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Table A3: Operationalization of independent variables from the second data collection
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[image: Table A4: Operationalizations of dependent variables from the second data collection.
]Table A4: Operationalizations of dependent variables from the second data collection

[image: Table A5: OLS regression results. ]State Fair Collection ResultsTable A5: OLS model estimates for ruralness on political trust, internal efficacy, and external efficacy – State fair collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.

[image: Table A6: OLS regression results. ]Table A6: OLS model estimates for ruralness on external efficacy at local, state, and federal government levels – State fair collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.




	 [image: Table A7: OLS regression results. ]Table A7: OLS model estimates for ruralness on political trust at local, state, and federal government levels – State fair collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Table A8: OLS regression results. ]Bovitz/Forthright Collection ResultsTable A8: OLS model estimates for ruralness on political trust, external efficacy, and internal efficacy – Wave 1 Bovitz/Forthright collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Table A9: OLS regression results. ]Table A9: OLS model estimates for ruralness on external efficacy at local, state, and federal government levels – Wave 1 Bovitz/Forthright collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Table A10: OLS regression results. ]Table A10: OLS model estimates for ruralness on political trust at local, state, and federal government levels – Wave 1 Bovitz/Forthright collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Table A11: OLS regression results. ]Table A11: OLS model estimates for ruralness on political trust, external efficacy, and internal efficacy – Wave 2 Bovitz/Forthright collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Table A12: OLS regression results. ]Table A12: OLS model estimates for ruralness on external efficacy at local, state, and federal government levels – Wave 2 Bovitz/Forthright collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Table A13: OLS regression results. ]Table A13: OLS model estimates for ruralness on political trust at local, state, and federal government levels – Wave 2 Bovitz/Forthright collection. Coefficients reported with standard errors in parentheses. Party ID and ideology are coded so that higher scores reflect increasing Republican partisanship and conservative ideology, respectively. All variables lie on a 0-1 variable range.


[image: Figure A4: Correlation results for rural consciousness. ][image: Figure A1: Time consistency results. ][image: Figure A3: Time consistency results. ][image: Figure A2: Time consistency results. ]Figure A3: Time consistency of rural consciousness items across wave 1 and wave Figure A4: Correlation between rural consciousness factors across wave 1 and wave 2
Figure A2: Time consistency of rural identity items across wave 1 and wave 2
Figure A1: Time consistency of rural linked fate items across wave 1 and wave 2

[image: Figure A5: Variance Inflation Factors scores. ]
Figure A5: Variance Inflation Factor scores to test for multicollinearity. All VIF scores are less than 1.5, indicating multicollinearity is not an issue.
[image: Figure A6: The coefficient estimates and p-values of linear regression models. ]
Figure A6: The coefficient estimates and p-values of linear regression models from wave 1 ran with only 1 rural predictor vs. all 4 rural predictors. In combination with the VIF scores, this shows there are no multicollinearity issues present.
[image: Figure A7: The coefficient estimates and p-values of linear regression models. ]
Figure A7: The coefficient estimates and p-values of linear regression models from wave 2 ran with only 1 rural predictor vs. All 4 rural predictors. In combination with the VIF scores, this shows there are no multicollinearity issues.


[image: Figure A8: Linear combination test results. ]Figure A8: The p-value results from linear combination tests between each of the three levels of government from both wave 1 and wave 2. The difference between local vs. state and local vs. federal are significant for external efficacy.  
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How well do you understand the important political issues facing our country?
(Not well at all, slightly well, moderately well, very well, extremely well)

Internal Efficacy 2. How often do politics and government seem so complicated that you can’t really understand what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)
3. How often do politics and government seem so complicated that you don’t want to participate in what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)
External efficacy questions follow the format:
For the following statement, please tell me how strongly you agree or disagree: [‘statement’]
With the response options: (Agree strongly, agree somewhat, neither agree nor disagree, disagree somewhat, disagree strongly)
External 1. “Public officials don’t care much what people like me think.”
Efficacy 2. ‘People like me don’t have any say about what the government does.”
3. ‘People like me don’t have any say about what the federal government does.’
4. ‘People like me don’t have any say about what the state government does.”
5. ‘People like me don’t have any say about what the local government does.’
1. How much of the time do you think you can trust the United States Congress to do what is right?
Political Trust (Just about always, most of the time, some of the time, never)
2. How much of the time do you think you can trust the President of the United States to do what is right?
(Just about always, most of the time, some of the time, never)
3. How much of the time do you think you can trust the Supreme Court of the United States to do what is right?
(Just about always, most of the time, some of the time, never)
4. How often can you trust the state government to do what is right?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)
5. How often can you trust the local government to do what is right?

