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% change in grants × 0 co-partisans 0.273
(0.295)

% change in grants × 1 co-partisan 0.267
(0.227)

% change in grants × 2 co-partisans 0.613∗∗∗

(0.215)
% change in grants × 3 co-partisans 1.333∗∗∗

(0.246)
Change in per capita income (in 1,000s) 0.105∗∗∗

(0.030)
Television ad difference 0.071∗∗∗

(0.014)
Campaign appearance difference 0.256∗∗∗

(0.021)
Change in pres party House vote 0.008∗∗∗

(0.003)
Iraq casualties in county 2004 −0.667∗∗∗

(0.136)
Iraq casualties in county 2008 −0.601∗∗∗

(0.087)
% change in county population 1.806

(1.332)
One co-partisan in Congress 0.564∗∗∗

(0.133)
Two co-partisans in Congress 0.828∗∗∗

(0.134)
Three co-partisans in Congress 1.647∗∗∗

(0.147)
Constant −7.224∗∗∗

(0.162)

Observations 15, 714
R-squared 0.515

Robust standard errors clustered on county in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10

Table 6: How partisan accountability mediates the influence of federal grant spending. This model
replicates Table 3, but includes data only from those counties that are located completely within a
single congressional district. The results are virtually identical to those presented in the manuscript.
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% change in grants 0.889∗∗∗

(0.142)
Change in per capita income (in 1,000s) 0.031

(0.036)
Television ad difference 0.058∗∗∗

(0.012)
Campaign appearance difference 0.173∗∗∗

(0.020)
Change in pres party House vote 0.012∗∗∗

(0.003)
Iraq casualties in county 2004 −0.497∗∗∗

(0.123)
Iraq casualties in county 2008 −0.276∗∗∗

(0.077)
% change in county population −6.915∗∗∗

(1.551)
County unemployment rate −0.382∗∗∗

(0.052)
Constant −6.425∗∗∗

(0.253)

Observations 14, 951
R-squared 0.525

Robust standard errors clustered on county in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10

Table 7: Base results controlling for county unemployment rate. This model replicates the full
specification in Table 1, but also includes the election year unemployment rate in each county
(data available from 1990 to 2008). The results are virtually identical to those presented in the
manuscript.
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(1) (2) (3)

% increase in grants 0.773∗∗∗ 0.710∗∗∗ 0.677∗∗∗

(0.158) (0.160) (0.161)
% decrease in grants −1.119∗∗∗ −0.962∗∗∗ −0.800∗∗

(0.312) (0.315) (0.313)
Change in per capita income (in 1,000s) 0.197∗∗∗ 0.169∗∗∗

(0.028) (0.029)
Television ad difference 0.070∗∗∗

(0.012)
Campaign appearance difference 0.210∗∗∗

(0.018)
Change in pres party House vote 0.012∗∗∗

(0.003)
Iraq casualties in county 2004 −0.487∗∗∗

(0.125)
Iraq casualties in county 2008 −0.269∗∗∗

(0.075)
% change in county population −0.377

(1.211)
Constant −6.283∗∗∗ −6.408∗∗∗ −2.696∗∗∗

(0.115) (0.122) (0.158)

Observations 18, 464 18, 137 17, 959
R-squared 0.477 0.481 0.499

Robust standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10

Table 8: The electoral consequences of increases and decreases in federal grant spending. These
models replicate the results from Table 1 in the manuscript, but disaggregate the percentage change
in grants measure into increases and decreases. Voters reward the incumbent president for increases
in grant spending and punish him for decreases.
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(1) (2) (3)

Republican 1.868∗∗∗ 1.914∗∗∗ 1.876∗∗∗

(0.252) (0.255) (0.239)
Democrat −0.746∗∗∗ −0.735∗∗∗ −0.736∗∗∗

(0.244) (0.243) (0.236)
% change in grants 0.617∗∗ 0.836∗∗ −1.458∗∗

(0.279) (0.359) (0.660)
% change in grants × Republican −0.595

(0.478)
% change in grants × liberalism 0.701∗∗∗

(0.238)
Liberalism −0.511∗∗∗ −0.522∗∗∗ −0.634∗∗∗

(0.077) (0.072) (0.074)
White 0.425 0.466∗ 0.564∗∗

(0.275) (0.258) (0.230)
Married −0.013 −0.012 −0.019

(0.114) (0.115) (0.117)
Black −1.254∗∗ −1.215∗∗ −1.097∗

(0.631) (0.615) (0.615)
Education −0.031 −0.028 −0.033

(0.051) (0.051) (0.052)
Age −0.004 −0.004 −0.003

(0.004) (0.004) (0.004)
Male −0.213∗ −0.204∗ −0.186∗

(0.111) (0.109) (0.109)
Constant 0.788∗ 0.718∗ 0.911∗∗

(0.413) (0.411) (0.437)

Observations 2, 074 2, 074 2, 074

Robust standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10

Table 9: Individual-level analysis of the influence of district grant spending on vote choice, excluding
state fixed effects. These models replicate those presented in Table 5, but exclude state fixed effects.
All results are virtually identical to those presented in the manuscript.
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(1) (2) (3)

Republican 1.719∗∗∗ 1.736∗∗∗ 1.721∗∗∗

(0.170) (0.173) (0.169)
Democrat −0.808∗∗∗ −0.809∗∗∗ −0.803∗∗∗

(0.173) (0.173) (0.173)
% change in grants 0.500∗∗∗ 0.582∗∗ −0.500

(0.193) (0.231) (0.547)
% change in grants × Republican −0.237

(0.328)
% change in grants × liberalism 0.348∗

(0.193)
Liberalism −0.507∗∗∗ −0.508∗∗∗ −0.552∗∗∗

(0.052) (0.052) (0.056)
White 0.583∗∗∗ 0.585∗∗∗ 0.610∗∗∗

(0.189) (0.188) (0.184)
Married 0.139 0.140∗ 0.138

(0.085) (0.085) (0.085)
Black −1.239∗∗∗ −1.220∗∗∗ −1.207∗∗∗

(0.453) (0.450) (0.450)
Education 0.011 0.011 0.012

(0.040) (0.040) (0.041)
Age 0.001 0.001 0.001

(0.003) (0.003) (0.003)
Male −0.102 −0.100 −0.096

(0.083) (0.082) (0.083)
Constant −0.299 −0.316 −0.238

(0.708) (0.708) (0.718)

Observations 2, 402 2, 402 2, 402

Robust standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10

Table 10: Individual-level analysis of the influence of district grant spending on vote choice, ex-
cluding likely voter weights. These models replicate those presented in Table 5, but they do not
employ Gallup’s likely voter weights. All results are virtually identical to those presented in the
manuscript.
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