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Table A1: Models of Change in Core Immigration and Climate Change Dependent Variables Wave 1 to Wave 4; Deliberators Only; Interactions between Changes in Political Knowledge and key Explanatory Variables added to the model reported in Table 8; coefficients on interaction terms and their associated significance levels only
	
	Dependent Variable, Wave 4

	
	Immigration

Position
	Immigration

Importance
	Climate

Position
	Climate

Importance

	Multiplicative Interaction between Change in Knowledge wave 1 to wave 4 and:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Group Discussion Quality
	.09
	.29
	.13
	.55
	.02
	.95
	-.03
	.82

	Social Conformity Pressure (Above)
	.09
	.09
	-.16
	.31
	.21
	.02
	.07
	.06

	Social Conformity Pressure (Below)
	-.03
	.60
	.12
	.27
	.08
	.19
	.01
	.87

	Clarify thinking – other participants
	.00
	.86
	-.05
	.35
	-.03
	.54
	-.04
	.18

	Clarify thinking – experts
	-.00
	.83
	.04
	.50
	-.05
	.62
	-.11
	.01

	Clarify thinking – politicians
	-.02
	.26
	.02
	.68
	-.01
	-.90
	.08
	.01

	Clarify thinking – documentation
	.01
	.83
	-.08
	.11
	-.06
	.38
	.05
	.19


Main effects estimated for Dependent Variable at Wave 1, Change in Knowledge waves 1-4, Group Discussion Quality, Social Conformity Pressure (Above), Social Conformity Pressure (Below), Clarify thinking – experts, Clarify thinking – politicians, Clarify thinking – other participants, Clarify thinking – documentation.

Controls included but not reported (all measured at Wave 1) for Gender, Age, Education, Catholic, Protestant, Working Class, Religiosity, Left-Right Ideology, Left-Right Squared, Left Party, Right Party.  

Data weighted by Gender, Interest in Politics and Education.  Standard errors adjusted for 25 clusters (the 25 separate small discussion groups) in sample.  

Significant coefficients at p=05 or better in bold.

Table A2: Models of Change in Collateral EU-Related Dependent Variables Wave 1 to Wave 4; Deliberators Only; Interactions between Changes in Political Knowledge and key Explanatory Variables added to the model reported in Table 9; coefficients on interaction terms and their associated significance levels only
	
	Dependent Variable, Wave 4

	
	European Identity
	EU Policy Scope
	EU Representation
	EU Evaluations

	Multiplicative Interaction between Change in Knowledge wave 1 to wave 4 and:
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Group Discussion Quality
	.19
	.19
	.06
	.41
	.07
	.27
	-.13
	.11

	Social Conformity Pressure (Above)
	-.11
	.11
	.11
	.31
	.06
	.40
	.03
	.53

	Social Conformity Pressure (Below)
	.11
	.06
	.04
	.64
	.00
	.99
	-.16
	.01

	Clarify thinking – other participants
	.02
	.56
	-.01
	.75
	.02
	.52
	.04
	.20

	Clarify thinking – experts
	.03
	.47
	.02
	.43
	-.02
	.31
	.02
	.42

	Clarify thinking – politicians
	.07
	.11
	.00
	.91
	.02
	.32
	.02
	.57

	Clarify thinking – documentation
	-.02
	.77
	-.03
	.28
	.03
	.31
	-.00
	.91


Main effects estimated for Dependent Variable at Wave 1, Change in Knowledge waves 1-4, Group Discussion Quality, Social Conformity Pressure (Above), Social Conformity Pressure (Below), Clarify thinking – experts, Clarify thinking – politicians, Clarify thinking – other participants, Clarify thinking – documentation.

Controls included but not reported (all measured at Wave 1) for Gender, Age, Education, Catholic, Protestant, Working Class, Religiosity, Left-Right Ideology, Left-Right Squared, Left Party, Right Party.  

Data weighted by Gender, Interest in Politics and Education.  Standard errors adjusted for 25 clusters (the 25 separate small discussion groups) in sample.  

