Appendix

Appendix A: Survey Information

	
Table A1: Question Wording and Response Options

	Question
	Response Options

	Demographic Variables
	

	Party Identification: In general, what is your political affiliation?


	(1) Democrat
(2) Republican
(3) Independent
(4) Other
(5) None

	Party Identification Follow-Up: [if Party Identification = 1 or = 2] Would you call yourself a strong Democrat/Republican or a not very strong Democrat/Republican?
	(1) Strong
(2) Not very strong

	Religion: What is your present religion, if any? 
	(1) Protestant
(2) Roman Catholic
(3) Just a Christian
(4) Mormon
(5) Eastern or Greek Orthodox 
(6) Jewish
(7) Muslim
(8) Buddhist
(9) Hindu
(10) Atheist 
(11) Agnostic
(12) Nothing in Particular
(13) Something Else

	Born-again Identity: [if Religion = 1 or = 3 or = 13]. Would you call yourself a born-again Christian, that is, have you personally had a conversion experience related to Jesus Christ? 
	(1) Yes
(2) No

	Geographic Identity Measures
	

	Geographic Location: Do you currently live in a rural area, small town, suburb, or a city? 
	(1) Rural area
(2) Small town
(3) Suburb
(4) City


	Place-Based Identity: Regardless of where you currently live, do you usually think of yourself as a city person, a suburb person, a small-town person, a country or rural person, or something else? 
	(1) City person
(2) Suburb person
(3) Small-town person
(4) Country (or rural) person
(5) Something else [text-box]


	Place-Based Identity Intensity: How important is being a (answer to Geographic Location) person to your identity? 
	(1) Not at all important
(2) A little important
(3) Moderately important
(4) Very important
(5) Extremely important

	

Outcome Variables
	

	Williams Support: If John Williams were running for Congress in your district, how likely would you be to support him? 
	(1) Extremely likely
(2) Somewhat likely
(3) Neither likely nor unlikely) 
(4) Somewhat unlikely 
(5) Extremely unlikely


	Perceived Partisanship: Which political party do you think John Williams is a member of? 


	(1) Republican
(2) Democrat
(3) Independent

	Perceived Partisanship Follow-Up: [if Perceived Partisanship = 3] Do you think John Williams is closer to the Republican Party or the Democratic Party? 

	(1) Republican
(2) Democratic 
(3) Independent

	Williams Feeling Thermometer: Please rate John Williams on the following scale. Ratings between 50 degrees and 100 degrees mean that you feel favorable and warm toward the person. Ratings between 0 degrees and 50 degrees mean that you don’t feel favorable toward the person and that you don’t care too much for that person. You would rate the person at the 50-degree mark if you don’t feel particularly warm or cold toward the person. 

	A sliding scale that ranges from 0 to 100. 

	Leadership Traits: Please indicate how strongly you agree with the following traits (trustworthy, authentic, competent) used to describe the candidate, John Williams. If you select “strongly agree,” then that means you strongly agree that Williams possesses the trait listed below. 
	(1) Strongly disagree
(2) Disagree 
(3) Somewhat disagree
(4) Neither agree nor disagree
(5) Somewhat agree
(6) Agree
(7) Strongly agree)























	Table A2: Descriptive Statistics of Survey  

	
	Combined Survey
	American National Election Studies (ANES)

	Race
	100% White
	72% White
9% Hispanic
9% Black

	Sex
	50% Female 
50% Male
	54% Female
46% Male

	Education
	54% Bachelor’s Degree
	44% Bachelor’s Degree

	Income (mean)
	37% Less than $50,000
36% $50,000-$99,999
27% More than $100,000
	$65,000-$69,999

	Party Identification
	50% Democratic 
50% Republican
	35% Democratic
31% Republican
34% Independent

	Ideology
	47% Liberal
46% Conservative 
7% Moderate
	36% Moderate
33% Conservative
31% Liberal

	2020 Presidential Vote
	50% Joe Biden 
40% Donald Trump 
9% Did Not Vote
	46% Joe Biden
36% Donald Trump
12% Did Not Vote

	Geographic Location
	43% Suburban
22% Urban
18% Small Town
17% Rural
	31% Suburban 
27% Small town 
25% Urban
17% Rural

	Place-Based Identity 
	38% Suburb Person
23% Small Town Person
22% City Person
15% Country/Rural Person
	30% Suburb Person
28% Small-Town Person
22% City Person
20% Country/Rural Person








