SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX A

Question Wording from 1996 ANES Post-Election Study

Note: Labels in parentheses are the label of each variable as appears in the ANES survey.
Humanitarianism

This measure is comprised of the following four items. Respondents were asked to report their level of agreement with each statement, with the response options ranging from: (1) “Agree Strongly” (2) “Agree Somewhat” (3) “Neither Agree or Disagree” (4) “Disagree Somewhat”  (5) “Disagree Strongly.” These items were combined into a scale, with an α=.6008, and coded to range from low to high levels of humanitarianism.  
1. “One should always find ways to help others less fortunate than oneself” (V961235).
2. “A person should always be concerned about the well-being of others” (V961236).
3. “It is best not to get too involved in taking care of other people's needs” (V961237).
4. “People tend to pay more attention to the well-being of others than they should” (V961238).
Egalitarianism

This measure is comprised of the following five items. Respondents were asked to report their level of agreement with each statement, with the response options ranging from: (1) “Agree Strongly” (2) “Agree Somewhat” (3) “Neither Agree or Disagree” (4) “Disagree Somewhat”  (5) “Disagree Strongly.” These items were combined into a scale, with α=.6774, and coded to range from low to high levels of egalitarianism.

1. “Our society should do whatever is necessary to make sure that everyone has an equal opportunity to succeed” (V961229).
2. “We have gone too far in pushing equal rights in this country” (V961230).
3. “One of the big problems in this country is that we don't give everyone an equal chance” (V961231)
4. “This country would be better off if we worried less about how equal people are” (V961232).
5. “If people were treated more equally in this country we would have many fewer problems” (V961233).
Education

Respondents were asked to list the highest grade in school or year of college completed (V960610). Item has 8 response options, ranging from (1)-“8 grades or less, or no diploma” to (7)-“advanced degree.”   

Income

Respondents were asked to report their own personal income, excluding any income received by a spouse or other family members (V960702). The response options for this item range from (1)-“None, or less than $2,999” to (24)-“$105,000 or more.”
Age

Respondents were asked to report the month, day, and year of their birth (V960605). This item was used to calculate respondents' age. 
Gender

A dichotomous item for which female respondents served as the baseline category.

Unemployed

A dichotomous item coded “1” if respondents reported being laid-off or temporarily unemployed, and “0” otherwise (V960616).
Pocketbook Evaluations

Respondents were asked: “What do you think of your personal financial situation

these days?” Response options for this item ranged from (1)-“very good” to (5)-“very bad”.
Ideology

Respondents were asked to locate themselves on a 7 point liberal-conservative scale, ranging from (1)-“Extremely liberal” to (7)-“Extremely conservative” (V960365). 

Party ID

Standard 7-point party identification scale, ranging from (1)-“Strong Democrat” to (4)-“Independent” to (7)-“Strong Republican” (V960420).
Hispanic Affect

Respondents were presented with the following item: “I'd like you to rate [Hispanics] using something we call the feeling thermometer. Ratings between 50 degrees and 100 degrees mean that you feel favorable and warm toward [Hispanics]. Ratings between 0 degrees and 50 degrees mean that you don't feel favorable toward [Hispanics] and that you don't care too much for [Hispanics]. You would rate [Hispanics] at the 50 degree mark if you don't feel particular warm or cold toward [Hispanics]” (V961037). From this item, we created a variable that was reverse coded to range from positive to negative feelings toward Hispanics.
Religious Attendance 
Respondents were asked to report how often they attend religious services, ranging from (1)-“Every week” to (5)-“Never”(V960578).  This item was reverse coded to range from low to high religious attendance. 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX B

Question Wording from 2005 Citizenship, Involvement, Democracy Survey

Note: Labels in parentheses are the name of each variable as appears in the CID survey.

Education

Respondents were asked to list the highest grade in school or year of college completed (EDUC). Item has 8 response options, ranging from (1)-“None, or grade 1-8” to (8)-“Post-graduate training/professional schooling after college.”   

Income

The measure of respondent income was based upon a corrected and adjusted constructed income scale contained in the CID (INCOMEC) measuring respondents’ total annual net household income.  This ordinal item has 11 categories, ranging from (1)-“Less than $15,000” to (11)-“$200,000 or more.” 

Age

Respondents were asked how old they were (AGE). Mean age was 45. When recoded to range from 0 to 1, mean age is .37. 