Significant coefficients at p=05 or better in bold.
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Estimation of the DP Effect using Matching Versus Regression methods

Several recent papers (e.g. Bullock et al 2010; Imai et al 2011) have suggested that cross-sample models of the sort developed here to estimate ‘the Deliberative Poll effect’ should use matching rather than regression based approaches.  However, there is by no means universal agreement that matching is always and everywhere appropriate.  A recent paper by Pluemper and Troeger (2011), as yet unpublished but already widely cited, uses Monte Carlo simulations to show that in a number of contexts regression estimation methods are at least as good as, and sometimes superior to, matching estimation techniques.  It has long been recognised that whilst matching can reduce the bias of estimates, the reduction in sample size that it typically engenders can also reduce estimates’ efficiency.  Pluemper and Troeger show that matching is less effective when the sizes of the test and control groups are unbalanced – as they are in the analysis conducted here.  Matching can even produce biased estimates if the treatment effect and the confounding (mediating, in the referee’s terminology) variables are correlated.  As I indicate immediately below, no such correlation in fact exists in the data reported here, so in this case matching would not actually be damaging.  However, as I also indicate below, matching makes no difference to the results reported here.

Where appropriate, this appendix checks the regression findings reported in the paper against the results obtained using matching techniques.  The results show that matching makes no substantial difference to the estimated effects reported in the regression models used here.  The summary results are reported in the two tables below.  Table A2.1 reports a range of matching tests for the change in ‘Pro-immigration’ attitude model reported in Table 4.  Matching untreated-to-treated (ATT) or treated-to-untreated individuals (ATU) gives almost exactly the same results as either the OLS estimates (from Table 5 in the paper) or the weighted/clustered OLS estimates (from Table 7 in the paper).  For example, as Table A2.1 shows, the weighted/clustered OLS estimate of the test effect is b=.41.  Using propensity score Kernel matching, the ATT and ATU effects are also both estimated at .41.  Although there are some minor variations using different estimation methods, the same pattern of effect is observed throughout.  Exactly the same conclusion is implied by Table A2.2, which applies Kernel matching to all the test effects described originally in Tables 5 and 7.  Across all eight models estimated, almost identical effects are observed using either matching or regression methods.  These results show comprehensively that matching produces the same results as the regression methods reported in the paper.

Table A2.1: Comparison of Regression and Matching Estimates of the Deliberation Test Effect, Using the Change in Pro-Immigration Position Model Reported in Table 4

	
	Deliberative Poll Test Effect
	

	Estimation Method
	Coeff
	Coeff
	ATT
	ATU
	ATE
	t-ratio

	OLS
	.38
	
	
	
	
	

	OLS weighted and clustered
	
	.41
	
	
	
	

	Local Linear Regression matching
	
	
	.41
	.41
	.41
	

	Kernel Propensity score matching
	
	
	.40
	.38
	.39
	

	Nearest neighbour n(1) matching
	
	
	.27
	.34
	.32
	

	Nearest neighbour n(2) matching
	
	
	.34
	.45
	.41
	

	Mahalanobis matching
	
	
	.58
	.58
	.58
	

	Kernel (normal) matching
	
	
	.45
	.47
	.46
	

	Kernel (uniform) matching
	
	
	.41
	.43
	.42
	

	Kernel (5% trimmed) matching
	
	
	.36
	.40
	.38
	


Table A2.2: Comparison of Regression and Kernel Propensity Score Matching Estimates of the Deliberation Test Effect, Using the Attitude Change Models Reported in Tables 5 and 7
	
	OLS Test Effect
	Kernel Propensity Score Matching Test Effect

	
	OLS
	Weighted/

Clustered 
	ATT
	ATU
	ATE
	t-ratio

	Core Attitude Change Models
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   Pro-Immigration Position 
	.38
	.41
	.41
	.41
	.41
	3.84

	   Immigration Importance 
	.54
	.60
	.57
	.49
	.51
	3.20

	   Combat Climate Change Position 
	.37
	.44
	.40
	.40
	.40
	2.25

	   Climate Change Importance 
	.62
	.67
	.64
	.65
	.65
	4.51

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Collateral EU-Attitude Change Models
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   European Identity 
	.44
	.52
	.43
	.52
	.49
	2.53