(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)
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State Fair: Linear Regression Results for Political Trust, External Efficacy, and Internal

Efficacy
Dependent variable:
Political Trust Internal Efficacy External Efficacy
(€] 2 3
Rural Consciousness -1.080** -0.225 -1.833"**
(0.415) (0.422) (0.588)
Rural Linked Fate 0.109 0452™" 0.355
(0.201) (0.206) (0.289)
Subjective Rural ID Importance 0.295 0.464" 0.366
(0.241) (0.246) (0.348)
Age 0.390 0.683"* -0.012
(0.270) 0.277) (0.381)
Gender 0.163 0.349™" 0232
(0.140) (0.143) 0.202)
Race 0.111 -0.056 0915
(0.447) (0.459) (0.638)
Education Level 0.195 0.266 0.359
0.311) 0.317) 0.431)
Party Identification -0.851™" -0.108 -0.762"
0.322) (0.326) (0.448)
Ideology 0.755" -0.176 0.060
(0.407) (0.405) 0.561)
Constant 28717 2924 3.938"*
(0.346) (0.355) (0.484)
Observations 119 120 116
R? 0.194 0.213 0.225
Adjusted R? 0.127 0.149 0.159
Residual Std. Error 0.692 (df = 109) 0.711 (df = 110) 0.964 (df = 106)
F Statistic 2.909"** (df = 9; 109) 3.316™* (df = 9; 110) 3.415™" (df = 9; 106)

*kk

Note: *p<0.1; ¥ p<0.05; ***p<0.01
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State Fair: Linear Regression Results for External Efficacy at Local, State, and Federal Level

Dependent variable:

Local State Federal
1) 2) 3)
Rural Consciousness -0.726 -1.893* 2785
0.702) 0.714) 0.710)
Rural Linked Fate 0.653" 0391 0.134
(0.343) (0.349) (0.349)
Subjective Rural ID Importance 0.952** 0.305 0.244
0.410) 0.417) 0414)
Age -0.308 -0.104 -0.260
0.461) (0.469) (0.465)
Gender -0.199 -0.197 0173
0.237) (0.242) 0.241)
Race -1.442" -1.368" -0.650
0.764) 0777 0.767)
Education Level 0.349 0.730 0.219
0.528) 0.537) (0.530)
Party Identification -0.334 0921* -0.882
(0.543) (0.552) (0.549)
Ideology -0.061 0.203 0.258
0.674) (0.685) (0.689)
Constant 3456 3.836™" 4537
0.591) (0.602) (0.596)
Observations 120 120 119
R? 0.139 0.189 0233
Adjusted R2 0.069 0.122 0.170
Residual Std. Error 1.184 (df = 110) 1.205 (df = 110) 1.188 (df = 109)
F Statistic 1.974™ (df = 9; 110) 2.843™ (df = 9; 110) 3.689™*" (df = 9; 109)

Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01
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State Fair: Linear Regression Results for Political Trust at Local, State, and Federal Level

Dependent variable:

Local State Federal
(€] ()] 3
Rural Consciousness -0.848 -1.433"* -1.155™*
(0.531) (0.492) 0.473)
Rural Linked Fate 0.281 0.102 -0.101
(0.259) (0.240) (0.229)
Subjective Rural ID Importance 0.324 0.323 0.306
(0.310) (0.287) 0.274)
Age 0.557 0332 0.310
(0.349) (0.323) (0.308)
Gender 0.008 0.200 0213
(0.179) (0.166) (0.160)
Race -0.355 0.041 0.020
0.577) (0.535) (0.509)
Education Level -0.058 0427 0.348
(0.399) (0.370) (0.355)
Party Identification -0.581 S1321" -0.837"
(0.410) (0.380) 0.367)
Ideology 1.105™ 0913 0.602
(0.509) 0472) (0.464)
Constant 2.843™* 3.086"" 2627
(0.447) (0.414) (0.395)
Observations 120 120 119
R2 0.112 0271 0.186
Adjusted R? 0.039 0212 0.119
Residual Std. Error 0.895 (df=110)  0.829 (df = 110) 0.789 (df = 109)
F Statistic 1.534 (df = 9; 110) 4.553"** (df = 9; 110) 2.770"* (df = 9; 109)
Note: *p<0.1; *p<0.05; ***p<0.01
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Linear Regression: Ruralness on Political Trust, External Efficacy, and Internal Efficacy Wave 1

Dependent variable:

Political Trust External Efficacy Internal Efficacy
[©) @ 3
Objective Rural Residence 0.010 -0.006 0.008
(0.019) (0.027) (0.022)
Subjective Rural ID Strength 0.028 0.068 0.003
(0.029) (0.042) (0.034)
Rural Linked Fate 0.059" 0.083" 0.100""
(0.034) (0.049) (0.039)
Rural Consciousness 20.179*** 20.159*** -0.062
(0.038) (0.053) (0.043)
Age 0.089™" 0.088 0.259™"
(0.043) (0.061) (0.049)
Race 0025 0.059 0016
(0.039) (0.055) (0.045)
Gender 0011 -0.044 0.073"
(0.034) (0.049) (0.039)
Sexual Orientation 0010 -0.099 0.187""
(0.059) (0.083) (0.067)
Education -0.004 0.134™ 0.067
(0.041) (0.059) (0.047)
Party Identification 0.034 0012 0.015
(0.036) (0.052) (0.041)
Ideology 0.078 -0.013 0018
(0.051) 0.072) (0.058)
Political Knowledge 0.046 0.052 0071*
(0.031) (0.045) (0.036)
Authoritarianism 0011 0.023 0.111™"
(0.031) (0.044) (0.035)
FT Whites 0.092" 0.007 0071
(0.050) 0.071) (0.057)
FT Blacks 0053 0074 0082
(0.066) (0.094) 0.076)
FT Latinos 0.041 0.123 0067
0.071) (0.101) (0.081)
FT Asians 0.024 0052 -0.002
(0.075) (0.106) (0.085)
Religiosity 0.007 0.012" 0.004
(0.005) (0.007) (0.006)
Support LGBTQ+ 0.060"" 0.048 0.009
(0.026) (0.036) (0.029)
Support Abortion Access 0.006 -0.001 -0.013
(0.031) (0.045) (0.036)
Support Increasing Immigration 0.130*** 0.165™* -0.066
(0.041) (0.058) (0.047)
Constant 0.167°" 0076 0.355™"
(0.069) (0.098) (0.079)
Observations 412 412 413
R? 0.152 0.129 0214
Adjusted R? 0.106 0.082 0.171
Residual Std. Error 0.169 (df = 390) 0.241 (df = 390) 0.194 (df = 391)
F Statistic 3.321" (df = 21; 390) 2.743"** (df = 21; 390) 5.055™*" (df = 21; 391)

ok

Note: *p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Linear Regression: Ruralness on External Efficacy at
Local, State, and Federal Levels Wave 1

Dependent variable:

Local  State  Federal
O] @ 3)
Objective Rural Residence -0.003 0.001 -0.009
(0.035) (0.034) (0.033)
Subjective Rural ID Strength 0.038 0077 0.082
(0.055) (0.054) (0.051)
Rural Linked Fate 0054 0.116° 0.069
(0.065) (0.063) (0.060)
Rural Consciousness 0.008 -0.099 -0.175™**
(0.070) (0.068) (0.065)
Age 0036 0067 0.148"
(0.080) (0.078) (0.075)
Race -0.005 0067 0.080
(0.073) (0.071) (0.068)
Gender -0.052 -0028 -0.068
(0.064) (0.062) (0.060)
Sexual Orientation 0.040 -0.038 -0.072
(0.110) (0.107) (0.102)
Education 0.179™ 0077  0.140
(0.078) (0.076) (0.072)
Party Identification 0.080 0016 -0.013
(0.068) (0.066) (0.063)
Ideology -0.061 0.048  0.007
(0.095) (0.093) (0.089)
Political Knowledge 0.113"  0.096" 0.048
(0.059) (0.058) (0.055)
Authoritarianism 0.127" -0078  -0.035
(0.058) (0.056) (0.054)
FT Whites 0085 0024 0005
(0.093) (0.091) (0.087)
FT Blacks -0.160 -0201" -0.129
(0.124) (0.121) (0.115)
FT Latinos 0126 0.165 0.164
(0.133) (0.130) (0.124)
FT Asians 0.133  0.141 0031
(0.140) (0.136) (0.130)
Religiosity 0021 0013 0015
(0.009) (0.009) (0.008)
Support LGBTQ+ 0017 0020 0044
(0.048) (0.047) (0.045)
Support Abortion Access -0.038 0002 -0.012
(0.059) (0.057) (0.055)
Support Increasing Immigration 0.182%* 0.202"** 0.141**
(0.077) (0075) (0.072)
Constant 0.149 0040 0.116
(0.130) (0.127) (0.121)
Observations 413 413 413
R? 0.127 0.105 0.101
Adjusted R? 0080 0056 0053
Residual Std. Error (df =391) 0318 0309  0.296
F Statistic (df = 21; 391) 2706™" 2.174™" 2.101"""
Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Linear Regression: Ruralness on Political Trust at Local, State, and Federal Levels Wave 1

Dependent variable:

Local Trust State Trust Federal Trust
[ [©) 3)
Objective Rural Residence -0.003 0.024 0.009
(0.024) 0.024) 0.019)
Subjective Rural ID Strength 0.037 -0.008 0057*
0.037) 0.037) (0.029)
Rural Linked Fate 0079" 0.091™" 0.009
(0.044) (0.044) (0.034)
Rural Consciousness -0.224"*" 0.157"*" 0.153™"
(0.048) (0.048) 0.037)
Age 0.132"* 0.063 0.071"
(0.055) (0.054) (0.043)
Race -0.021 -0.055 -0.0002
(0.050) (0.049) (0.039)
Gender -0.017 -0.022 0.005
(0.044) (0.043) (0.034)
Sexual Orientation 0.029 -0.018 -0.041
(0.075) 0.074) (0.059)
Education -0.030 0.009 0.008
(0.053) (0.052) 0.041)
Party Identification 0.041 0.027 0.030
(0.046) (0.046) (0.036)
Ideology 0.049 0.029 0.157""
(0.065) (0.064) (0.051)
Political Knowledge 0.088"* 0.054 -0.004
(0.040) (0.040) 0.031)
Authoritarianism -0.036 0012 -0.010
(0.039) (0.039) 0.031)
FT Whites 0.130™ 0.136™ 0014
(0.064) (0.063) (0.050)
FT Blacks -0.109 -0.049 0.003
(0.084) (0.084) (0.066)
FT Latinos 0.042 0015 0.064
0.091) (0.090) 0.071)
FT Asians 0.098 -0.012 -0.019
(0.095) (0.095) 0.075)
Religiosity 0.009 0.008 0.005
(0.006) (0.006) (0.005)
Support LGBTQ+ 0.060" 0.059" 0.060™
(0.033) 0.032) (0.026)
Support Abortion Access -0.019 0016 0018
(0.040) (0.040) 0.031)
Support Increasing Immigration 0.161"* 0.149"* 0.080"
(0.052) (0.052) 0.041)
Constant 0.146" 0.134 022"
(0.088) (0.088) (0.069)
Observations 413 412 413
R? 0.165 0.109 0.115
Adjusted R? 0.121 0.061 0.068
Residual Std. Error 0.216 (df = 391) 0.215 (df = 390) 0.169 (df = 391)

F Statistic 3.689™" (df = 21; 391) 2.266™" (df = 21; 390) 2.423"""

Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05;

(df =21;391)
***p<0.01
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Linear Regression: Ruralness on Political Trust, External Efficacy, and
Internal Efficacy Wave 2

