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EDITORS INTRODUCTION —
IN DEFENSE OF POLITICAL
SCIENCE

Justin Fisher, Edward Fieldhouse, Mark N. Franklin, Rachel Gibson,
Marta Cantijoch and Christopher Wlezien

Elections, voting behavior and public opinion are arguably among the most prominent and
intensively researched sub-fields within political science. That said, each continues to evolve
rapidly in theoretical and methodological terms. Each has also impacted on popular understand-
ing of the core components of liberal democracies in terms of electoral systems and outcomes,
changes in public opinion and the aggregation of interests. This handbook provides an up-to-
date and authoritative “go to” guide for researchers looking to understand key developments in
these important areas. It aims to provide an advanced level overview of each core area and also
to engage in debate about the relative merits of differing approaches.

The handbook is edited by scholars who have served as past editors of the Journal of Elections,
Public Opinion and Parties (JEPOP). As former editors, we were fortunate to be able to choose
from a range of outstanding authors, reviewers and readers, who together provide the wealth of
expertise and insights needed for such a handbook. Between them they provide wide-ranging,
thoughtful, erudite, succinct and, above all, readable treatments of the major topics covered by
JEPOP. Each chapter is written especially for the handbook with the objective of familiarizing
political science scholars with core debates, past and present, in the areas of electoral and public
opinion research. While its coverage is broad and we fully expect readers to approach it selec-
tively, the chapters are designed to link together and reinforce one another to provide a com-
prehensive “360 degree” statement on the state of contemporary research in the field.

As we put the finishing touches to this handbook, democratic politics and political science is
experiencing significant challenges. The largely unexpected outcome of the Brexit referendum
in the United Kingdom and the election of Donald Trump as US President have led some to
challenge the utility of political science research. Yet, as this handbook will show, these criti-
cisms are largely without foundation. Far from being a time when we are morosely looking
inwards, this is an exciting time for political science; a time when rapid advances are being made
across the discipline and especially in these sub-fields. Recent developments in causal analysis
have put an end to a period where authors were spending much time re-inventing the wheel or
(if you like) going around in circles, obtaining results that were treated as “findings,” only to be
disproved by later new results. The adoption of new approaches, especially experimental
methods, has led to a flood of findings that definitively confirm or disprove earlier contentions
that many had found it hard to perceive as advances in knowledge. A recent pessimistic account
of such advances in what we have learned about representation processes can be found in Achen



J. Fisher et al.

and Bartels (2016). We take a very different view than the authors of that book, believing that
what they describe is a world of political science now thankfully moving into our past. A decade
or so ago it could indeed have at least been argued, as they do, that virtually nothing had been
learned since the establishment of a social group basis for politics some sixty years ago. Partly we
feel that their pessimistic view is due to their excessive focus on the United States, where their
claimed lack of progress might seem perhaps more plausible than elsewhere, but mainly we feel
that their view is so damning to the political science profession because they focus on topics that
have been prominent both now and sixty years ago, largely ignoring competing approaches that
have developed in the meantime. This handbook tries to avoid both these limitations, adopting
a comparative view of new as well as classic topics that fall within its remit. The United States
figures in its pages, but what we know about the United States is here illuminated by what we
know about other countries as well as the other way around, quite in contrast to the prevailing
norm. In our view, this makes the handbook both distinctive as well as comprehensive. We
hope that readers agree.

Topics

The handbook is structured into six sections under which are grouped the individual chapters
that address the state of play in each sub-field (though some sub-fields are addressed by more
than one chapter). The book begins with a section on the different theoretical approaches that
have been employed in recent years, starting with an approach based on political theory and
moving on through the sociological, rational choice and institutionalist approaches, each of
these giving rise to somewhat different research questions addressed by somewhat different
methodologies. The strategy here is deliberate. Too often in the past, political scientists have
approached topics such as electoral behavior from only one perspective, perhaps grudgingly
accepting that an alternative theoretical approach is needed to deal with effects that have not yet
been fitted into their preferred worldview. In our view, the modern student of elections and
public opinion needs to adopt a multi-perspective position, especially in light of fundamental
changes over time in the relative importance of different causal mechanisms. Political circum-
stances evolve, and the approaches taken by political scientists need to evolve in step. These
chapters help illuminate what for many are a priori assumptions. Why, for example, might we
consider that electoral systems would have an effect on voter behavior? And why might a per-
son’s social circumstances be in any way relevant to their political opinions? What is the under-
lying theoretical position suggesting that parties are likely to compete for the much vaunted
“center ground”’?

From there the handbook dives straight into the question of why people vote and what
determines how many of them do so, using each of the theoretical approaches already intro-
duced in the first section. From there it moves in much the same fashion into the determinants
of vote choice, with two sets of themes on this topic — the first focusing on long-term factors
such as social cleavages and partisanship and the second focusing on short-term factors such as
government performance, strategic voting and economic voting.

The handbook then moves on to considering the role of context, focusing on the institu-
tional, systemic, social, technological and electoral context. We then look at public opinion: its
nature, the problems involved in understanding its eftects, and its impact. The handbook ends
with a long section on methodological challenges and new developments. Again, the inclusion
of this last section is quite deliberate. As the handbook shows, the discipline has made significant
advances over the last seven decades. And there is no better indication of the intellectual
health of the discipline than the recognition of what our data can and can’t tell us and how new



Editors’ introduction

methodological and technological developments can be harnessed to further enhance our — and
the rest of the world’s — understanding. Political science must not stand still. What our authors
show is that the methods that political scientists have adopted have shaped how people think
about explanations. Political science has indeed not stood still. As this book shows, in response
to criticism, it has significantly diversified the way we collect data, from cross-sectional survey,
to longitudinal surveys; from big data to experimental methods. Far from political science being
in crisis, this book is testament to its rude health in studies of public opinion, voting and elec-
tions more generally.

Scholars are increasingly expected to engage with non-academic audiences and we are con-
fident that political science is well positioned to address this need. This is no more apparent than
during election campaigns, when experts in voting behavior are often required to become on-
hand media pundits. The challenge for political science is that while the media are keen on
providing predictions, scientific findings tend not to be obtained before Election Day but rather
in the months and years which follow (see, however, Chapter 39 by Stephen D. Fisher on elec-
tion forecasting in this handbook). Elections are increasingly difficult to predict. What the chap-
ters in this handbook demonstrate, however, is that research in elections, voting and public
opinion has produced, and continues to produce, a strong base of knowledge which can inform
the public debate in meaningful and important ways.

Focus

The handbook sets out to address the fundamental question of how elections serve as the instru-
ments that enable public opinion to be channeled by parties into decisions as to who will con-
stitute the government and what policies that government will pursue. But we hope the
handbook will do more than that. When reading this book, either as selected chapters or as a
whole, there are some important questions that will give pause for thought. We focus here on
six key areas:

First, macro and micro level explanations do not speak with each other as frequently as they
might, or perhaps, should. Neither the characteristics of individual citizens, nor the macro eco-
nomic, social and political conditions alone can fully explain election outcomes. Yet many
studies — including those described in this volume — have focused either on the social-
psychological determinants of voter behavior, or on the role of (aggregate) national and institu-
tional characteristics on election outcomes, without attempting to bridge the two. We need to
feel much freer to move between levels of analysis and of conceptualization than has been cus-
tomary in past political science research. This handbook perhaps does not constitute much of a
corrective since it summarizes that past research, yet we try to ensure that its authors are trans-
parent about limitations deriving from the approaches that they report. Recently we have seen
an increase in “contextual” approaches to election studies which recognize the interplay between
individual citizens on the one hand and the social, economic and political context on the other
and these also feature in many of the chapters in this volume.

Second, the handbook covers a literature spanning more than fifty years and during that time
some ideas have come and gone whilst others have remained remarkably persistent. To a large
extent, these shifts in the dominant paradigm in the study of elections and voters have reflected
more-or-less secular trends in some of the phenomena under study: for example, the increasing
volatility of voters, the weakening of social cleavages in determining party support, and the
decline of party identification. These fundamental changes in context have meant that the
applicability of different theories and models has also changed. This does not mean some models
are right and that others are wrong, but rather that there is no one-size-fits-all model. Citizens
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are heterogeneous across space and time and our theory and models of electoral behavior should
reflect that.

Third, in some ways, change can be helpful, giving us leverage in determining the import-
ance of the factors that change. But in other ways change creates much potential for confusion
unless scholars are very clear about what period they are thinking of in regard to different
research questions. This complication is made worse by the fact that political realities do not
necessarily evolve at the same rates or in the same directions in different countries. In this hand-
book, we have taken especial care to ensure that different chapters, in which scholars may have
different periods in mind, speak to each other across the potential gulfs involved. We have tried
to do the same regarding divisions between different theoretical approaches (which often are
coterminous with temporal gulfs), as mentioned earlier.

Fourth, public opinion is a powerful influence both on election outcomes and on govern-
ment actions between elections. Parties look to public opinion when deciding what policies will
be attractive to voters and governments look to public opinion for guidance regarding the gen-
erality (and often even the details) of public policy. Yet much doubt surrounds the question of
whether the public is sufficiently sophisticated (in terms of both information and cognitive skills)
to provide the guidance that party and government leaders look for.

Fifth, turnout is a vitally important contributor to election results, since levels of turnout
can skew electoral outcomes — often in very unexpected ways. This was really well illustrated
by one of the great political earthquakes of 2016, the Brexit referendum in the UK, which
delivered a higher turnout than any general election since 1992 because the Leave campaign
managed to mobilize so many citizens who would not normally cast a ballot. It is well estab-
lished that some groups are normally under-represented among voters (see Eric Plutzer’s
chapter, Chapter 6). Turnout has the potential to skew outcomes against clear sections of the
population, particularly if politicians and parties adjust public policies accordingly. Age is a
good example here. Because it takes time for younger voters to acquire habits of party support,
older voters are commonly much more likely to vote and many governments as a partial con-
sequence have struggled to confront future problems in pensions and health care. Such exam-
ples illustrate the potential for differential turnout to skew not only election results, but also
public policy — often in favor of already privileged social groups. Such outcomes inevitably
raise the question of whether voting should be a requirement of citizenship — not so much to
compel citizens to act in a particular way, but to help ensure that election outcomes better
reflect the average citizen’s preferences and that the benefits of public policies are less asym-
metrically distributed.

Finally, the question raised regarding turnout reflects a broader issue, which we hope will
stimulate thought and debate — the extent to which citizens have democratic obligations as well
as democratic rights. For example, if turnout is low, or the quality of campaign debate sub-
standard, the fault is assumed to lie with the parties, candidates or media messengers. From this
perspective, it is the responsibility of parties, politicians and governments to set the parameters
and tone of the debate and to ensure that citizens are adequately informed. But, there is a strong
case that citizens should play less of a passive role, taking responsibility for being better informed
and holding politicians to account, along lines implicit in Wlezien’s chapter (Chapter 32; cf.
Bolstad’s chapter, Chapter 30). This has never been more the case than in the new era of so-
called “post-truth” politics in which apparently false or “fake news” is spread by citizens or
possibly even government agencies via social media. This tendency, as Semetko and Tworzecki’s
chapter reveals (Chapter 24), may in fact point to an important new reverse trend and “fourth
wave” in election campaigning whereby practices honed in the newer democracies are adopted
by voters, parties and candidates in more established polities.
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On the broader question of responsibility for the problems we now witness in contemporary
democracies, it is clear that political scientists differ as to who they regard as the chief “culprits.”
However, one consistent line of argument within scholarship on elections, voting behavior and
public opinion (and one that is certainly present in the chapters comprising this edited volume)
is that to understand election outcomes and their impact on social well-being one must look at
both political supply and public demand. As our authors here and more generally in the field
make clear, a two-way relationship exists between the choices made by citizens and what the
parties offer. That is, the choice sets open to voters are constrained and shaped by the strategic
decisions made by parties and candidates in terms of the amount of policy differentiation. At the
same time, parties are hemmed in by the ideological preferences of their grass-roots and of the
electorate at large, and by pressure to achieve electoral success. Thus, the professionalization of
parties and increased focus on stylistic issues of image management, while no doubt driven by
the understanding that voters do not respond well to divided parties, present a challenge to their
credentials as authentic representatives committed to a core set of principles. As well as being
interdependent, the opportunity structures and choices faced by both political parties and voters
are shaped by systemic factors including electoral rules and systems. Our goal is to ensure this
volume adequately reflects that tension, giving regard to parties, voters and the wider electoral
context. In doing this, we hope that this handbook shows how political science makes a signi-
ficant contribution to our understanding of these tensions, but also how it helps us arrive at
some possible solutions.

Reference

Achen, C. H. and Bartels, L. M. (2016) Democracy for Realists: Why Elections Do Not Produce Responsive
Government, Princeton: Princeton University Press.



Taylor & Francis
Taylor & Francis Group

http://taylorandfrancis.com


http://taylorandfrancis.com

Feferences

1 Democratic theory and electoral behaviaor

farts, K. and Thomassen, J. (2688) “Satisfaction with
Democracy: Do Institutions Matter?” Electoral Studies |
vol., 27, no. 1, March, 5-18.

gmerican Political Science @ssociation (1958) “Toward a
More Responsible Two- Party Suystem: A Report of the
Committee on Political Parties,” @merican Political Science
Rewview, wvol. 39, no. 11, December, 581-582.

Arceneaux, K. (2e@6) “Do Campaigns Help Yoters Learn? A
Cross- National Analysis,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 36, no. 1, January, 159-173.

Benoit, W. L. and Hansen, G. J. (2a86) “Presidential Debate
Watching, Issue Knowledge, Character Ewvaluation, and vote
Choice,”™ Human Communication Research, wol. 38, no. 1,
January, 121-144.

Berelson, B. R. (1952) “Democratic Theory and Fublic
Opinion,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 16, no. 3,
Autumn, 313-336.

Berelson, B. R., Lazarsfeld, P. F. and McPhee, W. N. (1966)
Woting, Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Biezen, I. wan, Mair, P. and Poguntke, T. (2612) “Going,
Going, .. Gone? The Decline of Party Membership in
Contemporary Europe,”™ European Journal of Political
Research, wol. 51, no. 1, January, 24-56.

Bimber, B. (2e63) Information and american Democracy:
Technology in the Evolution of Political Power, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Bratton, M., Mattes, R. and Guimah- Boadi, E. (28&84) Public
Opinion, Democracy, and Market Reform in Africa, New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Brennan, G. and Lomasky, L. (1993) Democracy and Decision:
The Pure Theory of Electoral Preference, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, E., Miller, W. and Stokes, D.
(1966) The American Yoter, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.



Coleman, 5. and Blumler, J. G. (28669) The Internet and
Democratic Citizenship: Theory, Practice and Policu,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Coleman, 5. and Shane, P. M. (eds.) (2612) Connecting
Democracy: Online Consultation and the Flow of Political
Communication, Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press.

Curtin, 0., Mair, P. and Papadopoulos, Y. (281a)
“Positioning Accountability in European Governance: An
Introduction,” West European Politics, wol. 33, no. 5,
AUgUST, 929-945.

Dahl, R. (1971) Polyarchy, MNew Haven: ¥Yale University Press.

Dalton, R. J., Farrell, D. M. and McAllister, I. (2811}
Political Parties and Democratic Linkage: How Parties
Organize Democracy, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Dalton, R. J., Shin, D. C. and Jou, W. (2887)
“Understanding Democracy: Data from Unlikely Places,”
Journal of Democracy, wol. 18, no. 4, Octoher, 142-15A.

Delli Carpini, M. ¥. and Keeter, 5. (1996) What Americans
Know About Politics and Why It Matters, New Hawven: Yale
University Press.

Diamond, L. (1999) CDeveloping Democracy: Toward
Consolidation, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Duch, R. M. and Stevenson, R. T. (28668) The Economic Vote:
How Political and Economic Institutions Condition Election
Results, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

Duverger, M. (1964) Political Parties, London: Methuen.

Elkins, 2. (2e@e) “Gradations of Democracy? Empirical Tests
of alternative Conceptualizations,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 44, no. 2, April, 287-294.

Erikson, R. 5. and Wlezien, C. (2812) The Timeline of
Presidential Elections: How Campaigns Do (and Do Not)
Matter, Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Farrell, H. (2812} “The Conseguences of the Internet for
Politics,” Annual Review of Political Science, wol. 15,
June, 35-52.

Ferrin, M. and Kriesi, H. (2615) “Democracy - the European
verdict,” in Ferrln, M. and Kriesi, H. (eds.) How



Europeans View and Evaluate Democracy, Oxford: Oxford
University Press: 1-26.

Fisher, J., Fieldhouse, E. and Cutts, D. (2614) “Members
Are Mot the Only Fruit: Yolunteer Activity in British
Political Parties at the 2616 General Election,” British
Journal of Politics and International Relations, wvol. 16,
no. 1, January, 75-95.

Fishkin, J. 5. (1995) The Voice of the People: Public
Opinion and Democracy, Mew Haven: Yale University Press.

Franklin, M. M. (2864) VYoter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Franklin, M. M., Soroka, 5. and Wlezien, C. (2@14)
“Elections,” in Bovens, M., Goodin, R. E. and Schillemans,
T. i(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Public Accountability,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 389-4a4.

Gauja, A. (20615) “The Construction of Party Membership,”
European Journal of Political Research, wol. 54, no. 2,
May, 232-248.

Gibson, R. and McAllister, I. (2815a) “New Media, Elections
and the Political Knowledge Gap in Australia,” Journal of
Sociology, wol. 51, no. 2, June, 337-353.

Gibson, R. and McAllister, I. (2815h) “Normalizing or
Equalizing Party Competition? Assessing the Impact of the
Hebh on Election Campaigning,” Political Studies, wol. 63,
no. 3, August, 529-547.

Gronlund, K. {(2087) “Knowing and Not Knowing: The Internet
and Political Information,” Scandinavian Political
Studies, vol. 38, no. 3, September, 397-418.

Hellwig, T. (2811) “Constructing fccountabilitu: Party
Position Taking and Economic Yoting,” Comparative Political
Studies, wol. 45, no. 1, December, 91-118.

Hellwig, T. (2816} “The Supply Side of Electoral Politics:
How Globalization Matters for Public Policy,” in Youwles,
J. and Xezonakis, G. (eds.) Globalization and Domestic
Politics: Parties, Elections, and Public Opinion, 0Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 31-51.

Hellwig, T. and Samuels, D. (2e67) “Yoting in Open
Economies: The Electoral Conseguences of Globalization,”



Comparative Political Studies, wvol. 48, no. 3, March,
283-3586.

Highton, B. (28639) “Revisiting the Relationship Between
Educational attainment and Political Sophistication,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 71, no. 4, Octoher, 1564-1576.

Hobolt, S. B., Spoon, J. and Tilley, J. (2089) “A Vote
Against Europe? Explaining Defection at the 1999 and zoad
European Parliament Elections,” British Journal of
Political Science, wol. 39, no. 1, January, 93-115.

Karvonen, L. (2618) The Personalisation of Politics: A
Study of Parliamentary Democracies, Colchester: ECPR
Press.

kKatz, R. 5. and Mair, P. (1995) “Changing Models of Party
Organization and Party Democracy: The Emergence of the
Cartel Party,” Party Politics , vol. 1, no. 1, January,
5-28.

Kauyser, M. a. (2667) “How Domestic is Domestic Politics?
Globalization and Elections,” @nnual Review of Political
Science, vol. 16, June, 341-362.

kKey, V. 0. (1966) The Responsible Electorate, Cambridge,
Mass: Harvard University Press.

klingemann, H. (1999) The Comparative Study of Electoral
Systems, Oxford: Ox<ford University Press.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Stegmaier, M. (2867) “Economic
Models of “oting,” in Dalton, R. J. and Klingemann, H.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Political Behavior, 0Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 518-537.

Lijphart, A. (1999) Patterns of Democracy: Government
Forms and Performance in Thirty- Six Democracies, Mew
Haven: Yale University Press.

Lindner, R., Aichholzer, G. and Hennen, L. (eds.) (2616)
Electoral Democracy in Europe, Genewa: Springer.

Linz, J. J. and Stepan, A. C. (1996) Problems of Democratic
Transition and Consolidation: Southern Europe, South
America, and Post- Communist Europe, Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press.

Luskin, R. C. (1998) “Explaining Political Sophistication,”
Political Behavior, wol. 12, no. 4, December, 331-361.



Mair, P. (2863) “Political Parties and Democracy: What Sort
of Future?” Central European Political Science Review ,
vol., 4, May, 6-26.

Mair, P. (2885) “Democracy Beyond Parties,” Unpublished
Manuscript, University of California.

Mcallister, I. (26@7) “The Personalization of Politics,” in
Dalton, R. J. and Klingemann, H. (eds.) Oxford Handbook of
Political Behavior, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
571-588.

McClosky, H. (1964) “Consensus and Ideology in American
Politics,” American Political Science Review, wol. 58, no.
2, June, 361-382.

Munck, G. L. and Verkuilen, J. {26@2) “Conceptualizing and
Measuring Democracy: Evaluating Alternative Indices,”
Comparative Political Studies , wvol. 35, no. 1, February,
5-34.

Meumann, 5. (1956) Modern Political Parties, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Norris, P. (2864) Electoral Engineering: Woting Rules and
Political Behavior, Cambridge: Cambridge Universitu Press.

0'Donnell, G. (1998) “Horizontal Accountabilitu in Mew
Democracies,” Journal of Democracy, wol. 9, no. 3, July,
112-126.

Powell, G. B. (2686) Elections as Instruments of Democracy:
Majoritarian and Proportional VYisions, New Hawven: Yale
University Press.

Prior, M. (2867) Post- Broadcast Democracy, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Przeworski, A. (1985) Capitalism and Social Democracy,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Quinn, T. {20616) “Throwing the Rascals Out? Problems of
fccountability in Two- Party Systems,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. 55, no. 1, February, 126-137.

Ringen, 5. (28669) What Democracy is For: On Freedom and
Moral Government, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Schedler, @. (1999) “Conceptualizing Accountability,” in



schedler, A., Diamond, L. and Plattner, M. F. {eds.) The
Self- Restraining State: Power and Accountability in Mew
Democracies, Boulder: Lunne Rienner: 13-28.

Schmitter, P. and Karl, T. L. (1991) “What Democracy Is ..
and Is Not,” Journal of Democracy, wol. 2, no. 3, Summer,
75-88.

schumpeter, J. A. (1976) [1942] Capitalism, Socialism and
Democracy, 5th edition, London: Allen and Unwin.

Schweitzer, E. J. (2808) “Innovation or Normalization in E-
Campaigning? A& Longitudinal Content and Structural

fAnalysis of German Party Hebsites in the 2662 and 285
Mational Elections,” European Journal of Communication,
vol., 23, no. 4, December, 449-47a,

Sen, A. (1999) Development as Freedom, New York: Knopf.

Sperling, V. (2669) Altered States: The Globalization of
Accountability, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Thomassen, J. (1994) “Empirical Research into Political
Representation: Failing Democracy or Failing Models?” in
Jennings, M. K. and Mann, T. E. (eds.) Elections at Home
and Abroad: Essays in Honor of Warren Miller, Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press: 237-264.

Thomassen, J. (2814) “Representation and Accountability,”
in Thomassen, J. (ed.) Elections and Democracy:
Representation and Accountability , Oxford: Oxford
University Press: 1-19.

Hebh, P. (2885) “Political Parties and Democracy: The
Ambiguous Crisis,” Democratization, wol. 12, no. 5,
December, 633-656.



2 The sociological and
social-psychological approaches

Abramowitz, A. I., and Saunders, K. L. {(2866) “Exploring
the Bases of Partisanship in the American Electorate:
Social Identity ws. Ideology,” Political Research
Quarterly, wol. 59, no. 2, June, 175-187.

Achen, C. H., and Bartels, L. M. (2616) Democracy for
Realists: Why Elections Do Mot Produce Responsive
Government, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Berelson, B. R., Lazarsfeld, P. F., and McPhee, H. N.
(1954) voting: A Study of Opinion Formation in a
Presidential Campaign, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. and Stokes, D.
(1966) The American Woter, New York: Hiley.

Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Sustems in
Mass Publics,” in Apter, D. E. (ed.) Ideology and
Discontent, Mew York: The Free Press: 286-261.

Converse, P. E. (1966) “The Concept of a Mormal VYote,” in
Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W., and Stokes, D.
(eds.) Elections and the Political Order , Mew York: HWiley:
9-39.

Green, D., Palmguist, B., and Schickler, E. (20882) Partisan
Hearts and Minds: Political Parties and the Social
Identities of Voters, New Haven: Yale University Press.

Greene, 5. (1999) “Understanding Party Identification: A
Social Identity Approach,” Political Psychology, wol. 26,
no. 2, June, 393-4a83.

Holmberg, S. (26@7) “Partisanship Reconsidered,” in Dalton,
R. J. and Klingemann, H. D. (eds.) The Oxford Handbook of
Political Behavior, MWew York: 0Oxford University Press:
557-57a.

Huddy, L., Mason, L., and @arge, L. (2015) “Expressive
Partisanship: Campaign Involvement, Political Emotion, and
Partisan Identity,” American Political Science Review ,
vol., 189, no. 1, Fehruary, 1-17.

Jennings, M. K. and Niemi, R. G. (1968) “The Transmission
of Political values from Parent to Child,” american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 62, no. 1, March, 169-184.



Lazarsfeld, P., Berelson, B., and Gaudet, H. (1944) The
People’s Choice, Wew York: Duell, Sloane, and FPearce.

Lewis- Beck, M., Jacohy, W. G., Morpoth, H., and Heisbherg,
H. F. (2868) The American Voter Revisited, Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press.

Lippmann, W. (1922) Public Opinion, Mew York: Free Press
Paperbacks.



3 Rational choice theory and woting

Aldrich, J. (1993) “Rational Choice and Turnout,”™ American
Journal of Political Science, vol. 37, no. 1, February,
2d46-273.

Ansolabehere, 5. (2006) “Voters, Candidates, and Parties,”
in Weingast, B. R. and MWittman, 0. A. {(eds.) The 0Oxford
Handbook of Political Economy, Oxford: Oxford University
Press: 29-49.

Ansolabehere, 5. and Snuder, J. M. (2eee) “Valence Politics
and Eguilibrium in Spatial Election Models,” Public
Choice, wol. 183, no. 3, June, 327-336.

Arrow, K. J. (1963) [1951] Social Choice and Individual
Values, 2nd edition, New Haven: Yale Uniwversity Press.

Austen- Smith, 0. and Banks, J. 5. (1999) Positive
Political Theory I, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan
Press.

Barry, B. (1976) Sociologists, Economists and Democracy,
2nd edition, Chicago: Chicago University Press.

Besley, T. and Coate, 5. (1997) “An Economic Model of
Representative Democracy,” Quarterly Journal of Economics,
vol., 112, no. 1, Fehruary, 85-114.

Black, D. (1948) “On the Rationale of Group Decision-
making,” Journal of Political Economy, wol. 56, no. 1,
February, 23-34.

