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participants read about the group’s peaceful actions whereas in the violent condition they read about 
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racial, and 7 participants chose “Other”. Most of the participants 

level of education: 178 had a Bachelor's degree, 82 a Master’s degree, 56 an Associate's degree, 87 

went to “some college”, 18 participants had a Ph.D., J.D., or M.D., and only 34 chose a High school 

income 49 participants chose the category “Under $20,000”, 83 chose “$20,000 999”, 80 selected 

“$40,000 $59,999”, 86 chose “$60,000 $79,999”, 88 selected “$80,000 $119,999”, and 68 chose the 

highest category “$120,000 or more”. Participants belonged to the following religious groups: 112 

chose “Protestant”, 90 selected “Catholic”, 10 chose “Jewish”, 7 selected “Buddhist”, 5 chose 

“Hindu”, 5 selected “Muslim”, and 191 selected “Other”. 

the movement’s cause (

The participants’ ideology (from very conservative to very liberal) had a mean of 4.16 (

the movement’s cause
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Correlations with Sympathy for the Movement’s Cause

movement’s cause. 

the Movement’s 

are available at the project’s Open Science Framework page 

“Green Uintah” and “Stop 

Fracking” were described in the newspaper article. 
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α (“I feel similar to the protesters.”; “I identify with the protesters.”; “I 

relate to the protesters.”)..

thus, twelve items in total (e.g. “I support .”; “I am willing 

”; “I would 

”; “I would participate in a protest of 

.”). 

fracking movement (α = 

In the following, the results of the overall movement’s manipulation checks are presented. 
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protest groups. One item measured the distance between the groups (“To what extent do you think 

are distanced from each other or cooperate with each other?”) on a 
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Differences between conditions regarding the group’s relationship



seems to be a general measure of the participants’ opinions towards fracking. It seems like it wasn’t 
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overall measures don’t seem to be influenced by the specific condition. 
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he magnitude of the effects was moderated by the participants’ attitudes 

sympathetic towards the movement’s cause
















