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A.1 Tables

Table A.1: Estimated effect on certified nurse’s aide (NA) hours per resident day (HPRD) in post-election panel under various
bandwidth and specifications

Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -.198 -.218 -.209 -.228 -.257 -.243 -.138 -.124 -.124 -.102 -.094 -.068

(.078)∗∗ (.069)∗∗∗ (.068)∗∗∗ (.096)∗∗ (.086)∗∗∗ (.084)∗∗∗ (.076)∗ (.068)∗ (.068)∗ (.067) (.061) (.06)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.392 -.477 -.470 -.298 -.358 -.340 -.248 -.245 -.254

(.181)∗∗ (.16)∗∗∗ (.154)∗∗∗ (.12)∗∗ (.107)∗∗∗ (.105)∗∗∗ (.102)∗∗ (.09)∗∗∗ (.088)∗∗∗

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.347 -.416 -.408 -.393 -.506 -.478 -.31 -.422 -.400

(.147)∗∗ (.13)∗∗∗ (.125)∗∗∗ (.202)∗ (.18)∗∗∗ (.176)∗∗∗ (.145)∗∗ (.129)∗∗∗ (.126)∗∗∗

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ -.506 -.609 -.659 -.498 -.569 -.513

(.451) (.411) (.398)∗ (.233)∗∗ (.207)∗∗∗ (.2)∗∗

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 131 128 126 350 343 340 483 476 473 576 568 564
Home-dates obs. 1,142 1,122 1,117 3,031 2,981 2,970 4,174 4,124 4,113 4,934 4,879 4,860

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.2: Estimated effect on licensed practical nurses (LPN) hours per resident day (HPRD) in post-election panel under
various bandwidth and specifications

Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -.052 -.070 -.087 -.093 -.118 -.109 -.009 -.044 -0.083 -.042 -.04 -0.064

(.066) (.055) (.048)∗ (.081) (.066)∗ .062∗ (.063) (.051) (.049)∗ (.061) (.046) (.042)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.052 -.057 -0.038 -.091 -.115 -0.09 -.003 -.062 -.082

(.163) (.134) (.112) (.098) (.081) (.074) (.087) (.066) (.061)

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.063 -.074 -0.057 -.196 -.19 -0.149 -.173 -.181 -0.138

(.13) (.107) (.09) (.173) (.141) (.126) (.121) (.099)∗ (.088)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ .34 .333 .235 -.18 -.12 -.042

(.398) (.322) (.275) (.204) (.165) (.151)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 131 129 126 350 348 340 483 481 473 576 572 564
Home-dates obs. 1,147 1,128 1,122 3,038 3,019 2,976 4,187 4,168 4,125 4,948 4,916 4,873

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.3: Estimated effect on registered nurse (RN) hours per resident day (HPRD) in post-election panel under various
bandwidth and specifications

Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -.148 -.248 -0.233 -.186 -.34 -0.327 -.00837 -.185 -0.252 -.033 -.151 -0.195

(.137) (.116)∗∗ (.095)∗∗ (.161) (.134)∗∗ (.114)∗∗∗ (.119) (.097)∗ (.089)∗∗∗ (.104) (.084)∗ (.077)∗∗

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.37 -.441 -.313 -.196 -.365 -.310 -.060 -.271 -.319

(.286) (.237)∗ (.186)∗ (.198) (.17)∗∗ (.139)∗∗ (.168) (.137)∗∗ (.119)∗∗∗

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.319 -.412 -0.316 -.708 -.716 -0.561 -.334 -.475 -0.371

(.242) (.204)∗∗ (.159)∗∗ (.326)∗∗ (.267)∗∗∗ (.203)∗∗∗ (.233) (.202)∗∗ (.163)∗∗

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ .164 .067 .170 -.835 -.738 -0.579

(.642) (.458) (.408) (.358)∗∗ (.295)∗∗ (.232)∗∗

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 131 128 126 350 344 340 483 477 473 576 568 564
Home-dates obs. 1,146 1,133 1,123 3,036 3,007 2,978 4,186 4,157 4,128 4,947 4,905 4,876