	   EU Policy Scope 
	.11ns
	.11 ns
	.09 ns
	.12 ns
	.11 ns
	1.10 ns

	   EU Representation 
	.14
	.14
	.16
	.15
	.14
	2.38

	   EU Evaluations 
	.78
	.79
	.80
	.88
	.85
	6.14


The detailed results of all the matching tests, using a variety of different matching algorithms, are reported in Annex A.  Similar checks (not reported) to those shown in Table A2.1 were also conducted on the change in ‘Immigration Importance’, ‘Climate Change Position’ and ‘Climate Change Importance’ models.  The same pattern of results for these other measures was obtained as in Annex A.  In all cases, the pseudo r2 values of the estimated matching models is under .05, indicating that the identification assumption of matching estimators is not violated, i.e. there are sufficient individuals who are similar based on the observables in both the treatment and control groups. This supports the idea, contrary to the referee’s earlier assertions, that the random assignment to test and control groups employed in the research design here actually worked pretty well. A second assumption (selection on observables) cannot be tested either for regression or for matching estimators. If treatment is correlated with unobserved variables, then both regression and matching results will be biased. However, the set of control variables/ observable factors used in the stimation here is both fairly exhaustive and based on theory, which makes it hard to think of other factors that might be excluded and at the same time correlated with the treatment. More importantly, the critical test statistics reported in Tables A2.1 and A2.2 and in Annex A show that the average treatment effect for the treated is almost exactly the same as the coefficient for the treatment variable in the regression analysis.  This in turn indicates (a) that the controls/ observables are very well chosen and (b) that random assignment worked fairly well. In addition, estimating treatment effects by matching untreated to treated (ATT) or treated to untreated individuals (ATU) gives almost exactly the same results (see the printout below and Annex A). As indicated in the illustrative printout below, Kernel propensity score matching produces very similar Difference scores for the ATT and ATU terms respectively (both round to .41).  This in turn indicates that matching makes little difference to the estimated regression-based test effect (estimated in Table 7 at b=.41).  And finally using different matching algorithms, e.g. propensity score matching, nearest neighbour or mahalanobis matching, generates very similar effects as does changing the common support.  Annex A also shows balance statistics for matching based on the treatment group. Matching produces almost perfect balance of the treatment and control group for all observable factors (means for both groups are highly similar and t-tests for differences in means become highly insignificant). This means that potential bias of the estimated treatment effect induced by correlation between observables and treatment is reduced by at least 73 and up to 100%.  

Illustrative STATA Printout

psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 ///

lrsq1 rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.38282697   .408031034   .106233973     3.84

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.51334445   .410140149            .        .

                        ATE |                           .409458652            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------
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Electronic Annex A
STATA output for the full range of Matching Tests Conducted On the Pro-Immigration Position Scale Measure
****************************************************************************************************. * Matching checks on proimmig

****************************************************************************************************
. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.38282697   .408031034   .106233973     3.84

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.51334445   .410140149            .        .

                        ATE |                           .409458652            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, llr out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

There are observations with identical propensity score values.

The sort order of the data could affect your results.

Make sure that the sort order is random before calling psmatch2.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.38794213   .402915867            .        .

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.48077783   .377573526            .        .

                        ATE |                           .385762137            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: Sample S.E.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, n(1) out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

There are observations with identical propensity score values.

The sort order of the data could affect your results.

Make sure that the sort order is random before calling psmatch2.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.51643663    .27442137   .141283741     1.94

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.44322242   .340018114            .        .

                        ATE |                           .318822509            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, n(2) out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

There are observations with identical propensity score values.

The sort order of the data could affect your results.

Make sure that the sort order is random before calling psmatch2.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.44812151   .342736491   .126017106     2.72

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.55151804    .44831374            .        .

                        ATE |                           .414199642            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test , mahal(proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 ///

>    lr1 lrsq1 rightparty1 leftparty1) out(proimmigw4) ate

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.21253407   .578323934   .143280039     4.04

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.67844925   .575244951            .        .

                        ATE |                           .576239831            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel k(normal) out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.34053812   .450319884   .104666115     4.30

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.56959057   .466386271            .        .

                        ATE |                           .461194904            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel k(uniform) out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.37614604   .414711959   .105819123     3.92

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.53300219    .42979789            .        .

                        ATE |                           .424923327            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel k(uniform) out(proimmigw4) ate common

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |  5.7813696    5.3714611   .409908501   .105519977     3.88

                        ATU | 5.10840599   5.53771025   .429304257            .        .

