[bookmark: _Hlk134108764]Online Appendix A - Full Text of Survey Items

State Election Fairness 1 - Elections held in (insert home state) are conducted in a free and fair manner.
	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree


State Election Fairness 2 - Electoral fraud is common in (insert home state).
	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Rule of Law 1 - It is not necessary to obey a law you consider unjust.
	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Rule of Law 2 - Sometimes it might be better to ignore the law and solve problems immediately.
	
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Awareness 1 – Would you say you are very aware, somewhat aware, not very aware or have never heard of the (insert institution name)?
	Very aware
	Somewhat aware
	Not very aware
	Have never heard of it

Awareness 2 – How often do you read or hear news about the (insert institution name)?
	Very often
	Often
	Somewhat often
	Not very often
	Almost never
	Never

Election knowledge – 
(If institution type = court)
Some judges in the U.S. are elected; others are appointed to the bench. Do you happen to know if the judges of the (insert institution name) are elected or appointed to the bench?


Pre-Decision Issue Position

(if institution type = court display the text below)
The (insert institution name) decided a case recently determining whether or not it is constitutional for a juvenile who is at least 16-years-old and convicted of murder to be eligible for a sentence of life in prison without the chance of parole. In the case, a 16-year old male killed a person during a home robbery. The juvenile was charged as an adult, convicted of first-degree murder and sentenced to a penalty of life in prison without the chance of parole.
 
The juvenile appealed the sentence to the (insert institution name) saying that it violated the ban on cruel and unusual punishment in the 8th amendment of the U.S. Constitution. The juvenile relied upon previous court decisions saying it is unconstitutional to impose the death penalty on juveniles. Those in favor of the juvenile life sentence argued that the death penalty is a much more extreme penalty than a life sentence, and that some juveniles deserve a life sentence.

(if institution type = legislature display the text below)
The (insert institution name) recently considered the issue of whether or not a juvenile who is at least 16-years-old and convicted of murder should be eligible for a sentence of life in prison without the chance of parole. In the case that spurred the legislature to consider the issue, a 16-year old male killed a person during a home robbery. The juvenile was charged as an adult, convicted of first-degree murder and sentenced to a penalty of life in prison without the chance of parole.

Groups supporting the juvenile pushed for the legislature to pass a law making it impossible to impose a life sentence without the chance of parole on 16-year-old juveniles. They said it was cruel and unusual punishment and cited that fact that the death penalty for juveniles has already been declared illegal. Those in favor of the juvenile life sentence argued that the death penalty is a much more extreme penalty than a life sentence, and that some juveniles deserve a life sentence without the chance of parole.

(for both institution types this should appear below the text above)
What is your opinion on this issue? Which of the two options below better fits your view?
	(randomize order of choices)
	(1) It should be possible for a 16-year-old juvenile convicted of murder to be 	sentenced to life in prison without the chance of parole.

	(2) Any 16-year-old juvenile convicted of murder should have the chance to receive 	parole and get out of prison later in life.

Issue Position Strength
(If preissue = 1)

How strongly do you feel that that it should be possible for a 16-year-old juvenile convicted of murder to be sentenced to life in prison without the chance of parole?

(If preissue = 2)

How strongly do you feel that any 16-year-old juvenile convicted of murder should have the chance to receive parole and get out of prison later in life?

	Very strongly
	Strongly
	Somewhat strongly
	Not strongly at all

Importance of Issue - How important would you say the issue of the juvenile life sentence without the chance of parole is to you personally?

	Very important
	Important
	Somewhat important
	Not important at all


Perceived Legitimacy 1 – If the (insert institution name) started making a lot of decisions that most people disagree with it might be better to do away with the (insert institution name) altogether.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Perceived Legitimacy 2 - The right of the (insert institution name) to decide certain types of controversial issues should be reduced.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Perceived Legitimacy 3 - 
(If institution type = court)
The (insert institution name) should have the right to say what the Constitution means, even when the majority of people disagree with those decisions.

(If institution type = legislature)
The (insert institution name) should have the right to pass new laws, even when the majority of people disagree with those laws.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Perceived Legitimacy 4 - People should be willing to do everything they can to make sure that any proposal to abolish the (insert institution name) is defeated.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

(the presentation order for polit1, polit2, polit3, and polit4 should be randomized. Trust should appear after these four items.)