Figure A1: Sample Newspaper Vignette
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Appendix B: Regression Results of Support and Perceived Partisanship by Treatment Condition and Partisanship

	Table B1: Partisan Sub-Group Models – Williams Support

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	DVs:
	Support for Williams - Republicans
	Support for Williams - Democrats

	Rural
	-0.0261
	-0.000385

	
	(0.0337)
	(0.0321)

	Urban
	-0.165***
	0.0347

	
	(0.0338)
	(0.0322)

	Evangelical 
	-0.0450
	-0.407***

	
	(0.0339)
	(0.0322)

	Rural and Evangelical
	-0.0850**
	-0.359***

	
	(0.0339)
	(0.0322)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.0972***
	-0.326***

	
	(0.0337)
	(0.0321)

	Constant
	0.708***
	0.520***

	
	(0.0239)
	(0.0228)

	Observations
	605
	611

	R-squared
	0.049
	0.408


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
Note: This table correspondents with Figure 2 in the body of the manuscript. 

	Table B2: Partisan Sub-Group Models – Perceived Partisanship

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	DVs: 
	Perceived Partisanship – Republicans
	Perceived Partisanship - Democrats

	Rural
	-0.0766*
	-0.0705

	
	(0.0447)
	(0.0526)

	Urban
	0.325***
	0.262***

	
	(0.0448)
	(0.0529)

	Evangelical
	-0.110**
	-0.342***

	
	(0.0449)
	(0.0528)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.0950**
	-0.307***

	
	(0.0449)
	(0.0529)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	0.00186
	-0.245***

	
	(0.0447)
	(0.0526)

	Constant
	0.155***
	0.381***

	
	(0.0317)
	(0.0374)

	Observations
	605
	611

	R-squared
	0.181
	0.238


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
Note: This table correspondents with Figure 3 in the body of the manuscript. 
Appendix C: Regression Results of Feeling Thermometer and Leadership by Treatment Condition and Partisanship


	Table C1: Partisan Sub-Group Models – Feeling Thermometer

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	DVs:
	Williams FT - Republicans
	Williams FT - Democrats

	Rural
	-0.0187
	0.00382

	
	(0.0324)
	(0.0306)

	Urban
	-0.157***
	0.0241

	
	(0.0325)
	(0.0308)

	Evangelical
	-0.0873***
	-0.267***

	
	(0.0326)
	(0.0307)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.0799**
	-0.200***

	
	(0.0326)
	(0.0308)

	Urban and Evangelical
	-0.101***
	-0.230***

	
	(0.0324)
	(0.0306)

	Constant
	0.695***
	0.518***

	
	(0.0230)
	(0.0218)

	Observations
	605
	611

	R-squared
	0.050
	0.241


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

	Table C2: Partisan Sub-Group Models - Leadership

	
	Model 1
	Model 2

	DVs: 
	Leadership – Republicans
	Leadership - Democrats

	Rural
	-0.0308
	0.0111

	
	(0.0255)
	(0.0291)

	Urban
	-0.0986***
	0.0119

	
	(0.0255)
	(0.0292)

	Evangelical 
	-0.0257
	-0.255***

	
	(0.0256)
	(0.0291)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.0435*
	-0.180***

	
	(0.0256)
	(0.0292)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.0535**
	-0.176***

	
	(0.0255)
	(0.0291)

	Constant
	0.752***
	0.607***

	
	(0.0181)
	(0.0206)

	Observations
	605
	611

	R-squared
	0.027
	0.217


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Appendix D: Interactive Models by Partisanship 

	Table D1: Regression Results of Treatment Condition Interacted with Republican Party Identification

	
	Model 1

	DV: 
	Williams Support

	Rural
	-0.0204

	
	(0.0298)

	Urban
	0.0211

	
	(0.0299)

	Evangelical
	-0.406***

	
	(0.0295)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.358***

	
	(0.0296)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.340***

	
	(0.0296)

	Republican
	0.158***

	
	(0.0305)

	Rural * Republican
	-0.00831

	
	(0.0432)

	Urban * Republican
	-0.166***

	
	(0.0428)

	Evangelical * Republican
	0.306***

	
	(0.0438)

	Rural and Evangelical * Republican
	0.230***

	
	(0.0436)

	Urban and Evangelical * Republican
	0.240***

	
	(0.0429)

	Constant
	0.510***

	
	(0.0210)

	Observations
	1,120

	R-squared
	0.459


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1











	Table D2: Regression Results of Treatment Condition Interacted with Democratic Party Identification

