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Supplemental Appendix Table 1. Distribution of Characteristics Across Experimental Conditions
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% Male 47% 47% 47%

% White 76% 78% 78%

Age (years) 50 50 49

Education (grades & degrees) 10.2 10.3 10.3

Education (4 categories) 2.8 2.8 2.9

Income 11.1 11.2 11.0

% Married 58% 58% 58%

% Own a home 75% 78% 77%

Party Identification 4.1 4.2 4.2

Sample Size 842 830 845


Notes:
All differences between treatments and control and between treatments are statistically insignificant at p ≥ 0.20.
Education (grades & degrees) coding: 1 = no formal education; 2 = up to 4th grade; 3 = 5th-6th grade; 4 = 7th-8th grade; 5 = 9th grade; 6 = 10th grade; 7 = 11th grade; 8 = 12th grade no degree; 9 = high school degree; 10 = some college no degree; 11 = Associate degree; 12 = college degree; 13 = Master’s degree; 14 = professional or doctorate degree
Education (4 category) coding: 1 = less than high school; 2 = high school degree; 3 = some college; 4 = college degree or higher
Income (household) coding: 1 =  less than $5,000; 2 = $5,000 to $7,499; 3 =  $7,500 to $9,999; 4 = $10,000 to $12,499; 5 = $12,500 to $14,999; 6 = $15,000 to $19,999; 7 = $20,000 to $24,999; 8 = $25,000 to $29,999; 9 = $30,000 to $34,999; 10 = $35,000 to $39,999; 11= $40,000 to $49,999; 12 = $50,000 to $59,999; 13 = $60,000 to $74,999; 14 = $75,000 to $84,999; 15 = $85,000 to $99,999; 16 = $100,000 to $124,999; 17 = $125,000 to $149,999; 18 = $150,000 to $174,999; 19 = $175,000 or more  

Party identification coding: 1 = strong Republican; 2 = weak Republican; 3 = independent leans Republican; 4 = independent; 5 = independent leans Democrat; 6 = weak Democrat; 7 = strong Democrat
Supplemental Appendix 2

Supplemental Appendix 2 Figure 1. Percentage of Over-reporters Among Self-reported Voters in 2010 by Experimental Conditions 
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Notes:

N = 1,661

Control vs. Subtle: p-value (2 tailed) = 0.155

Control vs. Pipeline: p-value (2 tailed) = 0.010

Overall, 62% of respondents reported voting in the control condition, 59% in the pipeline treatment and 59% in the subtle treatment.  The effects of the treatments on over-reporting and accuracy among self-reported voters are necessarily identical in absolute value. 
Supplemental Appendix 3


Although our primary goal was to assess performance of the new measures when asking about the most recent election, we worded the pipeline question to signal that the records contained information on previous elections as well (which is true).  As we noted in the body of the paper, the main addition to the turnout question in the pipeline condition is the following sentence: “By looking at public records kept by election officials we can get an accurate report of who actually voted in November, and in previous elections.”  Since over-reporting is also an issue for recall of turnout from past election cycles (Weir 1975), we hypothesized that our new question would reduce over-reporting when asking about the 2008 election. We asked all respondents the same question about voting in the 2008 presidential election.  That is, we simply asked everyone the standard Knowledge Networks core question on previous voting: “Did you happen to vote in the 2008 presidential election?” giving respondents the chance to say either “Yes” or “No.”  

Supplemental Appendix 3 Figure 1a shows the rate of over-reporting by condition among those who were age 20 or older in 2010, and thus eligible to vote in 2008, and who were validated as nonvoters in 2008 (i.e. the at risk group).  As expected, the overall rate of over-reporting was higher than in 2010, with 46.1% of validated nonvoters in the control group reporting that they voted.
  Also as expected, those in the pipeline condition were substantially less likely to over-report (a difference of 7.1 points, see Supplemental Appendix 3 Figure 1b) than those in the control condition, though the result will be viewed by most as statistically insignificant (p = 0.106, 2 tailed).  The fact that the pipeline question spills over to recall of more distant elections to produce a substantively large reduction in over-reporting is encouraging. However, further research is needed, particularly replication with larger sample sizes to improve precision as well as direct inclusion of the pipeline approach when asking about previous election cycles.       
Supplemental Appendix 3 Figure 1a. Percentage of Over-reporters Among Validated Nonvoters in 2008 by Experimental Conditions 
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Notes:

N = 737

Excludes those who were 18 or 19 years old in 2010.

Control vs. Subtle: p-value (2 tailed) = 0.646

Control vs. Pipeline: p-value (2 tailed) = 0.106

Supplemental Appendix 3 Figure 1b. Effect of Treatments on the Rate of Over-reporting Among Validated Nonvoters in 2008 by Experimental Conditions (Based on Supplemental Appendix 3 Figure 1a), with 95% Confidence Intervals
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� We expected a higher rate of over-reporting for this more distant election as over-reporting increases with time since the election due to memory failure (see, e.g. Weir 1975; Belli et al. 1999; Belli et al. 2006).  Moreover, a higher rate of over-reporting is consistent with greater pressure to express one’s attachment to the outcome of this historic election—i.e. Obama supporters felt strongly about expressing their attachment to his victory while his detractors wished to associate with the attempt to elect McCain and/or prevent Obama’s victory.   Additionally, with more time come more moves, changes of name, etc. so that could introduce error.  Catalist’s process guards against this as they retain the records of those who have been purged.  Moreover, as noted in the main text any potential issues of this sort should be constant across our conditions and thus not threaten the validity of our comparisons.  
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		TESS Pipeline Paper Randomization Checks								ALL DIFFS WITH CONTROL AND BETWEEN TREATMENTS STATISTICALLY INSIGNIFICANT (p >.2)

		male		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

																		Variable		Control		Subtle Treatment		Pipeline Treatment

		cond_control		0.4679335		0.017207		27.19		0		0.4341922		0.5016748				% Male		47%		47%		47%

		cond_treat1		0.4686391		0.0171764		27.28		0		0.4349577		0.5023204				% White		76%		78%		78%

		cond_treat2		0.4686747		0.0173309		27.04		0		0.4346904		0.502659				Age (years)		50		50		49

