Appendix I: Survey Response Rates

In the 2002 survey, households were selected randomly from all United States telephone exchanges including Alaska and Hawaii using random digit dialing. A person was then randomly selected within a household using the Most Recent Birthday Selection Method. The response rate was 20 percent (see Keeter et al. 2002 and Holbrook et al. (2003) for evidence that low response rates can, like this survey, produce representative samples). The survey was administered by the Minnesota Center for Survey Research.

In the 2004 survey, households were selected randomly from all United States telephone exchanges, excluding Alaska and Hawaii, using random digit dialing. The response rate was 25 percent. For the recontact sample from 2002, 692 numbers were called, of which 127 were no longer valid household telephone numbers, 237 numbers yielded cases where it could not be determined whether the designated respondent was reachable, and in 5 cases, the respondent was found to be deceased. Of the remaining 323, 210 completed a full interview. The survey was administered by the Center for Survey Research and Analysis at the University of Connecticut.

Table A-1 presents the profiles of each sample. In each instance, we obtained a nationally representative sample on the characteristics that allow comparison with the 2000 Census, though slightly underrepresenting men, the young, and individuals with less education. We also compare partisanship in our samples to two of the best random large sample surveys of individuals from the 2000 and 2004 elections, the American National Election Studies (ANES). We see only minor differences. 

Appendix II: Coding

Perceptions of Fairness

Very fair and somewhat fair was coded as 1; somewhat unfair and very unfair as 0. 

Respondents could volunteer that they did not know or refuse to answer.

Definitions of negative and positive advertising: The responses that a negative ad is “mudslinging” or that a negative ad “criticizes an opponent” were operationalized as 0-1 dummy variables.
Trust in Government: Trust in the federal government in Washington: a lot = 1, some = .66, only a little = .33, not at all = 0.
Political Knowledge: The number of correct answers was summed and divided by five (Job or political office now held by Dick Cheney; Responsibility to determine whether a law is constitutional; Majority required to override a presidential veto; Party with most members in the House of Representatives; Party that more conservative at the national level).

Newspaper Readership: Days a week typically read a daily newspaper, divided by seven.

National News Viewership: Days a week typically watch national TV news, divided by seven.
Local News Viewership: Days a week typically watch local TV news, divided by seven.

Party identification: Generally speaking do you usually think of yourself as a Republican, a Democrat, an Independent, or what?  The standard NES follow-up questions were then asked in order to create two variables. 
Republican identifier: .33 = leaning Republican, .66 = weak Republican, 1 = strong Republican, 0 = Other

Democrat identifier: .33 = leaning Democrat, .66 = weak Democrat, 1 = strong Democrat, 0 = Other

Presidential approval: Strongly disapprove = 0, somewhat disapprove =.33, somewhat approve =.66, and strongly approve = 1.

Gender: 1 = female, 0 = male

Generation: New Deal (born before 1930), Cold War (born 1930-1945), Early Baby Boomers (born 1946-1954), Late Baby Boomers (born 1955-1964), Post Baby Boomers (born after 1964).
Appendix III: Additional Tables
Table A-1: Stability of Principles of Fairness Over Time (% saying consistently fair or unfair)

The figures show the percent of panel respondents consistently saying that a criticism is fair or unfair in principle over time. We compare these responses, on the four topics we have examined in every survey, to partisanship, usually thought of as one of the most stable political attitudes. Principles of fairness are comparably stable, particularly, and tellingly, over the longer time period from 2002 to 2008.

Partisanship (% consistently Rep., Dem., or Ind.)