                        ATE |                           .423020105            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

 psmatch2: |   psmatch2: Common

 Treatment |        support

assignment | Off suppo  On suppor |     Total

-----------+----------------------+----------

 Untreated |         5        724 |       729 

   Treated |         1        347 |       348 

-----------+----------------------+----------

     Total |         6      1,071 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(proimmigw4) ate trim(5)

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT | 5.71582126   5.35762971   .358191546   .106178464     3.37

                        ATU | 5.15977141   5.55559013   .395818713            .        .

                        ATE |                           .383656025            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

 psmatch2: |   psmatch2: Common

 Treatment |        support

assignment | Off suppo  On suppor |     Total

-----------+----------------------+----------

 Untreated |        36        693 |       729 

   Treated |        17        331 |       348 

-----------+----------------------+----------

     Total |        53      1,024 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test proimmigw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 /// 

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(proimmigw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      55.21

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -650.0403                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0407

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

  proimmigw1 |     .08563   .0297541     2.88   0.004     .0273129     .143947

        male |   .2380091   .0820452     2.90   0.004     .0772034    .3988148

      agecat |   -.006017    .026656    -0.23   0.821    -.0582617    .0462278

        educ |   .0438513   .0493878     0.89   0.375    -.0529471    .1406497

    catholic |   .0655857   .0912546     0.72   0.472      -.11327    .2444413

  protestant |  -.1572571   .1318445    -1.19   0.233    -.4156675    .1011533

     working |  -.2323812   .0961507    -2.42   0.016    -.4208331   -.0439293

   religious |   .1647878   .0902891     1.83   0.068    -.0121757    .3417513

     natidw1 |  -.0300916   .0152321    -1.98   0.048     -.059946   -.0002371

         lr1 |   -.062748   .0517042    -1.21   0.225    -.1640864    .0385904

       lrsq1 |   .0058259   .0047758     1.22   0.223    -.0035345    .0151862

 rightparty1 |   .2216078   .1044569     2.12   0.034      .016876    .4263397

  leftparty1 |   .0855242   .1110044     0.77   0.441    -.1320405    .3030889

       _cons |  -.9592154   .3545369    -2.71   0.007    -1.654095   -.2643359

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

      proimmigw4  Unmatched |   5.790858    5.1032043     .6876537    .10238473     6.72

                        ATT |   5.790858   5.38282697   .408031034   .106233973     3.84

                        ATU |  5.1032043   5.51334445   .410140149            .        .

                        ATE |                           .409458652            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test immimpw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(immimpw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      47.23

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood = -654.02991                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0349

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

    immimpw1 |  -.0085644   .0144619    -0.59   0.554    -.0369091    .0197803

        male |   .2179091   .0816937     2.67   0.008     .0577923    .3780258

      agecat |  -.0158921   .0263468    -0.60   0.546    -.0675309    .0357467

        educ |   .0581419   .0489342     1.19   0.235    -.0377675    .1540512

    catholic |    .052703   .0910028     0.58   0.562    -.1256593    .2310652

  protestant |  -.1650157   .1312678    -1.26   0.209    -.4222959    .0922646

     working |  -.2574418    .095446    -2.70   0.007    -.4445125   -.0703712

   religious |   .1757743   .0902627     1.95   0.051    -.0011374     .352686

     natidw1 |  -.0351968   .0151241    -2.33   0.020    -.0648394   -.0055542

         lr1 |   -.072028   .0513714    -1.40   0.161    -.1727141    .0286581

       lrsq1 |   .0057598   .0047649     1.21   0.227    -.0035793    .0150988

 rightparty1 |   .2181869   .1043868     2.09   0.037     .0135927    .4227812

  leftparty1 |   .1248595   .1095843     1.14   0.255    -.0899217    .3396406

       _cons |  -.3678981   .2977748    -1.24   0.217    -.9515261    .2157298

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

        immimpw4  Unmatched | 5.97275861   5.61367627   .359082339   .173283892     2.07

                        ATT | 5.97275861   5.40658101   .566177605   .177040706     3.20

                        ATU | 5.61367627   6.10323248    .48955621            .        .

