Appendix A: Additional Information on the Cooperative Election Study (CES)

Data Source:
This study uses secondary survey data from the public-use Cooperative Election Study (CES), pooling the 2016-2024 survey waves. The CES is a nationally representative survey of adult citizens in the United States. The present study constitutes a secondary analysis of existing public-use data collected by the CES. Additional information about the CES is available at: https://tischcollege.tufts.edu/research-faculty/research-centers/cooperative-election-study
Data Collection Strategy:
The CES is administered as a large-scale online survey. Detailed descriptions of the survey design, sampling procedures, questionnaire development, weighting procedures, and fieldwork for each survey wave are available in the official CES technical documentation accompanying each public-use dataset.
Research Sponsor and Conductor:
The CES is currently housed at Tufts University and is conducted in cooperation with YouGov. Information regarding survey administration, sponsorship, and fieldwork is provided in the official CES documentation for each survey wave.
Measurement Tools/Instruments:
The present study analyzes survey questions included in the public-use CES. Exact question wording, response options, interviewer instructions (where applicable), and survey instruments are publicly available in the official questionnaires released with each CES wave. Variable coding decisions specific to this study are documented in Appendix B.
Population Under Study:
The target population consists of adult citizens residing in the United States. Analyses are conducted using pooled survey data from the 2016-2024 CES waves.
Methods Used to Generate and Recruit the Sample:
Sampling, respondent recruitment, weighting procedures, and sample construction were conducted by the CES and are documented in the official methodological reports accompanying each survey wave.
Methods and Modes of Data Collection:
The CES is conducted as an on-line survey. Additional information is available in the CES technical documentation for each survey wave.
Dates of Data Collection:
Data were collected during the 2016-2024 CES survey waves. Specific field dates for each wave are reported in the official CES technical documentation.
Sample Sizes and Discussion of Precision of the Results:
The analyses pool respondents across the 2016–2024 CES waves for a total of approximately 392,000 respondents. Tables 1 and 2 in the manuscript indicate the number of respondents across each sexual orientation and gender identity category used in analyses.
Whether and How the Data Were Weighted:
The analyses reported in this study do not employ survey weights as CES-generated weights are survey specific and not appropriate for the pooled analyses conducted in this study. Information regarding the construction and availability of Cooperative Election Study survey weights is provided in the official CES technical documentation.
How the Data Were Processed and Procedures to Ensure Data Quality:
The CES is a widely used survey in public opinion research. Information regarding data quality and quality assurance procedures is available in the technical documentation accompanying each survey wave.
Study Stimuli:
Not applicable beyond the survey instruments described above.
Response Rates:
Response rates and survey disposition information are reported in the official CES methodological documentation for each survey wave.
Sample Sizes Again:
Not applicable beyond the sample sizes information described above.
Measurement and Model Specification:
All statistical analyses were conducted in Stata 17. Replication materials, including all statistical code necessary to reproduce the analyses using the public-use CES data, will be deposited in the journal's designated public repository upon acceptance for publication.
A General Statement Acknowledging Limitations of the Design and Data Collection:
This study relies on secondary analysis of the publicly available CES. As an observational survey, the CES does not permit strong causal inference, and the analyses presented here identify associations rather than causal effects. In addition, survey responses are subject to the limitations common to self-reported data, including potential measurement error and social desirability bias. Finally, because this study relies on existing survey instruments, the analyses are necessarily limited to the measures included in the CES.

























Appendix B: Manuscript Specific Supplementary Material

Table A: Policy Abbreviations, Full Question Wording, Years of CES Coverage, and Liberal-Conservative Coding

	Abbreviation
	Question
	Years of Coverage
	Conservative or Liberal Position for Higher Support

	GC_Background_Checks
	Background checks for all sales, including at gun shows and
over the Internet
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2021, 2023, 2024
	Liberal

	GC_Prohibit_Publish_Names
	Prohibit state and local governments from publishing the
names and addresses of all gun owners
	2016, 2017, 2020, 2022

	Conservative

	GC_Ban_Assault_Rifles
	Ban assault rifles
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Liberal