	
	Model 1

	DV: 
	Williams Support

	Rural
	-0.0287

	
	(0.0313)

	Urban
	-0.144***

	
	(0.0307)

	Evangelical
	-0.100***

	
	(0.0324)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.128***

	
	(0.0320)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.0997***

	
	(0.0311)

	Democrat
	-0.158***

	
	(0.0305)

	Rural * Democrat
	0.00831

	
	(0.0432)

	Urban * Democrat
	0.166***

	
	(0.0428)

	Evangelical * Democrat
	-0.306***

	
	(0.0438)

	Rural and Evangelical * Democrat
	-0.230***

	
	(0.0436)

	Urban and Evangelical * Democrat
	-0.240***

	
	(0.0429)

	Constant
	0.668***

	
	(0.0222)

	Observations
	1,120

	R-squared
	0.459


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1














Appendix E: Interactive Models by Subgroup

	Table E1: Regression Results of Treatment Condition Interacted with Born-again Identity

	
	Model 1

	DV: 
	Williams Support

	Rural
	-0.0284

	
	(0.0284)

	Urban
	-0.0236

	
	(0.0279)

	Evangelical
	-0.313***

	
	(0.0281)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.280***

	
	(0.0277)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.255***

	
	(0.0277)

	Born-again
	0.0817*

	
	(0.0471)

	Rural * Born-again
	0.00786

	
	(0.0638)

	Urban * Born-again
	-0.183***

	
	(0.0654)

	Evangelical * Born-again
	0.233***

	
	(0.0691)

	Rural and Evangelical * Born-again
	0.253***

	
	(0.0749)

	Urban and Evangelical * Born-again
	0.212***

	
	(0.0679)

	Constant
	0.570***

	
	(0.0198)

	Observations
	1,120

	R-squared
	0.248


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1











	Table E2: Regression Results of Treatment Condition Interacted with Rural Place-Based Identity 

	
	

	
	Model 1

	DV: 
	Williams Support

	Rural
	-0.0263

	
	(0.0325)

	Urban
	-0.0164

	
	(0.0327)

	Evangelical 
	-0.321***

	
	(0.0330)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.294***

	
	(0.0331)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.254***

	
	(0.0318)

	Rural Identity 
	0.0689*

	
	(0.0385)

	Rural * Rural Identity 
	0.00781

	
	(0.0542)

	Urban * Rural Identity 
	-0.109**

	
	(0.0533)

	Evangelical * Rural Identity
	0.110**

	
	(0.0547)

	Rural and Evangelical * Rural Identity 
	0.0854

	
	(0.0542)

	Urban and Evangelical * Rural Identity 
	0.0972*

	
	(0.0545)

	Constant
	0.560***

	
	(0.0229)

	Observations
	1,120

	R-squared
	0.213


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1














	Table E3: Regression Results of Treatment Condition Interacted with Urban Place-Based Identity

	
	Model 1

	DV:
	Williams Support

	Rural
	-0.0302

	
	(0.0432)

	Urban
	-0.132***

	
	(0.0421)

	Evangelical
	-0.211***

	
	(0.0438)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.209***

	
	(0.0430)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.188***

	
	(0.0436)

	Urban Identity 
	-0.0689*

	
	(0.0386)

	Rural * Urban Identity 
	0.00907

	
	(0.0542)

	Urban * Urban Identity 
	0.120**

	
	(0.0535)

	Evangelical * Urban Identity 
	-0.110**

	
	(0.0549)

	Rural and Evangelical * Urban Identity 
	-0.0854

	
	(0.0544)

	Urban and Evangelical * Urban Identity 
	-0.0558

	
	(0.0543)

	Constant
	0.629***

	
	(0.0311)

	Observations
	1,120

	R-squared
	0.207


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1










Appendix F: Additional Models by Subgroup

	Table F1: Sub-Group Models for Social Identity Groups

	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3

	DVs by Sub-Group: 
	Williams Support – White Evangelicals
	Williams Support –White Protestants 
	Williams Support – White Christians 

	Rural
	-0.0560
	-0.0539
	-0.0302

	
	(0.0527)
	(0.0447)
	(0.0351)

	Urban
	-0.239***
	-0.140***
	-0.139***

	
	(0.0551)
	(0.0447)
	(0.0361)

	Evangelical
	0.00714
	-0.0352
	-0.0777**

	
	(0.0532)
	(0.0435)
	(0.0354)

