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Appendix A: CCES Survey Design and Questions 

CCES 2016 Module 

TIME ONE QUESTIONS 

Variable Name  

 

SINGLE CHOICE 

Variable Type  

 

Ballot Question Cues 

Variable Label  

 

This is a survey experiment with five possible (text) treatment conditions.  Each starts the same 

introductory statement (“Imagine that your state…”).  Please randomly assign respondents to 

one of the five treatments with equal (1/5th) probability.  Record the condition (and party 

content) to which the respondent was assigned and, if possible, please save assignment in the 

post-election survey (we would like panel participants to be assigned to the same condition in 

both pre and post surveys). 

 

If the treatment contains party support information, randomly assign which party 

supports/opposes the amendment with .50 probabilities (i.e., Republicans support, Democrats 

oppose or Democrats support, Republicans oppose). 

 

Finally, please reverse the order of the scale for all treatments. 

Special Instructions for programmers 

 

Imagine that your state is voting on a constitutional amendment in the upcoming election. Please 

read the information below and indicate, based on the information provided, how likely you are 

to support the proposed amendment. 

 

Condition 1:   

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 
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amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Condition 2: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Party Support:  

Recently, {Democrats/Republicans} in the state legislature have supported the proposed 

amendment, while {Republicans/ Democrats} in the state legislature have opposed the 

amendment.   

 

Condition 3: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Party Support:  

Recently, {Democrats/Republicans} in the state legislature have supported the proposed 

amendment, while {Republicans/ Democrats} in the state legislature have opposed the 

amendment. 
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Condition 4: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Policy Information:  

Recently, an independent interest group in the state has indicated that voting in favor of the 

amendment would restrict government revenue (taxes, licenses, fees, fines or charges for 

services) in good and poor economic times. 

 

Condition 5: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Policy Information:  

Recently, an independent interest group in the state has provided a list of consequences for 

voting for or against the proposed amendment.  

 

A vote in favor of the amendment would:  
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• Replace the existing state revenue limitation based on personal income growth with a new, 

more restrictive limitation based on changes in population and inflation. 

• Restrict government revenue (taxes, licenses, fees, fines or charges for services) in good and 

poor economic times 

• Limit the Legislature’s ability to increase revenue beyond what the formula allows  

 

A vote against the amendment would:  

• Maintain the existing state revenue limitation based on personal income growth 

• Protect the state’s ability to provide the current level of government services 

• Preserve the Legislature’s current flexibility in responding to budgetary concerns and changing 

economic conditions 

 

Question Text  

 

1  Not at all likely to support 

2  Somewhat unlikely to support 

3 Slightly unlikely to support 

4 Neither unlikely or likely to support 

5 Slightly likely to support 

6 Somewhat likely to support 

7 Very likely to support 

Outcome  Outcome Label 
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TIME TWO QUESTIONS 

Variable Name  

 

SINGLE CHOICE 

Variable Type  

 

Ballot Question Cues Panel Post 

Variable Label  

 

This question is for panelist only.  Please use the Condition and Party assignments used in the 

pre-election survey.  Assign panelist to the same Condition # and Party used in the pre-election 

survey . 

Special Instructions for programmers 

 

In the first wave of the survey you were asked to evaluate your support for a proposed 

constitutional amendment. There have been some additional political developments in the 

amendment and we would like you to re-evaluate your support for the proposed amendment. 

Please read the information below and indicate, based on the information provided, how likely 

you are to support the proposed amendment.   

 

Condition 1:   

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Condition 2: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 
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financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

 

Policy Information:  

Recently, an independent interest group in the state has indicated that voting in favor of the 

amendment would restrict government revenue (taxes, licenses, fees, fines or charges for 

services) in good and poor economic times. 

 

Condition 3: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Policy Information:  

Recently, an independent interest group in the state has provided a list of consequences for 

voting for or against the proposed amendment.  

 

A vote in favor of the amendment would:  

• Replace the existing state revenue limitation based on personal income growth with a new, 

more restrictive limitation based on changes in population and inflation. 