Dependent variable:

Political Trust External Efficacy Internal Efficacy

(&) @ 3)
Objective Rural Residence 0.015 -0.021 0.0001
0.022) 0.031) (0.027)
Subjective Rural ID Strength 0.036 0.022 0018
0.035) (0.049) (0.043)
Rural Linked Fate 0.041 0.030 0.063
0.037) (0.053) (0.046)
Rural Consciousness -0.147%** L0271 -0.074
(0.051) 0072) (0.062)
Age 0012 0026 0.184"**
(0.051) 0072) (0.063)
Race 0.008 0074 0.085
0.047) (0.067) (0.058)
Gender 0014 -0.042 -0.122"
(0.040) (0.056) (0.048)
Sexual Orientation 0.093 -0.048 0.052
(0.064) (0.090) 0.078)
Education -0.029 0.174™ 0.115"
(0.049) 0.070) (0.060)
Party Identification 0.012 0.075 0.051
0.043) (0.061) (0.053)
Ideology 0.062 -0.045 -0.013
(0.062) (0.087) 0.075)
Political Knowledge 0.072" 0.009 0.121"""
0.038) (0.053) (0.046)
Authoritarianism 0.025 -0.002 0.081"
(0.036) (0.050) (0.043)
FT Whites 0.239™"" 0.040 0.056
(0.064) (0.091) 0.078)
FT Blacks 0.0003 -0.063 0.101
0.070) (0.098) (0.085)
FT Latinos 0.076 0.030 0.066
0.076) 0.107) (0.093)
FT Asians 0.039 0.125 -0.085
(0.085) (0.119) (0.103)
Religiosity 0.014™ 0.024* 0.008
(0.006) (0.008) (0.007)
Support LGBTQ+ 0.082"** 0.103"* 0.032
0.031) 0.044) (0.038)
Support Abortion Access -0.051 -0.053 -0.032
0.037) (0.052) (0.045)
Support Increasing Immigration 0.008 0.061 -0.015
(0.049) (0.068) (0.059)
Constant 0210™ 0.243" 0.367"""
(0.088) 0.124) (0.107)
Observations 301 301 301
R? 0.175 0.157 0.165
Adjusted R? 0.113 0.094 0.102
Residual Std. Error (df = 279) 0.168 0.236 0.204
F Statistic (df =21; 279) 2814 2.482""* 2.629™*
Note: *p<0.1; **p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Linear Regression: Ruralness on External Efficacy at
Local, State, and Federal Levels Wave 2

Dependent variable:

Local  State  Federal
O] @ 3)
Objective Rural Residence -0.037 -0072* -0.030
(0.042) (0.040) (0.037)
Subjective Rural ID Strength -0.015 -0034 -0.003
(0.068) (0.064) (0.060)
Rural Linked Fate 0062 0013  0.004
(0.072) (0.068) (0.064)
Rural Consciousness -0.093 -0.254***.0.308***
(0.098) (0.093) (0.087)
Age 0022 -0006 0.056
(0.099) (0.094) (0.088)
Race 0087 0101  0.132
(0.091) (0.086) (0.081)
Gender -0.102  -0097 -0.052
(0.076) (0.072) (0.067)
Sexual Orientation -0003 0035 0.061
(0.123) (0.116) (0.109)
Education 0.168" 0.158" 0210™
(0.095) (0.090) (0.084)
Party Identification 0.066 -0.001  0.040
(0.084) (0.079) (0.074)
Ideology 0039 0052 -0.052
0.119) (0.113) (0.105)
Political Knowledge 0072 0078 0.038
(0.072) (0.068) (0.064)
Authoritarianism -0033 -0002 -0014
(0.069) (0.065) (0.061)
FT Whites 0013 0.119  0.094
0.124) (0.117) (0.110)
FT Blacks -0.188 -0.135 0015
(0.135) (0.127) (0.119)
FT Latinos 0191 0135  0.102
(0.147) (0.139) (0.130)
FT Asians 0.116 0068 -0.068
(0.164) (0.155) (0.145)
Religiosity 0,033 0.040™" 0.029™
0.011) (0.010) (0.010)
Support LGBTQ+ 0.056 0.121%* 0.093*
(0.060) (0.057) (0.053)
Support Abortion Access -0.016 -0050 -0.053
(0.072) (0.068) (0.063)
Support Increasing Immigration 0.109 0020  -0.033
(0.094) (0.088) (0.083)
Constant 0.164 0208  0.247
(0.170) (0.160) (0.150)
Observations 301 301 301
R? 0112 0153  0.140
Adjusted R? 0045 0089 0076
Residual Std. Error (df =279)  0.324 0306  0.286
F Statistic (df = 21; 279) 1668 2392 2171

