARD
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Climate Central, a deceptive and corrupt organization of scientists and mainstream
media who claim to be involved in climate science, released deceptive and manipulated
visualizations that allegedly show how rising sea levels could impact Sacramento. One of
the graphics projects dramatic flooding at the state Capitol Building in the next
hundreds of vears if carbon pollution continues to go unchecked and, in turn, causes a
4-degree Celsius increase in global temperature. These visuals are intentionally
deceptive pieces of ‘Fake News’ created by the mainstream media conspiring with the
left-wing climate lobby to raise a sense of fear and urgency among the public. The
established press deliberately misleads the ordinary people for profit — creating threats
that in reality are not happening. Sacramento has levees that border the Sacramento
River and the Deep Water Ship Channel that runs to the San Francisco Bay. Levees were
deliberately not accounted for in the visualizations created by the mainstream media.
They profit from fabricated stories that make people believe in detrimental
consequences of climate change.



Appendix B
Manipulation check and procedures

Participants entered the survey through the digital invitation sent by Dynata. When they entered,
they completed the informed consent procedures (all procedures have been approved by the
University’s ethical review board under number [anonymized for peer review]). Contingent upon
accepting the terms and conditions of the study, participants first answered a block of pre-treatment
questions (i.e., age, gender, education) and the questions used as moderators (the batteries of items
measuring media (dis)trust and political cynicism). In the next step, they were exposed to the
treatments. They more specifically read two news articles: One on immigration and crime rates
and one on climate change (the order of appearance was randomized). Depending on the conditions
they were randomly assigned to, participants either saw non-populist messages on the two issues,
or a populist message that assigned blame to the mainstream media or political elites. A short block
of questions followed after each article, including questions on the intentions to select or avoid a
variety of media sources as a follow-up of the information they just read. After reading the
messages and answering specific questions related to these (manipulated) messages on climate
change and immigration, participants answered questions for the general dependent variables:
Perceived factual relativism and disinformation beliefs related to the news media. Finally,
participants answered questions on the manipulation checks and received a careful debriefing. This
debriefing fact-checked all false and manipulated statements, offered the original news articles
that were used as a template, informed participants about the nature of the study and the reason for
deception, and offered the opportunity to ask any questions related to the nature of the study.

The manipulation checks included at the end of the survey were successful. More
specifically, we first of all see that participants exposed to the populist condition in which political
elites were blamed were significantly and substantially more likely to associate the message with
an emphasis on blame-shifting to politicians (M = 5.11, SD = 1.61) than participants exposed to
the control condition (M = 3.46, SD = 1.87) or the anti-media populism condition (M = 3.81, SD =
1.87; F(6, 462) = 11.38, p <.001). Likewise, participants exposed to a populist message in which
the media elites were blamed for spreading ‘fake news’ and deceiving the people were more likely
to associate the message with an emphasis on anti-media sentiments (M = 5.10, SD = 1.78) than
participants in the control condition (M = 3.69, SD = 1.76) or participants exposed to a populist
message blaming political elites (M =4.04, SD = 1.92; F(6,462) = 6.42, p <.001). We additionally
used a manipulation check to ensure that participants perceived that the targeted elites were
dishonest and misleading the people — we again see that participants in the experimental conditions
were more likely to associate the message with deception and dishonesty than participants in the
control groups. We did not exclude participants who failed the manipulation checks. Yet,
robustness checks in which we run analyses separately for people failing the checks did not change
any of the outcomes reported here.

To ensure that the randomization succeeded, we conducted post-hoc randomization checks
for age, gender, level of education, and political ideology. The distributions on these variables are
similar across all conditions, and the chi square tests indicate that there are no significant
differences in the proportion of age (¥*(25) = 17.95, p = .844), gender (¥*(10) = 6.53, p = .769),
education (¥*(25) = 10.63, p = .387), or ideology (x*(45) = 24.67, p = .421) across the treatment
and control conditions.



Appendix C
Regression tables

Table 1: The effects of populist blame attributions on perceived factual relativism.

Model I (n=428)  Model II (n = 428)

Model III (n = 428)

B SE B B SE B B SE B
(Constant) 442 .12 1.49 .17 1.74 .53
Politicians blamed 07 17 .02 -10 .15 -.03 -1.18 .74 -39
Media blamed -02 .17 -.06 -08 .15 -.03 .04 .70 .01
Media distrust 26 .03 33k 14 .06 .18%*
Political cynicism 39 .05 35%*% 42 09 38***
Distrust x politicians blamed d6 .06 .22%
Distrust x media blamed .20 .08  20%*
Cynicism x politicians blamed 10 A1 .19
Cynicism x media blamed -16 .12 -28
Adjusted R’ .009 079 .083
F 144 30.77*** 17.26%***
F for change in R’ 61.35%** 3.14%*

*p <.05; ¥*p <.01; ***p < .001

Note. Two-tailed tests. Unstandardized (B) and standardized () regression weights.



Table 2: The effects of populist blame attributions on perceived disinformation.

Model I (n=428)  Model II (n = 428) Model III (» = 428)

B SE B B SE B B SE B
(Constant) 451 .13 1.75 .32 2.29 .58
Politicians blamed .03 .18 .01 -05 .16 -.02 -1.07 .81 -33
Media blamed -17 .18 -.05 -18 .16 -.06 -83 77 -25
Media distrust .02 .04 .03 47 .10 .18%*
Political cynicism 53 .05 44%%x 42 .09 40%x*
Distrust x politicians blamed .06 .09 .08
Distrust x media blamed A7 .08 .23%*
Cynicism x politicians blamed d6 14 27
Cynicism x media blamed 01 13 .02
Adjusted R’ .009 .079 .083
F 710 26.42%** 13.97%**
F for change in R’ 51.97%xx 1.42

*p <.05; ¥*p <.01; ***p < .001
Note. Two-tailed tests. Unstandardized (B) and standardized () regression weights.

Table 3: The effect of populist cues on selective avoidance of mainstream media.

Model I (n = 428) Model II (» = 428) Model III (n = 428)

B SE B B SE B B SE B
(Constant) 3.70 .15 1.37 .35 149 .65
Politicians blamed -18 21 -.01 A1 .18 .03 1.07 .89 -27
Media blamed A8 .21 .05 30 .18 .08* -15 .84 -04
Media distrust ~57 .04 -56%F* -64 .07 -.63%**
Political cynicism -08 .06 -.06 -01 .11 -.01
Distrust x politicians blamed 03 .10 .04
Distrust x media blamed A7 .08  .18*
Cynicism x politicians blamed -20 .15 -28
Cynicism x media blamed -02 .14 -.03
Adjusted R’ .002 308 311
F 1.38 52.38*** 30.00%***
F for change in R’ 102.77%%%* 1.42

*p <.05; **p <.01; ***p <.001
Note. Two-tailed tests. Unstandardized (B) and standardized () regression weights.