	GC_Easier_Concealed_Carry
	Make it easier for people to obtain concealed-carry permit
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Conservative

	IMM_Legal_Status_3Yrs
	Grant legal status to all illegal immigrants who
have held jobs and paid taxes for at least 3 years, and not been
convicted of any felony crimes
	2016, 2017, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024

	Liberal

	IMM_Inc_Brd_Patrols
	Increase the number of border patrols on the
U.S.-Mexican border
	2016, 2017, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Conservative

	IMM_Fine_Hiring_Bus
	Fine U.S. businesses that hire illegal immigrants
	2016, 2017

	Conservative

	IMM_Inc_Worker_Visas
	Increase the number of visas for overseas
workers to work in the U.S.
	2016, 2017

	Liberal

	IMM_ID_Deport
	Identify and deport illegal immigrants
	2016, 2017
	Conservative

	IMM_Build_Wall
	Build a wall between the U.S. and
Mexico
	2017, 2021, 2023, 2024

	Conservative

	IMM_Inc_Spending_25_Billion
	Increase spending on border security by $25
billion, including building a wall between the U.S. and Mexico
	2018, 2020, 2022

	Conservative

	IMM_Reduce_Legal_Imm
	Reduce legal immigration by eliminating the visa
lottery and ending family-based migration
	2018, 2020, 2022

	Conservative

	IMM_Withhold_Police_Funds
	Withhold federal funds from
any local police department that does not report to the federal
government anyone they identify as an illegal immigrant
	2018, 2019, 2020, 2021

	Conservative

	IMM_Dreamers
	Provide permanent resident status to children of immigrants who
were brought to the United States by their parents (also known
as Dreamers). Provide these immigrants a pathway to citizenship
if they meet the citizenship requirements and have committed no
crimes
	2019, 2020, 2021, 2023, 2024

	Liberal

	ENV_EPA_CO2
	Give Environmental Protection Agency power to regulate
Carbon Dioxide emissions
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Liberal

	ENV_Raise_Fuel_Eff
	Raise required fuel efficiency standards
	2016, 2017, 2020, 2021, 2022
	Liberal

	ENV_Req_Min_Renewable
	Require a minimum amount of renewable fuels (wind,
solar, and hydroelectric) in the generation of electricity even if
electricity prices increase somewhat
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023

	Liberal

	ENV_EPA_Clean_Air_Water
	Strengthen enforcement of the Clean Air Act and Clean Water
Act even if it costs US jobs
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Liberal

	ENV_Inc_Fuel_Prod
	Increase fossil fuel production in the U.S. and boost exports 
	2022, 2023, 2024
	Conservative

	ENV_Halt_Leases
	Halt new oil
and gas leases on federal
lands
	2023, 2024

	Liberal

	CJ_End_Mand_Min
	Eliminate mandatory minimum sentences for non-violent drug
oﬀenders
	2016, 2020, 2022

	Liberal

	CJ_Req_Body_Cams
	Require police oﬃcers to wear body cameras that record all of
their activities while on duty
	2016, 2020, 2022

	Liberal

	CJ_Inc_Cops_10_Per
	Increase the number of police on the street by 10 percent, even
if it means fewer funds for other public services
	2016, 2020, 2022, 2023, 2024

	Conservative

	CJ_Dec_Cops_10_Per
	Decrease the number of police on the street by 10
percent, and increase funding for other public services 
	2020, 2022, 2023, 2024

	Liberal

	CJ_Ban_Choke_Holds
	Ban the use of choke holds by police
	2020, 2022
	Liberal

	CJ_Natl_Registry
	Create a national registry of police who have been
investigated for or disciplined for misconduct
	2020, 2022

	Liberal

	CJ_End_DOD_Program
	End the Department of Defense program that sends
surplus military weapons and equipment to police departments
	2020, 2022

	Liberal

	CJ_Allow_Cop_Lawsuits
	Allow individuals or their families to sue a police
officer for damages if the officer is found to have “recklessly disregarded” the individual’s
rights
	2020, 2022

	Liberal

	HC_Repeal_ACA
	Repeal the entire Aﬀordable Care Act
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Conservative

