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1) SM.1 – Balance Tests and Sample Descriptions

Note: All pre-treatment variables are displayed for both studies. Balance is assessed by using t-tests. Reliable differences are indicated by *p<.05, two-tailed. 

	
	Manipulation
(Shared discrimination)
	Manipulation
(Distinctiveness threat)

	Study 1 (Dynata)
	
Control
	
Treatment
	
Control
	
Treatment

	Age (years)
	45.24
	44.90
	45.47
	44.64

	Male (%)
	46.00
	48.41
	47.55
	46.80

	College education (%)
	15.67
	15.95
	15.34
	16.30

	Liberal ideology 
	3.97
	3.97
	3.94
	4.01

	Republican (%)
	10.22
	8.77
	9.14
	9.90

	N = 1,719
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Study 2 (Cloud Research)
	
	
	
	

	
	
Control
	
Treatment
	
Control
	
Treatment

	Age (years)
	35.08
	36.04
	35.72
	35.39

	Male (%)
	37.88
	37.63
	36.05
	39.47

	College education (%)
	38.70
	35.99
	37.68
	37.01

	Liberal ideology 
	4.70
	4.83
	4.71
	4.83

	Republican (%)
	9.98
	7.98
	10.79*
	7.16*

	N = 980
	
	
	
	



[bookmark: _Hlk179435203]The design for Studies 1-2 was pre-registered (see next page). We ran Study 1 first and found directional support (but not statistical significance) for our blockage hypothesis. We then ran Study 2 with the aim of uncovering the same directional effect. The smaller sample size for Study 2 was a function of funding limitations (i.e., it was the sample size the research team could afford). Prior to undertaking Study 2, we pre-registered our mini meta-analysis, aiming to capitalize on the statistical power afforded by two conceptually similar studies.  

The primary differences between Studies 1-2 are the sample provider (i.e., Dynata versus Cloud Research) and the sample composition. Study 1’s sample (Dynata) used U.S. Census benchmarks for age, education, and gender to approximate representativeness of this population. Study’s 2’s sample (Cloud Research) was not benchmarked to these characteristics. Study 2 relaxed these benchmarks to ensure a sample size with adequate statistical power (Cloud Research’s panel of Black adults is substantially smaller than Dynata’s). 

2) SM.2 – Pre-Registrations for Studies 1-3

Studies 1-2
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Study 3: 
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SM.3 – Shared Discrimination Manipulation for Studies 1-2

Control 

News Brief: Society Still Pretends That Giant Tortoises Populate the World, but Neglects Evidence Suggesting Otherwise

-Associated Press   
[image: A turtle with its mouth open

Description automatically generated]
He’s about 70 years old and his name is Lonesome George. Scientists believe he is the last of his giant tortoise species, which are found only on the Galápagos islands. George now lives there at the Charles Darwin Research Station with other female tortoises. Researchers hope he will pass on some of his genes to a hybrid offspring, but they’ve had no luck yet. 


19th century whalers hunted giant tortoises for their meat. Females were usually taken because they were easier to find in the lowland areas during the egg-laying season. Last winter, an independent group of scientists performed a DNA test on George. The scientists determined that George’s closest relatives are found on islands far from his home island of Pinta, whereas tortoises on closer islands are more distantly related.
Treatment

Despite Their Presence in the United States for Decades, Many Latinos are Still Treated as Second Class Citizens, As Evidenced by Hate Crimes Data 

-Associated Press  

[image: A flag with a grunge effect

Description automatically generated]
For many Latino individuals, the year 2022 began with a roar, as hate crimes and other public expressions of prejudice toward them surged in cities and towns throughout the United States. Many of these incidents were caught on video, providing yet another vivid reminder that, no matter how long a Latino individual has been in the United States or how much they contribute to this nation's culture and economy, they are still viewed as second-class individuals, similar to many Black people. This increase has been in the making for some time. Figure 1 shows an increase in reported hate crimes against Latino individuals from 2019 to 2020. This spike is likely underestimated, since many victims of hate crimes are too afraid to come forward and report an incident. 
[INSERT GRAPH DISPLAYED ON NEXT PAGE]
As a recent victim of one of these hate crimes toward Latinos stated (on condition of anonymity): "It's so scary—and frustrating—that you can give so much of yourself to this country, and yet still be treated as less than equal, even if you and your family have been here for generations." These words ring true among many Black individuals throughout the U.S., many of whom experience a similar sense of exclusion. One lesson of this latest wave of anti-Latino prejudice is that despite the social, political, and economic diversity of the Latino population in the U.S., society continues to see them as "less than" other groups, never to be fully included in the larger nation.    
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Note: as indicated in table 1 in the main text, the size and direction of the observed treatment effect from this manipulation aligns with prior work (Pérez et al. 2023). This latter observation is consistent with our treatment including a dull image of an American flag (see previous page). We included this image to affirm this treatment’s title, while providing a reference point for readers. 

























