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Appendix A

Experimental materials Study 1

Control (including untranslated ‘placebo’ to control for text length. Placebo text contains practical directions for when someone enters the building)

UTRECHT – The district court of Central Netherlands sentenced a 31-year old man from Nieuwegein to six months of conditional imprisonment and 240 hours of community service.

The man caused a deadly traffic accident on the Houtenseweg in Nieuwegein in 2016. Two people died in the accident. 

[The following placebo text was presented to participants. In summary, the placebo text provides the visiting address of the district court, it provides a detailed description with practical information for potential visitors. This text was taken from the court website[footnoteRef:1]] [1:  https://www.rechtspraak.nl/Organisatie-en-contact/Organisatie/Rechtbanken/Rechtbank-Midden-Nederland/Paginas/Rechtbank-Utrecht-van-binnen.aspx] 

N.B.: De rechtbank bezoeken kan op adres: Vrouwe Justitiaplein 1, 3511 EX Utrecht
Hieronder wordt kort beschreven wat u bij uw bezoek aan rechtbank Midden-Nederland, locatie Utrecht kunt verwachten.
Als u het gebouw door de draaideur bent binnengekomen, komt u in de centrale hal terecht.Aan de linkerkant van de hal is de koffieautomaat met een klein zitje, waar u koffie en thee kunt halen. Na zeven meter vindt u aan uw rechterhand de Centrale informatiebalie. Hier meldt u zich aan bij binnenkomst. De medewerkers van de centrale informatiebalie kunnen u vertellen bij welke zaal/ruimte u precies moet zijn. Komt u een document ophalen of voor bijvoorbeeld een apostille? Dan kunt u ook terecht bij deze balie.
Aan de rechterkant bevindt zich, nog voor Centrale informatiebalie, een gang met meteen de veiligheidscontrole. Voor de veiligheid van iedereen in het gebouw wordt hier uw tas en kleding gecontroleerd. Dit gebeurt aan de hand van deze huisregels.
Net zoals dat op luchthavens gebeurt, is er een scanapparaat voor bagage en een personen-detectiepoortje. Op aanwijzing van een beveiligingsmedewerker moet u uw tas en andere losse spullen in een bakje doen. Ook alle voorwerpen die metalen onderdelen hebben, moeten in een bakje (zoals laptops, mobiele telefoons en sleutels). Deze bakjes gaan daarna op een lopende band door de scanner. Uzelf moet door een detectiepoortje. Na het poortje kunt u uw spullen van de band halen.
Na de controle loopt u de gang door en komt u uit bij een 'pleintje' waar de zittingsruimten zijn. U meldt zich daar aan de linkerkant bij de bodebalie. De bode vertelt u in welke zaal u moet zijn. Recht voor u zijn de toiletten. Achter u een koffieautomaat. Elke zittingszaal heeft een wachtruimte. De bode geeft aan wanneer de zaak start en wijst u, als het zover is, uw plaats in de zittingszaal.

Treatment

UTRECHT – The district court of Central Netherlands sentenced a 31-year old man from Nieuwegein to six months of suspended imprisonment and 240 hours of community service.

The man caused a deadly traffic accident on the Houtenseweg in Nieuwegein in 2016. Two people died in the accident. 

How is a sentence determined in traffic law cases?
To determine the sentence of the man the court needs to adhere to what the law prescribes and take into account prior verdicts from similar cases. In this cases the court has to assess to what extent the suspect can be blamed for causing the accident. When a suspect has a very high degree of blame, such as driving while intoxicated with alcohol, a higher sentence is applicable than when there is a low degree of blame (“just” taking a wrong driving decision at the wrong moment)
 
Blameworthiness
According to the court, in this case there is a mild form of blameworthiness (legally speaking called “considerably careless” driving). This is the case because the driver took a wrong decision in a “split second”. The man drove on the inside lane of a bend, and he thought that – by accelerating quickly – he quickly merge right ahead of the other traffic. However, there was only a very short lane to do this. The man saw that he was halfway ahead of a car and still decided to merge ahead. Although the driver took unacceptable risks in his driving behavior, the court decided that these circumstance are reason to assume a mild form of blameworthiness. 