Blais, A. (2Zeea) To Vote or Not to Vote: The Merits and
Limits of Rational Choice Theory, Pittshurgh: University of
Pittsburgh Press.

Brennan, J. (2812) The Ethics of voting, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Brennan, G. and Lomasky, L. (1993) Democracy and Decision:
The Pure Theory of Electoral Preference, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Caplin, B. (Zea7) The Myth of the Rational woter,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Cox, G. W. (1997) Making “otes Count, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.



Dowding, K. (2865) “Is It Rational to Vote? Five Tupes of
Answer and a Suggestion,” British Journal of Politics and
International Relations , wol. 7, no. 3, August, 1-18.

Dowding, K. and van Hees, M. (20@3) “In Praise of
Manipulation,” British Journal of Political Science, wol.
38, no. 1, January, 1-16.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy, Mew York:
Harper and Row.

Fedderson, T. J. {(2084) “Rational Choice Theory and the
Paradox of Mot Yoting,” Journal of Economic Perspectives,
vol., 18, no. 1, Winter, 99-11Z2.

Ferejohn, J. A. and Fiorina, M. P. (1974) “The Paradox of
Mot Yoting: @ Decision Theoretic fnalysis,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 68, no. 2, June, 525-536.

Gelman, A., King, G. and Boscardin, W. J. (1998)
“Estimating the Probability of Events That Have Never
Occurred: When Is Your Vote Decisive?” Journal of the
American Statistical Association, wol. 93, no. 441, March,
1-9.

Gibbard, a. (1973) “Manipulation of Voting Schemes: A
General Result,” Econometrica, vol. 41, no. 4, July,
S87-681.

Grofman, B. (2866) “The Impact of Electoral Laws on
Political Parties,” in Weingast, B. R. and Hittman, D. A.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Political Institutions,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 162-118.

Hinich, M. J. and Munger, M. C. (1994) Ideology and the
Theory of Political Choice, ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press.

Hotelling, H. (1929) “Stability in Competition,” The
Economic Journal, wol. 39, no. 153, March, 41-57.

Kitschelt, H. (1989) “The Internal Politics of Parties: The
Special Law of Curvilinear Disparity Revisited,” Political
Studies, wvol. 37, no. 3, September, 466-421.

Leduard, J. 0. {1984) “The Pure Theory of Large Tuwo-
Candidate Elections,” Public Choice, vol. 44, no. 1,

January, 7-41.

May, J. D. (1973) “Opinion Structure of Political Parties:



The Special Law of Curvilinear Disparity,” Political
Studies, wvol. 21, no. 2, June, 135-151.

Mckelveu, R. D. (1976) “Intransitivities in Multi-
dimensional VYoting Models and Some Implications for Agenda
Control,” Journal of Economic Theory, wol. 12, no. 3, June,
472-482.

McLean, I. (2861) Rational Choice and British Politics: An
fnalysis of Rhetoric and Manipulation from Peel to Blair,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Mueller, D. C. (2863) Public Choice III, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Morris, P. (1995) “Mau’s Law of Curvilinear Disparity
Revisited: Leaders, 0Officers, Members and Voters in
British Political Parties,” Party Politics, wol. 1, no. 1,
January, 29-47.

0lson, M. (1965) The Logic of Collective Action: Public
Goods and the Theory of Groups, Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press.

0lson, M. (1971) The Logic of Collective Action: Public
Goods and the Theory of Groups, 2nd edition, Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Owen, G. and Grofman, B. (1984) “To Vote or Hot to Yote:
The Paradox of WMot Voting,” Public Choice, wvol. 42, no. 3,
January, 311-325.

Palfrey, T. R. (1984) “Spatial Eguilibrium with Entry,”
Review of Economic Studies, wol. 51, no. 1, January,
139-156.

Palfrey, T. R. and Rosenthal, H. {1983) “A Strategic
Calculus of Voting,” Public Choice, wol. 41, no. 1,

January, 7-53.

Persson, T. and Tabellini, G. (2686) Political Economics:
Explaining Economic Policy, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Poole, K. T. (2665) Spatial Models of Parliamentary Voting,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Poole, K. T. and Rosenthal, H. (28667) Ideology and
Congress, MNew Brunswick: Transaction Publishers.

Popper, K. R. (1957) The Powverty of Historicism , London:



Routledge and Kegan Paul.

Riker, W. H. (1982) Liberalism against Populism: A
Confrontation between the Theory of Democracy and the
Theory of Social Choice , San Francisco: W. H. Freeman &
Co.

Riker, W. H. (1986} The Art of Political Manipulation, MNew
Haven: Yale University Press.

Riker, W. H. and Ordeshook, P. C. {1968) “A Theory of the
Calculus of voting,” american Political Science Review,
vol., 62, no. 1, March, 25-43.

Satterthwaite, M. (1975) “Strategy Proofness and Arrow’s
Conditions: Existence and Correspondence Theorems for
Yoting Procedures and Social Welfare Functions,” Journal of
Economic Theory, wol. 18, no. 2, April, 187-217.

Schofield, M. (1978) “Instability of Simple Dynamic Games,”
Review of Economic Studies, wol. 45, no. 3, October,
575-594.

Schuessler, A. A. (2668) A Logic of Expressive Choice,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Stokes, D. (1963) “Spatial Models of Partu Competition,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 57, no. 2, June,
368-377.

Tullock, G. (1967) Toward a Mathematics of Politics, Ann
Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

HWeeden, J. and kKurzban, R. (2614) The Hidden Agenda of the
Political Mind: How Self- Interest Shapes Our Opinions and
Hhy We Hon't Admit It, Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Hittman, D. A. (1983) “Candidate Motivations: A Sunthesis
of alternative Theories,” émerican Political Science
Review, wol. 77, no. 1, March, 368-377.

HWittman, D. A. (26085) “Valence Characteristics, Costly
Policy and the Median- Crossing Property: A Diagrammatic
Exposition,” Public Choice, wol. 124, no. 4, September,
365-382.



4 Institutions and voting hehavior

Angstrom, E. J. (2613) Partisan Gerrymandering and the
Construction of American Democracy, Ann Arbor: University
of Michigan Press.

Barr, R. R. (2069) “Populists, Outsiders and Anti-
Establishment Politics,” Party Politics, wol. 15, no. 1,
January, 23-48.

Bizen, I. wvan, Mair, P. and Poguntke, T. (2612) “Going,
Going .. Gone? The Decline of Party Membership in
Contemporary Europe,” European Journal of Political
Research, wol. 51, no. 1, January, 24-56.

Blais, A. (2Zeea) To Vote or Not to Vote: The Merits and
Limits of Rational Choice Theory, Pittshurgh: University of
Pittsburgh Press.

Blais, A., Singh, S. and Dumitrescu, D. (2014) “Political
Institutions, Perceptions of Representation, and the
Turnout Decision,” in Thomassen, J. {ed.) Elections and
Democracy: Representation and Accountability, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 99-112.

Bowler, S. (2e@e) “Electoral Sustems,” in Rhodes, R. A. M.,
Binder, S. A. and Rockman, B. A. {(eds.) The 0Oxford
Handbook of Political Institutions, Oxford: Oxford
University Press: 577-594.

Brandsma, G. J. and Schillemans, T. (2813) “The
Accountability Cube: Measuring Accountability,” Journal of
Public Administration Research and Theory, wol. 23, no. 4,
October, 953-975.

Brockington, D. (2e84) “The Paradox of Proportional
Representation: The Effects of Party Systems and

Coalitions in Individuals’ Electoral Participation,”
Political Studies, wol. 52, no. 3, October, 469-49&,

Christensen, T. and Laegreid, P. (2811) Ashgate Research
Companion to Mew Public Management, Burlington: Ashgate.

Collins, C. A. (1985) “Clientelism and Careerism in Irish
Local Government: The Persecution of Civil Servants
Revisited,” The Economics and Social Review, wol. 16, no.
4, July, 273-286.

Day, P. and Klein, R. (1987) Accountabilities: Five Public
services, London: Tavistock.



Denver, D. (2615) “The Results: How Britain “oted,”
Parliamentary Affairs, wol. 68, no. 4, Octoher, 5-24.

Dunleavy, P., Margetts, H., 0'Duffy, B. and Weir, 5. {1998}
“Remodelling the 1997 General Election: How Britain Would
Have Voted Under @lternative Electoral Systems,” British
Elections and Parties Rewiew, wol. 8, no. 1, 268-231.

Duverger, M. (1951) Les Partis Politigques, Paris: Armand
Colin.

Elgie, R. (2881) Divided Government in Comparative
Perspective, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Falleti, T. G. {(26@85) “A Seguential Theory of
Decentralization: Latin American Cases in Comparative
Perspectives,” @merican Political Science Rewiew, wol. 99,
no. 3, August, 327-346.

Fenna, A. and Hueglin, T. (2816) Comparative Federalism: A
Systematic Inguiry, Morth York: University of Toronto
Press.

Fiorina, M. (1977) Congress: Keystone of the HWashington
Establishment, New Haven: Yale University Press.

Franklin, M. N. (2801) “The Dynamics of Electoral
Participation,” in LeDuc, L., WNiemi, R. and Worris, P.
(eds.) Comparing Democracies 2: Elections and VYoting in
Comparative Perspective, Thousand Oaks: Sage: 148-168.

Gerghina, S. and Mosciou, S. (2613) “The Failure of
Cohabitation: Explaining the 2867 and 2612 Institutional
Crises in Romania,” East European Politics and Societies,
vol., 23, no. 4, November, B68-684.

Giddens, A. (1979) Central Problems in Social Theaory:
Action, Structure and Contradiction in Social Analusis,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Gilley, B. (28G9) The Right to Rule: How States Win and
Lose Legitimacy, Mew York: Columbia Universitu Press.

Green, D. P. and Gerher, A. 5. (28615) Get Out the VYote: How
to Increase VYoter Turnout, Washington, DC: The Brookings
Institution.

Jackman, R. W. {1987) “Political institutions and Voter
Turnout in the Industrial Democracies,” émerican Political



Science Review, wol. 81, no. 2, June, 485-423.

Katz, R. 5. and Mair, P. (2869) “The Cartel Party Thesis: A
Restatement,” Perspectives on Politics, wol. 7, no. 4,
December, 753-766.

Keane, J. (2869) Life and Death of Democracy, Mew York: H.
HW. Morton.

Khalil, E. 5. (1995) “Organizations Versus Institutions,”
Journal of Theoretical and Institutional Economics, wol.
151, no. 3, September, 445-466.

Kiewiet, D. R. {2613) “The Ecology of Tactical Woting in
Britain,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, vol. 23, no. 1, January, 86-116.

Kitschelt, H. P. {1986) “Political Opportunity Structures
and Political Protest: Anti- Nuclear HMovements in Four
Democracies,” British Journal of Political Science, wol.
16, no. 1, January, 57-85.

Ladner, @. and H. Milner (1999) “Do Voters Turn Out More
Under Proportional than Majoritarian Systems? The Evidence
from Swiss Communal Elections,”™ Electoral Studies, wol. 18,
no 2, June, 235-258.

Lijphart, A. (2612) Patterns of Democracy: Government
Forms and Performance in Thirty- Six Countries, New Haven:
Yale University Press.

Majone, G. (2082) “Delegation of Regulatory Powers in a
Mixed Polity,” European Law Journal, vol. 8, no. 3,
September, 319-339.

March, J. G. and Olsen, J. P. (1989) Rediscovering
Institutions: The Organizational Basis of Politics, New
York: Free Press.

Matthews, D. R. (1966) U.S5. Senators and Their World,
Chapel Hill: University of Morth Carolina Press.

Mayhew, D. R. (1991) Divided We Govern: Party Control,
Lawmaking and Investigations 1946-1996, New Hawven: Yale
University Press.

McAdam, 0., McCarthy, J. D. and Zald, M. %. (1998)
Comparative Perspectives on Social Movements: Political
Opportunities, Mobilizing Structures and Cultural Framings,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.



Morth, D. C. (1998) Institutions, Institutional Change and
Economic Performance, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Morth, D. C. {1993) “Institutions and Credible Commitment,”
Journal of Institutional and Theoretical Economics, wol.
149, no. 1, March, 11-23.

Morton, P. (2613) “Parliament: A New Assertiveness?” in
Jowell, J. L., Oliver, D. and 0'Cinneide, C. (eds.) The
Changing Constitution, 0Oxford: Oxford University Press:
171-193.

Ostrom, E. (1998) Governing the Commons: The Evolution of
Institutions of Collective Action, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Peters, B. G. (2616) Institutional Theory in Political
Science: The Mew Institutionalism, London: Bloomsbury.

Piattoni, 5. (2661) Clientelism, Interests and Democratic
Representation: The European Experience in Comparative
Perspective, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Poguntke, T. and Hebh, P. (2867) Presidentialization of
Politics: A Comparative Study of Modern Democracies,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Rallings, C., Thrasher, M. and Borisyuk, G. (Z28a3)
“Seasonal Factors, Voter Fatigue and the Costs of Voting,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 22, no. 1, March, 65-79.

Rose, R. (1976) The Problem of Party Government, Londaon:
Macmillan.

Sartori, G. (197@) “Concept Misformation in Comparative
Politics,” American Political Science Review, vol. 64, no.
4, 1633-16853.

Savoie, D. J. (2688) Court Government and the Collapse of
Accountability in Canada and the United Kingdom, Toronto:
University of Toronto Press.

Selb, P. (2809) “A Deeper Look at the Proportionality-
Turnout Wexus,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 42,
no. 4, April, 527-558.

Smith, G. (2889) Democratic Innovations: Designing
Institutions for Citizen Participation, Cambridge:



Cambridge University Press.

Taagapera, R. and Shugart, M. 5. (1999) Seats and Votes:
The Effects and Determinants of Electoral Sustems, Mew
Haven: Yale University Press.

Thornton, P. H. and Ocasio, W. {26@3) “Institutional
Logics,” in Greenwood, R., Oliver, C., Suddaby, R. and
Sahlin- Andersen, K. (eds.) Sage Handhook of Organizational
Institutionalism, London: Sage: 99-129.

Tsai, J- H. (2868) “Sub- tupes of Semi- Presidentialism and
Political Gridlock,” French Politics, wol. 6, no. 1,
April, 63-84.

Verhoest, K. (2618) Autonomy and Control of State Agencies,
Basingstoke: Macmillan.

HWeaver, R. K. and Rockman, B. A. (1993) Do Institutions
Matter?: Government Capabilities in the United States and
fbroad, HWashington, DC: The Brookings Institution.



5 The big picture: turnout at the
macro-level

Ansell, B. and Samuels, D. (2614) Inequality and
Democratization: An Elite- Competition Approach, New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Avery, J. (2015) “Does Who Votes Matter? Income Bias in
Voter Turnout and Economic Inequality in the American
States from 1986 to 2818,” Political Behavior, wol. 37, no.
4, December, 955-976.

Bartels, L. (2868) Unegual Democracy: The Political Economy
of the New Gilded Age, Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Beck, M. (2801) “Time- Series-Cross- Section Data: HWhat
Have We Learned in the Past Few Years?” f@nnual Review of
Political Science, wol. 4, June, 272-293.

Beck, M. and Katz, J. N. {1995) “What to Do (and Mot to Do)
with Time- Series Cross- Section Data,” émerican Political
Science Review, wol. 89, no. 3, September, 634-647.

Bernhagen, P. and Marsh, M. (2667) “The Partisan Effects of
Low Turnout: Analyzing VWote Abstention as a Missing Data
Problem,” Electoral Studies, wol. 26, no. 3, September,
548-564.

Blais, A. and Aarts, K. (20086) “Electoral Systems and
Turnout,” Acta Politica, wvol. 41, no. 2, July, 186-196.

Blais, A. and Carty, R. K. {1998) “Does Proportional
Representation Foster Yoter Turnout,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. 18, no. 2, March, 167-181.

Blais, A. and Dobrzunska, &. (1998) “Turnout in Electoral
Democracies,” European Journal of Political Research, wvol.
33, no. 2, March, 239-261.

Blais, A. and Lago, I. (28069) “A General Measure of
District Competitiveness,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no.
1, March, 94-166,

Blais, A. and Rubenson, D. (2613) “The Source of Turnout
Decline: Mew ¥alues or New Contexts?” Comparative
Political Studies, wol. 46, no. 1, January, 95-117.

Boix, C. (2683) Democracy and Redistribution, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.



Brennan, J. (20863) “Polluting the Polls: When Citizens
Should Mot vote,” Australasian Journal of Philosophy, wvol.
87, no. 4, December, 535-549.

Burnham, W. D. {1987) “The Turnout Problem,” in Reichley,
A. J. (ed.) Elections American Style, HWashington, DC:
Brookings Institution: 97-133.

Caplan, B. (2866) The Myth of The Rational Voter: Hhy
Democracies Choose Bad Policies, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Carey, J. and Horuichi, v. (2614) “Compulsory Yoting and
Income Ineguality,” Paper presented at 2614 Annual Meeting
of the American Political Science Association, HWashington,
DC, August 28-31.

Converse, P. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Systems in Mass
Publics,” in apter, D. E. {(ed.) Ideology and Discontent,
New York: Free Press of Glencoe: 286-261.

Cox, G. W., Fiva, J. H., and Smith, D. M. (2615) “The
Contraction Effect: How Proportional Representation Affects
Mobilization and Turnout,” Horking Paper, September 8.

Dahl, R. (1973) Polyarchy: Participation and Opposition,
Mew Haven: Yale University Press.

Delli Carpini, M. ¥. and Keeter, 5. (1996) What Americans
Know About Politics and Why It Matters, New Hawven: Yale
University Press.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy , Mew
York: Harper and Row.

Eijk, C. wan der and Franklin, M. N. (1996) Choosing
Europe? The European Electorate and Mational Politics in
the Face of Union, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Endershy, J. W. and Krieckhaus, J. T. (2683) “Turnout
Around the Globe: The Influence of Electoral Institutions
on Mational Voter Participation, 1972-2¢0@,” Electoral
Studies, wol. 27, no. 4, December, 661-618.

Endersby, J. W., Galatas, 5. E., and Rackaway, C. B. (Za6Z2)
“Closeness Counts in Canada: Woter Participation in the
1993 and 1997 Federal Elections,” Journal of Politics, wol.
64, no. 2, May, 61é-631.



Fornos, C. A., Power, T. J., and Garand, J. C. (2884)
“Explaining Voter Turnout in Latin émerica, 1986-2e6a,”
Comparative Political Studies, wol. 37, no. 8, October,
969-94a.

Fowler, @. (2813) “Electoral and Policy Conseguences of
Voter Turnout: Evidence from Compulsory Yoting in
Australia,” Quarterly Journal of Political Science, wol. 8,
no. 2, April, 159-182.

Franklin, M. M. (2864) VYoter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Franklin, M. N. and Evans, D. (2@6a) “The Low Yoter Turnout
Problem,” in Zimmerman, J. F. and Rule, W. (eds.) The US
House of Representatives: Reform or Rebuild? Westport:
Praeger: 97-113.

Franklin, M. N. and Hobolt, S. B. (2811) “The Legacy of
Lethargy: How Elections to the European Parliament Depress
Turnout,” Electoral Studies, wol. 38, no. 1, March, 67-76.

Franklin, M. N., Lyons, P., and Marsh, M. (2664) “The
Generational Basis of Turnout Decline in Established
Democracies,” Acta Politica, wol. 39, no. 2, July, 115-151.

Geys, B. (2806) “Explaining voter Turnout: @& Review of
figgregate- Level Research,” Electoral Studies, wol. 25,
no. 4, December, 637-663.

Giger, M., Rosset, J., and Bernauer, J. (2612) “The Poor
Political Representation of the Poor in a Comparative
Perspective,” Representation, wol. 48, no. 1, April, 47-61.

Griffin, J. D. and Newman, B. (2813) “VYoting Power, Policu
Representation, and Disparities in Voting’'s Rewards,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 75, no. 1, December, 52-64.

Grofman, B. M. and Selb, P. (2689) “A Fully General Index
of Political Competition,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no.
2, June, 291-296.

Grofman, B. M., Owen, G., and Collet, C. (1999) “Rethinking
the Partisan Effects of Higher Turnout: So Hhat's the
Question?” Public Choice, wvol. 99, no. 3, June, 357-376.

Heath, A., McLean, I., Taylor, B., and Curtice, J. (1999)
“Between First and Second Order: & Comparison of Yoting
Behavior in European and Local Elections in Britain,”



European Journal of Political Research, wol. 35, no. 3,
May, 389-414.

Heath, 0. (2007) “Explaining Turnout Decline in Britain
1964-2665: Party Identification and the Political
Context,” Political Behavior, vol. 29, no. 4, December,
493-516.

Horuichi, ¥. (2664) Institutions, Incentives, and Electoral
Participation in Japan, Abingdon: Routledge.

International IDEA (2615) Voter Turnout Database, [0Online],
available: www. idea. int/data- toolss/datas woter- turnout
[accessed: December 1, 2615].

Jackman, R. W. {1987) “Political Institutions and Voter
Turnout in the Industrial Democracies,” émerican Political
Science Review, wol. 81, no. 2, June, 485-423.

Kasara, K. and Suryanarauyan, P. (2815) “When Do the Rich
Wote Less Than the Poor and Why? Explaining Turnout
Inequality across the World,” american Journal of Political
Science, vol. 59, no. 3, July, 613-627.

Katz, R. (1997) Democracy and Elections, New York: Oxford
University Press.

Kayser, M. and Lindstadt, R. {(2615) “A Cross- Mational
Measure of Electoral Competitiveness,” Political énalysis,
vol., 23, no. 2, Spring, 242-253.

Kenworthy, L. and Pontusson, J. (2885) “Rising Ineguality
and the Politics of Redistribution in Affluent Countries,”
Perspectives on Politics, wol. 3, no. 3, September,
449-471.

kKey, V. 0. (1949) Southern Politics in State and Nation,
kKnoxwille: University of Tennessee Press.

Kostadinova, T. (2803) “Yoter Turnout Dunamics in Post-
Communist Europe,” European Journal of Political Research,
vol., 42, no. 6, Octoher, 741-759.

Kuklinski, J. H., Quirk, P. J., Jerit, J., Schwieder, D.,
and Rich, R. F. (2808) “Misinformation and the Currency of
Democratic Citizenship,” Journal of Politics, wvol. 62, no.
3, August, 796-816.

Lefevere, J. and Yan fAelst, P. (2614) “First- Order,
Second- Order or Third- Rate? & Comparison of Turnout in



European, Local and Wational Elections in the Metherlands,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 35, September, 159-174.

Leighley, J. E. and Magler, J. (2613) Hho Yotes MNow?
Demographics, Issues, Ineguality, and Turnout in the
United States, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Lijphart, &. (1997) “Unegual Participation: Democracy’s
Unresolved Dilemma,” @merican Political Science Review ,
vol., 91, no. 1, March, 1-14.

Lupia, A. (1994) “Shortcuts Versus Encuclopedias:
Information and Yoting in California Insurance Reform
Elections,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 88, no.
1, March, 63-76.

Mahler, V. a. (2802) “Explaining the Subnational Dimensions
of Income Ineguality: An Analusis of the Relationship
Between Inequality and Turnout in the Developed Countries,”
International Studies Quarterly, wol. 46, no. 1, March,
117-142.

Mahler, V. @. (2808) “Electoral Turnout and Income
Redistribution by the State: A Cross- National Analusis of
the Developed Democracies,” European Journal of Political
Research, wol. 47, no. 2, March, 161-183.

Morlan, R. L. (1984) “Municipal vs. National Election Voter
Turnout: Europe and the United States,” Political Science
Quarterly, wol. 99, no. 3, Autumn, 457-476.

PErez-Linan, A. (2801) “Neo- Institutional Accounts of
Yoter Turnout: Moving Beyond Industrial Democracies,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no. 2, June, 281-297.

Popkin, 5. L. (1991) The Reasoning Voter: Communication and
Persuasion in Presidential Campaigns, Chicago: University
of Chicago Press.

Powell, G. B. (198&) “Yoting Turnout in Thirty Democracies:
Partisan, Legal, and Socio- Economic Influences,” in Rose,
R. (ed.) Electoral Participation: A& Comparative Analusis ,
Beverly Hills: Sage: 5-34.

Powell, G. B. (1986) “American Yoter Turnout in Comparative
Perspective,” American Political Science Review, wol. 8@,
no. 1, March, 17-43.

Reif, K. H. and Schmitt, H. (198&) “Nine Second- Order
MNational Elections - A Conceptual Framework for the



finalysis of European Election Results,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. &, no. 1, March, 3-44.

Rosema, M. (2067) “Low Turnout: Threat to Democracy or
Blessing in Disguise? Consequences of Citizens® Varying
Tendencies to Yote,” Electoral Studies, wol. 26, no. 3,
September, 612-623.

Schmitt, H., Sanz, A., and Braun, D. {(2868) “The Micro-
Foundations of Second- Order Election Theory: Theoretical
Reconstructions and Empirical Tests Based Upon the European
Election Study 2é64,” Paper presented at the Citizen
Politics Workshop, University of Manchester, December 9-11,
20688,

Selb, P. (2809) “A Deeper Look at the Proportionality-
Turnout Wexus,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 42,
no. 4, April, 527-558.

Solt, F. (2808) “Economic Ineguality and Democratic
Political Engagement,” @merican Journal of Political
Science, wvol. 52, no. 1, January, 48-66.

Solt, F. (2810) “Does Economic Ineguality Depress Electoral
Participation? Testing the Schattschneider Hypothesis,”
Political Behawior, wol. 32, no. 2, June, 285-3al.

Stockemer, D. and Scruggs, L. (2612) “Income Ineguality,
Development and Electoral Turnout - MNew Evidence on a
Burgeoning Debate,” Electoral Studies, wol. 31, no. 4,
December, 764-773.

Surowiecki, J. (2884) The Wisdom of Crowds: Why the Many
Are Smarter Than the Few, London: Abacus.

Taber, C. S. and Lodge, M. (2086) “Motivated Skepticism in
the Evaluation of Political Beliefs,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 58, no. 3, July, 755-769.

Tavits, M. (2089) “Direct Presidential Elections and
Turnout in Parliamentary Contests,” Political Research
Quarterly, wol. 62, no. 1, March, 42-54.

verba, 5., Schlozman, K. L., and Brady, H. (1995) Voice and
Equality: Civic Yoluntarism in American Politics,
Cambridge: Harwvard University Press.

Vowles, J. (2816) “Electoral Sustem Change, Generations,
Competitiveness and Turnout in New Zealand, 1963-2865,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 48, no. 4,



October, 875-895.

vowles, J., Katz, G., and Stevens, D. (2615) “Electoral
Competitiveness and Turnout in British Elections,
1964-2616,” Political Science Research and Methods,
avallable online: https://doi.orgs16. 1617/ psrm.2815.67.

HWilson, S. E. and Butler, D. M. (2867) “A Lot More to Do:
The Sensitivity of Time- Series Cross- Section Analuzes to
Simple Alternative Specifications,” Political analysis,
vol., 15, no. 2, Spring, 181-123.