• Restrict government revenue (taxes, licenses, fees, fines or charges for services) in good and 

poor economic times 

• Limit the Legislature’s ability to increase revenue beyond what the formula allows  

 

A vote against the amendment would:  

• Maintain the existing state revenue limitation based on personal income growth 

• Protect the state’s ability to provide the current level of government services 

• Preserve the Legislature’s current flexibility in responding to budgetary concerns and changing 

economic conditions 
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Condition 4: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Party Support:  

Recently, {Democrats/Republicans} in the state legislature have supported the proposed 

amendment, while {Republicans/ Democrats} in the state legislature have opposed the 

amendment. 

 

Condition 5: 

 

Amendment Summary:  

This proposed amendment to the State Constitution replaces the existing state revenue limitation 

based on state personal income growth with a new state revenue limitation based on inflation and 

population changes. Under the amendment, state revenues, as defined in the amendment, 

collected in excess of the revenue limitation must be deposited into the budget stabilization fund 

until the fund reaches its maximum balance, and thereafter shall be used for the support and 

maintenance of public schools by reducing the minimum financial effort required from school 

districts for participation in a state-funded education finance program, or, if the minimum 

financial effort is no longer required, returned to the taxpayers. The Legislature may increase the 

state revenue limitation through a bill approved by a super majority vote of each house of the 

Legislature. The Legislature may also submit a proposed increase in the state revenue limitation 

to the voters. The Legislature must implement this proposed amendment by general law. The 

amendment will take effect upon approval by the electors and will first apply to the 2017-2018 

state fiscal year. 

 

Party Support:  

Recently, {Democrats/Republicans} in the state legislature have supported the proposed 

amendment, while {Republicans/ Democrats} in the state legislature have opposed the 

amendment. 

Question Text  
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1  Not at all likely to support 

2  Somewhat unlikely to support 

3 Slightly unlikely to support 

4 Neither unlikely or likely to support 

5 Slightly likely to support 

6 Somewhat likely to support 

7 Very likely to support 

Outcome  Outcome Label 
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Appendix B: Summary Statistics - Experiment  

 

Summary Statistics of Treatments 

Condition N Mean Std. Dev. Min Max 

Control time 1 171 4.087719 1.676278 1 7 

Treatment 1 time 1 160 4.3625 1.813602 1 7 

Partisan Supporting time 1 

Treatment 1 

72 5.097222 1.729282 1 7 

Partisan Opposing time 1 

Treatment 1 

60 3.433333 1.640243 1 7 

Treatment 2 time 1 190 4.078947 1.89934 1 7 

Partisan Supporting time 1 

Treatment 2 

80 4.9125 1.552407 1 7 

Partisan Opposing time 1 

Treatment 2 

73 3.328767 1.951173 1 7 

One-Sided Policy time 1 Treatment 

3 

151 4.165563 1.786731 1 7 

Moderated Policy time 1 

Treatment 4 

162 4.055556 1.63521 1 7 

      

Control time 2 171 4.380117 1.638314 1 7 

Treatment 1 time 2 160 3.8375 1.585657 1 7 

Partisan Supporting then One-

Sided Policy time 2 

72 3.875 1.660964 1 7 

Partisan Opposing then One-Sided 

Policy time 2 

60 3.816667 1.534813 1 7 

Treatment 2 time 2 190 3.952632 1.814949 1 7 

Partisan Supporting then 

Moderated Policy time 2 

80 4.1375 1.812361 1 7 

Partisan Opposing then Moderated 

Policy time 2 

73 3.90411 1.930489 1 7 

Treatment 3 time 2 151 4.476821 1.692471 1 7 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Supporting time 2 

71 5.28169 1.395739 1 7 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Opposing time 2 

53 3.584906 1.61047 1 7 

Treatment 4 time 2 162 4.228395 1.811882 1 7 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Supporting time 2 

64 5.234375 1.509149 1 7 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Opposing time 2 

