











Table 18.2 Multinomial Logit Models of the 2004 US Election
(Normalized w.r.t Kerry)

Model 95% conOdence interval
n = 692 Coet cients Est Lower Bound  Upper Bound
. B Spatial Coe¢ cient 0.90* 0.75 1.05
Pure Spatial X Bush valence -0.20 039 0.02
LML = 388.3
A Bush valence 0.85 -0.37 2.05
Age 0.00 -0.12 0.11
Sex -0.19 -0.50 0.13
Sociodemog Race: B_Iack _ -1.56* -2.61 -0.48
Race: Hispanic -0.28 -1.37 0.86
White 0.47 -0.45 1.38
Income -0.02* -0.05 0.00
Education -0.10* -0.21 0.00
LML = 474.1
B Spatial Coet cient 1.01* 0.84 1.21
A Bush valence -0.36 -1.73 1.02
Age -0.17* -0.33 -0.04
Sex -0.01 -0.38 0.35
Joint Race:Black -1.80* -3.01 -0.66
Race: Hispanic -0.16 -1.43 1.07
White 0.08 -0.98 1.11
Income -0.01 -0.04 0.03
Education 0.19 0.06 0.32
LML = 387.1

Table 18.3. Log Bayes factors for US model comparisons in 2000

M,y Joint  Spatial Socio-Dem.
Joint na 1* 87***

M; Spatial -1 na 86
Socio-Dem.  -87 -86 na

*** Extremely strong support for M;.

* Support for M;.
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Figure 1: Party positions in the Netherlands in 1977
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Figure 2: Party positions in the Netherlands in 2006
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Figure 3: The British electorate in 1979
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Figure 4: The electoral distribution in Canada in 2004




Decentralization

1.5

.
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Social

Figure 5: The heart in Canada in 2004
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Figure 7: Balance loci in the U.S.
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Figure 8: Optimal Republican position
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Figure 10: Contour plot of the US population

in 2004 with activists
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Figure 11: Positions of activists and non-activists in 2004 with 95% confidence
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Figure 12: Positions of Republican and Democrat Candidates

in 2008
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Figure 13: Democrat candidate spending and popularity, January 2008
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Figure 14: Republican candidate spending and popularity, January 2008