Motivation of verdict
[bookmark: _Hlk535226906]The man has not been prosecuted for traffic violations before. The national judicial guidelines, which courts have to follow, advise to sentence 240 hours of community service and a license suspension of one year. The court thinks that the risks the man has taken are unacceptable and therefore decides to – next to community service – a conditional imprisonment of 6 months. Also the court decides to make the suspension the man’s driver’s license conditional, because he would lose his job without his license. 


Experimental material study 2

Experiment 2 consisted of the same treatment materials as experiment 1 and added a perspective-taking treatment. The perspective-taking treatment is presented below. 


Control
Recent research seems to indicate that immersing in what criminal judges do and how they travel to work can be important for this research. Could you therefore please answer the following questions? 

To travel to work most people have to commute (for instance by car, train or bike). This is no different for judges. 

Try to imagine a working day of criminal judges. 

How do you think that judges prepare for travelling to the courthouse (choosing the means of transportation, the itinerary to the courthouse, the weather and other circumstances)?

									

When you think of being a judge, how do you think they travel to work? 
									

Treatment
Recent research seems to indicate that immersing in what criminal court judges do and how they travel to work can be important for this research. Could you therefore please answer the following questions? 

The job of criminal judges is to judge if somebody who is being charged of a criminal offence is guilty and, if so, which sentence the suspect should receive. 

Try to imagine the work of criminal judges. 

How do you think that judges prepare for a court case (reading the case file, chairing a hearing, question judges want to pose to the suspect)?

									

When you think of being a judge, how do you think they form a judgement about the guilt (or innocence) of a suspect? 
									





Experimental materials Study 3
Control
UTRECHT – The district court of Central Netherlands sentenced a 31-year old man from Nieuwegein to six months of conditional imprisonment and 240 hours of community service.

The man caused a deadly traffic accident on the Houtenseweg in Nieuwegein in 2016. Two people died in the accident. 

Procedural cue
UTRECHT – The district court of Central Netherlands sentenced a 31-year old man from Nieuwegein to six months of conditional imprisonment and 240 hours of community service.

The man caused a deadly traffic accident on the Houtenseweg in Nieuwegein in 2016. Two people died in the accident. 

To determine the sentence of the man the court needs to take into account prior verdicts from similar cases. In this case the court has to assess to what extent the suspect can be blamed for causing the accident. A small inattentiveness can have terrible consequences, while a serious driving error can remain without victims. De court judged that this was a relatively mild driving error. The accident was caused by a driver who made a wrong decision in a “split second” to merge ahead of a care instead of merging behind the care on a short merging lane. 

Mitigating circumstances cue
UTRECHT – The district court of Central Netherlands sentenced a 31-year old man from Nieuwegein to six months of conditional imprisonment and 240 hours of community service.

The man caused a deadly traffic accident on the Houtenseweg in Nieuwegein in 2016. Two people died in the accident. 

The man has not been prosecuted for traffic violations before. The national judicial guidelines, which courts have to follow, advise to sentence 240 hours of community service and a license suspension of one year. The court thinks that the risks the man has taken are unacceptable and therefore decides to – next to community service – a conditional imprisonment of 6 months. 

Case detail cue
UTRECHT – The district court of Central Netherlands sentenced a 31-year old man from Nieuwegein to six months of conditional imprisonment and 240 hours of community service.

The man caused a deadly traffic accident on the Houtenseweg in Nieuwegein in 2016. Two people died in the accident. 
 
Based on the investigation the court finds that the man made a “split second” wrong decision. The court assesses that the driver took a risk by deciding to merge ahead of a car by pulling up. This caused the car to spin of the road and collide with a try, which caused the death of the driver and a passenger of the car. 