Behavior of family members



Voting Record





Talking one way and voting another


Campaign contributions



Table A-2: Characteristics of the Survey Samples 
	
	2000 Census
	2002 survey
	2004 survey
	2008 survey

	Education

Less than high school

Some high school

High school graduate

Some college/ technical school

College/ technical school graduate

Post graduate or professional degree
	6

10

33

20

23

8
	1

4

25

26

30

14
	1

2
22
28
27
21
	1

2
19
29
27
22

	Marital Status

Married, living with spouse

Married, not living with spouse

Widowed

Divorced

Separated

Never married

Partners, not married
	56

1

7

10

2

24
	54

0

6

13

2

23

1
	63
0

10
11
2

13

1
	63
0

10
12
1
12

1

	Age (with panel respondents)
18-24

25-34

35-44

45-54

55-64

65+
	13

17

22

18

12

16
	8

20

25

21

13

12
	6 (5)
13 (11)
21 (22)
23 (22)
20 (20)
18 (19)
	4 (3)
12 (9)
16 (16)
25 (24)
21 (22)
22 (26)

	Sex

Male

Female
	48

52
	45

55
	42
58
	41

59

	Race

White

Black/ African-American
	83

12
	81

8
	86
6
	88

6

	Partisanship

Democrat (including leaners)

Independent

Republican (including leaners)
	2000, 2004, 2008 ANES
50, 50, 53
12, 10, 13
38, 41, 34
	45

14

41
	49

9

41

	50

9

41

	Panel

    New respondent

    Panel resp. 2002

    Panel resp. 2004

    Panel resp. 2002 and 2004
	
	100

0

0

0
	71

29

0

0
	67

5

20

9


Table A-3: Summary of Abstract and Specific Criticisms in 2002
, 2004 and 2008 Surveys

	For talking one way and voting another

	Abstract 2000, 2004, 2008 

George W. Bush 2000, 2004, Al Gore, John Kerry, John McCain, Barack Obama

	On his or her voting record
	Abstract 2000, 2004, 2008 

George W. Bush 2000, 2004, Al Gore,  John Kerry, John McCain, Barack Obama

	For taking campaign contributions from certain special interests
	Abstract 2000, 2004, 2008

George W. Bush 2000, 2004, Al Gore,  John Kerry, John McCain, Barack Obama

	Qualifications or capacity for office
	Abstract 2004, 2008

John Kerry, John McCain, Barack Obama

	For past personal troubles like substance abuse
	Abstract 2000, 2004

George W. Bush 2000, Al Gore

	Members of the ticket for scandals
	Abstract 2004, 2008

George W. Bush 2004, John Kerry

	Military record
	Abstract 2004, 2008

George W. Bush 2004



	For the behavior of his or her family members
	Abstract 2000, 2004, 2008

George W. Bush 2000, Al Gore

	For being out of touch with ordinary Americans
	Abstract 2008

John McCain, Barack Obama

	For current personal troubles like substance abuse
	Abstract 2004

	For the scandals of associates
	Abstract 2008


Table A-4: Perceptions of the Fairness of Abstract Criticism in 2002, 2004, and 2008 Surveys (%)

	
	2002 Survey
	2004 Survey
	2008 Survey

	
	Total
	Rep.
	Ind.
	Dem.
	Total
	Rep.
	Ind.
	Dem.
	Total
	Rep.
	Ind.
	Dem.

	For talking one way and voting another


	57
	56
	49
	61
	68
	80
	69
	58
	71
	78
	61
	67

	On his or her voting record


	57
	55
	49
	62
	70
	80
	66
	62
	75
	81
	64
	72

	For taking campaign contributions from certain special interests


	51
	49
	48
	53
	64
	65
	62
	65
	69
	74
	63
	65

	Qualifications or capacity for office


	
	
	
	
	60
	65
	49
	58
	62
	69
	48
	57

	For past personal troubles like substance abuse


	25
	20
	19
	30
	24
	26
	28
	22
	
	
	
	

	Members of the ticket for scandals


	
	
	
	
	45
	50
	41
	42
	53
	61
	39
	48

	Military record


	
	
	
	
	37
	41
	36
	34
	28
	38
	25
	22

	For the behavior of his or her family members


	3
	3
	5
	3
	5
	5
	2
	6
	6
	7
	8
	6

	For current personal troubles like substance abuse
	
	
	
	
	52
	58
	36
	50
	
	
	
	

	For being out of touch with ordinary Americans
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	56
	55
	44
	59

	For the scandals of associates
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	49
	62
	45
	39


Table A-5: Full Model Results for Table 4

	
	Dependent Variable: Criticism for Voting Record

	Independent Variable
	George W.

Bush (2000)
	Al Gore
	George W.

