
Appendix

A: Robustness Checks Involving Volume of Donations

As noted in the main text, a potential concern about CFscores is that they are sensitive to the volume of
receipts attracted by legislators. For example, while some important legislators may attract donations from
both ideological and access-seeking givers, others may enjoy donations from only one of these types. If a
legislator receives donations only from access-seekers while another receives donations from ideological and
access-seeking interests, CFscores may erroneously measure the former legislator as more moderate than
the latter legislator, for example. This concern is particularly salient when examining state legislatures,
where the volume of donations is typically lower than in Congress.

To address this concern, I introduce a variable, Total Receipts, into the regression models from Test
2. This variable represents the total dollar amount of donations received by the winning candidate. Its
inclusion controls for the possibility that the total number of campaign funds received by the winner
explains the observed correlation between winner moderation and exposure to same-party general-election
competition. Table A1 depicts the results of regression models including this variable.

As Table A1 depicts, the inclusion of Total Receipts does not alter the substantive results presented in
the main text. That is, even after controlling for the volume of campaign funds received by the winning
candidate, exposure to same-party general-election competition remains negatively associated with ideo-
logical extremism among the winning candidates. Total Receipts is itself moderately associated with the
ideological extremism of candidates, displaying a positive, statistically significant association with Winner

Extremism. This relationship is only significant, however, when state-level fixed effects are included. This
is perhaps not surprising, given differences in fundraising between California and Washington.
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Table A1: Same-Party Competition, Campaign Receipts, and Winner Extremism

Dependent variable:

Winner Extremism

(1) (2) (3) (4)

Same-Party Competition −0.144∗∗∗ −0.148∗∗∗ −0.095∗∗ −0.097∗∗

(0.043) (0.043) (0.043) (0.043)
Total Receipts 0.000 0.000 0.00000∗∗ 0.00000∗

(0.00000) (0.00000) (0.00000) (0.00000)
Congressional Race −0.028 0.046 0.014 0.016

(0.071) (0.082) (0.069) (0.079)
Party −0.0003∗ −0.0002 −0.0003 −0.0003

(0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0002) (0.0002)
Incumbent Winner −0.067 −0.077 −0.103∗ −0.098∗

(0.055) (0.056) (0.053) (0.053)
Open Seat −0.020 −0.033 −0.034 −0.040

(0.058) (0.059) (0.056) (0.056)
Upper Chamber −0.062 −0.058 −0.071∗ −0.070∗

(0.038) (0.037) (0.036) (0.036)
District Extremism 0.213∗∗∗ 0.236∗∗∗ 0.285∗∗∗ 0.270∗∗∗

(0.068) (0.071) (0.067) (0.068)
Difference in Extremism −0.357∗∗∗ −0.353∗∗∗ −0.367∗∗∗ −0.363∗∗∗

(0.038) (0.038) (0.036) (0.036)
Constant 1.115∗∗∗ 1.071∗∗∗ 1.143∗∗∗ 1.083∗∗∗

(0.063) (0.070) (0.061) (0.067)

State FEs? N N Y Y
Year FEs? N Y N Y
Observations 324 324 324 324
Log Likelihood −24.028 −21.190 −11.248 −6.433
Akaike Inf. Crit. 68.056 68.379 44.495 40.867

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
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B: Facsimile of Sam Reed Meeting Notes

In August 2016, the author visited the Washington State Archive in Olympia, WA to study the records and
writings of the architects of the top-two system. The primary architect of the top-two primary system—
and primary defender in front of the Supreme Court—was then-Secretary of State Sam Reed. Given
transparency laws in place in Washington, most or all of Secretary Reed’s e-mails, meeting notes, and
other office contents from his time in office have been preserved at the Archive and are available for public
viewing. Thus, as part of the trip, the author photocopied many of these documents, along with columns,
new stories, and ballots from the nearly decade-long battle over the top-two. These included the clip found
in Figure 1 of the main text.

Below, I display the full photocopy of the document from which Figure 1 was created. It should be
noted that the sentiments captured in the notes were independently reiterated in a later phone interview
with Secretary Reed directly.
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