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.4: Estimated effect on total bed count in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifications
Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -9.88 4.001 5.571 -8.251 5.255 5.721 -.213 1.596 2.248 3.504 1.306 1.438

(15.359) (4.285) (3.824) (17.984) (4.594) (4.368) (14.274) (3.275) (3.147) (11.947) (2.642) (2.69)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -40.1 4.77 6.562 -11.18 3.549 4.154 -8.41 2.45 3.612

(34.866) (9.031) (8.338) (21.948) (6.145) (6.018) (18.565) (5.096) (4.897)

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -31.3 4.91 6.339 -54.989 11.782 15.304 -21.493 5.438 5.679

(28.688) (7.53) (7.023) (36.537) (10.739) (10.889) (26.079) (6.928) (6.932)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ -50.208 -18.236 -16.413 -54.796 12.229 16.356

(71.822) (22.551) (21.211) (41.82) (11.364) (11.625)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.5: Estimated effect on percentage of beds occupied in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifications
Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ 1.138 1.58 1.764 1.815 1.825 1.640 -.975 1.364 2.475 -.396 .209 1.344

(3.222) (2.848) (2.285) (3.774) (3.349) (2.708) (2.827) (2.473) (2.122) (2.398) (2.087) (1.826)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 4.463 3.774 3.190 2.634 1.729 1.382 -.54 1.659 2.219

(6.83) (6.037) (5.034) (4.63) (4.142) (3.354) (3.878) (3.382) (2.835)

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 3.731 3.24 2.768 7.828 5.41 3.896 6.013 3.568 2.608

(5.752) (5.122) (4.176) (7.505) (6.554) (5.547) (5.429) (4.886) (4.041)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ -.441 3.216 5.886 7.264 3.184 1.137

(14.585) (12.024) (11.049) (8.37) (7.354) (6.314)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.



v
ii

Table A.6: Estimated effect on percentage of residents private-pay in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifi-
cations

Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -1.385 -2.491 -2.468 -3.404 -4.764 -5.197 -2.93 -3.19 -2.887 -2.457 -2.406 -1.993

(2.197) (1.47)∗ (1.324)∗ (2.764) (1.92)∗∗ (1.77)∗∗∗ (2.359) (1.63)∗ (1.425)∗∗ (1.92) (1.418)∗ (1.226)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 8.556 2.679 1.018 -2.522 -5.139 -5.553 -2.958 -3.976 -4.178

(5.243) (3.564) (3.196) (3.566) 2.507∗∗ 2.212∗∗ (2.897) (2.083)∗ (1.79)∗∗

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 5.226 .636 -0.674 8.005 .657 -2.105 -.801 -5.128 -6.682

(4.217) (2.877) (2.543) (5.92) (4.006) (3.603) (4.313) (3.055)∗ (2.703)∗∗

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ 26.346 14.9 13.809 10.464 3.74 -.930

(13.836)∗ (9.238) (8.91) (6.724) (4.559) (4.108)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.7: Estimated effect on total deficiency count in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifications
Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ 1.041 .895 1.274 .757 .759 1.225 .677 .562 0.911 1.152 .92 1.165

(.576)∗ (.549) (.513)∗∗ (.726) (.712) (.653)∗ (.569) (.556) (.516)∗ (.507)∗∗ (.492)∗ (.46)∗∗

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 1.886 .569 1.962 .454 .495 1.06 .277 .349 1.006

(1.376) (1.312) (1.294) (.893) (.879) (.813) (.731) (.731) (.681)

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 1.575 .621 1.768 3.213 1.753 3.349 .89 .646 1.503

(1.106) (1.062) (1.034)∗ (1.442)∗∗ (1.363) (1.343)∗∗ (1.105) (1.064) (1.014)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ .991 -1.73 0.238 3.88 2.428 4.495

(3.534) (3.199) (3.153) (1.769)∗∗ (1.71) (1.666)∗∗∗

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.8: Estimated effect on severe deficiency indicator in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifications
Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -.038 -.039 -0.03 -.064 -.061 -0.039 -.058 -.057 -.037 .003 .004 .017