Bush (2004)
	John Kerry
	John McCain
	Barack Obama

	(1) Fairness in principle
	.11 (.29)
	.60 (.28)*
	-.54 (.34)#
	.72 (.29)**
	.11 (.67)
	-.26 (.45)

	(2) Partisanship congruent with criticism
	.73 (.29)**
	.82 (.30)** 
	2.21 (.40)**
	1.85 (.38)**
	1.26 (.70)*
	.50 (.66)

	(3) Fairness in principle x Partisanship congruent with criticism 
	1.14 (.38)**
	.25 (.38)
	.57 (.47)
	.99 (.47)*
	1.07 (.79)#
	2.00 (.75)**

	Independent
	.46 (.37)
	-.15 (.42)
	1.12 (.58)*
	.86 (.55)#
	.58 (.97)
	.24 (.81)

	Fairness in principle x Independent
	1.08 (.53)*
	.61 (.55)
	1.07 (.71)#
	.69 (.67)
	.36 (1.11)
	2.59 (1.15)*

	Views of government
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Trust in government
	-1.04 (.34)**
	.56 (.35)#
	-1.17 (.52)*
	1.12 (.53)*
	.17 (.82)
	.24 (.86)

	Political Expertise
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Political knowledge
	.13 (.33)
	-.20 (.34)
	1.79 (.43)**
	-.34 (.42)
	.98 (.62)#
	.15 (.62)

	Newspaper readership
	.12 (.23)
	-.58 (.23)**
	-.27 (.28)
	-.90 (.29)**
	.14 (.36)
	.50 (.36)#

	Generation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	New Deal
	-.09 (.39)
	-.16 (.41)
	-.22 (.44)
	-.92 (.46)*
	-1.68 (.75)*
	-.52 (.69)

	Cold War
	-.67 (.28)**
	-.41 (.28)#
	-.58 (.28)*
	-.37 (.28)#
	-.94 (.41)*
	-.34 (.41)

	Early Boomer
	.30 (.23)
	.23 (.25)
	-.27 (.29)
	-.03 (.29)
	-.82 (.46)*
	-.75 (.46)#

	Late Boomer
	.32 (.23)#
	.01 (.23)
	-.03 (.28)
	.19 (.28)
	-.68 (.42)#
	-.07 (.41)

	Constant
	-.33 (.38)
	-1.23 (.37)**
	-.89 (.52)#
	-.88 (.47)*
	-1.18 (.88)#
	-1.11 (.70)#

	N
	645
	646
	643
	648
	245
	255

	Pseudo R2
	.12
	.08
	.25
	.29
	.18
	.22

	Prob. > Chi2
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00

	Results are most consistent with …

Percentages may not add to 100 due to rounding
	Strong partisan
bias (65%)

Only partisan

bias (34%)
	Strong partisan

bias (98%)

Only partisan
bias (2%)
	Only partisan bias (94%)

Strong partisan bias (6%)
	Strong partisan bias (99%)

Only partisan bias (1%)
	Strong partisan bias (57%)

Only partisan

 bias (40%)

None (4%)
	Only partisan bias (52%)

Strong partisan bias (26%)

None (20%)


**p < .01 *p< .05 #p<.10 (one-tailed test)

	
	Dependent Variable: Criticism for …

	Independent Variable
	Past personal troubles like substance abuse
George W. Bush (2000)
	Past personal troubles like substance abuse
Al Gore
	Military record

George W. Bush (2004)
	Military record

John Kerry
	Members of the ticket for scandals
George W. Bush (2004)
	Members of the ticket for scandals
John Kerry

	(1) Fairness in principle
	1.69 (.32)**
	2.03 (.34)**
	.48 (.28)**
	1.29 (.44)**
	.60 (.26)**
	-.37 (.27)#

	(2) Partisanship congruent with criticism
	.90 (.26)**
	.09 (.31)
	1.92 (.24)**
	2.11 (.39)**
	1.72 (.28)**
	1.10 (.25)**

	(3) Fairness in principle x Partisanship congruent with criticism 
	-.50 (.45)
	.11 (.47)
	.87 (.44)*
	.14 (.62)
	.47 (.47)
	1.78 (.41)**