Experimental materials Study 4
Control 
Middelburg, 9 July 2018 – Last Monday a 47-year old resident of Bergen op zoom has been sentenced to 3 years imprisonment and the highest possible suspension of his driver’s license. He caused an accident in which one person died. 
Three years imprisonment is a fitting sentence according to the court because the suspected has been driving very dangerously with too much alcohol and too high speed. 

Justification
Middelburg, 9 July 2018 – Last Monday a 47-year old resident of Bergen op zoom has been sentenced to 3 years imprisonment and the highest possible suspension of his driver’s license. He caused an accident in which one person died. 
Three years imprisonment is a fitting sentence according to the court because the suspected has been driving very dangerously with too much alcohol and too high speed. 
To determine the sentence of the man, the court needs to assess to what extent the suspect can be blamed for causing the accident. According to the court the behavior of the suspect shows that he did not take the safety of other road users seriously. The suspect has ‘near-intentional blame’[footnoteRef:2] for the accident; reckless driving the way it is meant in the law. This is the strongest form of blameworthiness for a traffic accident.   [2:  In Dutch this is called “aan opzet grenzende schuld”. This is a legal formulae indicating the highest possible degree of ‘blame’. With such a high degree of blame the court still does not assume an deliberate intention to cause an accident. However, it means that somebody was extremely careless and did not really worry whether s/he could cause an accident with his/her reckless driving behavior. ] 

Reference point
Middelburg, 9 July 2018 – Last Monday a 47-year old resident of Bergen op zoom has been sentenced to 3 years imprisonment and the highest possible suspension of his driver’s license. He caused an accident in which one person died. 
3 year of imprisonment for a traffic violation is extraordinarily high, but is a fitting sentence according to the court because the suspected has been driving very dangerously with too much alcohol and too high speed.

Reference point + Justification
Middelburg, 9 July 2018 – Last Monday a 47-year old resident of Bergen op zoom has been sentenced to 3 years imprisonment and the highest possible suspension of his driver’s license. He caused an accident in which one person died. 
3 year of imprisonment for a traffic violation is extraordinarily high, but is a fitting sentence according to the court because the suspected has been driving very dangerously with too much alcohol and too high speed.
To determine the sentence of the man, the court needs to assess to what extent the suspect can be blamed for causing the accident. According to the court the behavior of the suspect shows that he did not take the safety of other road users seriously. The suspect has ‘near-intentional blame’ for the accident; reckless driving the way it is meant in the law. This is the strongest form of blameworthiness for a traffic accident.  



Appendix B: Representativeness of the samples

	
	Gender
	Age
	Education

	Population of the Netherlands[footnoteRef:3] [3:  CBS Statline, 2017.] 

	Male      49.6%
Female  50.4%
	18-29	18.8%
30-39	14.9%
40-49	17.2%
50-59	18.1%
60+	30.9%[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Percentage of total number of people above 18] 

	Low	     28.9%
Middle      39.5%
High	     30.1%
Unknown   1.5%

	Exp 1
	Male      47.4%
Female  52.3%
Other      0.3%
	18-29	16.7%
30-39	14.3%
40-49	19.3%
50-59	20.7%
60+	29.8%
	Low	     29.1%
Middle      34.4%
High	     36.4%

	Exp 2
	Male      50.4%
Female  49.4%
Other      0.3%
	18-29	18.0%
30-39	16.5%
40-49	16.5%
50-59	17.8%
60+	31.1%
	Low	     26.8%
Middle      36.6%
High	     36.6%

	Exp 3
	Male      43.4%
Female  46.6%
Other      0.0%
	18-29	16.3%
30-39	13.7%
40-49	16.8%
50-59	21.5%
60+	31.7%
	Low	     24.1%
Middle     38.9%
High	     37.0%