Wooldridge, J. M. (2662) Econometric Analysis of Cross-
Section and Panel Data, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.



6 Demographics and the social bases of
yoter turnout

fasland, A. and Flgtten, T. (2e81) “Ethnicity and Social
Exclusion in Estonia and Latvia,” Europe- f@sia Studies,
vol., 53, no. 7, November, 1823-1649,

fchen, C. H. {(2086) “Expressive Bauyesian Voters, Their
Turnout Decisions, and Double Probit: Empirical
Implications of a Theoretical Model,” Unpublished
Manuscript, Princeton University.

Andersen, K. (1975) “Working Women and Political
Participation, 1952-1972,” American Journal of Political
Science, wvol. 19, no. 3, August, 439-453.

Atkeson, L. R. and Rapoport, R. B. (20663) “The More Things
Change the More They Stay the Same: Examining Gender

Differences in Political Attitude Expression, 1952-2@06,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 67, no. 4, Winter, 4395-521.

Bartels, L. M. (2869) Unequal Democracy: The Political
Economy of the Wew Gilded Age, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Bellah, E. R. M., Tipton, 5. M., Sullivan, W. M., Madsen,
R. and Swidler, A. (2667) Habits of the Heart:
Individualism and Commitment in American Life, Berkeley:
University of California Press.

Bentley, T. and Dakley, K. (1999) The Real Deal: HWhat Young
People Really Think About Government, Politics and Social
Exclusion, London: Demos.

Berinsku, &. J. and Lenz, G. S. (2811) “Education and
Political Participation: Exploring the Causal Link,”
Political Behavior, wol. 33, no. 3, September, 357-373.

Bevelander, P. and Pendakur, R. (2811) “Yoting and Social
Inclusion in Sweden,” International Migration, 49, no. 4,
August, B7-92.

Bhatti, ¥. and Hansen, K. M. {(2012a) “Leaving the Nest and
the Social Act of vVoting: Turnout Among First- Time
voters,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties,
vol., 22, no. 4, November, 388-466.

Bhatti, ¥. and Hansen, K. M. {2612b) “Retiring from Woting:
Turnout Among Senior Voters,” Journal of Elections, Public
Opinion and Parties, wol. 22, no. 4, November, 479-58@.



Blackwell, M., Honaker, J. and King, G. (2615) “A4 Unified
Approach to Measurement Error and Missing Data Overview
and f@pplications,” Sociological Methods and Research,
available online: http:/s/gking.
harvard.edus/filesseking/files/measured. pdf.

Bobo, L. and Gilliam, F. D. (199@) “Race, Sociopolitical
Participation, and Black Empowerment,” #merican Political
Science Review, wol. 84, no. 2, June, 377-393.

Brody, R. &. (1978) “The Puzzle of Political Participation
in America,” in Beer, 5. H. {ed.), The Mew american
Political System, Washington, DC: American Enterprise
Institute: 287-324.

Brug, W. van der (2616) “Structural and Ideological Voting
in Age Cohorts,” West European Politics, wol. 33, no. 3,
May, S586-6@7.

Burden, B. C. (2869) “The Dynamic Effects of Education on
Yoter Turnout,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no. 4,
December, 546-549,

Burnham, W. D. {1987) “The Turnout Problem,” in Reichleu
(ed.) Elections American Style, MWashington, DC: Brookings
Institution: 97-133.

Burns, M., Schlozman, K. L. and verba, 5. (2ea1) The
Private Roots of Public Action, Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, E., Miller, W. and Stokes, D.
(1966) The American %“oter, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Centers, R. (1949) The Psychology of Social Classes,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Dawson, M. C. (1994} Behind the HMule: Race and Class in
African American Politics, Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Dee, T. S. (2084) “Are There Civic Returns to Education?”
Journal of Public Economics, wol. 88, no. 9, August,
1697-1726.

Denver, D. (2083) “Another Reason to Support Marriage?
Turnout and the Decline of Marriage in Britain,” British
Journal of Politics and International Relations, wvol. 1@,



no. 4, November, 666-688.

Duncan, 0. D. (1961) “A Socioeconomic Index for all
Occupations,” in Reiss, A. J. (ed.) Occupations and Social
Status, MNew York: Free Press: 169-139.

Foner, A. (1979) “fAscribed and Achieved Bases of
Stratification,” @nnual Review of Sociology, wol. 5,
August, 219-242.

Franklin, M. N. (2802) “The Dynamics of Electoral
Participation,” in Ludec, L., WNiemi, R. and Worris, P.
(eds.) Comparing Democracies 2: Elections and VYoting in
Global Perspective, Thousand Oaks: Sage: 148-168.

Franklin, M. M. (2864) VYoter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Gallego, A. (281a) “Understanding Unegual Turnout:
Education and VYoting in Comparative Perspective,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 29, no. 2, June, 239-248.

Gay, C., Hochschild, J. L. and White, &. (2614) “gmericans’
Belief in Linked Fate: @& HWide Reach but Limited Impact,”
Unpublished Manuscript, Harvard University.

Guterbock, T. M. and London, B. (1983) “Race, Political
Orientation, and Participation: An Empirical Test of Four
Competing Theories,” American Sociological Review, wol. 48,
no. 4, August, 439-453.

Harris, F. C. (1994) “Something Within: Religion as a
Mobilizer of African- émerican Political Activism,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 56, no. 1, February, 42-68.

Heath, A. F., Fisher, 5. D., Rosenblatt, G., Sanders, D.
and Sobolewska, M. (2613) The Political Integration of
Ethnic Minorities in Britain, Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Highton, B. (28639) “Revisiting the Relationship Between
Educational attainment and Political Sophistication,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 71, no. 4, Octoher, 1564-1576.

Highton, B. and Holfinger, R. E. {(206@81) “The First Sewven
vears of the Political Life Cycle,” American Journal of

Political Science, wol. 45, no. 1, January, 2682-289.

Holbein, J {2017) “Childhood Skill Development and Adult



Political Participation.” émerican Political Science
Review, 1-12. doi:16.1617/50883855417666119

Huckfeldt, R. R. and Sprague, J. (1995) Citizens, Politics
and Social Communication: Information and Influence in an
Election Campaign, Cambridee: Cambridee University Press.

Huddy, L. {(2081) “From Social to Political Identity: A
Critical Examination of Social Identity Theory,” Political
Psychology, wol. 22, no. 1, March, 127-156.

Inglehart, R. (1998) Culture Shift in Advanced Industrial
Society, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Jones- Correa, M. A. and Leal, D. L. {2¢61) “Political
Participation: Does Religion Matter?” Political Research
Quarterly, wol. 54, no. 4, December, 751-776.

Junn, J. and Masuoka, N. (2608) “Asian american Identity:
Shared Racial Status and Political Context,” Perspectives
on Politics, wol. 6, no. 4, December, 729-74@.

Karpowitz, C. F., Mendelberg, T. and Shaker, L. (2812)
“Gender Inequality in Deliberative Participation,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 186, no. 3, August, 533-547.

kKey, V. 0. (1961) Public Opinion and American Democracy,
New York: Knopf.

Kim, D. {2615) “The Effect of Party Mobilization, Group
Identity, and Racial Context on Asian Americans’ Turnout,”
Politics, Groups, and Identities, wol. 3, no. 4, November,
592-614.

Lazarsfeld, P. F., Berelson, B. and Gaudet, H. (1944) The
People’s Choice: How the Yoter Makes Up His Mind in a
Presidential Campaign, MNew York: Duell, Sloan and Pearce.

Leighley, J. E. and Magler, J. (2613) Hho Yotes MNow?
Demographics, Issues, Ineguality, and Turnout in the
United States, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Li, ¥., Pickles, A. and Savage, M. (2865) “Social Capital
and Social Trust in Britain,” European Sociological
Review, wol. 21, no. 2, April, 189-123.

Lipset, 5. M. (196@8) Political Man: The Social Bases of
Politics, Garden City: Doubleday.

Logan, J. R., Darrah, J. and 0Oh, S. {(2612) “The Impact of



Race and Ethnicity, Immigration and Political Context on
Participation in American Electoral Politics,” Social
Forces, wol. 98, no. 3, March, 993-1622.

Madison, J. (1787) “The Federalist No. 16,” The New York
Packet, Movember 22, awvailable online: wuww.

Mann, M. (1973) Consciousness and Action Among the HWestern
HWorking Class, London: Macmillan.

Manza, J., Hout, M. and Brooks, C. (1995) “Class Yoting in
Capitalist Democracies Since World War II: Dealignment,
Realignment, or Trendless Fluctuation?” @nnual Review of
Sociology, wol. 21, August, 137-16Z2.

Martikainen, P., Martikainen, T. and HWass, H. (2885) “The
Effect of Socioceconomic Factors on Yoter Turnout in
Finland: A Register-Based Study of 2.9 Million voters,”
European Journal of Political Research, wol. 44, no. 5,
AUgUst, 645-669.

Melo, D. F. and Stockemer, D. (2814) “Age and Political
Participation in Germany, France and the UK: A Comparative
Ainalysis,” Comparative European Politics, wol. 12, no. 1,
January, 33-53.

Milbrath, L. W. (1965) Political Participation: How and Why
Do People Get Involved in Politics?, Chicago: Rand
McHNally.

Miller, W. E. and Shanks, J. M. (1996) The New American
Voter, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Milligan, K., Moretti, E. and Oreopoulos, P. (2684) “Does
Education Improve Citizenship? Evidence from the United
States and the United Kingdom,” Journal of Public
Economics, wol. 88, no. 9, August, 1667-1695.

Mutz, D. C. and Mondak, J. J. (2666) “The Workplace as a
Context for Cross-Cutting Political Discourse,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 68, no. 1, February, 146-155.

Mie, M. H., Junn, J. and Stehlik- Barry, K. (1996)
Education and Democratic Citizenship in America, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

0jeda, C. (2615) “Depression and Political Participation,”
Social Science Quarterly, wol. 96, no. 5, November,
1226-1243.



Ojeda, C. (2617) “The Measurement of Income in the Study of
Political Behavior.” Working paper, Knoxwille: University
of Tennessee.

Pacheco, J. 5. and Plutzer, E. {26&7) “Stay in School,
Don’t Become a Parent: Teen Life Transitions and
Cumulative Disadvantages for Yoter Turnout,” American
Politics Research, wol. 35, no. 1, January, 32-56.

Pacheco, J. 5. and Plutzer, E. (2683) “Political
Participation and Cumulative Disadvantage: The Impact of
Economic and Social Hardship on Young Citizens,” Journal of
Social Issues, wol. 64, no. 3, September, 571-593.

Paxton, P., Kunovich, 5. and Hughes, M. M. (20867) “Gender
in Politics,” Annual Review of Sociology, wol. 33, August,
263-284.

Persson, M. (2613) “Is the Effect of Education on Voter
Turnout Absolute or Relative? A Multi- Lewvel Analusis of
37 Countries,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, wvol. 23, no. 2, March, 111-133.

Pettit, B. and Sukes, B. L. (2615) “Civil Rights
Legislation and Legalized Exclusion: Mass Incarceration
and the Masking of Ineguality,” Sociological Forum, wol.
38, no. 51, June, 589-611.

Philpot, 7. S., Shaw, D. R. and McGowen, E. B. (2883)
“Winning the Race: Black Woter Turnout in the 2663
Presidential Election,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 73,
no. 5, 995-1822.

Plutzer, E. (2862) “Becoming a Habitual voter: Inertia,
Resources, and Growth in Young Adulthood,”™ American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 96, no. 1, March, 41-56.

Plutzer, E. and Wiefek, N. {(20@6) “Family Transitions,
Economic Status, and Voter Turnout Among African-american
Inner-City Women,” Social Science Quarterly, wol. 87, no.
3, September, G658-673.

Potgieter, E. (2613) Predictors of Political Participation
in Mew Democracies: A Comparative Study, MA Thesis,
Stellenbosch University.

Putnam, R. D. and Camphell, D. E. (2612) American Grace:
How Religion Divides and Unites Us, New York: Simon and
Schuster.



Rodriguez, J. M. (2612} The Effects of Mortality and Health
Inequalities Over Disparities in Political Behawior,
Doctoral Dissertation, University of California.

Rosenstone, 5. J. and Hansen, J. M. (2083) Mobilization,
Participation, and Democracy in America, New York:
Longmarn.

Sanchez, G. R. (2686) “The Role of Group Consciousness in
Political Participation Among Latinos in the United
States,” American Politics Research, vol. 34, no. 4, July,
427-45a.

Sandell, J. and Plutzer, E. (2685) “Families, Divorce and
Yoter Turnout in the US,” Political Behavior, wol. 27, no.
2, June, 133-162.

Segura, G. and Bowler, 5. (2812) The Future is Ours:
Minority Politics, Political Behavior, and the Multiracial
Era of American Politics , Thousand Daks: Sage.

Stoker, L. and Jennings, M. K. (1995) “Life- Cycle
Transitions and Political Participation: The Case of
Marriage,” American Political Science Review, wol. 89, no.
2, June, 421-433.

Stokes, A. K. (2803) “Latino Group Consciousness and
Political Participation,” émerican Politics Research, wvol.
31, no. 4, July, 361-378.

Stokes- Brown, A. K. (2006) “Racial Identity and Latino
Yote Choice,” @merican Politics Research, wvol. 34, no. 5,
September, 627-652.

Tenn, S. (2807) “The Effect of Education on voter Turnout,”
Political Analysis, wol. 15, no. 4, Autumn, 446-464.

verba, 5., Burns, M. and Schlozman, K. L. {1997) “Knowing
and Caring About Politics: Gender and Political
Engagement,” Journal of Politics, wvol. 59, no. 4, November,
1651-1a72.

verba, 5., Schlozman, K. L. and Brady, H. E. (1995) Voice
and Eguality: Civic Voluntarism in American Politics,
vWolume 4, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Walsh, K. C., Jennings, M. K. and Stoker, L. (2084) “The
Effects of Social Class Identification on Participatory
Orientations Towards Government,” British Journal of
Political Science, wol. 34, no. 3, July, 469-495.



Hashington, E. {(2686) “How Black Candidates affect voter
Turnout,” The Quarterly Journal of Economics, vol. 121,
no. 3, August, 973-998.

HWaylen, G. (2613) The 0xford Handbook of Gender and
Politics, Oxford: Ox<ford University Press.

Heber, M. (1978) [1922] “The Distribution of Power HWithin
the Political Community: Class, Status, Party,” in Roth,
G. and Wittich, C. {eds.) Economy and Society: An Outline
of Interpretive Sociology, Berkeley: University of
California Press: 926-946.

Holfinger, M. H. and Wolfinger, R. E. (2683) “Family
Structure and Yoter Turnout,” Social Forces, wvol. 86, no.
4, June, 1513-1528.



7 Turnout and the calculus of woting:
recent advances and prospects for
integration with theories of campaigns
and elections

Aldrich, J. H. (1993) “Rational Choice and Turnout,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 37, no. 1,
February, 246-278.

Brennan, G. and Hamlin, A. (1998) “Expressive Yoting and
Electoral Equilibrium,” Public choice, wol. 95, no. 1,
April, 149-175.

Brody, R. A. and Page, B. I. (1973) “Indifference,
flienation and Rational Decisions,” Public Choice, wol.
15, no. 1, June, 1-7.

Butler, D. and Stokes, D. (1969) Political Change in
Britain: Forces Shaping Electoral Choice, MNew York: 5t.
Martins.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., and Stokes,
D. E. (1968) The American “oter, Mew York: John Hiley.

Cox, G. W. (1997) Making “otes Count: Strategic
Coordination in The World’s Electoral Systems, Wolume 7,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Davis, 0. A., Hinich, WM. J., and Ordeshook. P. C. (197@)
“An Expository Development of a Mathematical Model of the
Electoral Process,” american Political Science Review, wol.
g4, no. 2, June, 426-443.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy , Mew
York: Harper and Row.

Duverger, M. (1959 Political Parties: Their Organization
and Activity in the Modern State, London: Methuen.

Ferejohn, J. and Fiorina, M. P. (1974) “The Paradox of Mot
Yoting: A Decision Theoretic analysis,” émerican Political
science Review, wol. 68, no. 2, June, 525-536.

Ferejohn, J. and Fiorina, M. P. (1975) “Closeness Counts
0Only in Horseshoes and Dancing,” American Political
Science Review, wol. 69, no. 3, September, 926-925.

Fiorina, M. P. (1976) “The Yoting Decision: Instrumental
and Expressive fspects,” Journal of Politics, wol. 38, no.
2, May, 398-413.



Haidt, J. (2001) “The Emotional Dog and Its Rational Tail:
A Social Intuitionist Approach to Moral Judgment,”
Psychological Reviews, wol. 188, no. 4, October, 814-834.

Harsanyi, J. C. (1977) Rational Behavior and Bargaining
Equilibrium in Games and Social Situations, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Hinich, M. J. and Ordeshook, P. C. (1969) “ghstentions and
Equilibrium in the Electoral Process,” Public Choice, wol.
7, no. 1, September, 81-186.

Jenke, L. (20617) “The Unigue Utility Function of Morally
Convicted Voters,” February 16, 2617. Avalilable online at
SSRN: https://s/ssrn.comsabstract=2919636 or
http://d%.doi.org/16.2139/55rN.2919636.

Kselman, D. and Niou, E. (2818) “Strategic Voting in
Plurality Elections,” Political analysis, wol. 18, no. 2,
Autumn, 227-244.

Leduard, J. 0. {1984) “The Pure Theory of Large Tuwo-
Candidate Elections,” Public Choice, vol. 44, no. 1,
January, 7-41.

McKelvey, R. D. (1972) Some Extensions and Modifications of
Spatial Models of Party Competition, Doctoral
dissertation, University of Rochester.

Mckelveu, R. D. (1975) “Policy Related Voting and Electoral
Equilibrium,” Econometrica, wol. 43, no. 6, September,
815-843.

Mckelvey, R. D. and Ordeshook, P. C. {1972) “A General
Theory of the Calculus of Yoting,” in Herndon, J. F. and
Bernd, J. L. (eds.) Mathematical Applications in Political
Science, Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press:
32-78.

Miou, E. (2881) “Strategic Voting Under Plurality and
Runoff Rules,” Journal of Theoretical Politics, wol. 13,
no. 1, April, 269-227.

Poole, K. T. (2665) Spatial Models of Parliamentary Voting,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Riker, W. H. and Ordeshook, P. C. {1968) “A Theory of the
Calculus of voting,” american Political Science Review,
vol., 62, no. 1, March, 25-42.



Ruyan, T. J. (2814) “Reconsidering Moral Issues in
Politics,” Journal of Politics, wol. 76, no. 2, February,
388-397.

Ryan, T. J. (2817) “No Compromise: Political Consegquences
of Moralized Attitudes,” @merican Journal of Political
Science , wol. 61, no. 2, April, 469 -423.

Schuessler, A. A. (2666a) A Logic of Expressive Choice,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Schuessler, A. A. (2800h) “Expressive Voting,” Rationalituy
and Society, wol. 12, no. 1, February, 87-119.

Singh, 5. (2814) “Linear and Quadratic Utility Loss
Functions in Yoting Behavior Research,” Journal of
Theoretical Politics, wol. 26, no. 1, January, 35-58.

Skitka, L. J. and Bauman, C. W. (2808) “Moral Conviction
and Political Engagement,” Political Psychology, wol. 29,
no. 1, February, 29-54.

Skitka, L. J., Bauman, C. W., and Sargis, E. G. (28a5)
“Moral Conviction: Another Contributor to Attitude
Strength or Something HMore?,” Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, wol. 86, no. 6, June, 895-917.

Tavits, M. (2067) “Principle vs. Pragmatism: Policy Shifts
and Political Competition,” émerican Journal of Political
Science, wol. 51, no. 1, January, 151-165.

Tetlock, P. E., Orie, ¥., Kristel, 5., Elson, B., Green, M.
C., and Lerner, J. 5. (26@8) “The Psychology of the
Unthinkable: Taboo Trade- 0Offs, Forbidden Base Rates, and
Heretical Counterfactuals,” Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, wol. 78, no. 5, May, 853-874.

Toner, K., Leary, M., fAsher, M., and Jongman- Sereno, K.
(2813) “Feeling Superior Is a Bipartisan Issue: Extremity
(Not Direction) of Political Views Predicts Perceived
Belief Superiority,” Psychological Science, wol. 24, no.
12, December, 2454-2462.



8 Voting and the expanding repertoire of
participation

fbramson, P. R. (2815) “vYalue Change Over a Third of a
Century. The Evidence for Generational Replacement,” in
Dalton, R. J. and HWelzel, C. (eds.) The Civic Culture
Transformed: From Allegiant to Assertive Citizens,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: 19-34.

Barnes, 5. H., Kaase, M., Allerbeck, K. R., Farah, B. G.,
Heunks, F., Inglehart, R., Jennings, M. K., Klingemann, H-
D., Marsh, A., and Rosenmayr, L. (1979) Political Action:
Mass Participation in Five Hestern Democracies , Beverly
Hills: Sage.

Bauman, 2. (1998) Glohalization: The Human Consequences,
Cambridge: Polity Press.

Bean, C. (1991) “Participation and Political Protest: A
Causal Model with Australian Evidence,” Political
Behavior, wol. 13, no. 3, September, 253-283.

Bennett, W. L. and Segerberg, A. (2613) The Logic of
Connective Action. Digital Media and the Personalization
of Contentious Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Berelson, B. R., Lazarsfeld, P. F., and McPhee, H. N.
(1954) voting: A Study of Opinion Formation in a
Presidential Campaign, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Berger, B. (2811) Attention Deficit Democracy: The Paradox
of Civic Engagement, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Bolzendahl, C. and Coffé, H. (2613) “Are ‘Good’ Citizens
‘Good’ Participants? Testing Citizenship Worms and
Political Participation across 25 Mations,” Political
Studies, vol. 61, no. 51, April, 45-65.

Borg, S. (1995) “Electoral Participation,” in wvan Deth, J.
W. and Scarbrough, E. (eds.) The Impact of Values, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 441-466,

Brunton- Smith, I. and Barrett, M. (2615) “Political and
Civic Participation. Findings from the Modelling of
Existing Survey Data Sets,” in Barrett, M. and Zani, B.
(eds.) Political and Civic Engagement: Multidisciplinary
Perspectives, New York: Routledge: 195-212.



Cain, B. E., Dalton, R. JT., and Scarrow, 5. E. (eds.)
(2663) Democracy Transformed? Expanding Political
Opportunities in Advanced Industrial Democracies, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., and Stokes,
0. E. (1968 The American ¥“oter, Mew York: John H. Hiley &
sons.

Clsar”, 0. and Vrablikova, K. (2815) “At the Parliament or
in the Streets? Issue Composition of Contentious Politics
in the visegrad Countries,” Paper presented at the 2615
meeting of the American Political Science Association, San
Francisco, September 2-6.

Dalton, R. J. (2612) The Apartisan American: Dealignment
and Changing Electoral Politics, Thousand Oaks: CO Press.

Dalton, R. J. and Kichler, M. (eds.) (199@) Challenging the
Political Order: Mew Social and Political Movements in
Hestern Democracies, Cambridge: Polity Press.

Davis, D. HW., Dowley, K. M., and Silver, B. D. (1999)
“Postmaterialism in World Societies: Is it Really a value
Dimension?,” American Journal of Political Science, wol.
43, no. 3, July, 935-962.

Feher, M. (ed.) (2867) Nongovernmental Politics, Mew York:
Zone Books.

Garcla-Albacete, G. M. (2814) Young People’s Political
Participation in Western Europe: Continuity or Generational
Change?, Houndmills: Palgrave.

Gundelach, P. (1995) “Grass- roots Activity,” in van Deth,
J. W. and Scarbrough, E. {(eds.) The Impact of Values,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 412-44a,

Gundelach, P. and Siune, K. (eds.) (1992) From Voters to
Participants, Aarhus: Politica.

Hutter, S. (2012) “Congruence, Counterweight, or Different
Logics? Comparing Electoral and Protest Politics,” in
kKriesi, H., Grande, E., Dolezal, M., Helbling, M.,
Hoglinger, D., Hutter, 5., and Hiest, B. (eds.) Political
Conflict in HWestern Europe, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press: 182-263.

Hutter, 5. (2614) Protesting Culture and Economics in
HWestern Europe: Wew Cleawvages in Left and Right Politics,



Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Inglehart, R. (1971) “The Silent Revolution in Europe:
Intergenerational Change in Post- Industrial Societies,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 65, no. 4,
December, 991-1617.

Inglehart, R. (1977) The Silent Rewvolution: Changing Values
and Political Styles Among Western Publics, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Inglehart, R. (1981) “Postmaterialism in an Environment of
Insecurity,” émerican Political Science Review, wol. 75,
no. 4, December, 886-966.

Inglehart, R. (1998) Culture Shift in Advanced Industrial
Society, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Inglehart, R. and Catterberg, G. (2862) “Trends in
Political Action: The Developmental Trend and the Post
Honeymoon Decline,” International Journal of Comparative
Sociology, wol. 43, no. 3, October, 366-316.

Inglehart, R. and Welzel, C. (2685) Modernization, Cultural
Change, and Democracy: The Human Development Sequence,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Jakobsen, T. G. and Listhaug, 0. (2615) “Social Change and
the Politics of Protest,” in Dalton, R. J. and Helzel, C.
(eds.) The Ciwvic Culture Transformed: From Allegiant to
Assertive Citizens, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press:
213-239.

Lazarsfeld, P. M., Berelson, B., and Gaudet, H. (1948) The
People’s Choice: How the Yoter Makes Up His Mind in a
Presidential Campaign, MNew York: Columbia University Press.

Mair, P. (2613) Ruling The woid: The Hollowing Of Hestern
Democracy, London: Verso.

Marsh, A. (1977) Protest and Political Consciousness ,
Beverly Hills: Sage.

Mcadam, D. and Tarrow, S. (261@) “Ballots and Barricades:
On the Reciprocal Relationship Between Elections and
Social Movements,” Perspectives on Politics, wol. &, no. 2,
June, 529-542.

Micheletti, M. (2863) Political Virtue and Shopping.
Individuals, Consumerism and Collective Action, New York:



Palgrave Macmillan.

Milbrath, L. W. (1965) Political Participation: How and Why
Do People Get Involved in Politics?, Chicago: Rand
McHNally.

Milbrath, L. W. and Goel, M. L. (1977) Political
Participation: How and Why Do People Get Inwvolwved in
Politics?, Chicago: Rand McNally.

MNorris, P. (2e62) Democratic Phoenix: Reinwenting Political
Activism, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Oser, J. (2816) “Assessing How Participators Combine Acts
in Their ‘Political Tool Kits’: A Person- Centered
Measurement @pproach for @naluyzing Citizen Participation,”
Social Indicators Research, available online:
http://link.springer.comsarticles 16, 1667/511265-816-1364-5.

