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Table 4. Effect of Samples on Program Preferences and Beliefs 
 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
 Prefers cash Percent of 

the Poor that 
Respondents 
Think Would 
Prefer Cash 

Percent 
Respondents 
Believe the 
Poor Spend 

on Necessities 

Largest 
Amount 

Supported 
for Cash 

Largest 
Amount 

Supported 
for In-Kind 

Economics treatment 12.49*** 2.87* 0.14 500.00*** 0.00 
 (2.62) (1.49) (1.39) (108.79) (79.97) 

Rights treatment -0.64 -0.38 1.41 0.00 0.00 
 (2.43) (1.46) (1.38) (118.50) (86.39) 

Poor spending treatment -2.04 0.28 -0.03 -500.00*** -0.00 
 (2.40) (1.50) (1.38) (113.28) (81.77) 

Yale sample 41.77*** 14.25*** 14.96*** 8500.00*** 8000.00*** 
 (3.69) (1.52) (1.21) (346.47) (253.66) 

Control 27.63*** 66.61*** 62.11*** 1500.00*** 2000.00*** 
 (1.42) (0.84) (0.81) (68.69) (46.72) 

Observations 2690 2683 2684 2685 2683 
R2 0.058 0.019 0.022   
Notes: This table shows how various responses in the survey change with the three persuasion treatments and the Yale sample. The outcome in Column (1) is an 
indicator variable multiplied by 100. Columns (4) and (5) are median regressions. Robust standard errors are in parentheses. * p<0.10, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01. 
Because the questions posed to the below-poverty sample were different from those posed to the general population and to the Yale students, results from that 
survey are not included here.  
  

Electronic copy available at: https://ssrn.com/abstract=3672415



 38 

Table 5. Effect of Samples on Reasons for Preferring In-Kind 
 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
 Paternalism Basic Rights Targets Needy Reciprocity Helps Society Poor Prefer  Politics 
Economics treatment -7** -4 -3 -6* -5* 1 -1 
 (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) 
Rights treatment 0 -4 2 -2 -3 -0 2 
 (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) 
Poor spending treatment 1 -2 -3 -7** -4 1 2 
 (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) 
Yale sample -29*** 8 2 -19*** 23*** -17*** 46*** 
 (7) (7) (7) (5) (7) (3) (7) 
Control 72*** 60*** 42*** 32*** 29*** 20*** 18*** 

 (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) (1) (1) 
Observations 1822 1822 1822 1822 1822 1822 1822 
R2 0.014 0.003 0.002 0.008 0.011 0.006 0.038 

Notes: This table shows how the amount of support for each reason for preferring in-kind changes in each sample. Coefficients are relative to the control sample, 
for which the percent selecting each option is shown in the bottom row. Dependent variables are indicators for choosing a reason multiplied by 100. Robust standard 
errors are in parentheses. * p<0.10, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01. 
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Table 6. Effect of Samples on Reasons for Preferring Cash 
 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
 Freedom Anti-Paternalism Poor Prefer Reciprocity Helps Society Admin. Costs Politics 
Economics treatment -5 13*** 2 20*** 7 3 -6* 
 (4) (4) (5) (5) (4) (4) (3) 

Rights treatment -2 3 6 8 9* 3 -6 
 (5) (5) (5) (5) (5) (4) (4) 
Poor spending treatment -2 5 0 -1 4 0 -1 
 (5) (5) (5) (5) (5) (4) (4) 
Yale sample 13*** 40*** 28*** 33*** 7 34*** -15*** 
 (4) (4) (5) (5) (5) (5) (3) 
Control 74*** 55*** 41*** 37*** 24*** 21*** 17*** 

 (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (2) (2) 
Observations 868 868 868 868 868 868 868 
R2 0.017 0.077 0.036 0.059 0.006 0.068 0.023 
Notes: This table shows how the amount of support for each reason for preferring cash changes in each sample. Coefficients are relative to the control sample, for 
which the percent selecting each option is shown in the bottom row. Dependent variables are indicators for choosing a reason multiplied by 100. Robust standard 
errors are in parentheses. * p<0.10, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01. 
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Table A9. Effect of Samples on Program Preferences and Beliefs 
 (1) (2) 

 Supports 
Cash 

Supports  
In-Kind 

Economics treatment 5.02* -4.02 
 (2.71) (2.51) 

Rights treatment -1.28 0.24 
 (2.73) (2.42) 

Poor spending treatment -5.04* -2.70 
 (2.72) (2.46) 

Yale sample 25.64*** 14.87*** 
 (3.35) (2.77) 

Control 54.25*** 73.17*** 
 (1.58) (1.40) 

Observations 2691 2691 
R2 0.021 0.010 

Notes: This table shows how treatments change the amount of support for each program, when respondents are asked 
about their support for each separately. Outcome variables are indicator variables multiplied by 100. Results are 
relative to the control sample, for which percent support is shown in the bottom row. Robust standard errors in 
parentheses. * p<0.10, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01. Because the questions posed to the below-poverty sample were 
different from those posed to the general population and to the Yale students, results from that survey are not included 
here.  
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