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FIgURE A3
More New York Notification Literature
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FIgURE A4
North Carolina Notification Brochure (Front)
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FIgURE A6
Registration and 2008 Turnout by Quarter of Discharge in New Mexico
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FIgURE A7
Registration and 2008 Turnout by Quarter of Discharge in North Carolina
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Notes

1. The Brennan center data reported to us by Erika Wood, Deputy Director of the Democracy 
Program, in an email dated March, 11, 2011.

2. In addition, Florida and Virginia passed laws mandating that the state provide information to indi-
viduals about how they can restore their voting rights. Bills were also introduced in Alabama and New 
Jersey that included notification requirements as part of a package of reforms that expanded the voting 
rights of the criminally disenfranchised.

3. In fact, Mitt Romney, the eventual Republican nominee, did run television ads criticizing Rick 
Santorum for voting in support of ex-felon voting rights in the U.S. Senate (Dinan 2012).

4. Louisiana is not included in our analysis because criminal justice discharge records are not public 
record.

5. For example, Burch (2011) defines a match as a voter file record that has the same last name, first 
name, and date of birth as a record in the discharge data.

6. Individuals who do not go onto parole upon discharge from prison will also not appear in our data. 
Auxiliary data show between 10 and 20 percent of prison discharges do not go on parole.

7. As a point of comparison, 49, 24, and 26 percent of all active registrants affiliate as Democrats, 
Republicans, and with no party or a minor party, respectively.

8. As a robustness check, we also run the New York matching procedure initially screening on birth 
year for a random sample of 10 percent of the New Mexico discharges between 1/1/2005–9/30/2008; 2.7 
percent of the observations in this sample did not match to an observation in the voter file using our 
original matching procedure, but did match to an observation in the voter file using the more inclusive 
name matching procedure. Further examination revealed that a majority of these matches appeared to be 
a discharge record matching to another person’s voter file record, suggesting that we would not want to 
use this matching procedure even in the absence of computational constraints.

9. As a point of comparison, 51, 32, and 18 percent of all active registrants affiliate as Democrats, 
Republicans, and with no party or a minor party, respectively.

10. Around one-third of dischargees between November 3, 2004, and September 30, 2008, recidivate.
11. one concern about using a 2013 voter file to measure 2008 turnout is that a number of 2008 voting 

records may have been attenuated out of the file. 
12. For example, we do not know whether an individual who was discharged in october 2007, at age 

23 would be 28 or 29 in April 2013.
13. of the observations in this sample, 6.3 percent did not match to an observation in the voter file 

using our original matching procedure, but did match to an observation in the voter file using the more 
inclusive name matching procedure. Like in New Mexico, further analysis suggested that most of these 
matches were likely false matches.

14. The turnout rate is about 2 percentage points larger if we condition on not recidivating as we do in 
New Mexico and New York.

15. Forty-three, 31, and 26 percent of active registrants affiliate as Democrats, Republicans, and with 
no party or a minor party, respectively.

16. This is consistent with the finding of Meredith (2009) that eligibility to vote in previous elections 
increases the probability of being registered and voting in subsequent elections.

17. An alternative approach would be to use a more traditional RDD specification that estimates sepa-
rate polynomials for time since discharge before and after notification (Meredith and Morse 2013). This 
approach attempts to calculate the discontinuous change in political participation on the exact date that 
notification begins. Because we received slightly conflicting information about the exact date that the 
notification mandate began in some states and we cannot be sure that street-level criminal justice officials 
began implementing notification on this date, we decided not to use this approach.

18. All effect sizes reported, holding all other variables at their sample means.
19. Sending information via mail is not without its own downsides, as contact information for this 

population may quickly become out of date. gerber et al. (2013) find that 39 percent of letters were 
returned in a field experiment that targeted ex-felons at their last known address.
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