Parry, G., Moyser, G., and Day, M. (1992) Political
Participation and Democracy in Britain, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Peters, Y. (2016) “Zero- Sum Democracy? The Effects of
Direct Democracy on Representative Participation,”
Political Studies, wol. 64, no. 3, October, 593-613.

Putnam, R. D. (1993) Making Democracy Hork. Civic
Traditions in Modern Italy, Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Scarbrough, E. (1995) “Materialist- Postmaterialist value
Orientations,” in wan Deth, J. W. and Scarbrough, E. {eds.)
The Impact of Values: Beliefs in Gowvernment, WYolume 4,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 123-159.

Shirky, C. (28668) Here Comes Everybody: The Power of
Organizing without Organizations, Mew York: Penguin.

Sloam, J. {(2667) “Rebooting Democracy: Youth Participation
in Politics in the UK,” Parliamentary @ffairs, vol. 68,
no. 4, October, 548-567.

Stolle, D. and Micheletti, M. (2613) Political Consumerism:
Global Responsibility in Action, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Tarrow, 5. G. (1998) Power in Movement. Social Movements
and Contentious Politics, 2nd Edition, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.



Teorell, J., Torcal, M., and Montero, J. R. (Z28a7)
“Political Participation: Mapping the Terrain,” in wan
Deth, J. W., Montero, J. R., and Westholm, A. (eds.)
Citizenship and Involwvement in European Democracies: A
Comparative Analysis, London: Routledge: 334-357.

Theocharis, ¥. and van Deth, J. W. (2616} “The Continuous
Expansion of Citizen Participation: & New Taxonomy,”
European Political Science Review, available online:
https://doi.orgs18.1617/517557739 16606236,

van der Meer, T. W. G., wan Deth, J. W., and Scheepers, P.
L. H. {2e@3) “The Politicized Participant: Ideology and
Political Action in 28 Democracies,” Comparative Political
Studies, wvol. 42, no. 11, November, 1426-1457.

van Deth, J. W. (2801) “Studuing Political Participation:
Towards a Theory of Everything?,” Paper presented to the
2681 Joint Sessions of MWorkshops of the European Consortium
for Political Research, Grenoble, April 6-11.

van Deth, J. W. (281@) “Is Creative Participation Good for
Democracy?,” in Micheletti, M. and McFarland, a. 5. (eds.)
Creative Participation. Responsibility- Taking in the
Political World, Boulder: Paradigm: 146-178.

van Deth, J. W. (2814) “A Conceptual Map of Political
Participation,” Acta Politica, wvol. 49, no. 3, July,
349-367.

Verba, 5. and Nie, M. (1972) Participation in America:
Political Democracy and Social Eqguality, New York: Harper
and Rouw.

Verba, 5., Nie, N. H., and Kim, J- 0. (1978) Participation
and Political Equality: A Seven- MWation Comparison, Mew
York and London: University of Chicago Press.

Verba, 5., Schlozman, K. L., and Brady, H. E. (1995) Voice
and Eguality: Civic Voluntarism in American Politics,
Cambridge, MA: Harwvard University Press.

vrablikova, K. (2613) “How Context Matters? Mobilization,
Political Opportunity Structures, and Nonelectoral
Political Participation in 0ld and Wew Democracies,”
Comparative Political Studies, vol. 47, no. 2, February,
2e3-229.

vrablikova, K. (2616) What Kind of Democracy?



Participation, Inclusiveness and Contestation, London:
Rout ledge.

vrablikova, K. and Clsar”, 0. (2615) “Individual Political
Participation and Macro Contextual Determinants,™ in
Barrett, M. and Zani, B. (eds.) Political and Civic
Engagement. Multidisciplinary Perspectives, London and MNew
York: Routledge: 33-53.

Yrablikova, K. and van Deth, J. W. {2617) “Conducive
Contexts: The Impact of Collective and Individual Social
Capital on Democratic Citizenship,” Acta Politica, wol. 51,
no. 1, January, 23-42.

Walker, E. T., Martin, A. HW., and McCarthy, J. D. (Z28a8)
“Confronting the State, the Corporation, and the Academy:
The Influence of Institutional Targets on Social Movement
Repertoires,” @american Journal of Sociology, wol. 114, no.
1, July, 35-76.

Heldon, S., and Dalton, R. J. (2813) “Democratic Structures
and Democratic Participation: The Limits of Consensualism
Theory,” in Thomassen, J. J. A. {(ed.) Elections and
Democracy: Representation and Accountability, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 113-131.

HWelzel, C. (2613) Freedom Rising. Human Empowerment and the
Quest for Emancipation, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Helzel, C., and Deutsch, F. (2812) “Emancipative values and
Mon- Violent Protest: The Importance of ‘Ecological’
Effects,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 42,
no. 2, April, 465-479.



9 The acquisition of woting hahits

fichen, C. H. (1992) “Social Psychology, Demographic
Variahles, and Linear Regression: Breaking the Iron
Triangle in Yoting Research,” Political Behawvior, wol., 14,
no. 3, September, 195-211.

Aldrich, J., Montgomery, J. and Wood, W. (2611) “Turnout as
a Habit,” Political Behavior, wol. 33, no. 4, December,
535-563.

Bartels, L. M. and Jackman, 5. (2014) “A Generational Model
of Political Learning,” Electoral Studies, wol. 33, March
7-18.

Bechtel, M. M., Hangartner, D. and Schmid, L. {2816) “Does
Compulsory Voting Increase Support for Leftist Policy?,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 68, no. 3,
July, 752-767.

Bedolla, L. G. and Michelson, M. R. (2612) HMobilizing
Inclusion: Transforming the Electorate through Get- Outthe-
Yote Campaigns, MNew Haven: Yale University Press.

Bhatti, ¥. and Hansen, K. M. (26812) “Leaving the Nest and
the Social Act of voting: Turnout Among First- Time
voters,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Elections, wol. 22, no. 4, November, 386-486.

Bhatti, ¥., Hansen, K. M. and Wass, H. {2812) “The
Relationship Between Age and Turnout: A Roller Coaster
Ride,” Electoral Studies, wvol. 31, no. 3, September,
588-593.

Blais, A. (2ee6) “What affects voter Turnout?,” Annual
Review of Political Science, wvol. 9, June, 111-125.

Cebula, R. J., Durden, G. C. and Gaynor, P. E. (2088) “The
Impact of The Repeat- voting-Habit Persistence Phenomenon
on the Probability of voting in Presidential Elections,”
Southern Economic Journal, wol. 75, no. 2, October,
429-448a.

Clarke, H., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. and Whiteley, P.
(ze64) Political Choice in Britain, 0Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Coppock, A. and Green, D. P. (2015) “Is Yoting Habit
Forming? Mew Evidence from Experiments and Regression
Discontinuities,” émerican Journal of Political Science,



vol., 68, no. 4, Octoher, 1844-16672.

Cutts, D., Fieldhouse, E. and John, P. {2869) “Is Voting
Habit Forming? The Longitudinal Impact of a GOTY Campaign
in the UK,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, wvol. 19, no. 3, August, 251-263.

De Kadt, D. (2817) “Yoting Then, Yoting Now: The Long Term
Conseguences of Participation in South africa’s First
Democratic Election,” Journal of Politics, wol. 79, no. 2,
April, 676-697.

Denny, K. and Doule, 0. (26@89) “Does Voting History Matter?
finalyzing Persistence in Turnout,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 53, no. 1, January, 17-35.

Dinas, E. (20612) “The Formation of voting Hahits,” Journal
of Elections, Public 0Opinion and Politics, wol. 22, no. 4,
November, 431-456.

Dinas, E. (20613) “Opening ‘Openness to Change’: Political
Events and the Increased Sensitivity of vYoung Adults,”
Political Research Quarterly, wol. 66, no. 4, December,
868-882.

Dinas, E. (2614a) “Does Choice Bring Loualty? Electoral
Participation and the Dewvelopment of Party
Identification,” american Journal of Political Science,
vol., 58, no. 2, April, 449-485.

Dinas, E. (2614b) “Why Does the aApple Fall Far from the
Tree? How Early Political Socialization Prompts Parent-
Child Partisan Dissimilarity,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 44, no. 4, October, 827-852.

Dinas, E. (2614c) “The Long Shadow of Parental Political
Socialization on the Dewvelopment of Political
Orientations,” The Forum, wol. 12, no. 3, October, 397-416.

Dinas, E. and Riera, P. {forthcoming). “Do European
Parliament Elections Impact Mational Party System
Fragmentation?,” Comparative Political Studies.

Erikson, R. 5. and Stoker, L. (2811) “Caught in the Draft:
The Effects of Wietnam Draft Lottery Status on Political
Attitudes,” @american Folitical Science Review, wol. 165,
no. 2, HMay, 221-237.

Firebaugh, G. and Chen, K. {1995) “voter Turnout of
Nineteenth Amendment Women: The Enduring Effect of



Disenfranchisement,” @merican Journal of Sociology, vol.
168, no. 4, January, 972-996.

Fowler, J. H. (2866) “Habitual “oting and Behavior
Turnout,” Journal of Politics, wol. 65, no. 2, May,
335-344.

Franklin, M. M. (2864) VYoter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Franklin, M. N. (2865) “You Want to Vote Where Everubody
Knows Your Mame: Anongmity, Expressive Engagement, and
Turnout Among Young Adults,” Paper presented to the 2665
Annual Meeting of the American Political Science
Association, Washington DC, August 31-September 3.

Gerber, A. 5. and Green, D. P. {1998) “Rational Learning
and Partisan Attitudes,” american Journal of Political
Science, vol. 42, no. 3, July, 794-818.

Gerber, A. 5. and Green, D. P. {26&2) “The Downstream
Benefits of Experimentation,” Political énalysis, wvol. 18,
no. 4, Autumn, 394-462.

Gerber, f. 5. and Rogers, T. (26089) “Descriptive Social
Morms and Motivation to Yote: Everybody’s Yoting and So
Should You,” Journal of Politics, wol. 71, no. 1, January,
178-191.

Gerber, A. 5., Green, D. P. and Larimer, C. W. (2888)
“Social Pressure and Voter Turnout: Evidence from a Large-
scale Field Experiment,” American Political Science Rewview,
wol., 182, no. 1, Fehruary, 33-48.

Gerber, f. 5., Green, D. P. and Larimer, C. H. (2818) “an
Experiment Testing the Relative Effectiveness of
Encouraging Voter Participation by Inducing Feelings of
Pride or Shame,” Political Behavior, wol. 32, no. 3,
September, 469-422.

Gerber, f. 5., Green, D. P. and Shachar, R. {2863) “Voting
May Be Habit- Forming: Ewvidence from a Randomized Field
Experiment,” American Journal of Political Science, wol.
47, no. 3, July, 546-558.

Ghitza, ¥. and Gelman, A. (2815) “The Great Society,
Reagan’s Revolution, and Generations of Presidential
Yoting,” Unpublished Manuscript, Columbia University.



Glenn, M. D. and Grimes, M. (1968} “Aging, Voting, and
Political Interest,” @merican Sociological Review, wol.
33, no. 4, August, 563-575.

Green, D. P. and Shachar, R. {(20@6) “Habit Formation and
Political Behavior: Evidence of Consuetude in Yoter
Turnout,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 36,
no. 4, October, 561-573.

Grynaviski, J. (2686) “A Bayesian Learning Model with
Applications to Party Identification,” Journal of
Theoretical Politics, wol. 18, no. 3, July, 323-346.

Guardian (2@14) “Labour Plans to Lower Voting Age to 16,7
January 23, 2814, available online: www.
theguardian.coms/politics/2814/ jans/23/ 1abour- voting-age-
16-mayoral- elections.

Highton, B., and Wolfinger, R. E. {2081) “The First Sewven
vears of the Political Life Cycle,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 45, no. 1, January, 2682-289.

Hill, 5. J. and Kousser, T. (2615) “Turning 0Out Unlikely
Yoters? 6 Field Experiment in the Top- Two Primary,”
Political Behawior, wol. 38, no. 2, June, 413-432.

Hobolt, S. and Franklin, M. (2@11) “The Legacy of Lethargy:
How Elections to the European FParliament Depress Turnout,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 38, no. 1, March, 67-76.

Holbein, J. B. and Hillygus, D. 5. {(2016) “Making Young
Yoters: The Impact of Preregistration on Youth Turnout,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 68, no. 2,
April, 364-382.

Huckfeldt, R. and Sprague, J. (1995) Citizens, Politics,
and Social Communication: Information and Influence in an
Election Campaign, Cambridee: Cambridee University Press.

Jennings, M. K. (1996) “Political Knowledge Over Time and
Across Generations,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, vol. 68, no.
2, summer, 228-252.

Kitschelt, H. (1995) “Formation of Party Cleavages in Post-
Communist Democracies Theoretical Propositions,” Party
Politics, wol. 1, no. 4, October, 447-472.

Krosnick, J. &., and alwin, D. F. (1989). “Aging and
susceptibility to attitude change.” Journal of personality
and social psychology, wol. 57, no. 3, 416.



Lodge, G., Gottfried, G. and Birch, S. (2614) The Political
Inclusion of Young Citizens, Policy Report, London:
Democratic Audit.

Martikainen, P., Martikainen, T. and HWass, H. (2885) “The
Effect of Socioceconomic Factors on Yoter Turnout in
Finland: A Register Based Study of 2.9 Million voters,”
European Journal of Political Research, wol. 44, no. 5,
AUgUst, 645-669.

Meredith, M. (260@9) “Persistence in Political
Participation,” Quarterly Journal of Political Science,
vol. 4, no. 3, Octoher, 187-289.

Michelson, M. R. {2083) “Dos Palos Revisited: Testing the
Lasting Effects of Voter Mohilization,” Presented at the
Annual Meeting of the Midwest Political Science
Association.

Milbrath, L. W. (1965) Political Participation: How and Why
Do People Get Involved in Politics?, Chicago: Rand
McHNally.

Miller, G. (2083) “Women’s Suffrage, Political
Responsiveness, and Child Surwvival in American History,”
Quarterly Journal of Economics, wol. 123, no. 3, August,
1287-1327.

Mullainathan, 5. and Washington, E. (2089) “Sticking With
Your Vote: Cognitive Dissonance and Political Attitudes,”
American Economic Journal: Applied Economics, wol. 1, no.
1, January, 86-111.

Myhan, B., Skovron, C. and Titiunik, R. {(forthcoming)
“Differential Registration Bias in Voter File Data: A
Sensitivity analysis approach,” american Journal of
Political Science , awvailable online: www- personal.

Oshorne, D., Sears, D.0., and Valentino, M.A. (2811) “The
end of the solidly democratic South: The
impressionable-years hypothesis.” Political Psychology,
vol 32, no. 1, 81-168.

Panagopoulos, C. {(261@) “affect, Social Pressure and
Prosocial Motivation: Field Experimental Ewvidence of the
Mobilizing Effects of Pride, Shame and Publicizing woting
Behavior,” Political Behavior, wol. 32, no. 3, September,
369-386.



Plutzer, E. (2862) “Becoming a Habitual voter: Inertia,
Resources and Growth in Young Adulthood,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 96, no. 1, March, 41-56.

Powell, G. B. (1986) “American Yoter Turnout in Comparative
Perspective,” American Political Science Review, wol. 8@,
no. 1, March, 17-43.

Reif, K., and Schmitt, H. (1988} “Nine Second-Order
MNational Elections - A Conceptual Framework for the
finalysis of European Election Results,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. &, no. 1, March, 3-44.

Riker, W. H. and Ordeshook, P. C. {1968) “A Theory of the
Calculus of voting,” american Political Science Review,
vol., 62, no. 1, March, 25-42.

Rogers, T., Green, D., Ternovski, J. and Ferrerosa- Young,
C. {2814) “Social Pressure and Yoting: @ Field Experiment
Conducted in a High- Salience Election,” Working Paper,
Harvard Kennedy School and Columbia University.

Schuman, H. and Corning, A. D. {2612) “Generational Memory
and the Critical Period: Evidence for National and World
Events,” Public Opinion Quarterly , wol. 76, no. 1, Spring,
1-31.

Sears, D. 0. and Funk, C. L. {1999) “Evidence of the Long-
term Persistence of Adults® Political Predispositions,”
Journal of Politics , wol. 61, no. 1, February, 1-28.

Sears, D. 0. and Yalentino, M. A. {1997) “Politics Matters:
Political Events as Catalysts for Preadult Socialization,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 91, no. 1, March,
45-65.

Sguire, P., Wolfinger, R. E. and Glass, D. P. (1987)
“Residential Mobility and “oter Turnout,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 81, no. 1, March, 45-65.

The Economist (2615) “Mandatory VYoting: Want to Make Me?,”
May 28, 2815, available online: wuwuw.
economist.coms/blogs/democracyinamericas2615/83/mandatory-
voting.

HWattenberg, M. P. (2667) Is Voting for Young People? With a
Postscript on Citizen Engagement, Great Questions in

Politics Series, Wew York: PearsonsLongman.

Zeglovits, E. and aichholzer, JI. (2614) “Are People More



Inclined to Vote at 16 than at 187 Evidence for the First-
Time Woting Boost Among 16- to 25-Year- 0Olds in Austria,”
Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Politics, wol.
24, no. 3, August, 351-361.

Zuckerman, A. 5. (2865) The Social Logic of Politics:
Personal Metworks as Contexts for Political Behawvior,
Philadelphia: Temple University Press.



16 Long-term factors: class and religious
cleavages

farts, 0., Meed, A., Te Grotenhuis, M., and De Graaf, MW. D.
{2016) “Does Duration of Deregulated Religious Markets
Affect Church Attendance? Evidence from 26 Religious
Markets in Europe and MNorth America Between 1981 and
2006,” Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, wol.
49, no. 4, December, 657-67Z2.

fdams, J., Green, J., and Milazzo, C. (2612) “Has the
British Public Cepolarized Along with Political Elites? An
fmerican Perspective on British Public Opinion,”
Comparative Political Studies, wol. 45, no. 4, April,
Se7-53a.

Alford, R. (1963) Party and Society: The Anglo- American
Democracies, Westport: Greenwood Press.

Andersaon, 0. and Davidson, P. (1943) Ballots and the
Democratic Class Struggle, Stanford: Stanford University
Press.

Baldassarri, D. and Gelman, A. (2683) “Partisans Without

Constraint: Political Polarization and Trends in American
Public Opinion,” émerican Journal of Sociology, wol. 114,
no. 2, September, 465-44a.

Bartels, L. M. (2868) Unequal Democracy, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Bartolini, 5. and HMair, P. (1998) Identity, Competition,
and Electoral Availahility: The Stabilization of European
Electorates 1885-1985, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Bolzendahl, C. and Brooks, C. (2865) “Polarization,
Secularization, or Differences as Usual? The Denominational
Cleavage in US Social Attitudes Since the 1978s,” The
Sociological Quarterly, wol. 46, no. 1, Fehruary, 47-78.

Brooks, C., Mieuwheerta, F., and Manza, J. (2886)
“Cleavage- Based Yoting Behavior in Cross- Mational
Perspective: Evidence from Six Postwar Democracies,” Social
Science Research, wol. 35, no. 1, March, 88-128.

Brug, W. van der, Hoholt, 5. B., and de Vreese, C. H.
{2089) “Religion and Party Choice in Europe,” HWest
European Politics, wol. 32, no. 6, Octoher, 1266-1283.



Butler, D. E. and Stokes, D. E. (1969) Political Change in
Britain: Forces Shaping Electoral Choice, MWew York: S5t.
Martin’s Press.

Carnes, N. (2012) “Does the Mumerical Underrepresentation
of the Horking Class in Congress Matter?,” Legislative
Studies Quarterly , wol. 37, no. 1, February, 5-34.

Clark, T. N. and Lipset, 5. M. {1991) “Are Social Classes
Dying?,” International Sociology, vol. &, no. 4, December,
397-418.

Converse, P. E. (1958) “The Shifting Role of Class in
Political Attitudes and Behavior,” in Maccoby, E. E.,
Mewcomb, T. M., and Hartley, E. L. {eds.) Readings in
Social Psychology, 3rd Edition, Mew York: Holt: 388-399.

Davie, G. (1994) Religion in Britain Since 1945: Beliewing
Without Belonging, Mew York: John Wiley & Sons.

Davie, G. (2866) Religion in Modern Europe: A Memary
Mutates, Oxford: Ox<ford University Press.

De Graaf, N. D. and Te Grotenhuis, M. (2683) “Traditional
Christian Belief and Belief in the Supernatural: Diverging
Trends in the Netherlands Between 1979 and 26657,” Journal
for the Scientific Study of Religion, wol. 47, no. 4,
December, 585-598.

De Graaf, N. D., Heath, @., and Need, A. (2861) “Declining
Cleavages and Political Choices: The Interplay of Social
and Political Factors in the Netherlands,” Electoral
Studies , wol. 26, no. 1, March, 1-15.

De Graaf, N. D., Jansen, G., and Need, A. (2613) “The
Political Evolution of Class and Religion,” in Evans, G.
and De Graaf, N. D. (eds.) Political Choice Matters:
Explaining the Strength of Class and Religious Cleavages
in Cross- Wational Perspective, Oxford: Oxford University
Press: 285-24Z2.

Dobbelaere, K. (1985) “Secularization Theories and
Sociological Paradigms: A Reformulation of the Private-
Public Dichotomy and the Problem of Societal Integration,”
Sociology of Religion, wol. 46, no. 4, Winter, 377-387.

Elff, M. (2807) “Social Structure and Electoral Behavior in
Comparative Perspective: The Decline of Social Cleavages

in Hestern Europe Revisited,” Perspectives on Politics,
wol., 5, no. 2, June, 277-294.



Elff, M. (2889) “Social Divisions, Party Positions, and
Electoral Behavior,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no. 2,
June, 297-388.

Elff, M. (2813) “Social Divisions and Political Choice in
Germany,” in Evans, G. and De Graaf, N. D. (eds.)
Political Choice Matters: Explaining the Strength of Class
and Religious Cleavages in Cross- Mational Perspective,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 277-3685.

Erikson, R. and Goldthorpe, J. H. (1992} The Constant Flux:
A Study of Class Mohility in Industrial Societies, 0Oxford:
Clarendon Press.

Evans, G. (1992) “Testing the wvaliditu of the Goldthorpe
Class Schema,” European Sociological Review, wol. 8, no.
3, December, 211-232.

Evans, G. (ed.) (1999) The End of Class Politics? Class
Voting in Comparative Context, Ox<ford: Oxford University
Press.

Evans, G. (2008) “The Continued Significance of Class
Yoting,” Annual Review of Political Science, wol. 3, June,
461-417.

Evans, G. (2006) “The Social Bases of Political Divisions
in Post- Communist Eastern Europe,” @nnual Review of
Sociology, wol. 32, August, 245-276.

Evans, G. and De Graaf, M. D. (2613) Political Choice
Matters: Explaining the Strength of Class and Religious
Cleavages in Cross- Mational Perspective, Oxford: 0Oxford
University Press.

Evans, G. and Mellon, J. (2816) “Working Class Votes and
Conservative Losses: Solving the UKIP Puzzle,”
Parliamentary Affairs, wol. 69, no. 2, april, 464-479.

Evans, G. and Mills, C. (1998) “Identifying Class
Structure: A Latent Class Analusis of the Criterion-
Related and Construct validity of the Goldthorpe Class
Schema,” European Sociological Review, wol. 14, no. 1,
March, 87-186.

Evans, G. and Morris, P. (eds.) (1999) Critical Elections:
British Parties and Voters in Long- Term Perspective,
London: Sage.



Evans, G. and Morthmore- Ball, K. (2812) “The Limits of
Secularization? The Resurgence of Orthodoxy in Post-
Soviet Russia,” Journal for the Scientific Study of
Religion, wol. 51, no. 4, December, 795-8683.

Evans, G. and Tilley, J. (2612a) “How Parties Shape Class
Politics: Explaining the Decline of the Class Basis of
Party Support,” British Journal of Political Science, wol.
42, no. 1, January, 137-161.

Evans, G. and Tilley, J. (2812b) “The Depoliticization of
Inequality and Redistribution: Explaining the Decline of
Class Yoting,” Journal of Politics, wol. 74, no. 4,
October, 963-976.

Evans, G. and Tilley, J. (2617) The Mew Politics of Class:
The Political Exclusion of the British Working Class,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Evans, G. and Whitefield, S. (1993) “Identifuing the Bases
of Party Competition in Eastern Europe,” British Journal
of Political Science, wol. 23, no. 4, Octoher, 521-548.

Evans, G. and Whitefield, 5. (2686) “Explaining the
Emergence and Persistence of Class Voting for Presidential
Candidates in Post- Soviet Russia, 1993-2861,” Political
Research Quarterly, wol. 59, no. 1, March, 23-34.

Evans, G., Heath, A., and Payne, C. (1991) “Modelling
Trends in the Class/Party Relationship, 1964-87,"
Electoral Studies, wol. 18, no. 2, June, 99-117.

Evans, G., Heath, a., and Paune, C. {1999) “Class: Labour
as a Catch-all Party?” in Evans, G. and Norris, P. {(eds.)
Critical Elections: British Parties and Voters in Long-
term Perspective, London: Sage: 87-161.

Finke, R. and Stark, R. {1998) “Religious Choice and
Competition,” American Sociological Review, wol. 63, no.
5, October, 761-766.

Ford, R. and Goodwin, M. J. (2614) Revolt on the Right:
Explaining Support for the Radical Right in Britain,
London: Routledge.

Franklin, M. N. (1992} “The Decline of Cleavage Politics,”
in Franklin, M. M., Mackie, T. T., and Yalen, H. (eds.)
Electoral Change: Responses to Evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in HWestern Countries, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press: 383-465.



Franklin, M. M., Mackie, T. T., and “alen, H., (Eds.)
(1992) Electoral Change: Responses to Evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in HWestern Countries, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Gill, A. (2891) “Religion and Comparative Politics,” Annual
Review of Political Science, wol. 4, June, 117-138.

Goldthorpe, J. H. and HMcknight, a. (2006) “The Economic
Basis of Social Class,” in Morgan, 5. L., Grusky, D. B.,
and Fields, G. 5. (eds.) Mobility and Inequality: Frontiers
of Research in Sociology and Economics, Stanford: Stanford
University Press: 169-136.

Goldthorpe, J. H., Llewellyn, C., and Payne, C. (1987)
Social Mobility and Class Structure in Modern Britain,
Oxford: Clarendon.

Gougou, F. and Roux, G. {2613) “Political Change and
Cleavage Yoting in France,” in Evans, G. and De Graaf, N.
0. (eds.) Political Choice Matters: Explaining the Strength
of Class and Religious Cleavages in Cross National
Perspective, Oxford: O0<ford University Press: 243-276.

Heath, A., Jowell, R., and Curtice, J. (1985) How Britain
Votes, Oxford: Pergamon Press.

Heath, A., Jowell, R., Curtice, J., Evwans, G., Field, J.,
and Witherspoon, 5. (1991) Understanding Political Change:
The British Voter, 1964-1987, 0Oxford: Pergamon Press.