69 3.347826 1.722055 1 7 
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Appendix C: Unpaired t-tests - Experiment  

Treatment Evaluated Against  Sig 95% 

CI 

t-value 

 Comparisons Figure 2   

Partisan Supporting time 1 

Treatment 1 

Control time 1 + 4.116 

Partisan Opposing time 1 

Treatment 1 

Control time 1 - -2.6161 

Partisan Supporting time 1 

Treatment 2 

Control time 1 + 3.6872 

Partisan Opposing time 1 

Treatment 2 

Control time 1 - -3.0405 

One-Sided Policy time 1 

Treatment 3 

Control time 1 0 0.4032 

Moderated Policy time 1 

Treatment 4 

Control time 1 0 -0.1771 

 Comparisons Figure 3   

Partisan Supporting then One-

Sided Policy time 2 

Control time 2 - -2.3776 

Partisan Opposing then One-

Sided Policy time 2 

Control time 2 - -2.3291 

Partisan Supporting then 

Moderated Policy time 2 

Control time 2 0 -0.8454 

Partisan Opposing then 

Moderated Policy time 2 

Control time 2 0 -1.9595 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Supporting time 2 

Control time 2 + 4.0637 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Opposing time 2 

Control time 2 - -3.0997 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Supporting time 2 

Control time 2 + 3.6335 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Opposing time 2 

Control time 2 - -4.3532 

 Comparisons Figure 4    

Partisan Supporting then One-

Sided Policy time 2 

Partisan Supporting time 

1 Treatment 1 

- -4.3986 

Partisan Opposing then One-

Sided Policy time 2 

Partisan Opposing time 1 

Treatment 1 

0 1.3218 

Partisan Supporting then 

Moderated Policy time 2 

Partisan Supporting time 

1 Treatment 2 

- -2.9048 

Partisan Opposing then 

Moderated Policy time 2 

Partisan Opposing time 1 

Treatment 2 

0 1.7483 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Supporting time 2 

One-Sided Policy time 1 

Treatment 3 

+ 4.6382 
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One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Opposing time 2 

One-Sided Policy time 1 

Treatment 3 

- -2.0865 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Supporting time 2 

Moderated Policy time 1 

Treatment 4 

+ 4.9879 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Opposing time 2 

Moderated Policy time 1 

Treatment 4 

- -2.9631 
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Appendix D: Summary Statistics – Difference in Differences 

Group N Mean Std. Dev. Min Max 

Control 171 0.292398 1.734393 -6 5 

Partisan Support then One-Sided Policy 72 -1.22222 2.24689 -6 4 

Partisan Support then Moderated Policy 81 -0.775 2.26685 -6 6 

Partisan Opposition then One-Sided 

Policy 

60 0.38333 2.285486 -6 6 

Partisan Opposition then Moderated 

Policy 

73 0.575343 2.64532 -6 6 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan Support 71 1.267606 2.273812 -5 6 

Moderated Policy then Partisan Support 64 0.90625 2.0757 -4 6 

One-Sided Policy then Partisan 

Opposition 

53 -0.84906 1.984519 -5 3 

Moderated Policy then Partisan 

Opposition  

69 -0.52174 2.118606 -6 4 
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Appendix E: Unpaired t-tests – Difference in Differences 

Treatment  Evaluated 

Against  

Sig 

95% CI 

t-value p-value 

Partisan Support then 

One-Sided Policy 

Control - -5.6749 0.00 

Partisan Support then 

Moderated Policy 

Control - -3.856 0.00 

One-Sided Policy then 

Partisan Support 

Control + 3.6211 0.00 

Moderated Policy then 

Partisan Support 

Control + 2.2854 0.02 

Partisan Opposition then 

One-Sided Policy 

Control 0 0.3203 0.75 

Partisan Opposition then 

Moderated Policy 

Control 0 0.9881 0.32 

One-Sided Policy then 

Partisan Opposition 

Control - -4.0424 0.00 

Moderated Policy then 

Partisan Opposition  

Control - -3.0818 0.00 

 

 

 