	Independent
	.61 (.36)*
	.75  (.35)*
	.81 (.40)*
	1.35 (.60)*
	.62 (.43)#
	.88 (.42)*

	Fairness in principle x Independent
	.08 (.63)
	-.31 (.64)
	.97 (.68)#
	-.40 (1.05)
	.34 (.69)
	1.06 (.66)#

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	View of government
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Trust in government
	-.44 (.36)
	.25 (.41)
	-.64 (.49)#
	.41 (.73)
	-1.55 (.51)**
	.04 (.49)

	Political Expertise
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Political knowledge
	.99 (.35)**
	.19 (.38)
	.62 (.39)#
	-.22 (.59)
	.17 (.40)
	-.69 (.39)*

	Newspaper readership
	.15 (.25)
	-.34 (.28)
	-.22 (.26)
	-.46 (.40)
	-.23 (.27)
	-.51 (.26)*

	Generation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	New Deal
	-.17 (.41)
	.41 (.45)
	-.04 (.41)
	.71 (.69)
	-.48 (.41)
	-.68 (.41)#

	Cold War
	-.01 (.29)
	.03 (.34)
	-.01 (.27)
	.27 (.41)
	-.28 (.28)
	-.11 (.27)

	Early Boomer
	-.43 (.28)#
	-.15 (.32)
	-.20 (.27)
	.21 (.42)
	-.17 (.28)
	-.09 (.28)

	Late Boomer
	.16 (.24)
	.22 (.27)
	.10 (.26)
	.27 (.40)
	.70 (.29)**
	.30 (.26)

	Constant
	-2.24 (.41)**
	-2.22 (.43)**
	-1.19 (.47)**
	-1.89 (.65)**
	.48 (.48)
	.18 (.44)

	N
	642
	643
	639
	302
	624
	610

	Pseudo R2
	.10
	.15
	.19
	.22
	.16
	.18

	Prob. > Chi2
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00

	Results are most consistent with …
	Strong partisan

bias (100%)
	Strong partisan
bias (61%)

Weak partisan bias (33%)

Principles =

Practice (6%)
	Strong partisan

 bias (96%)

Only partisan bias (4%)
	Strong partisan

 bias (100%)
	Strong partisan bias (99%)

Only partisan bias (1%)
	Only partisan (92%)

Strong partisan (8%)


**p < .01 *p< .05 #p<.10 (one-tailed test)

	
	Dependent Variable: Criticism for …

	Independent Variable
	Qualifications/ capacity for office
John Kerry
	Qualifications/ capacity for office
John McCain
	Qualifications/ capacity for office
Barack Obama
	Out of touch
John McCain
	Out of touch
Barack Obama

	
	
	
	
	
	

	(1) Fairness in principle
	.45 (.27)#
	1.05 (.47)*
	.53 (.30)*
	.40 (.47)
	.36 (.58)

	(2) Partisanship congruent with criticism
	2.22 (.32)**
	1.71 (.46)**
	2.43 (.32)**
	1.80 (.49)**
	2.07 (.58)**

	(3) Fairness in principle x Partisanship congruent with criticism
	1.35 (.48)**
	-.54 (.52)
	.55 (.40)#
	.69 (.65)
	.56 (.75)

	Independent
	1.31 (.45)**
	.65 (.69)
	.93 (.46)*
	-.68 (.91)
	1.62 (.86)*

	Fairness in principle x Independent
	.76 (.67)
	-.45 (.87)
	.76 (.63)
	1.03 (1.24)
	.72 (1.24)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	View of government
	
	
	
	
	

	Trust in government
	.71 (.55)#
	-.77 (.55)#
	-.28 (.52)
	-1.17 (.95)
	-2.48 (1.05)**

	Political Expertise
	
	
	
	
	

	Political knowledge
	-.28 (.41)
	-.39 (.38)
	.03 (.39)
	.39 (.67)
	1.09 (.72)#

	Newspaper readership
	-.35 (.29)
	-.16 (.23)
	.38 (.23)*
	-.37 (.39)
	.11 (.41)

	Generation
	
	
	
	
	