Heath, 0. (2615) “Policy Representation, Social
Representation and Class Yoting in Britain,” British
Journal of Political Science, wol. 45, no. 1, January,
173-193.

Heath, 0. and Bellucci, P. (2813) “Class and Religious
Yoting in Italy: The Rise of Policy Responsiveness,” in
Evans, G. and De Graaf, M. D. (eds.) Political Choice
Matters: Explaining the Strength of Class and Religious
Cleavages in Cross- Mational Perspective, Oxford: 0Oxford
University Press: 369-336.

Hill, K. @. and Leighleu, J. E. (1996) “Political Parties
and Class Mobilization in Contemporary United States
Elections,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol. 4@,
no. 3, August, T87-864.

Hobolt, S. B. (2813) “Enduring Divisions and New



Dimensions: Class Woting in Denmark,” in Evans, G. and De
Graaf, N. D. (eds.) Political Choice Matters: Explaining
the Strength of Class and Religious Cleawvages in Cross-
MNational Perspective, Oxford: 0Oxford University Press:
185-2a4.

Inglehart, R. (1998) Culture Shift in Advanced Industrial
Society, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Jansen, G., Evans, G., and De Graaf, N. D. (2613) “Class
Voting and Left- Right Party Positions: A Comparative Study
of 15 Western Democracies, 1968-26@5,” Social Science
Research, wol. 42, no. 2, March: 376-466.

Kelley, J., McAllister, I., and Mughan, @. (1985) “The
Decline of Class Revisited: Class and Party in England,
1964-1979,” American Political Science Review, wol. 79, no.
3, September, 719-737.

Kitschelt, H. (1994} The Transformation of European Social
Democracy, Cambridee: Cambridge University Press.

Kitschelt, H. (1999) Post- Communist Party Systems:
Competition, Representation, and Inter- Party Cooperation,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Lane, J. and Ersson, 5. 0. (1994) Politics and Society in
HWestern Europe , London: Sage.

Lechner, F. (1991) “The Case Against Secularization: A
Rebuttal,” Social Forces, wol. 69, no. 4, June, 163-119.

Leighleu, J. E. and MNagler, J. {1992) “Socioceconomic Class
Bias in Turnout, 1964-1938: The Yoters Remain the Same,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 86, no. 3,
September, 725-736.

Leighleu, J. E. and Nagler, J. {26&7) “Unions, “oter
Turnout, and Class Bias in the U.5. Electorate,
1964-2064,” Journal of Politics, wol. 69, no. 2, May,
436-441.

Leighley, J. E. and Magler, J. (2614) Hho Yotes MNow?
Demographics, Issues, Ineguality, and Turnout in the
United States, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Letki, M. (2613) “Do Social Divisions Explain Political
Choices? The Case of Poland,” in Evans, G. and De Graaf,
M. D. (eds.) Political Choice Matters: Explaining the
Strength of Class and Religious Cleavages in Cross-



MNational Perspective, Oxford: 0Oxford University Press
337-359.

Lijphart, &. (1979) “Religious wvs. Linguistic vs. Class
Yoting: The ‘Crucial Experiment’ of Comparing Belgium,
Canada, South Africa, and Switzerland,” émerican Political
Science Review, wol. 73, no. 2, June, 442-458.

Lipset, 5. M. (1981) [1966] Political Man: The Social Bases
of Politics, London: Heinemann.

Lipset, S. M. and Rokkan, S. (1967) “Cleavage Structures,
Party Systems and Yoter @lignments: An Introduction,”™ in
Lipset, 5. M. and Rokkan, 5. (eds.) Party Systems and Voter
Alignments: Cross Mational Perspectives , New York: The
Free Press: 1-64.

Listhaug, 0. {1993) “The Decline of Class voting,” in
Strgm, K. and Svasand, L. G. (eds.) Challenges to
Political Parties: The Case of Morway, Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press: 77-91.

Mateju, P., Rehakova, B., and Evans, G. (1999) “The
Politics of Interests and Class Realignment in the Czech
Republic, 1992-96" in Evans, G. (ed.) The End of Class
Politics? Class Woting in Comparative Context, Oxford:
University of Oxford Press: 231-253.

McGann, A. J. and Kitschelt, H. (2865) “The Radical Right
in the Alps: Evolution of Support for the Swiss SWP and
fustrian FPO,” Party Politics, wol. 11, no. 2, Harch,
147-171.

MckKenzie, R. T. and Silver, A. (1968) Angels in Marble:
Working Class Conserwvatives in Urban England, London:
University of Chicago Press.

Mieuwheerta, P. (1995) The Democratic Class Struggle in
Twenty Countries, 1945-1996, Amsterdam: Thesis Publishers.

Mordlinger, E. A. (1967) The Working- Class Tories:
Authority, Deference and Stable Democracy, Berkeley:
University of California Press.

Morris, P. and Inglehart, R. (2664) Sacred and Secular:
Religion and Politics MWorldwide, Cambridge, MA: Cambridge
University Press.

Morthmore- Ball, K. and Evans, G. (2816) “Secularization
Versus Religious Reviwval in Eastern Europe: Church



Institutional Resilience, State Repression and Divergent
Paths,” Social Science Research, wol. 57, May, 31-48.

Orriols, L. (2813) “Social Class, Religiositu, and vote
Choice in Spain 1979-2683,” in Evans, G. and De Graaf, N.
0. (eds.) Political Choice Matters: Explaining the Strength
of Class and Religious Cleavages in Cross National
Perspective, Oxford: O0<ford University Press: 366-394.

Oskarson, M. (2085) “Social Structure and Partu Choice,” in
Thomassen, J. (ed.) The European Voter, Oxford: O0xford
University Press: 84-165.

Przewarski, A. and Sprague, J. (1986) Paper Stones: A
History of Electoral Socialism, Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Rennwald, L. and Evans, G. (2014) “When Supply Creates
Demand: Social- Democratic Party Strategies and the
Evolution of Class Voting,” West European Politics, wol.
37, no. 5, September: 1168-1135.

Ringdal, K. and Hines, K. (1999) “Changes in Class voting
in Norway 1957-1989.” in Evans, G. {(ed.) The End of Class
Politics? Class Woting in Comparative Context, Oxford:
University of Oxford Press: 181-26Z2.

Rose, R. (1974) Electoral Behavior: A Comparative Handbook,
New York: Free Press.

Rose, D. and Harrison, E. (eds.). (2616) Social Class in
Europe: An Introduction to the European Socio- Economic
Classification, London: Routledge.

Rose, D. and Pevalin, D. (2863) A Researcher’s Guide to
the Mational Statistics Socilo- Economic Classification,
London: Sage.

Sainshbury, D. (1987) “Class voting and Left vYoting in
Scandinavia: The Impact of Different Operationalizations of
the Working Class,” European Journal of Political Research,
vol. 15, no. 5, September, S87-526.

Sartori, G. (1969) “From the Sociology of Politics to
Political Sociology,” in Lipset, 5. M. {ed.) Politics and
the Social Sciences, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
195-214.

Spies, D. (2013) “Explaining Working- Class Support for
Extreme Right Parties: @& Party Competition Approach,” Acta



Politica, wol. 48, no. 3, July, 296-325.

Swatos, W. H. and Christiano, K. J. {1999) “Introduction -
Secularization Theory: The Course of a Concept,” Sociology
of Religion, wol. 66, no. 3, Autumn, 269-228.

Tilleu, J. {20815) “ ‘We Don’t Do God’? Religion and Party
Choice in Britain,” British Journal of Political Science,
vol., 45, no. 4, Octoher, 987-927.

Tschannen, 0. (1991) “The Secularization Paradigm: A
Systematization,” Journal for the Scientific Study of
Religion, wol. 36, no. 4, December, 395-415.

Heakliem, D. (2613) “United States: 5till the Politics of
Diversity,” in Evans, G. and De Graaf, M. D. (eds.)
Political Choice Matters: Explaining the Strength of Class
and Religious Cleavages in Cross- Mational Perspective,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 114-136.

Heakliem, D. L. and Heath, a. (1999) “The Secret Life of
Class woting: Britain, France, and the United States Since
the 193@s,” in Evans, G. {(ed.) The End of Class Politics?
Class woting in Comparative Context, Oxford: Oxford
University Press: 97-136.

Hhitefield, 5. {(26@2) “Political Cleavages and Post-
Communist Politics,” annual Review of Political Science,
wol., 5, no. 1, June, 181-28a.

Wilson, B. (1982) Religion in Sociological Perspective,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.



11 Ideology and electoral choice

Achen, C. H. (1975) “Mass Political attitudes and the
Survey Response,” American Political Science Rewiew, wol.
69, no. 4, December, 1218-1231.

Adorno, T. W., Frenkel- Brunswik, E., Lewvinson, D. J. and
Sanford, R. M. (1958) The Authoritarian Personality , MNew
York: Harper and Row.

Altemeyer, B. (1981) Right- Wing Authoritarianism,
Winnipeg: University of Manitoba Press.

Block, J. and Block, J. H. (2886) “Nursery School
Personality and Political Orientation Two Decades Later,”
Journal of Research in Personality, wol. 48, no. 5,
October, 734-749.

Conover, P. J. and Feldman, 5. (1984) “How People Organize
the Political World: & Schematic Model,” american Journal
of Political Science, wol. 28, no. 1, February, 95-126.

Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Systems in
Mass Publics,” in épter, D. E. (ed.) Ideology and
Discontent, Mew York: The Free Press: 286-261.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy , Mew
York: Harper and Row.

ELff, M. (2009) “Social Divisions, Party Positions, and
Electoral Behaviour,” Electoral Studies, wvol. 28, no. 2,
June, 297-3a8.

Elff, M. and Rossteutscher, S. (2017) “Religion,” in
Arzheimer, K., Evans, J. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (eds.) The
SAGE Handbook of Electoral Behaviour, London: Sage:
199-219.

Ellis, C. and Stimson, J. A. (2089) “Sumbolic Ideology in
the @merican Electorate,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no.
3, September, 388-462.

Ellis, C. and Stimson, J. A. (2812) Ideology in America,
New York: Cambridege University Press.

Elsas, E. wvan and Brug, W. van der (2615) “The Changing
Relationship Between Left-Right Ideology and
Euroscepticism, 1973-2616,” European Union Politics, wol.
16, no. 2, June, 194-215.



Enelow, J. M. and Hinich, M. J. {1982) “Ideology, Issues,
and the Spatial Theory of Elections,” The émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 76, no. 3, September,
493-5a1.

Feldman, S. and Johnston, C. (2614) “Understanding the
Determinants of Political Ideology: Implications of
Structural Complexity,” Political Psychology, wol. 35, no.
3, June, 337-358.

Fleury, C. J. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. {1993) “Anchoring the
French Yoter: Ideology Versus Party,” Journal of Politics,
vol. 55, no. 4, November, 1188-1169,

Fuchs, D. and Klingemann, H. D. (1998) “The Left- Right
Schema,” in Jennings, M. K. and Van Deth, J. (eds.)
Continuities in Political Action: A Longitudinal Study of
Political Orientations in Three Western Democracies,
Berlin: Walter de Gruyter: 263-234.

Funk, C. L., Smith, K. B., alford, J. R., Hibbing, M. V.,
Eaton, N. R., Krueger, R. F., Eaves, L. J. and Hibbing, J.
R. (2813) “Genetic and Environmental Transmission of
Political Orientations,” Political Psychology, wol. 34,
no. 6, October, 865-319.

Gingrich, J. (2e14) “visibilitu, ¥alues, and Voters: The
Informational Role of the Welfare State,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 76, no. 2, February, 565-586.

Heywood, A. (2663) Political Ideologies: An Introduction,
3rd Edition, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Hinich, M. J. and Pollard, W. (1981) “A New Approach to the
Spatial Theory of Electoral Competition,” émerican Journal
of Political Science, wol. 25, no. 2, May, 323-341.

Hooghe, L., Marks, G. and Wilson, C. J. (2062) “Does
Left/Right Structure Party Positions on European
Integration?,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 35, no.
8, October, 965-989.

Inglehart, R. (1984) “The Changing Structure of Political
Cleavages in Western Society,” in Dalton, R. J., Flanagan,
5. C. and Beck, P. A. (eds.) Electoral Change: Realignment
and Dealignment in Advanced Industrial Democracies,
Princeton, MJ: Princeton University Press: 25-69.

Inglehart, R. and Klingemann, H- D. (1976) “Party
Identification, Ideological Preference and the Left- Right



bl

Dimension Among Hestern Mass Publics,” in Castiglione, D.
and Hoffmann- Martinot, V. (eds.) Party Identification and
Beyond: Representations of “oting and Party Competition,
London: John Wiley & Sons: 243-273.

Jewitt, C. E. and Goren, P. (2816) “Ideological Structure
and Consistency in the Age of Polarization,” American
Politics Research, wol. 44, no. 1, January, 81-185.

Jost, J. T. (2e06) “The End of the End of Ideology,”
American Psychologist, wol. 61, no. 7, Octoher, 651-67@.

Jost, J. T. (2063) “ ‘Elective affinities’: On the
Psychological Bases of Left-Right Differences,”
Psychological Inguiry, wol. 28, no. 2-3, April, 129-141.

Jost, J. T., Federico, C. M. and Mapier, J. L. (28893)
“Political Ideology: Its Structure, Functions, and Elective
affinities,” Annual Review of Psychology, wol. 68, no. 1,
January, 387-337.

Kahan, D. M. {2012) “Ideology, Motivated Reasoning, and
Cognitive Reflection: &n Experimental Study,” Judgment and
Decision Making, wol. 8, no. 4, July, 487-424.

Klingemann, H. D. (1972) “Testing the Left- Right Continuum
on a Sample of German Yoters,” Comparative Political
Studies, wvol. 5, no. 1, April, 93-166.

Knight, K. {(2e@6) “Transformations of the Concept of
Ideology in the Twentieth Century,” American Political
Science Review, wol. 188, no. 4, November, 619-626.

Lipset, S. M. and Rokkan, S. (1967) “Cleavage Structures,
Party Sustems, and voter alignments: An Introduction,” in
Lipset, 5. M. and Rokkan, 5. (eds.) Party Systems and
Voter Alignments: Cross- National Perspectives, New York:
Free Press: 1-64.

Mason, L. (2615) “ ‘I Disrespectfully fgree’: The
Differential Effects of Partisan Sorting on Social and
Issue Polarization,” american Journal of Political
Science, wol. 59, no. 1, January, 128-145.

Medina, L. (2815) “Partisan Supply and Voters’ Positioning
on the Left-Right Scale in Europe,” Party Politics, wol.
21, no. 5, September, 775-794.

Mie, M. H. and Andersen, K. (1974) “Mass Belief Sustems
FRevisited: Political Change and Attitude Structure,”



Journal of Politics, wol. 36, no. 3, August, 548-591.

Peffley, M. A. and Hurwitz, J. {1985) “A Hierarchical Model
of Attitude Constraint,” american Journal of Political
Science, wvol. 29, no. 4, November, 871-894.

Pratto, F., Sidanius, J., Stallworth, L. M. and Malle, B.
F. {1994) “Social Dominance Orientation: @& Personality
variable Predicting Social and Political attitudes,”
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, wol. 67, no.
4, October, 741-763.

Rae, D. W., and Taylor, M. (1978) The Analysis of Political
Cleavages, Mew Haven: Yale University Press.

Redlawsk, D. P. (2062) “Hot Cognition or Cool
Consideration? Testing the Effects of Motivated Reasoning
on Political Decision Making,” Journal of Politics, wol.
64, no. 4, November, 1621-1844,

Sartori, G. (1969a) “From the Sociology of Politics to
Political Sociology,” in Lipset, 5. M. {ed.) Politics and
the Social Sciences, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
195-214.

Sartori, G. (1969h) “Politics, Ideology, and Belief
Systems,” American Political Science Review, wol. 63, no.
2, June, 393-411.

Smith, K. B., Oxley, D., Hibbing, M. ¥., Alford, J. R. and
Hibhing, J. R. {2611) “Disgust Sensitivity and the
Meurophysiology of Left- Right Political Orientations,”
PLoS OME, wol. 6, no. 18, October, 1-9.

Thorisdottir, H., Jost, J. T., Liviatan, I. and Shrout, P.
E. (2007) “Psychological Meeds and values Underlying Left-
Right Political Orientation: Cross- MNational Evidence from
Eastern and Western Europe,” Public Opinion Quarterly,
vol., 71, no. 2, Spring, 175-283.



12 Party identification

Anduiza, E., Gallego, A. and Mufioz, J. (2813) “Turning a
Blind Eye: Experimental Evidence of Partisan Bias in
Attitudes Toward Corruption,” Comparative Political
Studies, vol. 46, no. 12, December, 1664-1692.

Blais, A., Gidengil, E., MNadeau, R. and Newitte, N. (zZ@@a1)
“Measuring Party Identification: Britain, Canada, and the
United States,” Political Behavior, wvol. 23, no. 1, March,
5-22.

Brader, T., Tucker, J. a. and Duell, D. (2813) “HWhich
Parties Can Lead Opinion? Experimental Ewvidence on

FPartisan Cue Taking in Multiparty Democracies,” Comparative
Political Studies, wol. 46, no. 11, November, 1485-1517.

Burden, E. C. and Greene, 5. (2088) “Party Attachments and
State Election Laws,” Political Research Quarterly, wol.
53, no. 1, March, 63-76.

Cain, B. E., Kiewiet, D. R. and Uhlaner, C. J. (1991) “The
Acguisition of Partisanship by Latinos and Asian
Americans,” American Journal of Political Science, wol. 35,
no. 2, May, 398-422.

Campbell, A., Gurin, G. and Miller, W. E. (1954} The Voter
Decides , Oxford: Row, Peterson, and Co.

Dalton, R. J. and Weldon, 5. (2887) “Partisanship and Party
system Institutionalization,” Party Politics, wol. 13, no.
2, March, 179-196.

Dietz- Uhler, B. and Lanter, J. R. (2888) “The Conseguences
of Sports Fan Identification,™ in Hugenberg, L. HW.,
Haridakis, P. M. and Earnheardt, A. C. (eds.) Sports Mania:
Essays on Fandom and the Media in the 21st Century,

London: McFarland & Company: 163-113.

Dinas, E. (2814) “Why Does the Apple Fall Far from the
Tree? How Early Political Socialization Prompts Parent-
Child Dissimilarity,” British Journal of Political Science,
vol., 44, no. 4, Octoher, B27-852.

Gerber, A. S., Huber, G. A., Doherty, D. and Dowling, C. M.
(2e12) “Personality and the Strength and Direction of
Partisan Identification,” Political Behavior, wol. 34, no.
4, December, 653-685.

Green, D. P., Palmguist, B. and Schickler, E. (2884)



Partisan Hearts and Minds: Political Parties and the Social
Identities of Voters, London: Yale University Press.

Hajnal, 2. L. and Lee, T. (2811} Why Americans Don’t Join
the Party: Race, Immigration, and the Failure (of
Political Parties) to Engage the Electorate, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Hibbing, J. R. and Theiss- Morse, E. (2882) Stealth
Democracy: Americans’ Beliefs gbout How Government Should
Work, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Huber, J. D., Kernell, G. and Leoni, E. L. {(2@&85)
“Institutional Context, Cognitive Resources and Party
Attachments Across Democracies,” Political analusis, wol.
13, no. 4, Autumn, 365-386.

Jennings, M. K. and Markus, G. B. (1984) “Partisan
Orientations Over the Long Haul: Results from the Three-
Have Political Socialization Panel Study,”™ American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 78, no. 4, December,
1666-1a138.

Jennings, M. K., Stoker, L. and Bowers, J. (2689) “Politics
ficross Generations: Family Transmission Reexamined,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 71, no. 3, July, 782-799.

Kroh, M. (2814) “Growth Trajectories in the Strength of
Party Identification: The Legacy of Autocratic Regimes,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 33, March, 96-161.

Mainwaring, 5. and Zoco, E. (2667) “Political Seguences and
the Stabilization of Interparty Competition: Electoral
Yolatility in 0ld and Wew Democracies,” Party Politics,
vol., 13, no. 2, March, 155-178.

Medeiros, M., and NoEl, A. (2613) “The Forgotten Side of
Partisanship: Negative Party Identification in Four Anglo-
fmerican Democracies,” Comparative Political Studies, wol.
47, no. 7, June, 1-24,

Meundorf, &. and Adams, J. (2815) “The Micro- Foundation of
Party Competition and Issue Ownership: The Reciprocal
Effects of Citizens’ Issue Salience and Party attachments,”
British Journal of Political Science, awvailable online:
https://doi.orgs10.1617/56667123415666042 .

Meundorf, @&., Stegmueller, D. and Scotto, T. J. (2811) “The
Individual- Level Dynamics of Bounded Partisanship,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 75, no. 3, Autumn, 458-482.



Morrander, B. (1989) “Explaining Cross- State variation in
Independent Identification,” @merican Journal of Political
Science, vol. 33, no. 2, May, 516-536.

Sapiro, V. (2084) “Not Your Parents’ Political
Socialization: Introduction for a Mew Generation,” énnual
Review of Political Science , wol. 7, June, 1-23.

Schickler, E., and Green, D. P. (1997) “The Stability of
Party Identification in HWestern Democracies: Results from
Eight Panel Surveys,” Comparative Political Studies, wol.
38, no. 4, August, 456-483.

Settle, J. E., Dawes, C. T. and Fowler, J. H. (2889) “The
Heritability of Partisan Attachment,” Political Research
Quarterly, wol. 62, no. 3, September, 681-613.

Sinnott, R. (1998) “Party Attachment in Europe:
Methodological Critigue and Substantive Implications,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 28, no. 4,
October, 627-656.

Thomassen, J. A. (1993) “Party Identification as a Cross-
Mational Concept: Its Meaning in the Netherlands,” in
Miemi, R. G. and Heisherg, H. F. (eds.) Classics in Voting
Behavior, London: Sage: 263-266.

Valentino, M. A., Brader, T., Groenendyk, E. H.,
Gregorowicz, K. and Hutchings, . L. (2811) “Election
Might’'s Alright for Fighting: The Role of Emotions in
Political Participation,” Journal of Politics, wol. 73,
no, 1, January, 156-17@.

Hals, S. C. (2811) “Does What Happens in Los Mochis Stay in
Los Mochis? Explaining Postmigration Political Behavior,”
Political Research Quarterly, wol. 64, no. 3, September,
pee-611.

Hals, 5. C. (2813) “Made in the USA? Immigrants’ Imported
Ideology and Political Engagement,” Electoral Studies, wol.
32, no. 4, December, 756-767.

Hlezien, C., Franklin, M. and Twiggs, D. (1937) “Economic
Perceptions and Wote Choice: Disentangling the
Endogeneity,” Political Behavior , wol. 19, no. 1, March,
7-17.

Hong, J. S. (2a0a) “The Effects of Age and Political
Exposure on the Development of Party Identification Among



fisian émerican and Latino Immigrants in the United States,”
Political Behavior, wol. 22, no. 4, December, 341-371.



13 Trends in partisanship

fRarts, K., Blais, A., and Schmitt, H. {eds.) (2813)
Political Leaders and Democratic Elections, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Abramowitz, A. I. and Saunders, K. L. (2088) “Is
FPolarization a Myth?,” Journal of Politics, wol. 78, no. 2,
April, 542-555.

Albright, J. J. (2069) “Does Political kKnowledge Erode
Party Attachments? A Review of the Cognitive Mobilization
Thesis,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no. 2, June, 248-266.

arzheimer, K. (2ee6) “Dead Men Walking? Party
Identification in Germany, 1977-2862,” Electoral Studies,
vol., 25, no. 4, December, 791-8a7.

Bartels, L. M. (2008) “Partisanship and Yoting Behavior,
1952-1996,” American Journal of Political Science, wol.
44, no. 1, January, 35-5&.

Berglund, F., Holmberg, 5., Schmitt, H., and Thomassen, J.
(2pe5) “Party Identification and Party Choice,” in
Thomassen, J. (ed.) The European Voter: A Comparative Study
of Modern Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
186-124.

Brewer, M. D. (2885) “The Rise of Partisanship and the
Expansion of Partisan Conflict Within the American
Electorate,” Political Research Quarterly, vol. 58, no. 2,
June, 219-229.

Broder, D. S. (1971) The Party’s Over: The Failure of
Politics in America , Mew York: Harper and Row.

Butler, D. and Stokes, D. (1969) Political Change in
Britain, Wew York: St. Martin’s Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., and Stokes,
D. E. (1968) The American Yoter, Mew York: HWiley.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C., and Whiteley,
P. (2684} Political Choice in Britain, Oxford: 0xford
University Press.

Clarke, H., Sanders, D. Stewart, M., and Whiteley, P.
(2669) Performance Politics and the British voter,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.



Converse, P. E. and Dupeux, G. (1962) “Politicization of
the Electorate in France and the United States,” Public
Opinion Quarterly, wol. 26, no. 1, January, 1-23.

Crewe, I., Sarlvik, B., and alt, J. (1977) “Partisan
Dealignment in Britain 1964-1974,” British Journal of
Political Science, wol. 7, no. 2, April, 129-19&.

Dalton, R. J. (1984) “Cognitive Mobilization and Partisan
Dealignment in Advanced Industrial Democracies,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 46, no. 1, February, 264-284.

Dalton, R. J. (2862) “Cognitive Mobilization and Partisan
Dealignment,” in Dalton, R. J. {ed.) Citizen Politics:
Public Opinion and Political Parties in Advanced Industrial
Democracies, London: Chatham House Publishers: 264-284.

Dalton, R. J. (26@6) Citizen Politics: Public Opinion and
Political Parties in Advanced Industrial Democracies, 4th
Edition, Washington, DC: CA Press.

Dalton, R. J. (2867) “Partisan Mobilization, Cognitive
Mobilization, and the Changing émerican Electorate,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 26, no. 2, June, 274-286.

Dalton, R. J. (2612) The Apartisan American: Dealignment
and Changing Electoral Politics, CQ Press: HWashington DC.

Dalton, R. J. and HWattenberg, M. P. (2668) Parties Without
Partisans: Political Change in Advanced Industrial
Democracies, Mew York: Oxford University Press.

Dalton, R. J., McAllister, I., and Wattenherg, M. P. (Z066)
“The Conseguences of Partisan Dealignment,” in Dalton, R.
J. and HWattenberg, M. P. (eds.) Parties Without Partisans:
Political Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies, MNew
York: 0xford University Press: 37-63.

Dassonneville, R., and Dejaeghere, ¥. (2614) “Bridging the
Ideological Space: A Cross- National Analysis of the
Distance of Party Switching,” European Journal of Political
Research, wol. 53, no. 3, August, 586-599.

Devries, W. and Tarrance, V. L. (1972) The Ticket-
Splitter: A Mew Force in American Politics, Grand Rapids,
MI: William B. Eerdmans.

Eijk, C. wan der and Franklin, W. (2669) Elections and
Voters, London: Palgrave Macmillan.



Elff, M. (2889) “Social Divisions, Party Positions, and
Electoral Behaviour,” Electoral Studies, wol. 28, no. 2,
June, 297-388.

