
 
ONLINE APPENDIX FOR VOTER ID LAWS AND THE SUPRESSION OF MINORITY VOTES 

 
 
Democrats Only 
 
One concern is that differentially low racial and ethnic minority turnout in states with strict voter ID 

laws may be driven less by strict voter identification laws themselves and more by the political 

conditions in the states that pass these laws.  We further test this concern by looking at the effect of 

voter ID laws among Democrats only.  If minority turnout is especially low in certain states only 

because Republicans are dominant in these states, then we should find that all Democrats –white and 

non-white alike – turnout at especially low rates in these states.  On the other hand, if we find that voter 

ID laws depress the participation of racial and ethnic minority Democrats more than they impact the 

turnout of white Democrats, then the effects cannot be due to the dominance of Republicans in voter ID 

states.  If the racialized pattern persists when we only look at Democrats, we can conclude that there is a 

clear racial effect of voter ID laws.   

This is exactly what we find. Re-running the analysis with Democrats only Table 1 shows that 

that Latino, Asian American, and multi-racial American turnout is significantly more likely to be 

depressed by voter ID laws than white turnout.  



 



Political Effects – More Racial Resentment and Anti-Immigrant Sentiment among Voters 

We also examined the political effects of voter identification laws in a slightly different way.  If 

we are concerned about the well-being of racial and ethnic minority voters, we might want to look 

specifically at how these laws affect the mix of views on race and immigration that are present at the 

polls.  In particular, we might want to know if strict voter identification laws are associated with an 

increase in the share of voters with more racially resentful views or an increase in the share of voters 

with more anti-immigrant views.   

To assess those links in alternate tests we added interactions between racial resentment and 

immigration attitudes and strict voter identification laws to the basic regression model in Table 2 in the 

main text.  Racial resentment was a scale measured with two questions that are the standard for assessing 

racial resentment - “Blacks should work their way up without any favors” and” “Generations of slavery 

and discrimination have created conditions that make it difficult for Blacks to work their way out of the 

lower class” (Kinder and Sanders 1994).  Immigration views combined questions on whether or not the 

US government should “allow the police to question anyone they think may be in the country illegally,” 

“increase the number of border patrols”, and “grant legal status to illegal immigrants who have held jobs 

and paid taxes.” Both scales were alpha factor scores. 

 While the CCES only asked about race and immigration in two years, we nevertheless find 

significant interactions for both sets of views.  As Table Two below demonstrates, Americans with 

racially resentful attitudes and those with more negative views of immigrants were substantially more 

likely to turnout in primaries in states with strict voter identification laws than in other states, all else 

equal.  The result is that the share of voters with anti-immigrant and anti-minority views grows 

substantially when strict voter identification laws are in place. 



 



 

 

Effects of Strict Photo ID Laws in General Elections 

In our original tests, we found less pronounced political effects for voter ID laws in general elections 

than in primary elections.  However, when we single out the strictest voter ID laws – those that require 

photo identification and do not allow other non-photo forms of identification – we see some signs those 

on the left are most negatively affected in general elections.  Specifically, as can be seen in Table 3, 

liberals are particularly disadvantaged by strict PHOTO voter ID laws in general elections.  We find no 

interaction effect for party identification in these elections.  

 



 



Additional Political Controls 

To help ensure that the relationships we have identified in the main tables are accurate, we performed a 

series of robustness checks.  First, we added a range of different independent variables to the model that 

might be related to turnout.  In particular, to further control for the competitiveness of the election and 

different aspects of mobilization, we tested several different measures of state and district campaign 

spending, whether or not there was an open seat in the respondent’s house district, whether or not there 

was an open seat in the Senate contest in the state, whether or not there was an open seat in the 

gubernatorial election, and finally whether or not each respondent indicated they had been contacted or 

mobilized by one of the campaigns.  As can be seen in Table 4a, none of these variables altered the basic 

conclusions of our analysis.  After they are included in the regression model, strict ID laws still 

differentially impact turnout.  



 



Additional Demographic Controls 

Likewise, to ensure we had not missed individual characteristics that might impact turnout, in alternate 

tests, we augmented the basic regression model with measures for years living in the current residence, 

church attendance, religiosity, being born again, and several different variants of education and income. 

A sampling of these variables are added to the regression in Table 4b.  Again, the inclusion of these new 

control variables did little to alter our basic conclusions about voter ID laws.  



 



 

Controlling for the South 

Given the South’s history of racially discriminatory voter disenfranchisement, we repeated all of the 

analysis with an additional control for residence in the South or not.  As demonstrated by Table 5, this 

had no appreciably impact on the main effect of voter ID laws on minority turnout. 



 



Assessing the Uniqueness of the South 

To further investigate the role of region, we repeated the main analysis separately on Southern and non-

Southern states.  Interesting, as we see in table 5b the effects of voter ID laws in the South were often 

similar to their effects in the non-South.  At least in terms of race, strict voter ID laws matter in both the 

South and the non-South. 

 



  



There were, however, some signs that the political consequences of voter ID laws were more 

pronounced in the South.  As Table 5c indicates, voter ID laws skewed turnout toward the political right 

in primaries in both the South and the non-South but in general elections we only see significant and 

substantial political effects in the South.  



 



State and Year Fixed Effects 

In another critical test, we shifted to an analysis that incorporated both state and year fixed effects.  By 

adding dummy variables for every state and every year, we essentially control away all of the features 

that are unique to each state and each election year. If a state was more Republican or more anti-

minority in ways that we did not measure or in ways that are not measurable at all, that difference was 

soaked up with the fixed effects.   In the end, the fixed effects model should tell us how turnout differs 

from the norm in each individual state when voter ID laws are enacted and thus should get us closer to 

an estimate of the change due specifically to implementation of voter identification laws. This 

“difference-in-differences” design is among the most rigorous ways to examine panel data. 

The fixed effects analysis which is displayed in Table 6 tells essentially the story as our other 

analysis.  Racial and ethnic minorities and liberals and Democrats are especially hurt by strict voter 

identification laws.   

 

 



 



 
 

Are Political Effects Driving Entirely by Race? 

To see whether or not the political effects of voter ID laws in our main analysis are driven entirely by 

the differentially low turnout of racial and ethnic minorities, we re-ran our main analysis adding racial 

interactions to the political regression models in Table 3 in the main text.  As illustrated by Table 7 

below, it appears that the political effects of strict ID laws are not driven entirely by lower turnout 

among racial and ethnic minorities.  When we add the racial interactions to the model, the political 

interactions are reduced in size but remain significant. 

 
 
 
 
 

  



 