                        ATE |                           .514314098            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

.    

. psmatch2 test combatw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(combatw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      47.85

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood = -653.72079                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0353

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

    combatw1 |   .0139845   .0142145     0.98   0.325    -.0138755    .0418444

        male |    .223584   .0816988     2.74   0.006     .0634573    .3837106

      agecat |  -.0151618   .0263655    -0.58   0.565    -.0668373    .0365137

        educ |   .0556697   .0490529     1.13   0.256    -.0404721    .1518116

    catholic |   .0544727   .0910494     0.60   0.550     -.123981    .2329263

  protestant |  -.1656478   .1312283    -1.26   0.207    -.4228506     .091555

     working |  -.2568891   .0954241    -2.69   0.007    -.4439169   -.0698614

   religious |   .1709212   .0903965     1.89   0.059    -.0062526    .3480951

     natidw1 |  -.0348752   .0150962    -2.31   0.021    -.0644631   -.0052872

         lr1 |  -.0711888   .0513757    -1.39   0.166    -.1718833    .0295057

       lrsq1 |   .0057271    .004763     1.20   0.229    -.0036081    .0150623

 rightparty1 |   .2180785   .1043971     2.09   0.037     .0134639    .4226932

  leftparty1 |   .1229721   .1095911     1.12   0.262    -.0918224    .3377667

       _cons |  -.4938813   .3106525    -1.59   0.112    -1.102749    .1149864

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

        combatw4  Unmatched | 6.32310343   5.80082305   .522280381   .170144509     3.07

                        ATT | 6.32310343   5.92501691   .398086525   .176556115     2.25

                        ATU | 5.80082305   6.20035686   .399533812            .        .

                        ATE |                           .399066165            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

. psmatch2 test climimpw1 male agecat educ catholic protestant working religious natidw1 lr1 lrsq1 ///

>    rightparty1 leftparty1, kernel out(climimpw4) ate

Probit regression                                 Number of obs   =       1077

                                                  LR chi2(13)     =      47.05

                                                  Prob > chi2     =     0.0000

Log likelihood =  -654.1222                       Pseudo R2       =     0.0347

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        test |      Coef.   Std. Err.      z    P>|z|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

   climimpw1 |   .0066393   .0163041     0.41   0.684    -.0253161    .0385946

        male |   .2249691   .0824288     2.73   0.006     .0634117    .3865265

      agecat |  -.0163025   .0263333    -0.62   0.536    -.0679149    .0353099

        educ |   .0586454   .0489089     1.20   0.230    -.0372143    .1545051

    catholic |   .0525748   .0910351     0.58   0.564    -.1258508    .2310004

  protestant |   -.163926   .1312588    -1.25   0.212    -.4211886    .0933366

     working |  -.2587731   .0953803    -2.71   0.007     -.445715   -.0718312

   religious |   .1736459   .0903161     1.92   0.055    -.0033704    .3506622

     natidw1 |  -.0360543   .0150352    -2.40   0.016    -.0655228   -.0065858

         lr1 |  -.0717001   .0514201    -1.39   0.163    -.1724816    .0290815

       lrsq1 |   .0055679     .00477     1.17   0.243    -.0037812     .014917

 rightparty1 |   .2184726   .1044222     2.09   0.036     .0138088    .4231364

  leftparty1 |   .1257953   .1094977     1.15   0.251    -.0888162    .3404069

       _cons |  -.4536362   .3264176    -1.39   0.165    -1.093403    .1861304

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

        Variable     Sample |    Treated     Controls   Difference         S.E.   T-stat

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

       climimpw4  Unmatched | 8.25545978   7.61651577   .638944007   .145501086     4.39

                        ATT | 8.25545978   7.61101433   .644445446   .142935674     4.51

                        ATU | 7.61651577   8.27052611   .654010336            .        .

                        ATE |                           .650919731            .        .

----------------------------+-----------------------------------------------------------

Note: S.E. does not take into account that the propensity score is estimated.

           | psmatch2:

 psmatch2: |   Common

 Treatment |  support

assignment | On suppor |     Total

-----------+-----------+----------

 Untreated |       729 |       729 

   Treated |       348 |       348 

-----------+-----------+----------

     Total |     1,077 |     1,077 

1