Evans, G. and De Graaf, M. D. (eds.) (28613) Political
Choice Matters: Explaining the Strength of Class and
Religious Cleavages in Cross- National Perspective, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Evans, G. and Mellon, J. (2816) “Working Class Votes and
Conservative Losses: Solving the UKIP Puzzle,”
Parliamentary Affairs, wol. 69, no. 2, april, 464-479.

Evans, G. and Tilleu, J. (2812) “How Parties Shape Class
Politics: Explaining the Decline of Class Party Support,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 42, no. 1,
January, 137-161.

Finkel, S. and Opp, K- D. (1991) “Party Identification and
Participation in Collective Political Action,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 53, no. 2, May, 339-371.

Fiorina, M. (1981) Retrospective Voting in American
Elections, Mew Hawven: %Yale University Press.

Haues, B. and McAllister, I. (1997) “Gender, Party Leaders,
and Election Outcomes in Australia, Britain, and the
United States,” Comparative Political Studies , wol. 3@,
no. 1, February, 3-26.

Heath, 0. (2087) “Explaining Turnout Decline in Britain,
1964-2065: Party Identification and the Political Context,”
Political Behavior, wol. 29, no. 4, December, 493-516.

Heath, 0. (2615) “Policy Representation, Social
Representation, and Class Yoting in Britain,” British
Journal of Political Science, wol. 45, no. 1, January,
173-193.

Heath, 0. and Johns, R. {(2016) “Measuring Political
Behaviour and Attitudes,” in Bulmer, M. {(ed.) Social
Measurement Through Social Surveus: An Applied Approach,
Farnham: Ashgate: 47-68.

Hetherington, M. J. {(2081) “Resurgent Mass Partisanship:
The Role of Elite Polarization,” émerican Political Science
Rewview, wol. 95, no. 3, September, 619-631.

Hicken, @. and Kuhonta, E. {2811) “Shadows from the Past:
Party System Institutionalization in Asia,” Comparative



Political Studies, wol. 44, no. 5, May, 572-597.

Holmberg, S. (26@7) “Partisanship Reconsidered,” in Dalton,
R. and Klingermann, H. {(eds.) The 0Oxford Handbook of
Political Behavior, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
557-57a.

Huber, J. D., Kernell, G., and Leoni, E. L. (2885)
“Institutional Context, Cognitive Resources, and Party
Attachments Across Democracies,” Political analusis, wol.
13, wol. 4, July, 365-386.

Kayser, M. and Wlezien, C. (2811) “Performance Pressure:
Patterns of Partisanship and the Economic Yote,” European
Journal of Political Research, wvol. 58, no. 3, Mau,
365-394.

kKitschelt, H., Lange, P., Marks, G., and Stephens, J. D.
{1999) “Convergence and divergence in advanced capitalist
democracies,” in Kitchelt, H., Lang, P., Marks, G., and
Stephens, J. (eds.) Continuity and Change in Contemporary
Capitalism, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: 427-466,

Kosmidis, S. and Xezonakis, G. (2618) “The Undecided voters
and the Economy: Campaign Heterogeneity in the 2885 British
General Election,” Electoral Studies, wol. 29, no. 4,
December, 6@4-616.

Levendusky, M. 5. (2669) The Partisan Sort: How Liberals
Became Democrats and Conservatives Became Republicans,
Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Lupu, M. (2815) “Partuy Polarization and Mass Partisanship:
A Comparative Perspective,” Political Behavior, wol. 37,
no. 2, June, 331-356.

Mainwaring, 5. and Zoco, E. (2667) “Political Seguences and
the Stabilization of Interparty Competition Electoral
Yolatility in 0ld and Wew Democracies,” Party Politics,
vol., 13, no. 2, March, 155-178.

Mair, P. and van Biezen, I. (2861} “Party Membership in
Twenty European Democracies, 1988-2666,” Party Politics ,
wol., 7, no. 1, January, 5-21.

Marthaler, 5. (28668) “The Paradox of the Politicallu-
Sophisticated Partisan: The French Case,” HWest European
Politics, wol. 31, no. 5, August, 937-959.

Miemi, R. G. and Weisberg, H. F. {1376) “Are Parties



Becoming Irrelevant?,” in Wiemi, R. G. and Heisherg, H. F.
(eds.) Controversies in American VYoting Behavior, San
Francisco: W. H. Freeman and Company: 413-421.

Morris, P. (1999) Critical Citizens: Glohal Support for
Democratic Government, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Poletti, M. (2815) “The Cognitive Mobilization of
Organizational Participation: Missing Evidence from Italy
{1972-2806),” Electoral Studies, wvol. 4@, December,
245-255.

Putnam, R. 0., Pharr, 5. JI., and Dalton, R. J. (268a)
“Introduction: What’s Troubling the Trilateral
Democracies?,” in Pharr, 5. J. and Putnam, R. D. (eds.)
Disaffected Democracies: HWhat's Troubling the Trilateral
Democracies , Princeton: Princeton University Press: 1-3.

Sanders, D., Clarke, H., Stewart, M., and Whiteley, P.
{2e@1) “The Economy and Yoting,” Parliamentaru Affairs,
vol., 54, no. 4, Octoher, 789-862.

Schmitt, H. (2863) “Partisanship in MNine Western
Democracies: Causes and Consequences,” in Bartle, J. and
Bellucci, P. (eds.) Political Parties and Partisanship:
Social Identity and Individual Attitudes, London:
Routledge: 75-87.

Schmitt, H. and Holmberg, S. (1995) “Political Parties in
Decline?,” in Klingemann H- D. and Fuchs, D. (eds.)
Citizens and the State, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
95-133.

Shively, W. P. {1979) “The Development of Partu
Identification Among Adults: Exploration of a Functional
Model,” émerican Political Science Review, wvol. 73, no. 4,
December, 1839-1654,

HWattenberg, M. (1998) The Decline of American Political
Parties 1952-1988, Cambridge, MA: Harwvard University Press.



14 Politics, media and the electoral role
of party leaders

fialdering, L. and ¥liegenthart, R. {2615) “Political
Leaders and the Media: Can HWe Measure Political Leadership
Images in Newspapers Using Computer- Assisted Content
Analysis?,” Quality and Quantity, wol. 5&, no. 5,
September, 1871-1965.

fardal, B. and Binder, T. {(2611) “Leader Effects and Partu
Characteristics,” in farts, K., Blais, 4. and Schmitt, H.
(eds.) Political Leaders and Democratic Elections, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 188-126.

farts, K. and Blais, A. (2611) “Pull or Push? The Relative
Impact of Positive and Negative Leader Ewvaluations on Vote
Choice,” in @arts, K., Blais, A. and Schmitt, H. (eds.)
Political Leaders and Democratic Elections, Oxford: Oxford
University Press: 165-188.

farts, K., Blais, &. and Schmitt, H. (eds.) (2811)
Political Leaders and Democratic Elections, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Altheide, D. and Snow, R. (1979) Media Logic, Bewverly
Hills: Sage Publications.

Barisione, M. (2869) “Valence Image and the Standardisation
of Democratic Political Leadership,” Leadership, wol. 5,
no. 1, February, 41-66.

BBC Mews (2815) “Election 2815: TV Debates ‘Most
Influential’® for Voters,” May 9, 2615, www.hbc,
co.uk/news/selection- 2615-32673439, [accessed Fehbruary 18,
2617].

Bean, C. and Mughan, A. (1989) “Leadership Effects in
Parliamentary Elections in Australia and Britain,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 83, no. 4,
December, 1165-1179.

Berelson, B., Lazarsfeld, P. and McPhee, W. (1954) Voting,
Chicago: Chicago University Press.

Bittner, A. (2611) Platform or Personality? The Role of
Party Leaders in Elections, Oxford: Ox<ford University
Press.

Butler, D. and Stokes, D. (1969) Political Change in
Britain: Forces Shaping Electoral Choice, MWew York: S5t.



Martin’s Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, P., Miller, W. and Stokes, D.
(1966) Elections and the Political Order, MNew York: Wiley.

Carmines, E. and Stimson, J. (1986) “The Two Faces of Issue
Yoting,” American Political Science Review, wol. 74, no.
1, March, 78-91.

Clarke, H., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. and Whiteley, P.
(2e64) Political Choice in Britain, 0Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Costa Lobo, M. (2614) “Party Dealignment and Leader
Effects,” in Costa Lobo, M. and Curtice, J. {eds.)
Personality Politics? The Role of Leader Ewvaluations in
Democratic Elections, 0Oxford: 0Oxford University Press:
148-167.

Costa Lobo, M. and Curtice, J. (eds.) (2614) Personality
Politics? The Role of Leader Evaluations in Democratic
Elections, Oxford: Ox<ford University Press.

Curtice, J. and Hunjan, 5. (2011) “Elections as Beautu
Contests: Do the Rules Matter?,” in Aarts, K., Blais, A.
and Schmitt, H. (eds.) Political Leaders and Democratic
Elections, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 91-1687.

Dalton, R. and Wattenherg, M. (eds.) (2866) Parties Without
Partisans: Political Change in Advanced Industrial
Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Druckman, J. (2083) “The Power of Television Images: The
First Kennedy-Nixon Debate Revisited,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 65, no. 2, May, 559-571.

Druckman, J., Kifer, M. and Parkin, M. (2867) “The
Technological Development of Congressional Candidate
Hehsites: How and Why Candidates Use Web Innovations,”
Social Science Computer Rewiew, wol. 25, no. 4, Hinter,
425-442.

Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and Valen, H. (eds.) (1992}
Electoral Change: Response to Evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in HWestern Countries, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Gidengil, E. {2811) “Voter Characteristics and Leader
Effects,” in f@arts, K., Blais, A. and Schmitt, H. {(eds.)
Political Leaders and Democratic Elections, Oxford: Oxford



niversity Press: 147-164.

Gidengil, E. and Blais, A. (2067) “Are Party Leaders
Becoming More Important to Yote Choice in Canada?,” in
Michelmann, H., Clarke, D. and Steeves, J. (eds.) Political
Leadership and Representation in Canada: Essays in Honour
of John C. Courtney, Toronto: University of Toronto Press:
39-59.

Gunther, R. and Mughan, A. (eds.) (2666) Democracy and the
Media: A Comparative Perspective, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Haues, B., and McAllister, I. (1997) “Gender, Party
Leaders, and Election Outcomes in Australia, Britain, and
the United States,” Comparative Political Studies , wol.
38, no. 1, February, 3-26.

Hayes, D. (2885) “Candidate Qualities Through a Partisan
Lens: & Theory of Trait Ownership,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 49, no. 4, October, 988-923.

Holian, D. and Prushby, C. (2814) Candidate Character Traits
in Presidential Elections, Abingdon: Routledge.

Holmberg, S. and Oscarsson, H. (2611) “Party Leader Effects
on the Yote,” in @arts, K., Blais, A. and Schmitt, H.
(eds.) Political Leaders and Democratic Elections, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 36-52.

Iyengar, 5. (1992) Is Anyone Responsible? How Television
MNews Frames Political Issues, Chicago: Uniwversity of
Chicago Press.

Iyengar, 5. and Kinder, D. (1987) MNews that Matters:
Television and American Opinion, Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

King, a. (ed.) (2082) Leaders’ Personalities and the
Outcomes of Democratic Elections, Oxford: Ox<ford University
Press.

Klein, J. (1991) “Negativity Effects in Impression
Formation: A Test in the Political @rena,” Personality and
Social Psychology Bulletin, wol. 17, no. 4, August,
412-418.

Kruikemeier, 5. (2814) “How Political Candidates use
Twitter and the Impact on Yotes,” Computers in Human
Behavior, wol. 34, no. 1, May, 131-139.



Lachat, R. (2814) “Leader Effects and Party Polarization,”
in Lobo, M. C. and Curtice, J. {(eds.) Personality
Politics? The Role of Leader Evaluations in Democratic
Elections, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 1685-124.

Langer, A. (2087) “A Historical Exploration of the
Personalisation of Politics in the Print Media: The
British Prime Ministers (1945-1999),” Parliamentary
Affairs, vol. 66, no. 3, July, 371-387.

Mazzoleni, G. (1987) “Media Logic and Party Logic in
Campaign Coverage: The Italian General Election of 1983,"
European Journal of Communication, wol. 2, no. 1, March,
g1-163.

Mcallister, I. (26@7) “The Personalization of Politics,” in
Dalton, R. and Klingeman, H. (eds.) The Oxford Handbook of
Political Behavior, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
571-588.

Meer, T. wvan der, Walter, A. and @elst, P. (2616) “The
Contingency of Yoter Learning: How Election Debates
Influenced Yoters’ gbility and Accuracy to Position Parties
in the 261 Dutch Election Campaign,” Political
Communication, wol. 3, no. 1, January, 136-157.

Miller, A., Wattenberg, M. and Malanchuk, 0. (1986)
“Schematic Assessments of Presidential Candidates,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 88, no. 2, June,
521-54a.

Mughan, f. (1996) “Television Can Matter: Bias in the 1992
General Election,” in Farrell, D., Broughton, D., Denver,
0. and Fisher, J. (eds.) British Elections and Parties
Yearbook 1996, London: Frank Cass: 128-142.

Mughan, A. (2866) Media and the Presidentialization of
Parliamentary Elections, Houndmills: Palgrave.

Mughan, A. (2015) “Parties, Conditionality and Leader
Effects in Parliamentary Elections,” Party Politics, wvol.
21, no. 1, January, 28-39.

Ohr, D. and Oscarsson, H. (2611) “Leader Traits, Leader
Image, and Yote Choice,” in @arts, K., Blais, A. and
Schmitt, H. (eds.) Political Leaders and Democratic
Elections, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 127-146.

Pharr, 5. and Putnam, R. (eds.) (2666) Disaffected



Democracies: What's Troubling Trilateral Countries,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Poguntke, T. and Hebh, P. (eds.) (2667} The
Presidentialization of Politics: A Comparative Study of
Modern Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Scheufele, D. and Tewkshury, D. (2867) “Framing, Agenda
Setting, and Priming: The Evolution of Three Media Effects
Models,” Journal of Communication , wol. 57, no. 1, March,
9-2a,

Tumasjan, A., Sprenger, T. 0., Sandner, P. G. and Helpe, I.
M. (2811) “Election Forecasts with Twitter: How 14@
Characters Reflect the Political Landscape,” Social Science
Computer Review, wol. 29, no. 4, November, 462-418.

HWattenberg, M. (1991) The Rise of Candidate- Centered
Politics: Presidential Elections of the 1986s, Cambridge:
Harvard University Press.

HWattenberg, M. (1994) The Decline of American Political
Parties, 1952-1992, Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Young, H. (1991) One of Us: A Biography of Margaret
Thatcher, London: Macmillan.



16 Economic woting

Acemoglu, 0. and Rohinson, J. A. (2812) Why Nations Fail:
The Origins of Power, Prosperity and Powverty, New York:
Crown Publishers/Random House.

Anderson, C. J. (1995) Blaming the Gowvernment: Citizens and
the Economy in Five European Democracies, Armonk: M. D.
Sharpe.

Bell, A. and Jones, K. (2815) “Explaining Fixed Effects:
Random Effects Modeling of Time- Series Cross sectional and
Fanel Data,” Political Science Research and Methods, wol.
3, no. 1, January, 133-153.

Bloom, H. and Douglas Price, H. (1975) “Voter Response to
Short- Run Economic Conditions: The Asymmetric Effects of
Prosperity and Recession,” American Political Science
Rewview, wvol. 69, no. 4, December, 1246-1254.

Brug, W. van der, Eijk, C. wan der and Franklin, M. N.
(2667) The Economy and the Vote: Economic Conditions and
Elections in Fifteen Countries, Mew York: Cambridge
University Press.

Budge, I. and Farlie, D. J. (1983) Explaining and
Predicting Elections: Issue Effects and Party Strategies in
Twenty Three Democracies, London: George Allen & Unwin.

Butler, D. and Stokes, D. E. (1969) Political Change in
Britain: Forces Shaping Electoral Choice, London:
Macmillan.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E. and Stokes, D.
E. (196@) The American “oter, New York: John Wiley & Sons.

Charemza, W. W. and Deadman, D. F. (1997) New Directions in
Econometric Practice, 2nd Edition, Aldershot: Edward Elgar
Publishing.

Clarke, H. D. and McCutcheon, A. (2869) “The Dynamics of
FParty Identification Reconsidered,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, wol. 73, no. 4, Winter, 784-728.

Clarke, H. D. and Stewart, M. C. (1994) “Prospections,
Retrospections, and Rationality: The ‘Bankers’ Hodel of
Presidential Approval Reconsidered,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 38, no. 4, November, 1184-1123.

Clarke, H. D., Elliott, E. W., Mishler, W., Stewart, M. C.,



Whiteley, P. F. and Zuk, G. (1992) Controversies in
Political Economy: Canada, Great Britain, the United
States, Boulder: Hestview Press.

Clarke, H. D., Elliott, E. W. and Stewart, M. C. (2815)
“Heuristics, Heterogeneity and Green Choices: Woting on
California’s Proposition 23,” Political Science Research
and Methods, available online: https://
doi.orgsle, 1617/ /psrm. 2615.39.

Clarke, H. D., Kellner, P., Stewart, M. C., Twyman, J. and
Whiteley, P. (2616) Austerity and Political Choice in
Britain, Basingstoke: Palgrave PivotsMacmillan.

Clarke, H. D., Kornberg, A. and Scotto, T. J. (2089) HMaking
Political Choices: Canada and the United States, Toronto:
University of Toronto Press.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C. and Hhiteley, P.
(2e64) Political Choice in Britain, 0Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C. and Hhiteley, P.
(2669) Performance Politics and the British voter,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Conover, P. J. and Feldman, 5. {1986) “Emotional Reactions
to the Economy: I'm Mad as Hell and I'm Not Going to Take
It anymore,” american Journal of Political Science, wol.
38, no. 1, February, 58-78.

Conover, P. J., Feldman, 5. and Knight, K. {1987) “The
Personal and Political Underpinnings of Economic
Forecasts,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol. 31,
no. 3, August, 559-583.

Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Sustems in
Mass Publics,” in Apter, D. E. (ed.) Ideology and
Discontent, Glencoe: The Free Press: 2686-261.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy , Mew
York: Harper and Row.

Duch, R. M. and Stevenson, R. T. (28668) The Economic Vote:
How Political and Economic Institutions Condition Election
Results, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

Eijk, C. van der, Franklin, M. M., Demant, F. and wvan der
Brug, W. (2087) “The Endogenous Economy: ‘Real’ Economic
Conditions, Subjective Economic Evaluations and Government



Support,” Acta Politica , wol. 42, no 1, april, 1-22.

Evans, G. and Andersen, R. (2086) “The Political
Conditioning of Economic Perceptions,” Journal of Politics,
vol., 68, no. 1, Fehruary, 194-267.

Evans, G. and Chzhen, K. {(2816) “Re- Evaluating the Valence
Politics Model of Political Choice,” Political Science
Research and Methods, wol. 4, no. 1, January, 199-22@.

Fair, R. C. (1978) “The Effects of Economic Events on Votes
for President,” The Review of Economics and Statistics,
vol., 68, no. 2, April, 159-173.

Feldman, S. and Conleu, P. {1991) “Explaining Explanations
of Changing Economic Conditions,” in Morpoth, H., Lewis-
Beck, M. 5. and Lafay, J- D. (eds.) (1991) Economics and
Politics: The Calculus of Support, Ann Arhbor: University
of Michigan Press: 185-266.

Fiorina, M. P. (1981) Retrospective Voting in American
Mational Elections, MWew Haven: Yale University Press.

Franklin, M. N. (2869) “Book Review - The Economic Yote:
How Political and Economic Institutions Condition Election
Results by Raymond M. Duch and Randolph T. Stevenson,”
Perspectives on Politics, wol. 7, no. 1, March, 28z2-2a3.

Gigerenzer, G. (2888) Rationality for Mortals: How People
Cope with Uncertainty, 0Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Gigerenzer, G., Hertwig, R. and Pachur, T. (eds.) (2611)
Heuristics: The Foundations of Adaptive Behawvior, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Granger, C. (1969) “Understanding Causal Relations hy
Econometric Models and Cross- Spectral Methods,”
Econometrica, wol. 37, no. 3, August, 424-438.

Granger, C. and Newbold, P. (1974) “Spurious Regression in
Econometrics,” Journal of Econometrics, wol. 2, no. 2,

July, 111-12@.

Green, 0., Palmguist, B. and Schickler, E. (2882) Partisan
Hearts and Minds, Mew Hawven: Yale University Press.

Greene, W. (2611) Econometric Analysis , 7th Edition, Upper
Saddle River: Pearson Education Ltd.

Healy, A. and Malhotra, N. (2613) “Retrospective Voting



Reconsidered,” @nnual Review of Political Science, wol.
16, May, 285-386.

Hibbs, D. A. (1987) The American Political Econaomy:
Macroeconomics and Electoral Politics, Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Ho, K., Clarke, H. D., Chen, L. K. and Heng, D. L- C.
(2013) “walence Politics and Electoral Choice in a Mew
Democracy: The Case of Taiwan,” Electoral Studies, wol. 32,
no. 3, September, 476-481.

Johansen, 5. (1996) Likelihood- Based Inference in
Cointegrated Vector Autoregressive Models, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Kahneman, D. (2611} Thinking, Fast and Slow, MNew York:
Farrar, Strauss and Giroux.

kKey, V. 0. (1968) The Responsible Electorate: Rationality
in Presidential Voting, 1936-196&, Mew York: ¥Wintage
Books.

Keuynes, J. M. (1936) The General Theory of Emplouyment,
Interest and Money, London: Macmillan.

Kiewiet, D. R. (1983) Macroeconomics and Micropolitics: The
Electoral Effects of Economic Issues, Chicago: University
of Chicago Press.

Kinder, D. R. and Kiewiet, D. R. {1981) “Sociotropic
Politics: The @merican Case,” British Journal of Political
Science, wol. 11, no. 2, April, 129-161.

Kramer, G. H. (1971) “Short- Term Fluctuations in U.S.
Yoting Behavior, 1896-1964,” American Political Science
Review, wol. 65, no. 1, March, 131-143.

Kramer, G. H. (1983) “The Ecological Fallacy Revisited:
Aggregate- versus Individual- Level Findings on Economics
and Elections and Sociotropic Voting,” @merican Political
Science Review, wol. 77, no. 1, March, 92-111.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (1988) Economics and Elections: The
Major HWestern Democracies, Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Costa Lobo, M. (2617) “The Economic
Yote: Ordinary vs. Extraordinary Times,” in arzheimer, K.,
Evans, J. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (eds.) The Sage Handhook



of Electoral Behaviour, London: Sage Publications:
584-687.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Stegmaier, M. (2868) “Economic
Determinants of Electoral Outcomes,” énnual Review of
Political Science, wol. 3, June, 183-219.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Stegmaier, M. (2867) “Economic
Models of Voting,” in Dalton, R. J. and Klingemann, H- D.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Political Behawvior, MWew York:
Oxford University Press: 518-537.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Stegmaier, M. (2813) “The ¥- P
Function Revisited: A Survey of the Literature on Yote and
Popularity Functions after over 46 Years,” Public Choice,
vol. 157, no. 3, December, 367-385.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5., Nadeau, R. and Foucault, M. (2613) “The
Compleat Economic Yoter: New Theory and Evidence,” British
Journal of Political Science, wol. 43, no. 2, April,
241-261.

Lupia, A. (2816) Uninformed: Why People Seem to Know So
Little About Politics and What We Can Do About It, Mew
York: O0xford University Press.

Luskin, R. {1987) “Measuring Political Sophistication,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 31, no. 4,
Nowvember, 856-899.

Mackuen, M. B., Erikson, R. 5. and Stimson, J. A. (1992}
“Peasants or Bankers: The American Electorate and the U.S.
Economy,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 86, no.
3, September, 597-611.

Monroe, K. R. (1979) “God of Wengeance and Reward?: The
Economy and Presidential Popularity,” Political Behavior,
vol., 1, no. 4, December, 381-329.

Monroe, K. R. (ed.) (1991) The Economic Approach to
Politics: A Critical Reassessment of the Theory of Rational
Action, MNew York: Harper Collins.

Mueller, J. E. (1979) “Presidential Popularity from Truman
to Johnson,” American Political Science Review, vol. 64,
no. 1, March, 18-34.

Mutz, D. C. and Kim, E. (2617) “Economic VYoting in a New
Media Environment: Preliminary Evidence and Implications,”
in Arzheimer, K., Evans, J. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (eds.)



The Sage Handbook of Electoral Behaviour, London: Sage
Publications: 733-758.

MNadeau, R., Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Belanger, E. (2813)
“Economics and Elections Revisited,” Comparative Political
Studies, vol. 46, no. 5, May, 551-573.

Morpoth, H., Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Lafay, J- D. (eds.)
(1991) Economics and Politics: The Calculus of Support,
Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Phillips, P. {1986) “Understanding Spurious Regressions in
Econometrics,” Journal of Econometrics, wol. 33, no. 3,
December, 311-346.

Powell, G. B. and Whitten, G. D. {1993) “A Cross- MNational
fAnalysis of Economic Voting: Taking Account of the
Political Context,” American Journal of Political Science,
wol., 37, no. 2, May, 391-414.

Schwindt- Bauer, L. and Tavits, M. (2616) Clarity of
Responsibility, Accountability and Corruption, New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Simon, H. &. (1956) “Rational Choice and the Structure of
the Environment,” Psychological Review, wol. 63, no. 2,
May, 129-138.

Sims, C. A. (1988) “Macroeconomics and Reality,”
Econometrica , wol. 48, no. 1, January, 1-48.

Sims, C. A., Stock, J. H. and Watson, M. W. (199&)
“Inference in Linear Time Series Models with Some Unit
Roots,” Econometrica, wol. 58, no. 1, January, 113-144.

Smith, A. (1776) An Inguiry into the Mature and Causes of
the Wealth of MWations, “olume 1, London: W. Strahan & T.
Cadell.

Sniderman, P. M., Brody, R. A. and Tetlock, P. R. (eds.)
(1991) Reasoning and Choice: Explorations in Political
Psychology, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Stegmaier, M., Lewis- Beck, M. S. and Park, B. (20617) “The
Y- P Function: & Review,” in Arzheimer, K., Evans, J. and
Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (eds.) The Sage Handbook of Electoral
Behaviour, London: Sage Publications: 688-638.

Stimson, J. A. (1989) “Perceptions of Politics and Economic
Policy: @& Macroanalysis,” in Clarke, H. D., Stewart, M. C.



and Zuk, G. (eds.) Economic Decline and Political Change:
Canada, Great Britain, the United States, Pittshurgh:
University of Pittshurgh Press: 195-221.

Stokes, D. E. (1963) “Spatial Models of Party Competition,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 57, no. 2, June,
368-377.

Stokes, D. E. (1992) “Valence Politics,” in Kavanagh, D.
(ed.) Electoral Politics, Oxford: Clarendon Press:
141-164.

