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Figure A1: Example of WPA Form 402

Note: https://www.ggarchives.com/WPA/Reference/WPAForm402-ReassignmentSlips-1936.html

4

https://www.ggarchives.com/WPA/Reference/WPAForm402-ReassignmentSlips-1936.html


Figure A2: Example of WPA Paycheck

(a) Paycheck

(b) Employee Receiving Check

Note: https://www.gettyimages.com/detail/video/government-check-made-out-to-john-doe-wpa-employees-news-footage/
169581125?adppopup=true; https://livingnewdeal.org/new-deal-smiles/dc-133/
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Figure A3: PWA Policy Design Infographic

Note: From Public Works Administration. 1939. America Builds: The Record of the PWA. Washington,
DC: U.S. Government Printing Office. Page 29.
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Figure A4: Example of New Deal Spending Data Report: Cook County, IL
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Figure A5: Example of PWA Project Report in California
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Figure A6: Example of CA WPA School Construction Project

Note: https://catalog.archives.gov/id/231987465?objectPage=5
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Figure A7: Time-Varying Effects of County Demographic Predictors of % Demo-
crat

(a) % Urban, 1930 (b) % Unemployed, 1930

Note: A7(a) and A7(b) plot the correlation between county % urban and county % unemployed as measured
in 1930, respectively, and county Democratic voting in each election year from 1924 through 1944. Bars
are 95% confidence intervals. Models include state fixed effects. Coefficients and model diagnostics are also
presented in Tables A1 and A2 of the Dataverse Supplementary Appendix.

Table A1: Correlations Between County Demographics and WPA/PWA Spending

Correlation
WPA
% Urban 0.277
% Black -0.372
% Foreign 0.254
% Unemployed 0.393

PWA
% Urban 0.324
% Black -0.119
% Foreign 0.227
% Unemployed 0.220

Note: Entries are Pearson correlation coefficient’s.
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Table A2: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting: South vs.
Non-South

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

ln(WPA) 0.602∗ 0.407
(0.270) (0.320)

ln(WPA) × South 0.244 0.603
(0.605) (0.602)

ln(PWA) -0.085 0.043
(0.126) (0.142)

ln(PWA) × South 0.321 0.221
(0.253) (0.236)

ln(PWA On-Site) -0.095 0.053
(0.158) (0.176)

ln(PWA On-Site) × South 0.421 0.318
(0.331) (0.302)

County FE 3 3 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264 12,264
R2 0.963 0.963 0.963 0.979 0.979 0.979

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗p<0.05
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Table A3: Effect of Above Average WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic
Voting

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Above Average WPA 0.679∗ 0.516
(0.314) (0.329)

Above Average PWA 0.257 0.426
(0.369) (0.405)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264
R2 0.963 0.963 0.979 0.979

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗p<0.05
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Table A4: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending Quintiles on Democratic Voting

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

WPA Q2 × Post -0.098 0.218
(0.479) (0.485)

WPA Q3 × Post 0.249 0.773
(0.488) (0.504)

WPA Q4 × Post 0.383 0.778
(0.514) (0.516)

WPA Q5 × Post 1.349∗ 1.292∗

(0.570) (0.611)

PWA Q2 × Post -0.379 -0.095
(0.365) (0.379)

PWA Q3 × Post 0.083 0.341
(0.402) (0.410)

PWA Q4 × Post 0.154 0.348
(0.416) (0.423)

PWA Q5 × Post 0.308 0.643
(0.453) (0.481)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264
R2 0.963 0.963 0.979 0.979

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗p<0.05
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Table A5: Effect of WPA and PWA Projects on Democratic Voting in CA

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

ln(WPA) 1.557 2.050∗∗

(1.145) (0.751)

ln(PWA) 0.166 0.670
(1.029) (0.843)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 464 464 232 232
R2 0.968 0.967 0.947 0.943

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗∗p<0.01
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Table A6: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting by % Urban

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

ln(WPA) 0.623∗∗ 0.313
(0.218) (0.228)

ln(WPA) × % Urban 0.022∗∗∗ 0.027∗∗∗

(0.001) (0.001)

ln(PWA) -0.238∗ -0.215+

(0.112) (0.116)

ln(PWA) × % Urban 0.027∗∗∗ 0.031∗∗∗

(0.002) (0.002)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264
R2 0.938 0.938 0.967 0.966

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. +p<0.10; ∗p<0.05; ∗∗p<0.01; ∗∗∗p<0.001
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Table A7: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting by % Un-
employed