	HC_Medicare_All
	Provide Medicare for all Americans
	2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022
	Liberal

	HC_Lower_Medicare_Age
	Lower the eligibility age for Medicare from 65 to 50
	2019, 2020

	Liberal

	HC_Restore_Ind_Mand
	Restore the Affordable Care Act’s mandate that all individuals be
required to purchase health insurance
	2019, 2020, 2021

	Liberal

	HC_Allow_Drug_Imp
	Allow states to import prescription drugs from other countries
	2020, 2022

	Liberal

	HC_Exp_Medicaid
	Expand Medicaid to cover individuals making less than $25,000
and families making less than $40,000 a year
	2021, 2023, 2024

	Liberal

	AB_Always_Allow
	Always allow a woman to obtain an abortion as a matter of
choice
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Liberal

	AB_Exceptions_Allow
	Permit abortion only in case of rape, incest or when the
woman’s life is in danger
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024

	Conservative

	AB_Prohibit_20Weeks
	Prohibit all abortions after the 20th week of pregnancy
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022

	Conservative

	AB_Employers_Decline_Ins
	Allow employers to decline coverage of abortions in insurance
plans
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2020, 2022

	Conservative

	AB_Prohibit_Fed_Funds
	Prohibit the expenditure of funds authorized or appropriated
by federal law for any abortion
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2020, 2022

	Conservative

	AB_Prohibit_All
	Make abortions illegal in all circumstances
	2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024
	Conservative

	AB_Exp_Access
	Expand
access to abortion,
including making it more
affordable, broadening the
types of providers who can
offer care, and protecting
access to abortion clinics
	2023, 2024

	Liberal

	AB_Prohibit_Restrictions
	Prohibit
government restrictions on
the provision of, and access
to, abortion services
	2023, 2024

	Liberal

	QP_Ban_Transgender_Military
	Ban Transgender People Serving in
Military
	2017, 2018, 2019, 2020

	Conservative

	QP_Prohibit_LGBT_Disc
	Amend federal laws to prohibit discrimination on the basis of
gender identity and sexual orientation
	2019, 2020, 2021

	Liberal

	QP_Recognize_Same_Sex_Marriage
	Require that
all federal agencies
recognize same-sex
marriages and interracial
marriages
	2023, 2024

	Liberal

	GP_Equal_Pay
	Require equal pay for women and men who are doing similar jobs
and have similar qualifications
	2019, 2020, 2021

	Liberal





























Table B: Cohesion of LGBT Policy Opinions by Policy Domain
	Policy Domain
	Cohesive 
	Mostly Cohesive 
	Fragmented 
	Total Policies

	Gun Control
	0
	0
	4
	4

	Immigration
	1
	0
	9
	10

	Environmental 
	0
	0
	6
	6

	Criminal Justice/Policing
	0
	0
	8
	8

	Health Care
	1
	0
	5
	6

	Abortion
	1
	0
	7
	8

	Gender/Queer 
	0
	0
	4
	4

	Total
	3
	0
	43
	46


Note: Cohesive policies exhibit 0 statistically significant pairwise differences in predicted probabilities across LGBT sub-groups; mostly cohesive policies exhibit 1-2 significant differences; fragmented policies exhibit 3+ significant differences.























Table C: Evaluation of H2-H5 Across Directional Tests
	Hypothesis
	Number of Policies Supporting Hypothesis
	Number of Policies Partially Supporting Hypothesis
	Number of Policies Not Supporting Hypothesis
	Total

	H2 (Gay men)
	29
	9
	7
	45

	H3 (Lesbian women)
	16
	11
	14
	41

	H4A (Bisexual men)
	45
	0
	0
	45

	H4B (Bisexual women)
	42
	3
	0
	45

	H5A (Transgender men)
	35
	6
	4
	45

	H5B (Transgender women)
	43
	2
	0
	45


Note: “Total” refers to the number of policy outcomes for which each hypothesis’s directional prediction could be evaluated. The total number of tests varies across hypotheses because not all policies generate a theoretically meaningful directional comparison for every sub-group. All hypotheses draw from the same underlying set of 46 policies.