(.031) (.031) (.027) (.039)∗ (.039) (.035) (.032)∗ (.032)∗ (.03) (.028) (.028) (.026)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.038 -.03 -0.016 -.081 -.076 -0.051 -.116 -.113 -0.085

(.076) (.077) (.072) (.048)∗ (.048) (.044) (.04)∗∗∗ (.041)∗∗∗ (.037)∗∗

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.046 -.039 -.022 .0008 .015 .032 -.054 -.05 -0.018

(.06) (.061) (.056) (.082) (.083) (.078) (.059) (.059) (.054)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ -.071 -.066 -0.038 .037 .051 .055

(.196) (.195) (.189) (.098) (.099) (.094)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.9: Estimated effect on acuity index in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifications
Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ -.159 -.283 -.103 -.136 -.306 -.158 -.129 -.201 -.069 .011 -.1 -0.06

(.215) (.168)∗ (0.154) (.265) (.217) (.208) (.201) (.165) (.152) (.207) (.166) (.138)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.423 -.537 -0.384 -.176 -.41 -.292 -.306 -.392 -0.155

(.493) (.402) (.365) (.325) (.265) (.251) (.295) (.239) (.203)

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ -.343 -.473 -0.322 -.359 -.521 -0.345 -.09 -.499 -0.442

(.402) (.326) (.294) (.545) (.432) (.409) (.408) (.331) (.309)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ -.836 -.735 -0.652 -.548 -.535 -0.262

(1.25) (1.051) (.986) (.641) (.514) (.475)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 131 126 350 349 339 483 482 472 576 575 563
Home-dates obs. 1,149 1,148 1,123 3,034 3,033 2,970 4,182 4,181 4,118 4,947 4,946 4,864

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.10: Estimated effect on market concentration (HHI county) in post-election panel under various bandwidth and
specifications

Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ .021 .002 .004 .022 .005 .005 -.008 .006 .007 .003 .005 .005

(.033) (.005) (.006) (.042) (.007) (.008) (.035) (.006) (.006) (.031) (.006) (.006)

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ .079 -.004 -0.001 .051 .008 .009 .017 .008 .01

(.09) (.016) (.021) (.051) (.008) (.009) (.045) (.008) (.008)

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ .063 -.00121 0.0004 .057 -.015 -.014 .045 -.0008 -.002

(.07) (.012) (.016) (.102) (.016) (.02) (.061) (.01) (.011)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ .15 .001 .01 .148 -.007 -.002

(.238) (.043) (.047) (.12) (.02) (.024)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.11: Estimated effect on union density (county) in post-election panel under various bandwidth and specifications
Bandwidth ℎ = 0.05 ℎ = 0.15 ℎ = 0.25 ℎ = 0.35
Specification A B C A B C A B C A B C

Panel A: Expected value linear in vote share
�̂ 9.302 11.298 11.337 6.741 9.224 9.64 10.643 11.21 12.45 11.403 12.46 12.693

(4.845)∗ (3.363)∗∗∗ (2.922)∗∗∗ (5.865) (4.31)∗∗ (3.448)∗∗∗ (4.58)∗∗ (3.458)∗∗∗ (2.896)∗∗∗ (4.007)∗∗∗ (2.936)∗∗∗ (2.506)∗∗∗

Panel B: Expected value square in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 4.376 9.338 6.112 4.312 9.111 8.005 8.912 10.055 10.854

(11.128) (8.476) (7.186) (7.23) (5.287)∗ (4.4)∗ (6.112) (4.411)∗∗ (3.757)∗∗∗

Panel C: Expected value cubic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ 5.025 9.306 7.086 3.297 5.725 3.445 -.915 6.408 5.367

(9.09) (6.789) (5.731) (12.241) (8.987) (7.979) (8.652) (6.275) (5.264)

Panel B: Expected value quartic in vote share
�̂ not identified given ℎ not identified given ℎ 6.254 17.906 12.671 8.676 10.832 5.575

(26.821) (20.749) (17.445) (13.985) (10.231) (9.128)

Conditional on home’s pre-election mean of:
this variable N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N Y Y
all variables N N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y