Politicization Perception 1 - The (insert institution name) gets too mixed up in politics.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	
Politization Perception 2 – 
(if institution type = court)
The judges of the (insert institution name) are little more than self-interested politicians.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Politization Perception 3 – 
(if institution type = court)
The judges of the (insert institution name) usually follow a firm and proper set of guiding principles when making decisions.


	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree

Perceived Ideological Difference - In general would you say the decisions of the (insert institution name) are too liberal, too conservative or about right?

	Much too liberal
	Somewhat too liberal
	Just about right
	Somewhat too conservative
	Much too conservative

Job Performance – How well do you think the (insert institution name) does its main job in government?

	Great job
	Pretty good job
	Not very good job
	Poor job

Institutional Decision - We are now moving back to the issue of imposing a life sentence without the chance of parole on 16-year-old juveniles convicted of murder. Below is a description of the action taken by (insert institution name) on this issue.

(if institution type = court and preissue = 1 display the text below)

The (insert institution name) issued a decision saying the government CAN NOT impose a sentence of life in prison without the chance of parole on 16-year-old juveniles convicted of murder. The judges said this type of penalty constitutes cruel and unusual punishment and thus violates the Constitution.

(If institution type = court and preissue = 2 display the text below)

The (insert institution name) issued a decision saying the government CAN impose a sentence of life in prison without the chance of parole on 16-year-old juveniles convicted of murder. The judges said this type of penalty does not constitute cruel and unusual punishment and thus does not violate the Constitution.

(if institution type = legislature and preissue = 1 display the text below)

The (insert institution name) passed a bill saying the government CAN NOT impose a sentence of life in prison without the chance of parole on 16-year-old juveniles convicted of murder. The legislators said this type of penalty constitutes cruel and unusual punishment and thus should not be allowed.

(if institution type = legislature and preissue = 2 display the text below)

The (insert institution name) passed a bill saying the government CAN impose a sentence of life in prison without the chance of parole on 16-year-old juveniles convicted of murder. The legislators said this type of penalty does not constitute cruel and unusual punishment and thus should be allowed.


Acceptance 1 – 
(If institution type = court)
Do you accept this decision and consider it the final word on the matter or do you think there ought to be an effort to challenge it and get it changed?

	I accept the decision and consider it the final word on this matter.
	I want to challenge the decision and get it changed.

(if institution type = legislature)
Do you accept this law and consider it the final word on the matter or do you think there ought to be an effort to challenge it and get it changed?

	I accept the law and consider it the final word on this matter.
	I want to challenge the law and get it changed.

Acceptance 1 Strength Follow-up

(if institution type = court and accept1 = 1)
How strongly do you feel the decision should be accepted?
(If institution type = court and  accept1 = 2)
How strongly do you feel the decision should be challenged?

(if institution type = legislature and accept1 = 1)
How strongly do you feel the law should be accepted?
(If institution type = legislature and  accept1 = 2)
How strongly do you feel the law should be challenged?

	Very strongly
	Strongly
	Somewhat strongly
	Not strongly at all

Acceptance 2
(if institution type = court and preissue =1)
Would you support or oppose efforts to remove the judges of the (insert institution name) who voted for the decision prohibiting the life sentence without the chance of parole for 16-year-olds?
(if institution type = court and preissue = 2)
Would you support or oppose efforts to remove the justices of the (insert institution name) who voted for the decision allowing the life sentence without the chance of parole for 16-year-olds?

(if institution type = legislature and preissue =1)
Would you support or oppose efforts to remove the members of the (insert institution name) who voted for the bill prohibiting the life sentence without the chance of parole for 16-year-olds?
(if institution type = legislature and preissue = 2)
Would you support or oppose efforts to remove the members of the (insert institution name) who voted for the bill allowing the life sentence without the chance of parole for 16-year-olds?

	Strongly support removing them
	Support removing them
	Somewhat support removing them
	Neither support nor oppose removing them
	Somewhat oppose removing them
	Oppose removing them
	Strongly oppose removing them

Acceptance 3

(If institution type = court)
Would you sign a petition in support of a group that was attempting to overturn this decision?

(if institution type = legislature)
Would you sign a petition in support of a group that was attempting to repeal this law?
	
	Definitely
	Possibly
	Probably not
	Definitely not


Attention Check Item -  Political scientists are interested in how you process information. To ensure that you processed this piece of information and the previous questions, please click on None of the Above.