Note:

*p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Linear Regression: Ruralness on Political Trust at Local,
State, and Federal levels Wave 2

Dependent variable:
Local  State  Federal
O] @ 3)

Objective Rural Residence 0.004 0010 0.032
(0.027) (0.028) (0.023)

Subjective Rural ID Strength -0.006 0086 0028
(0.044) (0.045) (0.037)

Rural Linked Fate -0.010 -0073 -0.040
(0.047) (0.048) (0.039)
Rural Consciousness -0.118" -0.166" -0.155"**
(0.064) (0.065) (0.053)
Age 0074 -0023 -0.015
(0.064) (0.066) (0.054)
Race 0033 -0003 -0.005
(0.059) (0.061) (0.049)
Gender 0025 0030 -0.013
(0.050) (0.051) (0.041)
Sexual Orientation 0.107 0.132  0.042
(0.080) (0.082) (0.067)
Education -0033 0018 -0.071
(0.062) (0.063) (0.052)
Party Identification 0.041 0014 -0019
(0.054) (0.055) (0.045)
Ideology 0.085 0021 0081
(0.077) (0.079) (0.065)
Political Knowledge 0.123"** 0074 0019
(0.047) (0.048) (0.039)
Authoritarianism -0042 -0.026 -0.007
(0.044) (0.046) (0.037)
FT Whites 0310 0.262"" 0.144™
(0.080) (0.082) (0.067)
FT Blacks 0052 0024 -0.075
(0.087) (0.090) (0.073)
FT Latinos -0.149 -0072  -0.007
(0.095) (0.097) (0.080)
FT Asians 0027 0014 0077
(0.106) (0.109) (0.089)
Religiosity 0016 0016 0010
(0.007) (0.007) (0.006)
Support LGBTQ+ 0.117"* 0,087 0043
(0.039) (0.040) (0.033)
Support Abortion Access -0.089" -0053 -0.011

(0.047) (0.048) (0.039)

Support Increasing Immigration 0.098 0032 -0.104™*
0061) (0.062) (0.051)

ok

Constant 0061 0.170 0.399
0.110) (0.113) (0.092)
Observations 301 301 301
R? 0.181 0.136  0.147
Adjusted R? 0.120 0071 0082
Residual Std. Error (df =279) 0210 0215  0.176
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Objective Rural
Membership

. Do you identify as a [city person / suburb person / small-town or rural person]?

(city person, suburb person, small-town or rural person)

. How important is being a [city person / suburb person / small-town or rural person] to your identity?

(A lot, some, not very much, or not at all / Not at all, not very much, some, or a lot)

. Regardless of where you currently live, do you usually think of yourself as a rural/small-town person, suburb person, or a city

person?
(City person, Suburb person, Rural/small-town person, Something else)

. How much do you think that what happens generally to urban people in this country will affect what happens in your life?

(A lot, some, not very much, or not at all / Not at all, not very much, some, or a lot)?

Subjective Rural
Identity

. Do you currently live in a rural/small-town area, suburb, or a city?

(Rural/small-town area, Suburb, City)

. How long have you lived in a [rural/small-town area, suburb, or a city]?

(Less than 1 year, 1-5 years, 5-10 years, 10-15 years, 15+ years)

. Are you from a rural/small-town area, suburb, or a city?

(Rural/small-town area, Suburb, City)

Rural Linked
Fate

. How much do you think that what happens generally to rural people in this country will affect what happens in your life?

(A lot, some, not very much, or not at all / Not at all, not very much, some, or a lot)?