Employment Status

This is a dichotomous item, with unemployed respondents coded “1” and all others coded “0”. Respondents classified as unemployed were those who reported being “unemployed and actively looking for a job” and/or “unemployed, wanting a job but not actively looking for a job.” Based on items (UEMPLA) and (UEMPLI).
Pocketbook Economic Evaluations

Respondents were asked to select among provided statements which come closest to how they feel about their household’s income at the time of interview (HINCFEL).  This ordinal item has 4 response options, ranging from (1)-“Living comfortably on present income” (2)-“Coping on present income” (3)-“Finding it difficult on present income” (4)-“Finding it very difficult on present income”.   

Party Identification

Standard 7 point scale pre-constructed by CID (PARTYID). This variable was recoded to range from “Strong Democrat” to “Strong Republican.” 

Ideology

Respondents were presented with the following question (LRSCALE): “We hear a lot of talk these days about liberals and conservatives. Where do you fall?” Respondents were given 11 response options, ranging from (0)-“liberal” to (10)-“conservative”. 

Hispanic Affect

Using a scale of “liking and disliking,” respondents were asked to state how they felt about “Hispanic people” (AHISP). This item has 11 ordered response options, ranging from (1)-“Dislike a Great Deal” (4)-“Dislike” (6)-“Uncertain” (8)-“Like” (11)-“Like a Great Deal.” This item was recoded to range from “Like a Great Deal” to “Dislike a Great Deal.” 

National Identity

Pre-constructed scale in CID (NATPRIDE).  Based on an item asking respondents how proud it makes them to be called an American (NATIO1), and an item asking soliciting agreement or disagreement with the statement, “Being an American is a very important part of how I see myself” (NATIO2). The constructed scale is coded to range from low to high strength of national identity.

Right Wing Authoritarianism 

This scale was created from a set of survey items closely approximating standard measures of right wing authoritarianism.  A summative scale was created from the following items in the survey: (ORDER1), (ORDER2), (ORDER3), (CHILDA2), (CHILDA3), (AUTHOR3), (AUTHOR4), (DOG1), (DOG2), (DOG3), (DOG4), and (DOG5).  The Cronback’s alpha for this scale=.775.

Immigrant Friends & Family

Respondents were asked whether or not they had any close friends who are “Recent immigrants to the United States: those who have been in the country for less than 5 years” (CLOCHAR7). This item is dichotomous, and was recoded so that (1)-“Yes” and (0)-“No.”  

Religious Attendance

Respondents were asked: "Apart from special occasions such as weddings or funerals, about how often to you attend religious services nowadays?" (RLGATND). This item has 7 ordered response options, ranging from (1)-"every day" to (7)-"never."  We recoded this item to range from low to high religious attendance. 
Economic Threat

Respondents were asked to report their level of agreement with the statement: "Most people who come to live in the U.S. work, pay taxes, and use health and social services. Do you think people who come here take out more than they put in or put in more than they take out?" (IMBLECO). Response options ranged from (0)-"Generally take out more" to (10)-"Generally put in more."  The variable created from this item was reverse coded to range from low to high perceived economic threat. 
Cultural Threat

Respondents were asked: "Would you say that America's cultural life is generally undermined or enhanced by people coming to live here from other countries?" (IMUECLT). Response options ranged from (0)-"Cultural life undermined" to (10)-"Cultural life enhanced." The variable created from this item was reverse coded to range from low to high perceived cultural threat. 
Crime Threat

Respondents were asked: "Do you think America's crime problems are made worse or better by people coming to live here from other countries?" (IMWBCRM). Response options ranged from (0)-"Made worse" to (10)-"Made better." The variable created from this item was reverse coded to range from low to high perceived crime threat.
SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX C

2005 CID Additional Results

	Table C1.        Humanitarianism and the Perceived Impacts of Immigration 

                                                         (2005 CID Survey)

	
	Economic Threat
	Cultural Threat
	Crime Threat

	Humanitarianism
	-.094*
	(.039)
	-.116**
	(.038)
	-.065†
	(.034)

	Education
	-.065†
	(.035)
	-.206***
	(.034)
	-.084**
	(.031)

	Income
	.015
	(.042)
	.059
	(.041)
	-.015
	(.037)

	Age
	.007
	(.036)
	-.004
	(.035)
	-.010
	(.031)

	Gender
	-.011
	(.017)
	.010
	(.016)
	.007
	(.015)