Thaler, R. H. (2616) Mishehaving: The Making of Behavioral
Economics, Mew York: W. W. Norton & Compang.

Vig, N. J. and Schier, 5. E. {eds.) (1985) Political
Economy in Western Democracies, Mew York: Holmes and
Meier.

HWeisherg, H. (2665) The Total Survey Error Approach: A
Guide to the Mew Science of Survey Research, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Whiteley, P. (1986) Political Control of the Macro-
Economy, London: Sage Publications.

Whiteley, P., Clarke, H. D., Sanders, 0. and Stewart, M. C.
(2613) Affluence, Austerity and Electoral Change in
Britain, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Whiteley, P., Clarke, H. D., Sanders, 0. and Stewart, M. C.
(2816) “Hunting the Snark: @ Reply to ‘Re- Evaluating
Yalence Politics Models of Political Choice,” ™ Political
Science Research and Methods, wol. 4, no. 1, January,
221-24a.

Wlezien, C., Franklin, M. M. and Twiggs, D. (1997)
“Economic Perceptions and Yote Choice: Disentangling the
Endogeneity,” Political Behavior , wol. 19, no. 1, March,
7-17.

vule, G. U. (1926} “Why Do We Sometimes Get Monsense-
Correlations Between Time- Series - A Study in Sampling
and the Nature of Time- Series,” Journal of the Royal
Statistical Society, wol. 89, no. 1, January, 1-63.



17 Electoral systems

Arrow, K. J. (1963) [1951] Social Choice and Individual
Values, 2nd Edition, MNew Haven: Yale Uniwversity Press.

Austen- Smith, D. and Banks, J. (1996) “Information
Aggregation, Rationality, and the Condorcet Jury Theorem,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 98, no. 2, March,
34-45.,

Balinski, M. L. and Laraki, R. (281a) Majority Judgment:
Measuring, Ranking, and Electing, Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press.

Balinski, M. L. and Young, H. P. (2eal) Fair
Representation: Meeting the Ideal of One Man, One Yote, 2nd
Edition, Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press.

Bartholdi, J. J. III, Towey, C. A., and Trick, M. A. (1989)
““oting Schemes for Which It Can Be Difficult to Tell Who
HWon the Election,” Social Choice and Welfare, wol. &, no.
2, April, 157-165.

Black, D. (1948) “On the Rationale of Group Decision-
Making,” Journal of Political Economy, wol. 56, no. 1,
February, 23-34.

Black, D. (1958) The Theory of Committees and Elections,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Borda, J- C. (1784) “Mémoire Sur les Elections au Scrutin,”
in McLean, I. and Urken, A. B. (1995) Classics of Social
Choice , Ann Arbor, HMI: University of Michigan Press:
83-96.

Bowler, 5. and Grofman, B. (eds.) (Zeee) Elections in
Australia, Ireland, and Malta Under the Single Transferable
Vote , Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press.

Brams, 5. J. and Fishhurn, P. C. {1983) Approval voting,
2nd Edition, Mew York: Springer.

Colomer, J. M. {ed.) (2884) Handbook of Electoral Sustem
Choice, Basingstoke: Palgrave- Macmillan.

Colomer, J. M. and McLean, I. {1993) “Electing Popes:
Approval Balloting and Qualified- Majority Rule,” Journal

of Interdisciplinary History, vol. 29, no. 1, Summer, 1-22.

Condorcet, M. J. A. M. {1785) Essal sur L’application de



L’analyse & la Probabilité des Deécisions Rendues a la
Pluralité des Voix, Paris: Imprimerie royale.

Condorcet, M. J. &. N. (1995) [1788] “Essal sur les
Assemblées Provinciales,” in McLean, I. and Urken, &. B.
(1995) Classics of Social Choice, Ann Arbor, MI: University
of Michigan Press: 139-168.

Cox, G. W. {1991) “SNTV and D’Hondt are
‘Eguivalent,” ” Electoral Studies, wol. 18, no. 2,
June, 118-132.

Dodgson, C. L. (1876) “A Method of Taking votes on More
Than Two Issues,” in Black, D. {1958) The Theory of
Committees and Elections , Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press: 224-234.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy, Mew York:
Harper and Row.

Electoral Reform Societu (2616) “Majoritarian
Electoral Systems,” www.electoral- reform.org.uks
majoritarian- electoral-systems, [accessed Octoher 26,
26158] .

Federal Law Gazette (2614) “Basic Law for the Federal
Republic of Germany,” www.gesetze- im-internet.
desenglisch_ggrsenglisch_ge.html, [accessed Octoher 16,
26158] .

Government of Ireland (2616) “Presidential Election
in Ireland,” www.citizensinformation.iesens

List, C. and Goodin, R. E. (2861) “Epistemic Democracy:
Generalizing the Condorcet Jury Theorem,” Journal of
Political Philosophy, wol. 9, no. 3, September, 277-386.

May, K. 0. {1952) “A Set of Independent Necessary and
Sufficient Conditions for Simple Majority Decision,”
Econometrica , wol. 26, no. 4, October, 686-684.

May, K. 0. {1953) “A Mote on Complete Independence of the
Conditions for Simple Majority Decision,” Econometrica,
vol., 21, no. 1, January, 172-173.

McLean, I. (1991) “Forms of Representation and Sustems of
voting,” in Held, D. (ed.) Political Theory Today |
Cambridge: Polity Press: 172-196.

McLean, I. (1996) “E. J. Manson, Social Choice, and



Electoral Reform,” @ustralian Journal of Political Science
, wvol. 31, no. 3, November, 369-385.

McLean, I. and Urken, A. B. (1995) Classics of Social
Choice, ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press.

McLean, I., McMillan, A., and Monroe, B. L. (1996) A
Mathematical Approach to Proportional Representation:
Duncan Black on Lewis Carroll , Dordrecht: Kluwer.

McLean, I., McMillan, A., and Monroe, B. L. (1998) The
Theory of Committees and Elections by Duncan Black; and
Committee Decisions with Complementary Yaluation by Duncan
Black and R. A. Newing , 2nd Edition, CDordrecht: Kluwer.

Miller, N. R. (2812) “Electoral Inversions bu the US
Electoral College,” in Felsenthal, D. 5. and Machover, M.
(eds.) Electoral Systems: Paradoxes, Assumptions, and
Procedures, Berlin: Springer: 93-1@9.

Oxford English Dictionary Online (2617) “Represent,”
https://en.oxforddictionaries.coms/definitions represent,
[accessed October 28, 26815].

Peirce, M. and Longleu, L. D. (1981) The People’s
President: The Electoral College in America and the Direct
Vote Alternative , Mew Hawven, CT: Yale University Press.

Riker, W. H. (1982} Liberalism against Populism, San
Francisco: W. H. Freeman.

Saari. D. (199@) “The Borda Dictionaruy,” Social Choice and
Welfare, wvol. ¥, no. 4, December, 279-317.

Young, H. P. {1988) “Condorcet’s Theory of Voting,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 82, no. 4,
December, 1231-1244.



18 Electoral integrity

Alvarez, R. M. and Grofman, B. (eds.) (2614) Election
Administration in the United States: The State of Reform
after Bush v. Gore, New York: Cambridge University Press.

Anderson, C. J. and Tverdova, ¥. Y. (2083) “Corruption,
Political Allegiances, and Attitudes Toward Government in
Contemporary Democracies,” american Journal of Political
science, vol. 47, no. 1, January, 91-189.

Bauer, R. F., Ginsherg. B. L., Britton, B., Echevarria, J.,
Grayson, T., Lomax, L., Coleman Maues, M., HMcGeehan, A.,
Partick, T., and Thomas, C. (2814) The American Yoting
Experience: Report and Recommendations of the Presidential
Commission on Election Administration, Washington DC:
Presidential Commission on Election Administration.

Birch, 5. (2ee8) “Electoral Institutions and Popular
Confidence in Electoral Processes: A Cross- National
Analusis,” Electoral Studies, wol. 27, no. 2, June,
385-328.

Birch, 5. (2e1e) “Perceptions of Electoral Fairness and
voter Turnout,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 43,
no. 12, December, 1681-1622.

Bishop, 5. and Hoeffler, A. (2014) “Free and Fair
Elections: A Mew Database,” HWorking Paper, Center for the
Study of African Economies (CSAE), University of 0xford.

Bjornlund, E. C. (2884) Beyond Free and Fair: Monitoring
Elections and Building Democracy, Washington, DC: HWoodrow
Wilson Center Press.

Bowler, 5. and Donowvan, T. (2813) The Limits of Electoral
Reform, MNew York: Ox<ford University Press.

Bratton, M. (2613) Voting and Democratic Citizenship in
Africa, Boulder: Lunne Rienner.

Bratton, M. and wan de Walle, N. {1997) Democratic
Experiments in Africa: Regime Transitions in Comparative
Perspective, New York: Cambridge University Press.

Burden, B. C. and Stewart, C. III {(eds.) (28614) The Measure
of American Elections, New York: Cambridge University

Press.

Cain, B. E., Donovan, T., and Tolbert, C. (28688) Democracy



in the States: Experimentation in Election Refaorm,
Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press.

Carothers, T. (2862) “The End of the Transitions Paradigm,”
Journal of Democracy, wol. 13, no. 1, January, 5-21.

Cheibub, T. @&., Gandhi, J., and ¥vreeland, J. R. (2818)
“Democracy and Dictatorship Revisited,” Public Choice,
vol., 143, no. 2, April, 67-181.

Colomer, J. M. (2884) Handhook of Electoral System Choice,
MNew York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Diamond, L. (2862} “Thinking About Hubrid Regimes,” Journal
of Democracy, wol. 13, no. 2, April, 21-35.

Diamond, L. and Plattner, M. F. (eds.) (2615) Democracy in
Decline?, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Donno, D. (2813) Defending Democratic Morms, Mew York:
Oxford University Press.

Elklit, J. and Reunolds, a. (2865) “A Framework for the
Systematic Study of Election Qualitu,” Democratization,
vol., 12, no. 2, April, 147-162.

Freedom House (2617) www.freedomhouse.org.

Gallagher, M. and Mitchell, P. (eds.) (28665) The Politics
of Electoral Systems, Ox<ford: Oxford University Press.

Goodwin- Gill, G. 5. (2886) Free and Fair Elections, 2nd
Edition, Genewa: Inter- Parliamentary Union.

Gronlund, K. and Setala, M. (2811) “In Honest Officials We
Trust: Institutional Confidence in Europe,” @merican
Review of Public Administration, wol. 42, no. 5, September,
523-542.

Ham, C. wan (2815) “Getting Elections Right? Measuring
Electoral Integrity,” Democratization, wol. 22, no. 4,
June, 714-737.

Hasen, R. L. (2812} The %“oting Wars: From Florida zZeea to
the Mext Election Meltdown, MNew Haven: Yale University
Press.

Huyde, S. D. (2811) The Pseudo- Democrat’s Dilemma, Ithaca:
Cornell University Press.



Hyde, 5. D. and Marinow, M. (2612) Codebook for Mational
Elections Across Democracy and Autocracy (NELDA)D
1945-2618, Version 3, available online:

wuw, nelda.co/NELDA_codebook _2a12. pdf.

kKelley, J. (2612) Monitoring Democracy: When International
Election Obserwation MWorks and Why It Often Fails,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

kKurlantzick, J. (2614) Democracy in Retreat: The Revolt of
the Middle Class and the Worldwide Decline of
Representative Government, MNew Haven: Yale University
Press.

Lehoucq, F. E. and Jiménez, I. M. (20062) Stuffing the
Ballot Box: Fraud, Electoral Reform, and Democratization
in Costa Rica, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

Levitsky, S. and Wau, L. A. (2862) “The Rise of Competitive
Authoritarianism,” Journal of Democracy, wol. 13, no. 2,
April, 51-66.

Levitsky, 5. and Hay, L. (2618) Competitive
Authoritarianism: Hyhrid Regimes after the Cold Har, New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Lindherg, 5. (2666) Democracy and Elections in Africa,
Baltimore, MD: The Johns Hopkins University Press.

Magaloni, B. (2666) Voting for Autocracy: Hegemonic Party
Survival and Its Demise in Mexico, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

McCann, J. @. and Dominguez, J. I. (1998) “Mexicans React
to Electoral Fraud and Political Corruption: An Assessment
of Public Opinion and Yoting Behavior,” Electoral Studies,
vol., 17, no. 4, December, 483-563.

Moehler, D. C. (26@9) “Critical Citizens and Submissive
Subjects: Elections Losers and Winners in @frica,” British
Journal of Political Science, wol. 39, no. 2, April,
345-366.

Munck, G. L. (2669) Measuring Democracy: A Bridge Betuween
Scholarship and Politics, Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins
Press.

Morris, P. (2013) “Does the World Agree @bout Standards of
Electoral Integrity? Evidence for the Diffusion of Global
Morms,” Electoral Studies, wol. 32, no. 4, December,



576-588.

Morris, P. (2814) Why Electoral Integrity Matters, New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Morris, P. (2815) Why Elections Fail, Mew York: Cambridge
University Press.

Morris, P. and A. Abel wvan Es. (2616) Checkhook Elections,
New York: Oxford University Press.

Przeworski, A., Alvarez, M. E., Cheibub, J. A., and
Limongi. F. (2666) Democracy and Development: Political
Institutions and Well- Being in the World, 1956-199&, New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Renwick, A. (2616) The Politics of Electoral Refaorm, New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Robbins, M. D. H. and Tessler, M. {2012) “The Effects of
Elections on Public Opinion Towards Democracy: Evidence
from Longitudinal Survey Research in @lgeria,” Comparative
Political Studies, wol. 45, no. 16, Octoher, 1255-1276.

Rose, R. and Mishler, W. (2863) “How Do Electors Respond to
an “Unfair” Election? The Experience of Russians,” Post-
Soviet affairs, wol. 25, no. 2, April, 118-136.

Rosenstone, 5. J. and Wolfinger, R. E. {1978) “The Effect
of Registration Laws on Yoter Turnout,” émerican Political
Science Review, wol. 72, no. 1, March, 27-45.

Schedler, &. (2082) “The Menu of Manipulation,” Journal of
Democracy, wol. 13, no. 2, April, 36-45.

Schedler, A. (ed.) (2666) Electoral Authoritarianism: The
Dynamics of Unfree Competition, Boulder: Lynne Rienner.

Simpser, A. (2612) “Does Electoral Manipulation Discourage
Yoter Turnout? Evidence from Mexico,” Journal of Politics,
vol., 74, no. 3, July, 782-795.

Simpser, A. (2613) Why Parties and Governments Manipulate
Elections: Theory, Practice and Implications, Mew York:

Cambridge University Press.

Streb, M. J. (ed.) (2664) Law and Election Politics, 2nd
Edition, Mew York: Routledge.

Tuccinardi, D. (ed.) (2814) International 0Obligations for



Elections: Guidelines for Legal Frameworks, Stockholm:
International IDEA.

Vickery, C. and Shein, E. (2812) Assessing Electoral Fraud
in Mew Democracies, Washington, DC, IFES, awvailable online:

Wolfinger, R. E. and Rosenstone, 5. J. (1988) Who Yotes?
Mew Haven: Yale University Press.



19 voting behavior in multi-level
glectoral systems

Alesina, A. and Rosenthal, H. (1989) “Partisan Cucles in
Congressional Elections and the Macroeconomy,” The
American Political Science Review, wol. 83, no. 2, June,
373-398.

fAlesina, A. and Rosenthal, H. (1995) Partisan Politics,
Divided Government, and the Economy, NWew York: Cambridge
University Press.

Brug, W. wan der and de Vreese, C. (eds.) (2616) Unintended
Conseguences of European Parliamentary Elections, 0Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Brug, W. wan der and wvan der Eijk, C. (eds.) (2087)
European Elections and Domestic Politics: Lessons from the
Past and Scenarios for the Future, South Bend: University
of Notre Dame Press.

Campbell, &. (1966) “Surge and Decline: & Study of
Electoral Change,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wol. 24, no.
3, Autumn, 397-418.

Carrubba, C. J. and Timpone, R. J. (2005) “Explaining “ote
Switching Across First and Second Order Elections:
Evidence from Europe,” Comparative Political Studies, wol.
38, no. 3, April, 266-281.

Curtice, J. (1989) “The 1989 European Election: Protest or
Green Tide,” Electoral Studies, wol. 8, no. 3, December,
217-238.

Curtice, J. and Payne, C. (1991) “Local Elections as
Mational Referendums in Great Britain,” Electoral Studies
, vol. 16, no. 1, March, 3-17.

Dandoy, R. and Schakel, A. (eds.) (2613) Regional and
MNational Elections in HWestern Europe: Territoriality of
the “ote in Thirteen Countries, Houndmills: Palgrave
Macmillan.

Dinas, E. (20612) “The Formation of voting Hahits,” Journal
of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, wol. 22, no. 4,
November, 431-456.

Dinas, E. & Riera, P. (2617) “Do European Parliament
Elections Impact Wational Party System Fragmentation?,”
Comparative Political Studies, 1-38.



Dinkel, R. {1977) “Der Zusammenhang Zwischen Bundes- und
Landtagswahlergebnissen,” in Kaase, M. {ed.)
Wahlsoziologie Heute. Analysen aus Anlass der
Bundestagswahl 1976, Opladen: Hestdeutscher Verlag:
348-359.

Dinkel, R. {1978) “The Relationship Between Federal and
State Elections in West Germany,” in Kaase, M. and %on
Beume, K. (eds.) Elections and Parties, London: Sage:
53-65.

Eijk, C. wan der and Franklin, M. (1998) Choosing Europe?
The European Electorate and National Politics in the Face
of the Union, Ann Arhor: University of Michigan Press.

Eijk, C. wan der and Schmitt, H. (2888) (eds.) The
Multilevel Electoral System of the EU, Mannheim: Mannheim
Centre for European Social Research.

Eijk, C. wvan der, Franklin, M. and Marsh, M. {1996) “Hhat

Voters Teach Us About Europe- Wide Elections: What Europe-
Hide Elections Teach Us @bout Voters,” Electoral Studies,

vol., 15, no. 2, May, 149-18A6.

Erikson, R. 5. (1988) “The Puzzle of Mid- Term Loss,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 58, no. 4, November, 1811-1829,

Erikson, R. 5. and Filippov, M. G. {2¢61) “Electoral
Balancing in Federal and Sub- Mational Elections: The Case
of Canada,” Constitutional Political Economy, wol. 12, no.
4, December, 313-331.

Ford, R. and Goodwin, M. (2&14) Rewolt on the Right.
Explaining Support for the Radical Right in Britain,
London: Routledge.

Franklin, M. {2e@5) “The Fading Power of National Politics
to Structure Voting Behawviour in Elections to the European
Parliament,” Paper presented at the 2664 Conference on
European Elections, Central European University, May
26-23.

Franklin, M. and Hobolt, 5. (2@1@) “The Legacy of Lethargy:
How Elections to the European FParliament Depress Turnout,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 38, no. 1, March, 67-76.

Goodhart, C. A. E. and Bhansali, R. J. {1978) “Political
Economy,” Political Studies, wol. 18, no. 1, March,
43-166.



Heath, A., Mclean, I., Taylor, B. and Curtice, J. (1999}
“Between First and Second- Order: & Comparison of Voting
Behaviour in European and Local Elections in Britain,”
European Journal of Political Research, wol. 35, no. 3,
HMay, 389-414.

Hix, 5. and Marsh, M. (2811) “Second- Order Effects Plus
Pan- European Political Swings: An Analysis of European
Parliament Elections Across Time,” Electoral Studies, wol.
38, no. 1, March, 4-15.

Hobolt, S. and Spoon, J. (2812) “Motivating the European
voter: Parties, Issues and Campaigns in European Parliament
Elections,” European Journal of Political Research, wol.
51, no. 6, October, 781-727.

Hobolt, S. and Wittrock, J. (2611) “The Second Order
Election Model Rewisited: An Experimental Test of wote
Choices in European Parliament Elections,” Electoral
Studies, wvol. 38, no. 1, March, 29-46.

Hooghe, L. and Marks, G. (2869) “A Post- Functionalist
Theory of European Integration: From Permissive Consensus
to Constraining Dissensus,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 39, no. 1, January, 1-23.

Hooghe, L., Marks, G. and Schakel, A. H. (2818) The Rise of
Regional Authority: A Comparative Study of 42 Democracies,
London: Routledge.

Hutter, 5., Grande, E. and Kriesi, H. (eds.) (2916)
Politicising Europe: Integration and Mass Politics,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Jeffery, C. and Hough, D. (2881} “The Electoral Cucle and
Multi- Level Yoting in Germany,” German Politics, wol. 18,
no. 2, August, 73-98.

Jeffery, C. and Hough, D. (2663) “Regional Elections in
Multi- Level Systems,” European Urban and Regional
Studies, wvol. 16, no. 3, July, 199-212.

Jeffery, C. and Hough, D. (2889) “Understanding Post-
Devolution Elections in Scotland and Wales in Comparative
Perspective,” Party Politics, wol. 15, no. 2, March,
219-24a.

Johnston, R. (1999) “Business Cycles, Political Cucles and
the Popularity of Canadian Governments, 1974-1998,7



Canadian Journal of Political Science, wol. 32, no. 3,
September, 499-526.

Key, ¥. 0. {1955) “A Theory of Critical Elections,” Journal
of Politics, wol. 17, no. 1, February, 145-155.

Koepke, J. R. and Ringe, M. (2666} “The Second Order
Election Model in an Enlarged Europe,” European Union
Politics, wol. 7, no. 3, September, 321-346.

kKriesi, H., Grande, E., Lachat, R., Dolezal, M.,
Bornschier, 5. and Frey, T. (2688) Hest European Politics
in the Age of Globalization, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Lefevere, J. and van fAelst, P. (2614) “First- Order,
Second- Order or Third Rate? A Comparison of Turnout in
European, Local and Wational Elections in the Metherlands,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 35, September, 159-174.

Magone, J. M. (26@4) Contemporary Spanish Politics, London:
Rout ledge.

Markowski, R. (2816) “How European Elections affect
MNational Party Systems: 0On the Survival of Newly
Established Parties,” in van der Brug, W. and De “reese, C.
(eds.) Unintended Consequences of European Parliamentary
Elections, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 125-147.

Marsh, M. (20085) “The Results of the 26@4 European
Parliament Elections and the Second- Order Model,” in
MNiedermayer, 0. and Schmitt, H. (eds.) Europawshl Z@g4,
HWieshaden: ¥S- Werlag: 142-158.

Marsh, M. (2008) “Yote Switching in European Parliament
Elections: Evidence from June 2ee4,” in wvan der Eijk, C.
and Schmitt, H. (eds.) The Multilevel Electoral System of
the EU, Mannheim: Mannheim Centre for European Social
Research: 71-95.

Marsh, M. and Franklin, M. {1996) “The Foundations:
Unanswered Questions from the Study of European Elections,
1979-1994,” in van der Eijk, C. and Franklin, M. {eds.)
Choosing Europe? The European Electorate and National
Politics in the Face of Union, Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press: 11-33.

Miller, W. L. and Mackie, M. {1973) “The Electoral Cucle
and the Asummetry of Government and Opposition
Popularity,” Political Studies, wol. 21, no. 3, September,



263-279.

Mughan, @. (1986) “Toward a Political Explanation of
Government Yote Losses in Midterm By- Elections,™ American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 88, no. 3, September,
T61-775.

Morris, P. (1997) “Nomination: Second Order Elections
FRevisited,” European Journal of Political Research, wol.
31, no. 1, February, 169-114.

Oppenhuis, E., wan der Eijk, C. and Franklin, M. (1998}
“The Party Context: Outcomes,” in wvan der Eijk, C. and
Franklin, M. (eds.) Choosing Europe? The European
Electorate and Wational Politics in the Face of Union, Ann
Arbor: University of Michigan Press: 287-366.

Pallarés, F. and Keating, M. (2883) “Multi- Level Electoral
Competition: Regional Elections and Party Systems in
Spain,” European Urban and Regional Studies, wol. 16, no.
3, July, 239-255.

Reif, K. (1985) “Ten Second- Order National Elections,” in
Reif, K. (ed.) Ten European Elections: Campaigns and
Results of the 1979/81 First Direct Elections to the
European Parliament, Aldershot: Gower: 1-36.

Reif, K. and Schmitt, H. (1986) “Nine Second- Order
MNational Elections; A Conceptual Framework for the

finalyses of European Election Results,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. &, no. 1, March, 3-44.

Reif, K. (1997) “European elections as member state
second-order elections revisited,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. 31, no.1-2: 115-124.

Remmer, K. L. and G&lineau, F. {26@&3) “Subnational
Electoral Choice: Economic and Referendum Yoting in
Argentina, 1983-1999,” Comparative Political Studies, wol.
36, no. 7, September, 861-821.

Schakel, a. H. (2614) “How to Analyze Second- Order
Election Effects? A Refined Second- Order Election Model,”
Comparative European Politics, wvol. 13, no. 6, November,
636-655.

Schakel, a. H. and Jeffery, C. (2613) “Are Regional
Elections Really ‘Second- Order’ Elections?,” Regional
Studies, wol. 47, no. 3, 323-341.



Schmitt, H. (1996) “Germany: A Bored Electorate,” in wan
der Eijk, C. and Franklin, M. (eds.) Choosing Europe? The
European Electorate and National Politics in the Face of
Union, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press: 137-156.

Schmitt, H. (2865) “The European Parliament Elections of
June 26@4: 5till Second Order?,” West European Politics,
vol., 28, no. 3, May, 658-679.

Schmitt, H. (2863) “Introduction,” Journal of European
Integration, vol. 31, no. 5, September, 525-536.

Schmitt, H. and Reif, K. (2863) “Der Hauptwshlzuklus und
die Ergebnisse von Nebenwahlen,” in Hist, &. (ed.)
Politbarometer, Opladen: Leske und Budrich: 239-254.

Schmitt, H. and Teperoglou, E. {2615) “The 2614 European
Parliament Elections in Southern Europe: Second- Order or
Critical Elections?,” South European Society and Politics,
wol., 28, no. 3, July, 287-389.

Schmitt, H. and Teperoglou, E. {2617) “The Study of Less
Important Elections,” in Arzheimer, K., Evans, J. and
Lewis- Beck, M. (eds.) The Sage Handbook of Electoral
Behawviour, Los Angeles, London, Mew Delhi, Singapore,
HWashington DC and Melbourne: Sage: S56-79.

Schmitt, H. and Toyglr, I. {(2816) “European Parliament
Elections of May 2614: Driven by Mational Politics or EU
Policy Making?,” Politics and Governance, wol. 4, no. 1,
167-181.

Schmitt, H., Hobolt, S. and Popa, S. (2815) “Does
Personalization Increase Turnout? ‘Spitzenkandidaten’ in
the 2814 European Parliament Elections,” European Union
Politics, wol. 16, no. 3, September, 347-368.

Schmitt, H., Sanz, A. and Braun, D. (2083) “The Micro-
Foundations of Second- Order Election Theory: Theoretical
Reconstructions and Empirical Tests Based Upon the European
Election Study 2664,” Paper presented at the 2665 CSES
Workshop, University of Manchester, December 9-11.

