Errata
On Coppock (2017), Statistics, Politics and Policy 8(1)

This note lists four misstated numbers in “Did Shy Trump Supporters Bias the 2016 Polls?
Evidence from a Nationally-representative List Experiment,” published in Statistics, Politics
and Policy 8(1), doi 10.1515/spp-2016-0005. None of them changes a conclusion of
the paper. Each is recorded because a reader who quoted the sentence would be quoting a
number the paper’s own data do not support. The first two are substantive; the last two
arise from rounding before subtracting, and are noted for completeness.

Every corrected value below is computed from the deposited data at the time this document
is rendered. The code and output supporting each correction are at github.com/active-
maintenance-aec/coppock_2017a.

1. Length of the income scale in Equation 1

A brief justification of this specification: all variables except for 7-point Party
ID and 22-point Income are indicators, so not many modeling choices must be
made.

Corrected:

A brief justification of this specification: all variables except for 7-point Party
ID and 24-point Income are indicators, so not many modeling choices must be
made.

The deposited income variable takes 24 distinct values, 1 through 24, with every value
present, and the deposited script enters it as it stands.

2. Standard error of the difference between the two estimates

The bootstrapped standard error of this difference is 3.4 points, indicating that
is not statistically significantly different from zero.

Corrected:

The bootstrapped standard error of this difference is 3.3 points, indicating that
is not statistically significantly different from zero.


https://doi.org/10.1515/spp-2016-0005
https://github.com/active-maintenance-aec/coppock_2017a
https://github.com/active-maintenance-aec/coppock_2017a

3. Difference between the direct question and the list experiment

Recall that the direct question estimate of Trump support was 32.5%, for a 2.9
percentage points difference.

Corrected:

Recall that the direct question estimate of Trump support was 32.5%, for a 3.0
percentage points difference.

The published figure is the difference of the two rounded shares. The rounded difference is
3.0, which is what Table A1 reports for the same quantity, so the article disagrees with its
own appendix.

4. Share reporting other, would not vote, or undecided

Respondents split 32.5% for Donald Trump and 37.0% for Hillary Clinton, while
30.5% reported that they would vote for other candidates, would not vote, or
were still undecided.

Corrected:

Respondents split 32.5% for Donald Trump and 37.0% for Hillary Clinton, while
30.4% reported that they would vote for other candidates, would not vote, or
were still undecided.

The published figure is 100 minus the two rounded shares. The three remaining response
categories carry 30.4 per cent of the weight.
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