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

ln(WPA) 0.188 0.041
(0.243) (0.255)

ln(WPA) × % Unemployed 0.199∗∗∗ 0.207∗∗∗

(0.017) (0.018)

ln(PWA) -0.551∗∗∗ -0.416∗∗

(0.135) (0.137)

ln(PWA) × % Unemployed 0.266∗∗∗ 0.268∗∗∗

(0.021) (0.024)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264
R2 0.938 0.937 0.966 0.966

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗∗p<0.01; ∗∗∗p<0.001
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Table A8: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting by % Foreign
Born

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

ln(WPA) 0.602∗∗ 0.879∗∗∗

(0.209) (0.220)

ln(WPA) × % Foreign 0.129∗∗∗ 0.084∗∗∗

(0.009) (0.011)

ln(PWA) -0.225∗ 0.126
(0.113) (0.116)

ln(PWA) × % Foreign 0.126∗∗∗ 0.092∗∗∗

(0.014) (0.015)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264
R2 0.938 0.937 0.965 0.965

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗p<0.05; ∗∗p<0.01; ∗∗∗p<0.001
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Table A9: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting by % Black

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2) (3) (4)

ln(WPA) 1.675∗∗∗ 1.508∗∗∗

(0.209) (0.221)

ln(WPA) × % Black 0.004 0.031∗∗∗

(0.004) (0.003)

ln(PWA) 0.529∗∗∗ 0.494∗∗∗

(0.114) (0.115)

ln(PWA) × % Black 0.002 0.019∗∗∗

(0.004) (0.004)

County FE 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3

Observations 24,403 24,403 12,264 12,264
R2 0.936 0.936 0.965 0.965

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. ∗∗∗p<0.001
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Table A10: Effect of Disapproved WPA Spending on Democratic Voting

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2)

ln(Disapproved WPA) 0.192 0.335
(0.619) (0.681)

County FE 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3

Observations 464 232
R2 0.967 0.943

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county.

Table A11: Effect of WPA Spending on Ballots Cast

DV: ln(Ballots Cast)
1916-1944 1932-1944

(1) (2)

ln(WPA) -0.005 0.009
(0.010) (0.008)

County FE 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3

Observations 24,400 12,264
R2 0.989 0.996

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county.
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Table A12: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting in Guber-
natorial Elections, 1916-1944

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

ln(WPA) 0.815∗∗∗ 0.609∗

(0.236) (0.255)

ln(WPA) × GOP 0.789∗

(0.328)

ln(PWA) 0.105 0.178
(0.118) (0.122)

ln(PWA) × GOP -0.326+

(0.167)

ln(PWA On-Site) 0.137 0.219
(0.148) (0.155)

ln(PWA On-Site) × GOP -0.368+

(0.206)

County FE 3 3 3 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3 3 3 3

Observations 32,760 32,760 32,760 32,760 32,760 32,760
R2 0.963 0.963 0.963 0.963 0.963 0.963

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. +p<0.10; ∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.001
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Table A13: Effect of WPA and PWA Spending on Democratic Voting in Guber-
natorial Elections: South vs. Non-South, 1916-1944

DV: Democratic Vote Share (0-100)

(1) (2) (3)

ln(WPA) 1.175∗∗∗

(0.292)

ln(WPA) × South -0.922+

(0.482)

ln(PWA) -0.127
(0.151)

ln(PWA) × South 0.560∗

(0.239)

ln(PWA On-Site) -0.129
(0.188)

ln(PWA On-Site) × South 0.656∗

(0.304)

County FE 3 3 3

State-Year FE 3 3 3

Demographic FE 3 3 3

Observations 32,760 32,760 32,760
R2 0.963 0.963 0.963

Notes: Standard errors are clustered by county. +p<0.10; ∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.001
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Figure A8: Example of Disapproved WPA Project in California

Note: https://catalog.archives.gov/id/231990467?objectPage=1233
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Figure A9: County Bank Deposits Before and After WPA and PWA Spending

Note: Plots the median county per capita bank deposits value by year.

Figure A10: County Retail Sales and Farm Values Before and After WPA and
PWA Spending

(a) Retail Sales (b) Farm Values

Note: A10(a), A10(b) and A9(c) plots the median county per capita retail sales and farm values, respectively,
by year.
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Figure A11: Event Study Estimates of PWA Spending on Bank Deposits: No
County Time Trends

Note: Event study estimates with 95% confidence intervals of the effects of PWA spending on bank deposits.
Estimates are generated from a model including county and state-year fixed effects. Coefficients and model
diagnostics are also presented in Table A5 of the Dataverse Supplementary Appendix.
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