	New Deal
	-1.71 (.47)**
	.36 (.41)
	.89 (.41)*
	.68 (.63)
	1.15 (.65)*

	Cold War
	-.89 (.30)**
	.15 (.27)
	.04 (.27)
	.18 (.47)
	.38 (.49)

	Early Boomer
	-.63 (.30)*
	.27 (.28)
	.26 (.28)
	-.01 (.48)
	.41 (.49)

	Late Boomer
	-.35 (.29)
	.27 (.26)
	.02 (.26)
	-.27 (.43)
	.70 (.48)*

	Constant
	-.60 (.48)
	-2.22 (.57)**
	-2.21 (.45)**
	-.74 (.79)
	-2.48 (.90)**

	
	
	
	
	
	

	N
	647
	732
	750
	236
	235

	Pseudo R2
	.32
	.07
	.28
	.21
	.26

	Prob. > Chi2
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00
	.00

	Results are most consistent with …
	Strong partisan

bias (95%)

Only partisan
bias (5%)
	Strong partisan

bias (99%)

Only partisan bias (1%)
	Strong partisan

bias (96%)

Only partisan
bias (4%)
	Strong partisan bias (80%)

Only partisan

bias (20%)
	Strong partisan
bias (73%)

Only partisan

bias (27%)


**p < .01 *p< .05 #p<.10 (one-tailed test)

Table A-6: Logit Models of Perceptions of Fairness in an Experiment Where the Veracity of a Criticism is Brought into Question (Used for Figure 3)

	
	Dependent Variable: Criticism …

	Independent Variable
	Vietnam War Record (Swift Boat Veterans)
John Kerry

	
	

	Fairness in principle
	1.26 (.44)**

	Partisanship congruent with criticism
	2.13 (.38)**

	Fairness in principle x Partisanship congruent with criticism
	.19 (.62)

	Independent
	1.20 (.59)*

	Fairness in principle x Independent
	-.16 (1.03)

	Exposed to ‘truth condition’
	.13 (.42)

	Exposed to truth condition x Partisanship congruent with criticism
	-1.14 (.54)*

	Exposed to truth condition x Independent
	-1.46 (1.00)#

	Fairness in principle x Exposed to truth condition
	-1.30 (.65)*

	Fairness in principle x Partisanship congruent with criticism x Exposed to truth condition
	.89 (.86)

	Fairness in principle x Independent x Exposed to truth condition
	1.85 (1.48)

	
	

	Views of Government
	

	Trust in government
	.41 (.51)

	Political Expertise
	

	Political knowledge
	-.53 (.41)#

	Newspaper readership
	.18 (.28)

	Generation
	

	New Deal
	.24 (.42)

	Cold War
	.22 (.28)

	Early Boomer
	.13 (.29)

	Late Boomer
	.01 (.28)

	Constant
	-1.99 (.51)**

	
	

	N
	630

	Pseudo R2
	.18

	Prob. > Chi2
	.00


**p < .01 *p< .05 #p<.10 (one-tailed test)

Figure A-1: Point Estimates of the Fairness of Criticism for Talking One Way and Voting Another (from Table 1)
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Appendix IV: Question Wording of Criticisms

2002 Questions
Criticizing an opponent for taking campaign contributions from certain special interests

The Gore campaign criticized Bush’s claim that his tax plan would help the general public. Democrats said Bush helped big oil get $45 million in tax cuts and let polluters police themselves, while he was getting big money from such corporations.

The Bush campaign criticized Al Gore’s claim that his patient’s bill of rights would help the general public. Republicans said Gore’s plan would drive up insurance costs and help fill the pockets of trial lawyers by allowing unlimited awards in lawsuits against HMOs, while Gore was getting big money from such trial lawyers

Criticizing an opponent for his or her voting record

The Gore campaign criticized Bush for giving tax breaks to big oil in Texas but opposing health care for more children. The ad said that Bush put big oil ahead of working families.

The Bush campaign said America’s students, “rank last in the world in math and physics’ and “most 4th graders in our cities can’t read.” They criticized Gore for “failing our kids,” calling the result “the Clinton-Gore education recession.”