	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Neither Agree nor Disagree
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	None of the above


Online Appendix B – Full Tables with Control Variables

Online Appendix Table 1 – Acceptance and the Four Traditional Categories of Judicial Selection
	
	(1)
	(2)

	
	Acceptance
	Acceptance

	
	
	

	Perceived Legitimacy
	.31*
	.38*

	
	(.04)
	(.06)

	Partisan Election State
	-.02
	.02

	
	(.02)
	(.05)

	Legitimacy X Partisan
	
	-.08

	
	
	(.06)

	Non-Partisan Election State
	-.01
	.07

	
	(.03)
	(.05)

	Legitimacy X Non-Partisan
	
	-.13

	
	
	(.08)

	Retention Election State
	.02
	.03

	
	(.03)
	(.06)

	Legitimacy X Retention
	
	-.03

	
	
	(.09)

	Rule of Law
	.09X
	.09X

	
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Court Awareness
	.05
	.05

	
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Education
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Liberal Decision
	.13*
	.13*

	
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Strength of Prior Opinion
	-.31*
	-.31*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Issue Importance
	-.12*
	-.12*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Specific Support
	.11*
	.11*

	
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Ideology
	.04
	.04

	
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Political Interest
	-.03
	-.04

	
	(.04)
	(.04)

	State Election Fairness
	.11X
	.11

	
	(.07)
	(.07)

	Female
	.03 X
	.03

	
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Black
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Hispanic
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Other
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.04)
	(.03)

	Age/10
	-.01*
	-.01*

	
	(.01)
	(.01)

	Constant
	.26*
	.22*

	
	(.09)
	(.08)

	
	
	

	Observations
	742
	742

	Number of groups
	49
	49


Robust standard errors in parentheses
* p<.05, X p<.1


Online Appendix Table 2 – Acceptance and Election Activity
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)

	VARIABLES
	Acceptance
	Acceptance
	Acceptance

	
	
	
	

	Perceived Legitimacy
	.42*
	.40*
	.39*

	
	(.06)
	(.05)
	(.06)

	Election Activity Index
	.13
	
	

	
	(.08)
	
	

	Legit. X Election Activity Index
	-.28*
	
	

	
	(.14)
	
	

	% of Competitive Elections
	
	.20*
	

	
	
	(.07)
	

	% of Competitive Elections X Legitimacy
	
	-.39*
	

	
	
	(.13)
	

	% of Challenged Elections
	
	
	.10

	
	
	
	(.06)

	% of Challenged Elections X Legitimacy
	
	
	-.22*

	
	
	
	(.10)

	Rule of Law
	.09X
	.09X
	.09X

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Court Awareness
	.05
	.056
	.06

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Education
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Liberal Decision
	.13*
	.13*
	.13*

	
	(.02)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Strength of Prior Opinion
	-.32*
	-.31*
	-.32*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Issue Importance
	-.12*
	-.12*
	-.12*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Specific Support
	.11*
	.11*
	.11*

	
	(.06)
	(.06)
	(.06)

	Ideology
	.05
	.05
	.05

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Political Interest
	-.03
	-.04
	-.04

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	State Election Fairness
	.11X
	.11
	.11

	
	(.07)
	(.07)
	(.07)

	Female
	.03
	.03
	.03

	
	(.02)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Black
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Hispanic
	-.02
	-.02
	-.02

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Other
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.04)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Age/10
	-.01*
	-.01*
	-.01*

	
	(.01)
	(.01)
	(.01)

	Constant
	.20*
	.21*
	.23*

	
	(.09)
	(.08)
	(.08)

	
	
	
	

	Observations
	742
	742
	742

	Number of groups
	49
	49
	49


Robust standard errors in parentheses
* p<.05, X p<.1



Appendix Table 3 – Testing the Mechanism: Controlling for Politicization Perceptions
	
	(1)
	(4)
	(7)

	VARIABLES
	Acceptance
	Acceptance
	Acceptance

	
	
	
	

	Perceived Legitimacy
	.48*
	.46*
	.45*

	
	(.13)
	(.12)
	(.12)

	Election Activity Index
	.13
	
	

	
	(.08)
	
	

	Legitimacy X Election Activity Index
	-.27*
	
	

	
	(.14)
	
	

	% of Competitive Elections
	
	.19*
	

	
	
	(.08)
	

	% of Competitive Elections X Legitimacy
	
	-.36*
	

	
	
	(.13)
	

	% of Challenged Elections
	
	
	.09

	
	
	
	(.06)