	Exp 4
	Male      48.5%
Female  51.0%
Other      0.5%
	18-29	18.7%
30-39	17.9%
40-49	13.7%
50-59	19.1%
60+	30.6%
	Low	     33.8%
Middle      39.9%
High	     27.3%


	
	





Appendix C: IMC and measures

This appendix includes detailed information about the instructional manipulation check (IMC) and other measures we used. The measures are presented in the following order:

1. Instructional manipulation check (translated and adapted from Berinsky et al. 2014)
2. Perceptual manipulation check
3. Positive and negative affect
4. Trust in judges

1. Instructional manipulation check
To ensure that participants paid attention to the instructions in the experiment we utilized an instructional manipulation check. We used this attention check to filter out inattentive participants. The manipulation check was based on Berinsky et al. (2014). 

Before we start we would like you to read the following. People are very busy these days and many do not have time to follow what goes on in the government. Some do pay attention to politics but do not read questions carefully. To show that you’ve read this much, please ignore the question below and fill out ‘don’t know’. Indeed, you can answer the question below with ‘don’t know’. 

How much interest do you have in national politics? 

Very little /A little / Not much, not a little / Much / Very much / don’t know

2. Perceptual manipulation check
[bookmark: _Hlk534298064]We employed two manipulation checks to assess whether participants’ perceived the treatments in the way they were intended by us. By providing more information about a sentence we expected to improve people’s understanding of why judges make decisions. The two checks read as follows. 

Ik snap na het lezen van de uitspraak iets beter hoe rechters tot een straf komen bij verkeersongevallen [after reading the verdict is have a somewhat better understanding of how judges decide on a sentence in case of traffic offences]

Ik begrijp nu iets beter waarom rechters - in de ogen van het publiek - soms lage straffen opleggen. [I understand a little better why judges – in the eye of the public – sometimes give lenient sentences].

Cronbach’s alpha (study 1): 0.85
Cronbach’s alpha (study 2): 0.70
Cronbach’s alpha (study 3): 0.76
Cronbach’s alpha (study 4): 0.70

3. Dependent variables
We adapted the International positive and negative affect schedule short form (I-PANAS-SF) (Thomspon 2007) to measure the affective response. We added items to better negative responses to a verdict, such as angriness and disappointment. We developed a new scale comprising several items that measure trust in judges. 

To what extent does this verdict make you feel: 
	 
	Component

	
	Negative
	Positive

	…boos (upset) 
	.904
	-.085

	…beschaamd (ashamed) 
	.836
	-.024

	…teleurgesteld (disappointed) 
	.862
	-.156

	…kwaad (angry) 
	.920
	-.069

	…woedend (furious) 
	.898
	-.026

	…opgetogen (delighted) 
	-.051
	.736

	…blij (happy) 
	-.184
	.791

	…tevreden (satisfied)
	-.371
	.699

	…zenuwachtig (nervous) 
	.398
	.346

	…vastberaden (determined) 
	.403
	.570


Principal Component Analysis with Oblique Rotiation (experiment 1).
Cronbach’s alpha for Negative affect 0.940, Positive affect 0.728

For the trust scale in study 3 and 4 we used the following items (based on Tyler 2001; Grimmelikhuijsen and Klijn 2015). 

Trust scale (study 3 & study 4): 
	[bookmark: _Hlk523319523]Ik heb vertrouwen in deze rechters.
[I have confidence in these judges]
	.890

	Deze rechters hebben op onpartijdige wijze een oordeel geveld over de verdachte.
[These judges passed their judgment about the suspect in an impartial manner.]
	.788

	Ik heb het idee dat deze rechters juridisch gezien de juiste straf hebben opgelegd.
[I feel that these judges came to a legally correct sentence.]  
	.891

	Om tot een oordeel te komen hebben deze rechters alle omstandigheden goed afgewogen.
[These judges weighed in all circumstances well to  come to a judgment]
	.883



Cronbach’s alpha 0.89 (study 3)
Cronbach’s alpha 0.89 (study 4)
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