SM.4 – Blockage Manipulation for Studies 1-2

[CONTROL GROUP = NO INFORMATION] 

With a Unique History and Set of Political Goals, Black Alliances with Latinos Don’t Always Make Strategic Sense

-Associated Press  
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The U.S. Census Bureau is reporting that a growing percentage of all Americans—38.4%, to be exact—can now be classified as people of color, including African Americans, Asian Americans, Latinos, Native Americans, and other groups. Nevertheless, this increasing diversity blurs the distinct histories each group has had in the United States. For example, it is very hard to compare African Americans’ experience with slavery and its aftermath to the social and political exclusion faced by Latinos. Indeed, the United States continues to marginalize many Blacks as second-class citizens, even though African Americans have been in this country since its founding. Other people of color are not treated in this peculiar way. In fact, the widespread discrimination and prejudice that Blacks now face is rooted in this unique legacy of slavery, which means they encounter distinct problems that are not shared by other groups. 














SM.5. Experimental Results with Full Scale of Pro-Latino Policy

The results below are from an analysis where our outcome contains all 4 pre-registered policy outcomes(i.e, pro-Latino policy). These results are substantively similar to the ones reported in table 1 in the main text.  

	
	Solidarity 
(Mediator)
	Pro-Latino Policy
(Outcome)

	
	
Study 1
	
Study 2
	
Study 1
	
Study 2

	
Shared discrimination
	
.099*
(.011)
	
.088*
(.015)
	
.024*
(.008)
	
-.011
(.011)

	
Liberal ideology
	
.033*
(.004)
	
.031*
(.005)
	
.018*
(.002)
	
.048*
(.004)

	
Solidarity (Mediator)
	
---
	
---
	
.288*
(.022)
	
.308*
(.031)

	
Distinctiveness threat (Blockage)
	
---
	
---
	
.006
(.020)
	
.001
(.033)

	
Solidarity x Distinctiveness
	
---
	
---
	
-.037
(.031)
	
-.011
(.043)

	
N
	
1,719
	
973
	
---
	
---


Note: Entries are coefficients from a structural equation model, with standard errors in parentheses. Coefficients reflect percentage-point shifts. Shaded entries represent the effects of our blockage manipulation on solidarity’s downstream influence. *p<.05 or better, two-tailed. 





SM.6. Average Direct Effects (ADEs) in Studies 1-2

We deviate from our pre-registration by presenting the results below, which reflect the average effect from each treatment to a specific outcome in both of our studies.
Note: Entries are OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses. These analyses were not pre-registered. *p<.05, two-tailed. 

	
	Study 1
	Study 2

	
	PoC solidarity
	Pro-Latino
policy
	PoC solidarity
	Pro-Latino
policy

	Shared discrimination
	.095*
(.011)
	.058*
(.010)
	.091*
(.016)
	.025
(.014)

	Distinctiveness threat
	---
	-.017
(.010)
	---
	.003
(.014)




Figure 1. Number of Perished Tortoises 
1977-2010
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This is an anonymized copy (without author names) of the pre-registration. It was created by the author(s) to use during peer-review.
A non-anonymized version (containing author names) should be made available by the authors when the work it supports is made public.

1) Have any data been collected for this study already?
No, no data have been collected for this study yet.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?

Q1: Does exposure to information about the discrimination of Latinos in the U.S. lead to increased feelings of solidarity with people of color among Black
Americans?

H1: Black Americans exposed to information about Latinos' experiences of discrimination will report increased feelings of solidarity with people of color
relative to no exposure.

Q2: Does highlighting Black people's incommensurate experiences of discrimination relative to other racial minority groups undermine the effect of
solidarity with people of color on policy support?

H2A: Black Americans exposed to the incommensurate experience framing will show lower support for pro-Latino policies than those who receive no
additional information following the shared discrimination article.

H28B: The effect of solidarity with people of color on support for pro-Latino policies will be moderated by information type (incommensurate experience vs.
no information).

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they will be measured.

Mediator

Solidarity between people of color will be measured on a scale of 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) using the following three items: [1] "l feel
solidarity with other people of color, such as Latinos and Asian Americans.” [2] "The problems of other people of color, such as Latinos and Asian
Americans, are similar enough for them to be allies." [3] "What happens in this country to other people of color, such as Latinos and Asian Americans, has
something to do with what happens in my life as a Black person."