																		Education (grades & degrees)		10.2		10.3		10.3

		white		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]				Education (4 categories)		2.8		2.8		2.9

																		Income		11.1		11.2		11.0

		cond_control		0.760095		0.0144283		52.68		0		0.7318025		0.7883875				% Married		58%		58%		58%

		cond_treat1		0.7763314		0.0144026		53.9		0		0.7480891		0.8045736				% Own a home		75%		78%		77%

		cond_treat2		0.7843373		0.0145322		53.97		0		0.7558411		0.8128336				Party Identification		4.1		4.2		4.2

																		Sample Size		842		830		845

		ppage		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

																		Education (grades & degrees) coding: 1 = no formal education; 2 = up to 4th grade; 3 = 5th-6th grade; 4 = 7th-8th grade; 5 = 9th grade; 6 = 10th grade; 7 = 11th grade; 8 = 12th grade no degree;  9 = high school degree; 10 = some college no degree; 11 = Associates degree; 12 = college degree; 13 = Masters degree; 14 = professional or doctorate degree

		cond_control		50.019		0.5674289		88.15		0		48.90633		51.13168				Education (4 category) coding: 1 = less than high school; 2 = high school degree; 3 = some college; 4 = college degree or higher

		cond_treat1		49.33846		0.5664208		87.11		0		48.22776		50.44916				Income coding: 1 = less than $5,000; 2 = $5,000 to $7,499; 3 = $7,500 to $9,999; 4 = $10,000 to $12,499; 5 = $12,500 to $14,999; 6 = $15,000 to $19,999; 7 = $20,000 to $24,999; 8 = $25,000 to $29,999; 9 = $30,000 to $34,999; 10 = $35,000 to $39,999; 11 = 40,000 to $49,999; 12 = $50,000 to $59,999; 13 = $60,000 to $74,999; 14 = $75,000 to $84,999; 15 = $85,000 to $99,999; 16 = $100,000 to $124,999; 17 = $125,000 to $149,999; 18 = $150,000 to $174,999; 19 = $175,000 or more

		cond_treat2		49.67108		0.5715161		86.91		0		48.55039		50.79177				Party identification coding: 1 = strong Republican; 2 = weak Republican; 3 = independent leans Republican; 4 = independent; 5 = independent leans Democrat; 6 = weak Democrat; 7 = strong Democrat

		ppeduc		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

		cond_control		10.22209		0.0700734		145.88		0		10.08468		10.3595

		cond_treat1		10.30059		0.0699489		147.26		0		10.16343		10.43776

		cond_treat2		10.27349		0.0705782		145.56		0		10.1351		10.41189

		ppeducat		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

		cond_control		2.813539		0.0350703		80.23		0		2.74477		2.882309

		cond_treat1		2.862722		0.035008		81.77		0		2.794074		2.931369

		cond_treat2		2.839759		0.0353229		80.39		0		2.770494		2.909024

		ppincimp		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

		cond_control		11.06057		0.1447498		76.41		0		10.77673		11.34441

		cond_treat1		11.02604		0.1444926		76.31		0		10.7427		11.30937

		cond_treat2		11.18795		0.1457924		76.74		0		10.90207		11.47384

		married		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

		cond_control		0.5783848		0.0170254		33.97		0		0.5449995		0.6117701

		cond_treat1		0.5763314		0.0169952		33.91		0		0.5430054		0.6096573

		cond_treat2		0.5819277		0.017148		33.94		0		0.548302		0.6155535

		homeown		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

		cond_control		0.7541568		0.0145686		51.77		0		0.7255891		0.7827244

		cond_treat1		0.7668639		0.0145427		52.73		0		0.738347		0.7953808

		cond_treat2		0.7807229		0.0146735		53.21		0		0.7519495		0.8094963

		pid		Coef.		Std. Err.		t		P>t		[95% Conf.		Interval]

		cond_control		4.131422		0.071259		57.98		0		3.991689		4.271154

		cond_treat1		4.247017		0.0712164		59.64		0		4.107367		4.386666

		cond_treat2		4.153753		0.0717319		57.91		0		4.013093		4.294413
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		1		less than $5,000

		2		$5,000 to $7,499

		3		$7,500 to $9,999

		4		$10,000 to $12,499

		5		$12,500 to $14,999

		6		$15,000 to $19,999

		7		$20,000 to $24,999

		8		$25,000 to $29,999

		9		$30,000 to $34,999

		10		$35,000 to $39,999

		11		$40,000 to $49,999

		12		$50,000 to $59,999

		13		$60,000 to $74,999

		14		$75,000 to $84,999

		15		$85,000 to $99,999

		16		$100,000 to $124,999

		17		$125,000 to $149,999

		18		$150,000 to $174,999

		19		$175,000 or more
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