	Rural and Evangelical
	0.00595
	-0.0323
	-0.0802**

	
	(0.0605)
	(0.0466)
	(0.0366)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.0354
	-0.111**
	-0.104***

	
	(0.0555)
	(0.0438)
	(0.0352)

	Constant
	0.726***
	0.677***
	0.684***

	
	(0.0383)
	(0.0310)
	(0.0245)

	Observations
	239
	409
	601

	R-squared
	0.108
	0.033
	0.032

	Standard errors in parentheses

	*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

























Appendix G: Additional Partisanship Models

	Table G1: Models with Rural Treatment as the Comparison

	
	Model 1
	Model 2
	Model 3
	Model 4

	DVs:
	Williams Support (R)
	Williams Support (D)
	Perceived PID (R)
	Perceived PID (D)

	Control
	0.0261
	0.000385
	0.0766*
	0.0705

	
	(0.0337)
	(0.0321)
	(0.0447)
	(0.0526)

	Urban
	-0.139***
	0.0350
	0.402***
	0.333***

	
	(0.0336)
	(0.0321)
	(0.0446)
	(0.0526)

	Evangelical 
	-0.0189
	-0.407***
	-0.0334
	-0.271***

	
	(0.0337)
	(0.0320)
	(0.0447)
	(0.0525)

	Rural and Evangelical 
	-0.0589*
	-0.359***
	-0.0184
	-0.236***

	
	(0.0337)
	(0.0321)
	(0.0447)
	(0.0526)

	Urban and Evangelical 
	-0.0711**
	-0.325***
	0.0784*
	-0.175***

	
	(0.0335)
	(0.0319)
	(0.0444)
	(0.0524)

	Constant
	0.681***
	0.519***
	0.0784**
	0.311***

	
	(0.0237)
	(0.0226)
	(0.0314)
	(0.0370)

	Observations
	605
	611
	605
	611

	R-squared
	0.049
	0.408
	0.181
	0.238


Standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

















Appendix H: Survey Sample Information and Comprehension Tests

	Table H1: Survey Response Times (in seconds) Full Sample

	Percentiles
	
	
	

	5%
	121
	
	

	10%
	145
	Obs
	1,261

	25%
	183
	Sum of Wgt.
	1,261

	
	
	
	

	50%
	239
	Mean
	286.2189

	
	
	Std. Dev.
	312.5389

	75%
	323
	
	

	90%
	447
	Variance
	97680.57

	95%
	577
	Skewness
	20.76395




	Table H2: Survey Response Times (in seconds) Analysis Sample

	Percentiles
	
	
	

	5%
	139
	
	

	10%
	155
	Obs
	1,216

	25%
	189
	Sum of Wgt.
	1,216

	
	
	
	

	50%
	244.5
	Mean
	295.6768

	
	
	Std. Dev.
	314.2057

	75%
	326
	
	

	90%
	451
	Variance
	98725.21

	95%
	597
	Skewness
	21.12332




	Table H3: ANOVA Balance Tests Across Treatments

	Treatment Condition
	Partial SS
	F-Statistic

	Rural
	2.999
	0.00

	Urban
	.830
	.003

	Evangelical
	2.661
	0.00

	Rural and Evangelical
	2.368
	0.00

	Urban and Evangelical
	1.931
	0.00





Figure H1: Comprehension Test: Rural Resentment By Experimental Condition
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WILLIAMS
SEEKS ELEGTION
VICTORY, TOUTS
RURAL AND
RELIGIOUS
CREDENTIALS

GREENDALE - A
candidate is jumping into the
race for Congress. John Williams

new

is a businessman and a leader in
his community and has spent
his whole life in Greendale.
After starting his own business,
Williams is not unaccustomed
to taking on new challenges.
He is running for Congress
because he wants to help solve
the important problems facing
this country.

Asked about his priorities if
elected, Williams said, “I will
always put the district and my
constituents first. I am a born-
again Christian and I believe in
The Bible and its commands
to fight for what is right. I also
grew up in a rural area and so

helping and supporting rural
communities is a top priority
for me. For far too long,
Christians and people living in
rural areas have been forgotten
and left behind. I will always be
a champion for Christian values
and rural communities.”

Meet John Williams. Williams, a
local businessman, is 44 years old,

married, and has three children.
He is one of the most prominent
citizens in his community and has
long been active in local politics.

“I will always be a
champion for rural
communities and
Christian values.”
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Figure H1: Compared to people living in cities, do people living in

small towns and rural areas have
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