Text as Causal Mediators

Research Design for Causal Estimates of
Differential Treatment of Social Groups via Language Aspects
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Theoretical case study from U.S. Supreme Court oral arguments
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How would a justice’s interruptions of an
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(f]j(m\Ti =1,X;=2)—§(m|T; =0,X; = x))

¢ advocate’s gender the justice received
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Example: Lozano v. Montoya Alvarez (2013) ‘ advocate still used language typical of a
male advocate?
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Hypothesis 2:
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We will also need models of mediators given raw text. An open question is whether
to infer this separately or jointly with f and g.
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