Erratum

Page 9, the second to last paragraph:

Dower et al. (2018) use religious polarization as an instrument for the frequency of
unrest and argue that religious polarization could only impact collective action through

its impact on representation in local institutions.
It should be:

Dower et al. (2018) use religious polarization as an instrument for the frequency of
unrest and argue that religious polarization could only impact representation in local

institutions through collective action.

We apologize for the error misrepresenting the original paper.

Page 10, footnote 8:

. S N -1, .
They are calculated by Fyoor = Tho76 Voot (T2s18)  T2sns/p-, where p, is the number of
IVs and Vb(,(,t(f'gs 1s) is the estimated variance-covariance matrix based on a nonpara-
metric bootstrap procedure, in which we repeatedly sample the rows of the data matrix

with replacement.

It should be:

- —1
They are calculated by Fyoor = g Voot (Trs)  Trs/p-, where p, is the number of IVs
and %A’boot(fr rs) is the estimated variance-covariance matrix for the first-stage coefficients
Trs based on a nonparametric bootstrap procedure, in which we repeatedly sample the

rows of the data matrix with replacement.
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