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District vs. Party in Congress

Congress Type

District Party
Centered Centered
Committees Autonomous Arms of
Parties
Policies Particularized Policy; Party
Universalism Agenda
Election Incumbency Partisanship
Mechanism
Representation Individual responsibility, Collective responsibility,
district-focused responsiveness ideological conflict, partisan
to median voter tides decide MC fate
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District-Centered Representation

» What does district-centered representation look like with
respect to congruence between constituent & member

ideology?

Madisonian Model of Congressional Representation
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Partisan-Centered Represer

District-Centered Representation
» Who determines “district ideology” under the district-centered

model? What incentive for candidates?

Distribution of Ideological Preference in the Electorate, 2016 ANES Pilot Study
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District-Centered Representation

District-Centered Representation: Miller & Stokes

» Two contrasting models of representation: delegate vs.
trustee model

» Which does Madison's Republic adhere to?

» Under what conditions are constituents able to influence
representation? How is representation conceptualized as?

» Constituents influence MCs on social policies (Burkean model)

» On Civil Rights, MCs using the delegate model (usually
regional salience wins out over partisan salience)

» View of voters: ambivalent and low information on how MCs
provide ideological representation
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District-Centered Representation

Consequence of Being “Out-of-Step”?

“You can only go so far in Texas. ..there's nothing more useless to
the Democrats than a dead liberal.” Rep. Lyndon Johnson (D-TX)

» Another assumption about voters: “individual voters are fairly
ignorant about members’ policy actions”

» However, are members still attentive to constituent opinion?
Particularly which constituents under the district-centered
model?

» What do Canes-Wrone & her authors find?

» Electoral consequence for “out-of-step” members that
privilege party over district preferences

» Extremists less likely to be re-elected & they lose vote-share
(both in marginal & safe seats)

» Evidence for the district-centered model? -

Carlos Algara Introduction to American Politics: Meeting 15



Partisan-Centered Representation

» What does partisan-centered representation look like with
respect to congruence between constituent & member

ideology?

Partisan Model of Congressional Representation
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Liberal
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Partisan-Centered Representation

» Who determines “district ideology” under the district-centered
model? What incentive for candidates?

Distribution of Ideological Preference in the Electorate, 2016 ANES Pilot Study
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Implications of the Partisan-Model

» What's Bafumi & Herron's argument?
» Leap-frog representation: median voter “leap-frogged” &
change in representation happens at the extremes

Leapfrog Representation: Change in Representation among Swing Districts, 2010

. Victorious Republican
Defeated Democratic Candidates

Candidates

3 2 1 4 0 1 1 - 3
|
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| |
D rat: .
emocrats Average Republicans
District
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Implications of the Partisan Model

» What are the implications of the partisan model with respect
to accountability?

» Collective responsibility more paramount in partisan model

» Which set of voters are pivotal in the partisan model?

» Which legislative chamber is relatively “more extreme”

according to Bafumi & Herron? What are the implications for
transaction costs?

» Why would this disconnect between the median voter &
member ideology exist?
> Are MCs more ideologically extreme than their constituents?

What's the implications for this with respect to Madison's
Republic?
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Contrasting Sources of Representation

Representative’s
C Party
v B
District Representative’s
_
Ideology A Ideology

» If A is dominant, which system of representation do you get?
» If B is dominant, which system of representation do you get?

» What if C is dominant, which system of representation do you
get?
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Evidence of Change in Representation

83rd Congress (1952-1954) 114th Congress (2014-2016)
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» Which Congress is more consistent with the “district-model?”
Which is more consistent with the “partisan model?” 13/21
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Evidence for the Partisan Model? Candidate Emergence

House Candidates' Ideological Positions by District Ideology Preferences in the 2016 Elections

Rep. Cand. Ideology = 0.85+0.65 x District Ideology , R? = 0.19
— Fitted Values | | 95% Confidence Intervals s Ne2
2 ORéc,
w5 L1e
—~ ) [IA—
T a2 ,,\mw ,ﬂé
EE w cate 7 mei or
g 4 Tas NEL )
3 s Mz S g § :
. o ors . 2 "“‘WWEW o
NY14 {EH S
AR M S cspe,,
<Q w i G e R e
= 3 vaghidi 395047
[ cas2
i ‘mww 1
= R
2 "N o s e
2 MG 2a8aT 26 o ™ KY1
0 P L2 MOL s e
o 5 o
o CT3NS2 HGAS sapyr 08 Lo AL o
py 26, OHpPAIZ MST
3 s e 5700 ety
8 cate M1 s o MAos S S
g cata PA1 2 o1 ey
H [ car o s
= wia
he} 28 — oo
® oA i AT e, o nhvxz enrors a7
2 et o os oz om
] s O e
s wl lw cot CAMAWW&N Sovast gy M W e o o1 !
o MN4 1 i
2 w > o1
£ MBRto  vags  NM3 cm L@gg RORaNY, ngﬁc{n o
o 3 o * vae
L ort oAz
Lo we N
w8
2 can Dem. Cand. Ideology - ~0.85.+0.38 x District Ideology , R? =008
s
: JERICRERA R LA OO0 A O R
-1 0.5 o 05 1 1.33
Liberal Conservative

District Ideological Preferences

14/21

Carlos Algara Introduction to American Poi




Partisan-Centered Representation

Evidence for the Partisan Model? Winning Candidates

House Winning Candidates' Ideological Positions by District Ideology Preferences in the 2016 Elections

Rep. Cand. Ideology = 0.02.+-0.02x District Ideology , R? = 0.06

— Fitted Values

95% Confidence Intervals
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Evidence for the Partisan Model? Candidate Emergence

House Candidates' Ideological Positions by District Ideology Preferences in the 2016 Elections
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Partisan-Centered Representation

ntial for Leap-Frog Representation: U.S. House

Legislator Ideal Point (Liberal-Conservative)

Legislative Representation in the U.S. House, 2008-2014
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Leap-Frog Representation: U.S. Senate

Legislator Ideal Point (Liberal-Conservative)

Legislative Representation in the U.S. House, 2008-2014
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Hybrid Model of Representation?

Probability of Republican Victory by District Ideology, 2016 House Elections

Probability of Republican Win

02- Swing Districts
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District Ideological Preferences

Is there evidence that district ideology influences representative's
party? Does this fit with any of the models discussed? 19/21
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Contrasting Representation Outcomes Across Models

Contrasting the Madisonian, Partisan & Hybrid Models of Representation
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» How is the model a blend of the Madisonian & partisan
model? Does this fit Bafumi & Shapiro’s thesis? e
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Partisan-Centered Representation

Key Points:

» Madisonian Theory suggests perfect congruence between
district (median voter) preferences & member ideology

> Miller & Stokes find in the 1960's that MCs largely responsive
to district preferences on social policies but not & foreign
policy

» Canes-Wrone find a penalty for voters that are “out-of-step
with district” & consistent with district-centered
representation

» Current partisan polarization leads to “leap-frog”
representation where voters are represented by either a
relatively liberal Democrat or conservative Republican
(insignificant moderates)

» Greater variation within party (not perfect) leads to hybrid
model between district & party models
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