Criticizing an opponent for talking one way and voting another

The Gore campaign criticized Bush for claiming credit for a law he actively opposed in Texas to expand health insurance to 220,000 children, despite the fact that Congress had provided for doing so. The ad pointed out, “a federal judge had to step in, ruling Texas fails to provide adequate health care for children.”

The Bush campaign criticized Gore for “saying one thing when the truth is another.” Gore promised smaller government but the Bush ad claims he proposed three times the new spending Clinton proposed.

Criticizing an opponent for past personal troubles like substance abuse

The Gore campaign criticized Bush for his lack of honesty concerning a DUI arrest in 1976 that Bush had failed to mention when asked about his past.

The Bush campaign criticized Gore for claiming he smoked marijuana only a few times in his youth when friends say he did so on numerous occasions.

Criticizing the behavior of an opponent’s family members

The Gore campaign criticized Bush for his daughters’ being caught drinking under age.

The Bush campaign criticized Gore for his daughter’s being caught drinking under age and his son’s arrest for speeding at 97mph.

2004 Questions

Criticizing an opponent for taking campaign contributions from certain special interests

According to the Democratic National Committee, drug companies, who have given over $6.5 million to the Bush campaign and related organizations, will pocket 61% of spending for the new Medicare drug benefit as profits. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Bush?
According to the Republican National Committee, John Kerry has been the number one Senate recipient of special interest money over the last 15 years, and his agenda is driven by those special interests. They claim he has given preferential treatment to donors for government construction and insurance contracts, and given others prime appointments. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Kerry?

Criticizing an opponent for his or her voting record
George W. Bush has claimed that the war on Iraq has made the US and the world more secure, John Kerry argues that war and the poorly planned and executed effort to stabilize Iraq have inflamed the Middle-East, created tensions with our allies, distracted us from finding Osama Bin Laden, and made us less secure. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Bush?

The Bush Campaign charges that Kerry has an inconsistent record of support and opposition of the war in Iraq. They contend that he voted to authorize the war, but against properly funding our troops. Republicans claim that this indecisiveness sends the wrong message to our troops, our allies, and particularly, our enemies. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Kerry?

Criticizing an opponent for talking one way and voting another

During his 2000 Nomination acceptance speech, President Bush said that the government should give the budget surplus back to the people. The Kerry Campaign argues that instead of giving the surplus back, the Bush administration twice gave huge and fiscally irresponsible tax cuts to the rich that, along with new spending programs created a 2.7 trillion dollar deficit.  Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Bush?

Kerry claims to be fiscally responsible. The Bush campaign charges that, rather than being fiscally responsible, Kerry has voted for the biggest tax increase in American history, while voting against President Bush's tax cuts, against the balanced budget amendment, and against major tax relief at least 29 times. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Kerry?

Criticizing an opponent’s qualifications or capacity for office

The Bush Campaign charges that John Kerry is indecisive. They accuse him of "flip flopping" on a number of issues including the war in Iraq, middle class tax relief, and trade policy. The Bush campaign charges that these flip flops show that Kerry is indecisive, and creates a feeling of uncertainty and mistrust. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Kerry?

Criticizing an opponent’s military record

George W. Bush has said that he is proud of his service in the national guard during the Vietnam War, however, Democrats charge that George W. Bush used family connections to join the Texas Air National Guard to avoid being drafted and sent to Vietnam. Bush lost his flight certification after failing to take his annual physical, and there is little evidence that he actually fulfilled his obligation. Democrats further charge that Bush has failed to provide satisfactory documentation and accounting for his time in the National Guard. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Bush?

Half sample: John Kerry has stressed his role as a swift boat captain in Vietnam and his three Purple Hearts. Republicans, however, charge that one of the Purple Hearts was a result of his own negligence, and that he lobbied for the other two. Further, these critics claim that he used a loophole to get sent home for earning three purple hearts, although he was the only swift boat soldier to do so who was not seriously injured. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Kerry?