	Unemployed
	.011
	(.034)
	-.010
	(.034)
	-.034
	(.030)

	Pocketbook Evaluations
	.080*
	(.035)
	.121***
	(.034)
	.018
	(.031)

	Ideology
	.139***
	(.043)
	.134***
	(.042)
	.069†
	(.037)

	Party ID
	-.009
	(.026)
	.044†
	(.026)
	-.010
	(.023)

	Egalitarianism
	.028
	(.028)
	.022
	(.027)
	.012
	(.024)

	National Identity
	.116*
	(.052)
	.036
	(.051)
	.118*
	(.046)

	Hispanic Affect
	.188***
	(.045)
	.148***
	(.044)
	.228***
	(.039)

	Right-Wing Authoritarianism
	.257***
	(.044)
	.180***
	(.043)
	.143***
	(.039)

	Immigrant Friends & Family
	.034
	(.026)
	.008
	(.026)
	.018
	(.023)

	Religious Attendance 
	-.067*
	(.032)
	-.002
	(.031)
	-.003
	(.028)

	Constant
	.232
	(.072)
	.201
	(.071)
	.358
	(.064)

	 Adj. R²
	.179
	.216
	.148

	N
	721
	721
	721

	Notes: Entries are unstandardized coefficients from OLS regression models. †p<.10 *p<.05, **p<.01, p<.001. Significance tests based upon two-tailed hypothesis tests.


SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX D
Question Wording from 2012 NC Primary Election Survey

For the following three scales, respondents indicated the degree to which they agreed or disagreed with the items listed below ranging from (1) “Strongly Disagree” to (5) “Strongly Agree” (“Neither” served as the neutral midpoint). Items were presented in random order. Reverse-worded statements identified by the letter “R.”

Humanitarianism

1. “One should always find ways to help others less fortunate than oneself.”

2. “The dignity and welfare of people should be the most important concern in any society.”
3. “All people who are unable to provide for their basic needs should be helped by others.”
4. “One of the problems of today's society is that we are often too kind to people who don't deserve it.” (R)

5. “A person should always be concerned about the well-being of others.”
6. “It is better not to be too kind to people, because kindness will only be abused.” (R)

7. “People tend to pay more attention to the well-being of others than they should.” (R)

8. “I believe it is best not to get involved taking care of other people's needs.” (R)
Empathy

1. “I find it easy to put myself in somebody else's shoes.”

2. “I am quick to spot when someone in a group is feeling awkward or uncomfortable.”
3. “Other people tell me I am good at understanding how they are feeling and what they are thinking.”
4. “I am NOT good at predicting how someone will feel.” (R)

5. “It is hard for me to see why some things upset people so much.” (R)
Egalitarianism

1. “If wealth were more equal in this country we would have many fewer problems.”

2. “Incomes should be more equal because every family's needs for food, housing, and so on, are the same.”
3. “We have gone too far in pushing equality in this country.” (R)

4. “This country would be better off if we worried less about how equal people are.” (R)
Education

Respondents were asked to list the highest level of education that they had completed. Item has 6 response options, ranging from (1)-“Did not finish High School (No GED)” to (6)-“Graduate Degree.”  
Income

Income was based upon respondents’ total annual household income.  This ordinal item has 7 categories, ranging from (1)-“Under $25,000” to (7)-“Over $150,000,” with increments of $25,000.
Age

Respondents stated the year in which they were born, which we used this date to determine each respondent’s age. 

Gender

A dichotomous item for which female respondents served as the baseline category.

Party Identification

A standard 5-point scale recoded to range from “Strong Democrat” to “Strong Republican.” 

Ideology

A standard 5-point scale recoded to range from “Liberal” to “Conservative.” 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX E
Stimulus Materials for Survey Experiment

Introduction—All Conditions (48 words, excluding title and date)

HONDURANS TO IMMIGRATE TO NORTH CAROLINA

April 9, 2012 - Raleigh, NC – In collaboration with local law enforcement and other state agencies, the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement Office has drafted a plan to begin allowing hundreds of Hondurans to immigrate to North Carolina. Honduras is a republic in Central America with an estimated population of almost eight million people.