Homes obs. 132 132 126 351 351 340 484 484 473 577 577 564
Home-dates obs. 1,151 1,151 1,125 3,045 3,045 2,981 4,198 4,198 4,134 4,967 4,967 4,884

Coefficient. Within-site-correlation corrected SE. Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%.
Only observations from homes with vote share within ℎ of the 0.50 threshold are used. Panels vary the assumed form of the outcome’s expected
value function, varying assumptions on f0 and f1 in E[yit∣Xi, Di] = �Di + f1(Xi)Di + �0 + f0(Xi). For each bandwidth and functional form,
estimates of the discontinuity parameter from each of 3 specifications are presented.
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Table A.12: Summary statistics for nursing home industry workers by occupation from the
Current Population Survey, 2003-2009

Occupation NA RN LPN
Variable Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.
Weekly earnings 379.51 155.31 834.17 370.40 632.54 251.63
1(union contract) 0.128 0.334 0.087 0.281 0.085 0.279
1(Female) 0.919 0.272 0.936 0.244 0.940 0.237
Highest grade complete 12.237 1.807 15.106 1.576 13.502 1.393
Potential experience 20.0 13.4 25.5 11.4 23.8 12.0
1(Afr.-American) 0.329 0.47 0.128 0.335 0.198 0.399
1(Asian-American) 0.036 0.186 0.092 0.289 0.038 0.192
1(Hispanic) 0.096 0.295 0.038 0.191 0.067 0.251
1(Married, with spouse) 0.377 0.485 0.631 0.483 0.483 0.5
1(Separated, div. or widw.) 0.246 0.43 0.264 0.441 0.329 0.47
1(Part-time) 0.305 0.461 0.274 0.446 0.286 0.452
1(MSA: 100,000-2.5 Million) 0.392 0.488 0.398 0.49 0.386 0.487
1(MSA: > 2.5 Million) 0.198 0.399 0.268 0.443 0.21 0.408
N 4940 1471 1114
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Table A.13: Estimated union wage effects in nursing homes by occupation from Current
Population Survey, 2003-2009

DV: log(weekly earnings)

Occupation: NA RN LPN

1(union contract) 0.148∗∗∗ 0.085∗∗ 0.024

(0.018) (0.043) (0.053)

N 4940 1471 1114

Adj. R2 0.28 0.251 0.168

Coefficient (SE). Significance: ∗: 10% ∗∗: 5% ∗ ∗ ∗: 1%. Each regression includes Table A.12

variables, experience square, experience interacted with gender, and indicators for year (6) and region (8).

Those with imputed earnings are excluded [Hirsch and Schumacher, 2004].
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A.2 Figures

Figure A.1: Expected registered nurse hours/resident day (RN HPRD) by vote share bin in
the pre- and post-election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polyno-
mial estimated using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15%
and 85% are used.
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Figure A.2: Expected licensed practical nurse hours/resident day (LPN HPRD) by vote
share bin in the pre- and post-election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-
order polynomial estimated using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares
between 15% and 85% are used.

Figure A.3: Expected total number of beds vote share bin in the pre- and post-election
periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated using all
homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are used.
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Figure A.4: Expected by vote share bin in percentage of beds occupied the pre- and post-
election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated
using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are
used.

Figure A.5: Expected percentage of residents private pay by vote share bin in the pre- and
post-election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated
using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are
used.
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Figure A.6: Expected total deficiency count by vote share bin in the pre- and post-election
periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated using all
homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are used.

Figure A.7: Expected indicator of a severe deficiency by vote share bin in the pre- and post-
election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated
using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are
used.
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Figure A.8: Expected acuity index by vote share bin in the pre- and post-election periods.
The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated using all homes is
also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are used.

Figure A.9: Expected market concentration (HHI in county) by vote share bin in the pre- and
post-election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated
using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are
used.
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Figure A.10: Expected union density (private-sector only) by vote share bin in the pre- and
post-election periods. The discontinuities from piece-wise second-order polynomial estimated
using all homes is also presented. Only homes with vote shares between 15% and 85% are
used.
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