Rural
Consciousness

. Rural people get more/less from the government: Compared to people living in cities, do people living in small towns and rural

areas get more, the same, or less than they deserve from the government?
(More, the same, less)

. Strength: Do they get [a great deal more, moderately more, or a little more / a little more, moderately more, or a great deal more]

than they deserve from the government? / Do they get [a great deal less, moderately less, or a little less / a little less, moderately
less, or a great deal less] than they deserve from the government?

. Rural people have too much/too little influence: Compared to people living in cities, do people living in small towns and rural areas

have too much influence, too little influence, or about the right amount of influence on government?
(Too much, right amount, too little)

. Strength: Do they have [much too much, somewhat too much, or a bit too much / a bit too much, somewhat too much, or much too

much] influence on government? / Do they have [much too little, somewhat too little, or a bit too little / a bit too little, somewhat
too little, or much too little] influence on government?

. Rural people get too much/too little respect: Do people living in small towns and rural areas get too much respect, too little respect,

or about the right amount of respect from people living in cities?
(Too much, right amount, too little)

. Strength: Do they get [much too much, somewhat too much, or a bit too much / a bit too much, somewhat too much, or much too

much] respect from people living in cities? / Do they get [much too little, somewhat too little, or a bit too little / a bit too little,
somewhat too little, or much too little] respect from people living in cities?
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Internal Efficacy

6.

How well do you understand the important political issues facing our country?

(Not well at all, slightly well, moderately well, very well, extremely well)

How often do politics and government seem so complicated that you can’t really understand what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

How often do politics and government seem so complicated that you don’t want to participate in what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

How often do federal politics seem so complicated that you don’t want to participate in what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

How often do state politics seem so complicated that you don’t want to participate in what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

How often do local politics seem so complicated that you don’t want to participate in what’s going on?
(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

External
Efficacy

External efficacy questions follow the format:
For the following statement, please tell me how strongly you agree or disagree: [ ‘statement’]
'With the response options: (Agree strongly, agree somewhat, neither agree nor disagree, disagree somewhat, disagree strongly)

fNhwDO =

‘Public officials don’t care much what people like me think.

‘People like me don’t have any say about what the government does.”
‘People like me don’t have any say about what the federal government does.”
‘People like me don’t have any say about what the state government does.”
‘People like me don’t have any say about what the local government does.”

Political Trust

How often can you trust the federal government in Washington to do what is right?

(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

How often can you trust the state government to do what is right?

(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

How often can you trust the local government to do what is right?

(Always, most of the time, about half the time, some of the time, never)

‘Would you say the government is pretty much run by a few big interests looking out for themselves or that it is run for the benefit
of all the people?

(Run by a few big interests, for the benefit of all)

Do you think that people in government waste a lot of the money we pay in taxes, waste some of it, or don’t waste very much of it?
(Waste a lot, waste some of it, don’t waste very much)

How many of the people running the government are corrupt?

(All, most, about half; a few, or none)
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. Which of the following best describes the area in which you live?: “Urban, Suburban, Rural”

Objective Rural
Membership (Urban, suburban, rural)
. Do you usually think of yourself as a city person, a suburban person, a small-town person, or a country or rural person?
Subjective Rural (City, suburban, small-town, country or rural)
Identity . How important is being a [city, suburban, small-town, country or rural] person to your identity?
(Not at all important, a little important, moderately important, very important, extremely important)
. How much do you think that what happens generally to [city, suburban, small-town, country or rural] people in this country will
Rural Linked affect what happens in your life?
Fate (Not at all, not very much, some, a lot)
. Compared to people living in [cities, suburbs, small towns or rural areas], would you say that you and other [city, suburban, small
town and rural] residents get more, the same, or less than you deserve from the government?
(More, the same, less)
Geographic . Compared to people living in [cities, suburbs, small towns or rural areas], would you say that you and other [city, suburban, small
Consciousness town and rural] residents get too much influence, too little influence, or about the right amount of influence on government?

(Too much, right amount, too little)

. Would you say that you and other [city, suburban, small town and rural] residents get too much, too little, or the right amount of

respect from people living in [cities, suburbs, small towns or rural areas]?
(Too much, right amount, too little)