Threat Condition (88 words)

A report from the non-partisan Center for Immigration Studies (CIS) noted that these Honduran immigrants will require a wide range of tax-payer funded state services to help them begin their new lives in North Carolina. The report also indicated that the influx of Hondurans may increase competition for jobs in various sectors of the economy. Finally, the CIS report stated that these immigrants have limited English-language ability and exposure to American culture, so it is very likely they will take some time to fully assimilate into the U.S.
Humanitarianism Condition (103 words)

A report from the non-partisan Center for Immigration Studies (CIS) noted that the purpose of the plan is to help these Honduran immigrants escape extremely harsh and unsafe conditions in their home country. Nearly two-thirds of the Honduran population live below the poverty line and have limited access to clean drinking water, food, and employment. The Honduran government is also known for brutally repressing its citizens, whose rights are routinely violated by excessive use of police force that often ends in fatalities. In short, the CIS report suggests that poverty and government repression threaten the lives of many Hondurans simply trying to survive.

Combined Condition (Threat and Humanitarianism; 186 words)

A report from the non-partisan Center for Immigration Studies (CIS) noted that these Honduran immigrants will require a wide range of tax-payer funded state services to help them begin their new lives in North Carolina. The report also indicated that the influx of Hondurans may increase competition for jobs in various sectors of the economy. Finally, the CIS report stated that these immigrants have limited English-language ability and exposure to American culture, so it is very likely they will take some time to fully assimilate into the U.S.

Yet, the CIS report also noted that the purpose of the plan is to help these Honduran immigrants escape extremely harsh and unsafe conditions in their home country. Nearly two-thirds of the Honduran population live below the poverty line and have limited access to clean drinking water, food, and employment. The Honduran government is also known for brutally repressing its citizens, whose rights are routinely violated by excessive use of police force that often ends in fatalities. In short, the CIS report suggests that poverty and government repression threaten the lives of many Hondurans simply trying to survive.

Control Condition (42 words)

The climate is generally pleasant and temperate, with dry and wet seasons. The terrain includes mountainous areas, coastal beaches, and jungle lowlands. It is notable for its production of minerals, tropical fruit, and recently for exportation of clothing for the international market.
SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX F
Regression Results for Figures 1 and 2

	Table F1.    Effects of Experimental Treatments On     

                     Support for Restrictive Policy

                   (2012 NC Primary Election Statewide Survey)

	
	B
	(SE)

	Threat Condition
	.345†
	(.229)

	Humanitarian Condition
	-.481*
	(.224)

	Combined Condition 
	-.385*
	(.221)

	Thresholds
	
	

	    Cut 1
	-2.45
	(.199)

	    Cut 2
	-.266
	(.161)

	N
	616

	Effect Sizes
	

	Δ Pr (Y= “decreased”) due to:
	

	    Δ Control(Threat
	.081

	    Δ Control(Humanitarian
	-.120

	    Δ Control(Combined
	-.098

	Notes: Entries are unstandardized coefficients from an ordered logistic regression.  The dependent variable is Amount of Immigration, coded so that highest category indicates support for decreasing the amount of immigration into the U.S. Reported effect sizes are based upon post-estimation analysis of predicted probabilities using CLARIFY (King, Tomz, and Wittenberg 2000) in Stata®.  Reported effect represents the change in the probability of preferring the amount of immigration be “decreased” associated with moving from the control group to each respective experimental condition. †p<.10, *p<.05, **p<.01, p<.001. Significant tests based upon one-tailed hypothesis tests.


	Table F2.   Effects of Experimental Treatments by

                    Empathy on Immigration Policy Preferences

                    (2012 NC Primary Election Statewide Survey)

	
	
	B
	(SE)
	

	Treatment Condition
	
	
	
	

	Threat
	
	2.580**
	(1.060)
	

	Humanitarianism
	
	.791
	(.999)
	

	Combined
	
	.161
	(..988)
	

	Moderator
	
	
	
	

	Empathy
	
	-.660
	(1.098)
	

	Interactions
	
	
	
	

	Threat X Empathy
	
	-3.393*
	(1.598)
	

	Humanitarianism X Empathy
	
	-2.027†
	(1.559)
	

	Combined X Empathy
	
	-.866
	(1.542)
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Thresholds
	
	
	
	

	    Cut 1
	
	-2.890
	(.716)
	

	    Cut 2
	
	-.659
	(.704)
	

	N
	
	615

	
	
	

	Notes: Entries are unstandardized coefficients from an ordered logistic regression. †p<.10 *p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001. Significance tests based upon one-tailed hypothesis tests.
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