Half sample: John Kerry has stressed his role as a swift boat captain in Vietnam and his three Purple Hearts. Republicans, however, charge that one of the Purple Hearts was a result of his own negligence, and that he lobbied for the other two. Further, these critics claim that he used a loophole to get sent home for earning three purple hearts, although he was the only swift boat soldier to do so who was not seriously injured.  But after this ad was run, an independent organization checked the facts of the charges against Kerry. They found that they were unsubstantiated. All of Kerry's awards fell within the military's guidelines. Further, those who made the charges were revealed to have no direct knowledge of the circumstances leading up to the awards. Finally, both Kerry's swift boat crew and Senator John McCain, another Vietnam veteran, stand by Kerry's awards, and his record of honorable service. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Kerry?

Criticizing members of the opponent’s ticket for scandals

According to Democratic sources, Halliburton, a large company, which Vice President Cheney was formerly CEO of, is currently under investigation for high level accounting fraud, misconduct in international business, and misleading its investors while Cheney was CEO. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Cheney?

Republican sources charge that prior to his career in the senate, John Edwards drove up medical costs and deprived some communities of medical practices by winning frivolous and scientifically ungrounded lawsuits against doctors, hospitals, and clinics as a trial lawyer in North Carolina. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Edwards?

2008 Questions

Criticizing an opponent for taking campaign contributions from certain special interests
Barack Obama claims to get most of his money from middle class donors in small amounts, but Republicans say he receives the majority of his funds from trial lawyers and other special interests. According to the Republican National Committee, Barack Obama also has several lobbyists on his campaign staff and has accepted in kind contributions from many others. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Obama?

According to the Obama campaign, John McCain's campaign is fueled by contributions from Washington lobbyists and special interest PACs who have given over a million and a half dollars to McCain for President. They say he has also taken $2 million from big oil. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of McCain?

Criticizing an opponent for his or her voting record
The McCain campaign criticized Obama on energy policy. They said Obama has opposed lower gas taxes, opposed drilling in the Gulf of Mexico, and opposed expanding nuclear power. They said his policies offer no new solutions. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Obama?

The Obama campaign criticized McCain's energy policy, saying that he supported President Bush's energy policies 95% of the time, favors a drilling plan that would produce no new oil for 7 years, and wants to give $4 billion in tax breaks to big oil companies, none of which would help Americans cope with high gas prices. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of McCain?

Criticizing an opponent for talking one way and voting another

The McCain campaign criticized Obama for being Both ways Barack. They said he was against the war and he voted against funding the troops. Later, he voted against the surge, and said he would begin withdrawing troops immediately. They claim that he has backtracked by saying he doesn't want to make promises and he may refine his policies. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Obama?
The Obama campaign criticized McCain for changing his issue positions. They said that first he opposed Bush's tax cuts but now he supports them, and now he opposes his own immigration plan. They also point out that he now wants to drop the moratorium on offshore drilling but earlier he strongly supported the moratorium. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of McCain?

Criticizing an opponent’s qualifications or capacity for office

The McCain Campaign charges that Barack Obama is inexperienced. They accuse him of being nothing more than a media star--a mere celebrity--who is not ready to lead. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Obama?

John McCain has emphasized his status as a prisoner of war in Vietnam, but some of his fellow veterans have raised questions about his actions as a captive. They say he has post traumatic stress and doesn't have the temperament to be president. And some have raised questions about the truth of his torture claim and say he made statements denouncing the US to avoid torture. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of McCain?

Criticizing an opponent for being out of touch with ordinary Americans

The Obama campaign charges that John McCain is out of touch with ordinary Americans. They say he owns at least seven houses worth $13 million, and, at the height of the mortgage crisis, admitted he wasn't even sure how many houses he had. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of McCain?

The McCain campaign charges that Barak Obama is out of touch with ordinary Americans because he said that people in small towns cling to guns or religion as a way to explain their frustrations. Is this a very fair, somewhat fair, somewhat unfair, or very unfair criticism of Obama?
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� We refer to this year as “2000” in the table because the questions in the survey related to candidates and advertising from that election.


� Appendix II shows how we operationalized “voting” in the case of candidate and President Bush—his “voting record” refers to his policies as Governor (2000) and President (2004) with regard to health care for children, the war in Iraq and fiscal responsibility.


� Respondents were not explicitly offered a “don’t know” option but could say that they didn’t know or refuse to answer.
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