	% of Challenged Elections X Legitimacy
	
	
	-.21*

	
	
	
	(.10)

	Politicization Perceptions
	.03
	.03
	.04

	
	(.17)
	(.17)
	(.17)

	Legitimacy X Politicization
	-.16
	-.14
	-.16

	
	(.19)
	(.18)
	(.19)

	Rule of Law
	.08X
	.08X
	.08X

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Court Awareness
	.05
	.05
	.05

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Education
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Liberal Decision
	.14*
	.13*
	.14*

	
	(.02)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Strength of Prior Opinion
	-.31*
	-.30*
	-.31*

	
	(.04)
	(0.04)
	(.04)

	Issue Importance
	-.13*
	-.13*
	-.13*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Specific Support
	.09
	.10
	.09

	
	(.06)
	(.06)
	(.06)

	Ideology
	.04
	.04
	.04

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Political Interest
	-.04
	-.04
	-.04

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	State Election Fairness
	.10
	.10
	.10

	
	(.07)
	(.07)
	(.07)

	Female
	.03*
	.03
	.03

	
	(.02)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Black
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Hispanic
	-.02
	-.02
	-.02

	
	(.04)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Other
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Age/10
	-.01*
	-.01*
	-.01*

	
	(.01)
	(.01)
	(.01)

	Constant
	.22
	.22
	.24

	
	(.18)
	(.18)
	(.18)

	
	
	
	

	Observations
	733
	733
	733

	Number of groups
	49
	49
	49


Robust standard errors in parentheses
* p<.05, X p<.1



Appendix Table 4 – Testing the Mechanism: Court/Legislature Experimental Manipulation
	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)

	VARIABLES
	Acceptance
	Acceptance
	Acceptance

	
	
	
	

	Perceived Legitimacy
	.41*
	.40*
	.38*

	
	(.07)
	(.05)
	(.06)

	Court/Legislature Manipulation
	.09X
	.09X
	.08

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Legitimacy X Manipulation
	-.29*
	-.28*
	-.26*

	
	(.08)
	(.08)
	(.08)

	[bookmark: _Hlk134100766]Election Activity Index
	.13
	
	

	
	(.08)
	
	

	Legitimacy X Election Activity Index
	-.28*
	
	

	
	(.14)
	
	

	% of Competitive Elections
	
	.21*
	

	
	
	(.07)
	

	% of Competitive Elections X Legitimacy
	
	-.40*
	

	
	
	(.12)
	

	% of Challenged Elections
	
	
	.10X

	
	
	
	(.06)

	% of Challenged Elections X Legitimacy
	
	
	-.23*

	
	
	
	(.10)

	Rule of Law
	.07X
	.07X
	.07X

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Court Awareness
	.05
	.05
	.05

	
	(.05)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Education
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Liberal Decision
	.11*
	.11*
	.11*

	
	(.02)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Strength of Prior Opinion
	-.30*
	-.30*
	-.30*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Issue Importance
	-.15*
	-.15*
	-.15*

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Specific Support
	.11*
	.11*
	.11*

	
	(.04)
	(.05)
	(.05)

	Ideology
	.08*
	.08*
	.08*

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Political Interest
	-.02
	-.03
	-.02

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	State Election Fairness
	.13*
	.12*
	.12*

	
	(.06)
	(.06)
	(.06)

	Female
	.04*
	.04*
	.04*

	
	(.01)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Black
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.03)
	(.03)
	(.03)

	Hispanic
	-.02
	-.02
	-.02

	
	(.04)
	(.04)
	(.04)

	Other
	-.01
	-.01
	-.01

	
	(.02)
	(.02)
	(.02)

	Age/10
	-.01*
	-.01*
	-.01*

	
	(.01)
	(.01)
	(.01)

	Constant
	.19*
	.20*
	.21*

	
	(.07)
	(.06)
	(.07)

	
	
	
	

	Observations
	924
	924
	924

	Number of groups
	50
	50
	50


Robust standard errors in parentheses
* p<.05, X p<.1




Appendix Figure 1 – Robustness Check Figures from Appendix Table 2
[image: ][image: ]
The top figure is from the model in column 2 of the Online Appendix Table 2. The bottom figure is from the model in column 3.


Appendix Figure 2 – Robustness Check Models from Appendix Table 4
[image: ][image: ]

The top figure is from the model in column 2 of the Online Appendix Table 4. The bottom figure is from the model in column 3.
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