Primary Outcome

Pro-Latino Policy Support will be measured on a scale of 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) using the following four items: [1] "Introducing harsher
penalties for hate crimes committed against Latinos. " [2] "Increase the number of border patrol agents at the U.S.-Mexico border." [3] "Renewing
‘temporary relief from deportation for undocumented Latino immigrants brought to the U.S. as children™ [4] "Supporting the use of affirmative action for
Latinos in jobs and education.”

Secondary Outcome

Pro-Black Policy Support will be measured on a scale of 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) using the following four items: [1] "Introducing harsher
penalties for hate crimes committed against Blacks." [2] "Limiting the protest activities of #BlackLivesMatter and other movements like it" [3] "Supporting

Black-owned businesses in communities close to where | live." [4] "Supporting the use of affirmative action for African Americans in jobs and education.”

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?

The current study is a 2 (article type: shared discrimination vs. control) X 2 (information type: incommensurate experience vs. no information)
between-subjects design. Participants will be randomly assigned to either read about Latino's discrimination in the U.S. or a control article. Then,
participants will again be randomly assigned to either receive information about the incommensurate discriminatory experiences of Black Americans or to

proceed to the outcome measures.

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.
To test H1, we will conduct a two-tailed independent t-test comparing the mean of solidarity with people of color between article types (shared
discrimis

ion vs. control).
To test H2A, we will conduct a one-tailed 2 (article type) x 2 (information type) between-subjects ANOVA. If the interaction is not significant (p >.10), we
can interpret a significant main effect of information type as confirmation that Black Americans pro-Latino policy support differs between information
types. If the interaction is significant, we will conduct a test of simple effects to determine whether the difference in policy support is different between
information type conditions for those who read the shared discrimination framing. If the test of simple effects is significant, we would get confirmation for
H2A.

To test H2B, we will use Model 15 of the PROCESS macro in R to test for a mediated moderation, where information type (incommensurate experience vs.
no information) is expected to moderate the effect of soli

ity with people of color on pro-Latino policy support.

We will also use a series of OLS regressions to parallel the statistical analyses outlined above. Specifically, we will regress solidarity with people of color on
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1) Have any data been collected for this study already?

It's complicated. We have already collected some data but explain in Question 8 why readers may consider this a valid pre-registration nevertheless.

2) What's the main question being asked or hypothesis being tested in this study?
We argue that stress-testing solidarity between people of color (PoC) will reduce its downstream impact on support for policies that benefit minoritized
groups who are not one's own. Specifically, we hypothesize that calling attention to the differences between communities of color (i.e., distinctiveness

threat) will reduce the downstream impact of solidarity on policy support.

3) Describe the key dependent variable(s) specifying how they
Support for policies toward Latinos (scaled)

be measured.

-Introducing harsher penalties for hate crimes committed against Latinos
-Increasing the number of border patrol agents at the U.S.-Mexico border (reverse)
-Renewing temporary relief from deportation for undocumented Latino immigrants brought to the U.S. as children

-Supporting the use of affirmative action for Latinos in jobs and education

1) strongly disagree to 5) strongly agree

4) How many and which conditions will participants be assigned to?
Two conditions: 1) control (no information); 2) treatment (mock news article highlighting differences between PoC (e.g., Black people and Latinos)

5) Specify exactly which analyses you will conduct to examine the main question/hypothesis.
Two experiments examined the causal impact of shared discrimination on solidarity, which was then left alone or undermined via the manipulation
described in section 4 above.

Each experiment yields an estimate of how much solidarity's downstream impact on policy support is reduced in light of the manipulation described in

section 4 above. This interaction should be negatively signed.

Using Goh et al.'s (2016) template, we will meta-analyze the relevant quantities from these experiments to assess the effect of stress-testing solidarity
between PoC. We will supplement this approach with one that uses a fixed-effects regression.

6) Describe exactly how outliers will be defined and handled, and your precise rule(s) for excluding observations.
All available cases will be retained for analyses.

7) How many observations will be collected or what will determine sample size? No need to justify decision, but be precise about exactly how the
number will be determined.
The sample size for the meta-analysis depends on the Ns for each study (Study 1, N=1719; Study 2, N=989)

8) Anything else you would like to pre-register? (e.g., secondary analyses, variables collected for exploratory purposes, unusual analyses planned?)
This pre-registration is for a planned internal meta-analysis of two experimental studies with the same structure and population, differing by time of
administration and survey platform. Study 1 was pre-registered. Study 2 was not.

We will estimate the relevant quantities from these studies using OLS and in a structural equation modeling (SEM) framework.

Study 1 yielded a negative interaction term between our manipulation in section 4 and solidarity between PoC, suggesting a downstream reduction in
solidarity's political effects. We anticipate the same directional effect in Study 2. Thus, we will use one-tailed tests to evaluate this directional hypothesis.