Schmitt, H., Sanz, A. and Braun, D. (2089) “Motive
individuellen HWahlverhaltens in Mebenwahlen: Eine
theoretische Rekonstruktion und empirische Oberprifung,” in
Falter, J. W., Gabriel, 0. and Wessels, B. (eds.) Hahlen
und Wahler: @nalysen aus Anlass der Bundestagswahl 2865,
Hiesbaden: Verlag fir Sozialwissenschaften: 585-665.



Sinnott, R. (1995) Irish woters Decide: Woting Behaviour in
Elections and Referendums Since 1918, Manchester:
Manchester University Press.

Skrinis, 8. and Teperoglou, E. {(2688) “Studying and
Comparing Second- Order Elections: Examples from Greece,
Portugal and Spain,” in Yan der Eijk, C. and Schmitt, H.
(eds.) The Multilevel Electoral System of the EU,
Mannheim: Mannheim Centre for European Social Research:
163-189.

Stimson, J. A. (1976) “Public Support for American
Presidents: @ Cyclical Model,” Public Opinion Quarterly ,
vol., 48, no. 1, Spring, 1-21.

Teperoglou, E. (2616) “A Chance to Blame the Government?
The 2869 European Election in Southern Europe,”™ South
European Society and Politics, wol. 15, no. 2, June,
247-272.

Teperoglou, E. and Tsatsanis, E. (2611) “A New Divide? The
Impact of Globalization on National Party Systems,” Hest
European Politics, wvol. 34, no. 6, November, 1267-1228.

Teperoglou, E., Tsatsanis, E. and Micalokopoulos, E. (2615)
“Habituating to the Wew Wormal: The 2614 European Election
in Greece in a Post- Earthguake Party System,” South
European Society and Politics, wvol. 26, no. 3, 333-355.

Thorlakson, L. (2615) “Explaining the Federal- Provincial
Turnout Gap in the Canadian Provinces,” Canadian Political
Science Review, wol. 9, no. 1, 164-176.

Tufte, E. (1975) “Determinants and Outcomes of Midterm
Congressional Elections,” émerican Political Science
Review, wol. 69, no. 3, September, 812-826.

Heber, T. (2011) “Exit, Voice, and Cyclicality: & Micro-
Logic of Midterm Effects in European FParliament Elections,’
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 55, no. 4,
October, 9a7-922.

bl

vsmal, C. and Caurol, R. (1996) “France: The Midwife Comes
to Call,” in wan der Eijk, C. and Franklin, M. (eds.)
Choosing Europe? The European Electorate and National
Politics in the Face of Union, Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press: 115-136.



26 Local context, social networks and
neighborhood effects on wvoter choice

fbhrams, S. J. and Fiorina, M. P. (2612) “ ‘The Big Sort’
That Wasn’t: @ Sceptical Re- Examination,” PS: Political
Science and Politics, wol. 45, no. 2, April, 263-214.

fmara, M. and El Lagha, A. (2016) “Tunisian Constituent
Assembly Elections: How Does Spatial Proximity Matter?,”
Quality and Quantity, wol. 5@, no. 1, January, 6G5-88.

Arzheimer, K. and Evans, J. (2812) “Geolocation and Woting:
Candidate- voter Distance Effects on Party Choice in the
201@ UK General Election in England,” Political Geographu,
vol., 31, no. 5, June, 381-314.

Arzheimer, K. and Evans, J. (2614) “Candidate Geolocation
and %“oter Choice in the 2813 English County Council
Elections,” Research and Politics, available online:
http://journals.sagepub.comsdoisabs/16.
1177/2853168614538769.

Ashdown, P. (2869) A Fortunate Life: The Autobiography of
Paddy Ashdown, London: Aurum Press.

Banducci, 5. A. and Karp, J. A. (1994) “Electoral
Conseguences of Scandal and Reapportionment in the 1992
House Elections,” American Politics Quarterly , wol. 22,
no. 1, January, 3-16.

Barwell, G. (2616) How to Win a Marginal Seat: My Year
Fighting for My Political Life, London: Biteback Books.

Bisgaard, M., Dinesen, P. T. and Sonderskowv, K. M. (2816)
“Reconsidering the Neighborhood Effect: Does Exposure to
Residential Unemployment Influence Yoters' Perceptions of
the National Economy?,” Journal of Politics, wol. 78, no.
3, July, 719-723.

Bishop, B. and Cummings, R. G. (2868) The Big Sort: Why
the Clustering of Like- Minded America is Tearing Us
fpart, Boston: Houghton Mifflin.

Bowler, 5., Donovan, T. and Shipp, J. (1993) “Local Sources
of Information and Yoter Choice in State Elections:
Microlevel Foundations of the ‘Friends and Meighbors’
Effect,” american Politics Quarterlu, wol. 21, no. 4,
October, 473-489.

Buttice, M. and Milazzo, C. (2611) “Candidate Positioning



in Great Britain,” Electoral Studies, wol. 3¢, no. 4,
December, 848-857.

Campbell, R. and Cowley, P. (2814) “What Voters Want:
Reactions to Candidate Characteristics in a Survey
Experiment,” Political Studies, wvol. 62, no. 4, December,
745-765.

Campbell, R. and Lovenduski, J. (2815) “What Should MPs Do?
Public and Parliamentarians’ ¥Yiews Compared,”
Parliamentary Affairs, wol. 68, no. 4, Octoher, 698-7a85.

Cantoni, E. and Pons, ¥. (2616) Do Interactions with
Candidates Increase Voter Support and Participation?
Experimental Evidence from Italy, Cambridge, MA: Harvard
Business School, Working Paper 16-686.

Childs, S. and Cowley, P. (2611} “The Politics of Local
Presence: Is There a Case for Descriptive Representation?,”
Political Studies , wol. 59, no. 1, March, 1-19.

Cowley, P. and Kavanagh, D. (2615) The British General
Election of 2815, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Cox, K. R. {1969) “The Woting Decision in a Spatial
Context,” in Board, C., Chorley, R. J., Haggett, P. and
Stoddart, D. R. (eds.) Progress in Geography 1, London:
Edward Arnold: 83-117.

Cox, K. R. {1971) “The Spatial Components of Urban voting
Response Surfaces,” Economic Geography, wol. 47, no. 1,
January, 27-35.

Curtice, J., Fisher, 5. D. and Ford, R. {(2615) “The Results
finalysed,” in Cowley, P. and Kavanagh, D. {eds.) The
British General Election of 2815, Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan: 387-431.

Cutts, D. J. (2e@6a) “Continuous Campaigning and Electoral
Outcomes: The Liberal Democrats in Bath,” Political
Geography, wol. 25, no. 1, January, 75-88.

Cutts, D. J. (2e@6b) “ ‘Where He Hork We Win’: @ Case Study
of Local Liberal Democrat Campaigning,” Journal of
Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, wol. 16, no. 3,
October, 221-24Z2.

Devine, C. J. and Kopko, K. C. (2816) How Running Mates
Influence Home State Voting in Presidential Elections,
Manchester: Manchester University Press.



Dorling, D., Rallings, C. and Thrasher, M. {1998) “The
Epidemiology of the Liberal Democrat Vote,” Political
Geography Quarterly, wol. 17, no. 1, January, 45-74.

Eagles, M., Belanger, P. and Calkins, H. W. (2804) “The
Spatial Structure of Urban Political Discussion Metworks,”
in Goodchild, M. F. and Janelle, D. G. (eds.) Spatially
Integrated Social Science, Oxford: Oxford University
Press: 285-221.

Ferejohn, J. A. (1974) Pork- Barrel Politics: Rivers and
Harbors Legislation 1947-1968, Stanford: Stanford
University Press.

Fisher, J. (2615) “Party Finance: The Death of the Wational
Campaign?,” in Geddes, @. and Tonge, J. (eds.) Britain
Votes 2815, Oxford: Ox<ford University Press: 133-152.

Garcla-Sanchez, M. (2816) “Territorial Control and vote
Choice in Colombia: A Multilevel @pproach,” Politica y
Gobierno, wol. 23, no. 1, January, 53-96.

Gimpel, J. G. and Huli, I. S. {(2015) “Seeking Politicallu
Compatible Meighbors? The Role of Meighborhood Partisan
Composition in Residential Sorting,” Political Geography,
vol., 48, no.1l, September, 138-14Z2.

Gimpel, J. G., Karnes, K., McTague, J. and Pearson-
Merkowitz, 5. (28608) “Distance- Decay in the Political
Geography of Friends and Meighbors Voting,” Political
Geography, wol. 27, no. 2, February, 231-252.

Goodwin, M. and Milazzo, C. (2615) UKIP: Inside the
Campaign to Redraw the Map of British Politics, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Gorecki, M. and Marsh, M. (2812} “Not Just ‘Friends and
Meighbours’: Canvassing, Geographical Proximity and voter
Choice,” European Journal of Political Research, wol. 51,
no. 5, August, 563-582.

Gorecki, M. and Marsh, M. (2814) “A Decline of ‘Friends and
Meighbours® Voting in Ireland: Local Candidate Effects in
the 2811 Irish ‘Earthguake Election’ ,” Political
Geography, wol. 41, July, 11-2@.

Granovetter, M. 5. (1973) “The Strength of Weak Ties,”
American Journal of Sociology, wvol. 78, no. 6, Mau,
1366-1386.



Green, D. P. and Gerher, A. 5. (28664) Get Out the Yote! How
to Increase VYoter Turnout, Washington, DC: The Brookings
Institution.

Green, D. P., Krasno, J. 5., Coppock, A., Farrer, B. D.,
Lenoir, B. and Zingher, J. N. (2816) “The Effects of Lawn
Signs on Wote Outcomes: Results from Four Randomized Filed
Experiments,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 143-156.

Guigal, A., Johnston, R. J. and Constantinescu, 5. (2811)
“Democratic Musical Chairs? Romania’s Post- 1989 Electoral
Geography,” Space and Polity, wol. 15, no. 2, March,
143-161.

Huckfeldt, R. (2@61) “The Social Communication of Political
Expertise,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol.
45, no. 2, April, 425-438.

Huckfeldt, R. and Sprague, J. (1995) Citizens, Politics and
Social Communication, Cambridge: Cambridee University
Press.

Huckfeldt, R., Johnson, P. E. and Sprague, J. (2884)
Political Disagreement: The Survival of Diverse Opinions
Within Communication Metworks, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Huckfeldt, R., Pietryka, M. T. and Reilly, J. (2614)
“Noise, Bias and Expertise in Political Communication
Metworks,” Social Metworks, wol. 36, no. 1, January,
11-1721.

Johnston, R. J. (1973) “Spatial Patterns and Influences on
Woting in Multi- Candidate Elections: The Christchurch
City Council Elections, 1968,” Urban Studies, wol. 1@, no.
1, February, 69-81.

Johnston, R. J. (1976) “Political Behaviour and the
Residential Mosaic,” in Herbert, D. T. and Johnston, R. T.
(eds.) Social Areas in Cities: Wolume 2: Spatial
Perspectives on Problems and Policies, London: John HWiley:
65-88.

Johnston, R. J. (1978) “On Elections, Yoting, and
Participation: Friends and Neighbours Yoting in Australia:
A Mote,” Politics, wvol. 13, no. 1, May, 151-154.

Johnston, R. J. (1986) The Geography of Federal Spending in
the United States of America, London: Research Studies



Press.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. {2081) “ ‘It’s the
Economy, Stupid’ - But Which Economy? Geographical Scales,
Retrospective Economic Ewvaluations and Yoting at the 1997
British General Election,” Regional Studies, wol. 35, no.
4, 389-319.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. (2668) Putting Voters in
Their Flace: Geography and Elections in Great Britain,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. {(2012) “Kevin Cox and
Electoral Geography,” in Jonas, A. E. G. and Hood, @.
(eds.) Territory, the State and Urban Politics: A Critical
Appreciation of the Selected HWritings of Kevin R. Cox,
Farnham: Ashgate: 23-44.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. (2814) Money and
Electoral Politics: Local Parties and Funding in General
Elections, Bristol: The Policy Press.

Johnston, R. J., Dorling, D., Tunstall, H., Rossiter, D.
J., HMacallister, I. and Pattie, C. J. (26e6) “Locating the
Altruistic Voter: Context, Ego Centric Voting and Support
for the Conserwvative Party at the 1997 General Election in
England and Wales,” Environment and Planning A, wol. 32,
no. 4, April, 673-694.

Johnston, R. J., Jones, K., Propper, C., Sarker, R.,
Burgess, S. and Bolster, A. (2865h) “A Missing Level in
the Analusis of British “oting Behaviour: The Household as
Context as Shown by Analyses of a 1992-1997 Longitudinal
Survey,” Electoral Studies, wvol. 24, no. 2, June, 261-225.

Johnston, R. J., Manley, D. and Jones, K. (2616) “Spatial
Polarisation of Presidential Woting in the United States,
1992-2012: The ‘Big Sort’ Revisited,” annals of the
Assocliation of American Geographers, wol. 166, no. 5,
July, 1847-1862.

Johnston, R. J., Pattie, C. J., Pemberton, H. and Wickham-
Jones, M. (2016a) “ ‘If You'wve Got Friends and

Meighbours’: Constituency Yoting Patterns for the UK Labour
Party Leader in 261¢,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion
and Parties, wol. 26, no. 1, January, 58-77.

Johnston, R. J., Pattie, C. J., Scully, R. M. and Cutts, D.
J. (2816b) “Constituency Campaigning and Canvassing for
Support at the 2811 National Assembly of Wales Election,”



Politics, wol. 36, no. 1, February, 49-62.

Johnston, R. J., Propper, C., Burgess, 5., Sarker, R.,
Bolster, A. and Jones, K. (2005c) “Spatial Scale and the
Neighbourhood Effect: Multinomial Models of Woting at Two
Recent British General Elections,” British Journal of
Political Science, wol. 35, no. 3, July, 487-514.

Johnston, R. J., Propper, C., Sarker, R., Jones, K.,
Bolster, A. and Burgess, 5. (2685a) “Neighbourhood Social
Capital and Meighbourhood Effects,” Environment and
Planning A, wol. 37, no. 8, August, 1443-1461.

Jones, K., Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. (1992)
“People, Places and Regions: Exploring the Use of Multi-
Level Models in the Analysis of Electoral Data,” British
Journal of Political Science, wol. 22, no. 3, July,
343-38a.

kKey, V. 0. (1949) Southern Politics in State and Nation,
MNew York: Alfred A. Knopf.

MacAllister, I., Johnston, R. J., Pattie, C. J., Tunstall,
H., Dorling, D. and Rossiter, D. J. (2081) “Class
Dealignment and the MWeighbourhood Effect: Miller
Revisited,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 31,
no. 1, January, 41-66,

McClurg, S. (2806) “The Electoral Relevance of Political
Talk: Examining Disagreement and Expertise Effects in
Social Metworks on Political Participation,” American
Journal of Political Science, wol. 58, no. 3, July,
T37-754.

Miller, W. L. (1977) Electoral Dynamics in Britain Since
1918, London: Macmillan.

Morris, C. (28612) Parliamentary Elections, Representation
and the Law, Oxford: Hart Publishing.

Mutz, D. C. (2666) Hearing the Other Side: Deliberative
Versus Participatory Democracy, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Mutz, D. C. and Mondak, J. J. (2666) “The Workplace as a
Context for Cross- Cutting Political Discourse,” Journal
of Politics, wol. 68, no. 1, February, 148-155.

Parker, f. J. (1982) “The “Friends and MNeighhours” voting
Effect in Galway West Constituency,” Political Geography



Quarterly, wol. 1, no. 3, July, 243-262.

Pattie, C. J. and Johnston, R. J. {(20@6) “ ‘People Who Talk
Together Yote Together’: An Exploration of the

Meighborhood Effect in Great Britain,” #nnals of the
Association of American Geographers, wol. 96, no. 1,

March, 41-66.

Pattie, C. J. and Johnston, R. J. (2014) “The Impact of the
Scandal on the 281@ General Election Results,” in
vanHeerde- Hudson, J. (ed.) The Political Costs of the 2669
British MPs’ Expenses Scandal, Basingstoke: Palgrave-
Macmillan: 98-114.

Pattie, C. J., Dorling, D. and Johnston, R. J. (1995) “A
Debt- Owning Democracy: The Political Impact of Housing
Market Recession at the British General Election of 1992,
Urban Studies, wol. 32, no. 8, August, 1293-1315.

Pattie, C. J., Whitworth, A. and Johnston, R. J. (2815)
“Does Campalgn Contact Influence Individuals® vote
Choices? An Alternative @pproach,” European Political
science, vol. 14, no. 3, September, 279-297.

Speaker’s Conference on Parliamentary Representation {(261@)
Final Report, London: The Stationery Office.

Tingsten, H. (1937) Political Behaviour , London: P. S.
King.

Halks, R. &. {(2e@6) “The Causes of City- Suburban Political
Polarization? @ Canadian Case Study,” Annals of the
fissociation of American Geographers, wol. 96, no. 2, June,
396-414.

Halks, R. &. (2ea7) “The Boundaries of Suburban Discontent?
Urban Definitions and Weighbourhood Political Effects,”

The Canadian Geographer, wol. 51, no. 2, September,
166-185.

Heng, L- C. D. {2615) “Contextual Effects on Individual
Yoting Behaviour: The Case of Taiwan,” Asian Journal of
Political Science, wol. 23, no. 3, September, 321-345.

Williams, R. (1998) Political Scandals in the USA,
Edinburgh: Keele University Press.

Hood, D. and MNorton, P. (1992) “Do Candidates Matter?
Constituency- Specific Vote Changes for Incumbent MPs,
1984-1987,” Political Studies, wol. 48, no. 2, June,



227-238.

Hright, G. C. Jr. {(1977) “Contextusl Models of Electoral
Behavior: The Southern Wallace Yote,” American Political
Science Review, wol. 71, no. 2, June, 497-588.

Zuckerman, A., Dasovic, J. and Fitzgerald, J. (28687)
Partisan Families: The Social Logic of Bounded Partisanship
in Germany and Britain, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.



21 voting behavior in referendums

ftikcan, E. 0. (2815) “The Puzzle of Double Referendums in
the European Union,” Journal of Common Market Studies,
vol., 53, no. 5, September, 937-956.

Bakker, R., de Vries, C., Edwards, E., Hooge, L., Jolly,
5., Marks, G., Polk, J., Rovny, J., Steenhergen, M. and
vachudova, M. A. (2015) “Measuring Party Positions in
Europe: The Chapel Hill Expert Survey Trend File,
1999-2@1e,” Party Politics, wol. 21, no. 1, January,
143-152.

Benoit, K. {(2869) “Irish Political Parties and Policy
Stances on European Integration,” Irish Political Studies,
vol., 24, no. 4, December, 447-466.

Bernhagen, P. and Marsh, M. (2087) “The Partisan Effects of
Low Turnout: Analyzing Wote Abstention as a Missing Data
Problem,” Electoral Studies, wol. 26, no. 3, September,
481-413.

Bowler, S. and Donowvan, T. (1993) “Two Cheers for Direct
Democracy,” Representation, wol. 35, no. 4, Hinter,
247-254.

Butler, D. and Ranney, A. (eds.) (1994) Referendums Around
the World, London: Macmillan.

Clarke, H. D., Kornherg, A. and Stewart, M. (Z28@a4)
“Referendum Yoting as Political Choice: The Case of
Quebec,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 34, no.
2, April, 345-355.

Curtice, J. (2814) “So Who voted Yes and Who voted No?,”
Available online:
http://blog.whatscotlandthinks.org/2014/09/voted-
yes-voteds, [accessed February 26, 2617].

Curtice, J., and Holmberg, S. (2805) “Leaders,” in
Thomassen, J. (ed.) The European Woter: A Comparative
Study of Modern Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University
Fress: 125-166.

Dalton, R. and Wattenherg, M. (eds.) (2083) Parties Without
Partisans: Political Changes in Advanced Industrial
Societies, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

De Wreese, C. H. and Boomgaarden, H. G. (2887)
“Immigration, Identity, Economy and the Government:



Understanding Variations in Explanations for Outcomes in EU
-Related Referendums,” in de Yreese, C. H. (ed.) The
Dynamics of Referendum Campaigns: An International
Perspective, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan: 186-285.

De Vreese, C. H. and Semetko, H. A. (2084) Political
Campaigning in Referendums: Framing the Referendum Issue,
Abingdon: Routledge.

Dekavella, M. (2816) “Framing Referendum Campaigns: The
2014 Scottish Independence Referendum in the Press,”
Media, Culture and Society, wol. 28, no. 6, September,
793-81a.

Dvor ak, T. (2813) “Referendum Campaigns, Framing and
Uncertainty,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, wvol. 23, no. 4, November, 367-386.

Fisher, S. D. (2867) “(Change in) Turnout and (Change in)
the Left Share of the vote,” Electoral Studies, wol. 26,
no. 3, September, 598-611.

Fisher, 5. (2016) “Do People Tend to Yote Against Change in
Referendums?,” fvailable online: https:// constitution-
unit.coms2816/66/22/do- people-tend- to-wvote-
against-change- in-referendumss, [accessed June 17, 2617].

Franklin, M., wan der Eijk, C. and Marsh, M. (1995)
“rReferendum Outcomes and Trust in Government: Public
support for Europe in the Wake of Maastricht,” Hest
European Politics, wol. 18, no. 3, 161-117.

Franklin, M., Mackie, T. T. and ¥Valen, H. {(eds.) (Z889)
Electoral Change: Responses to evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in Hestern Countries, Colchester:
ECPR Press.

Franklin, M., Marsh, M. and McLaren, L. (1994) “Uncorking
the Bottle: Popular Opposition to European Unification in
the Wake of Maastricht,” Journal of Common Market Studies,
vol., 32, no. 4, December, 455-472.

Gallagher, M. and Ulieri, P. V. (eds.) (1996) The
Referendum Experience in Europe, London: Macmillan.

Garry, J., Marsh, M. and Sinnott, R. (2865) “ ‘Second-
Order’ Wersus ‘Issue Voting' Effects in EU Referendums:
Evidence from the Irish Wice Treaty Referendums,” European
Union Politics, wol. 6, no. 2, June, 261-221.



Gelman, A and King, G. (1993) “MWhy Are American
Presidential Election Campaign Polls So Variable HWhen
Yotes Are So Predictable?,” British Journal of Political
Science, wvol. 23, no. 4, October, 469-451.

Glencross, @. and Trechsel, A. (2611) “First or Second
Order Referendums? Understanding the Yotes on the EU
Constitutional Treaty in Four EU Member States,” Hest
European Politics, wol. 34, no. 4, July, 755-772.

Hobolt, S. (2885) “When Europe Matters: The Impact of
Political Information on “oting Behawiour in EU
Referendums,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, wol. 15, no. 1, February, 85-169.

Hobolt, S. B. (2867) “Campaign Information and Yoting
Behaviour,” in de Wreese, C. H. (ed.) The Dynamics of
Referendum Campaigns: An International Perspective,
Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan: 84-116.

Hobolt, S. B. and Brouard, 5. (281@) “Contesting the
European Union? Why the Dutch and the French Rejected the
European Constitution,” Political Research Quarterly, wvol.
64, no. 2, June, 3@9-322.

Hug, 5. (2o62) Voices of Europe: Citizens, Referendums and
European Integration, Lanham: Rowan and Littlefield.

Hug, 5. and Sciarini, P. (2800) “Referendums on European
Integration: Do Institutions Matter in the voter’'s
Decision,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 33, no. 1,
February, 3-36.

kKey, V. 0. (1966) The Responsible Electorate: Rationality
in Presidential Voting 1936-68, Cambridge, Harwvard
University Press.

Kriesi, H. P. (2865) “The Participation in Swiss Direct-
Democratic votes,” in de Yreese, C. H. {ed.) The Duynamics
of Referendum Campaigns: An International Perspective,
Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan: 117-141.

Laffin, B. (2815) “Confronting Europe: The Irish
Referendums on Lishon,” in Elkink, J. A. and Farrell, D.
M. (eds.) The act of Yoting: Identities, Institutions and
Localities, London: Routledge: 116-134.

Lebuc, L. (2883) The Politics of Direct Democracy:
Referendums in Glohal Perspective, Toronto: University of
Toronto Press.



Lewis- Beck, M. and Stegmaier, M. (2606) “Economic
Determinants of Electoral Outcomes,” Annual Review
Political Science, wol. 3, June, 183-219.

Lubbers, M. (2668) “Regarding the Dutch ‘Nee’ to the
European Constitution: A Test of the Identity, Utilitarian
and Political Approaches to Voting ‘Mo’ ,” European Union
Politics, wol. 9, no. 1, March, 59-86.

Lupia, A. and McCubbhins, M. (1998) The Democratic Dilemma:
Can Citizens Learn What They Need to Know?, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Lutz, G. (2867) “Low Turnout in Direct Democracy,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 26, no. 3, September, 624-332.

Maglehy, D. (1984) Direct Legislation: VYoting on Ballot
Propositions in the United States, London: Johns Hopkins.

Marsh, M. (2615) “Yoting on Europe, Again and Again:
Stability and Change in the Irish Experience with EU
Referendums,” Electoral Studies, wol. 38, June, 178-182.

Morisi, D. (2016) “voting Under Uncertaintuy: The Effect of
Information in the Scottish Independence Referendum,”
Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, wol. 26,
no. 3, 354-37:.

Madeau, R., Martin, P. and Blais, A. (1999) “Attitude
Towards Risk- Taking and Individual Choice in the Quebec
Referendum on Sovereignty,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 29, no. 3, July, 523-539.

Petithomme, M. (2611) “Awakening the Sleeping Giant? The
Displacement of the Partisan Cleavage and Change in
Government- Opposition Dynamics in EU Referendums,”
Perspectives on European Politics and Society, wol. 12,
no. 1, April, 89-116.

Pacek, A. and Radcliff, B. {199%) “Turnout and the vote for
Left- of-Centre Parties: A Cross- Mational Analysis,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 25, no. 1,
January, 137-43.

Pierce, R., Valen, H. and Listhaug, 0. {1983) “Referendum
Woting Behavior: The Norwegian and British Referenda in
Membership in the European Community,” @merican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 2, no. 1, February, 43-63.



Reif, K. and Schmitt, H. (1986) “Nine Second- Order
MNational Elections - A Conceptual Framework for the
finalysis of European Election Results,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. &, no. 1, March, 3-44.

Sattler, T. and Urpelainen, J. {2612) “Explaining Public
Support for International Integration: How Do National
Conditions and Treaty Characteristics Interact with
Individual Beliefs?” Journal of Politics, wvol. 74, no. 4,
October, 1188-1124.

Schuck, A. and de Vreese, C. H. (28838) “The Dutch No to the
EU Constitution: Assessing the Role of EU Skepticism and
the Campaign,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, wvol. 18, no. 1, January, 161-123.

Sinnott, R. (2663) Attitudes and Behaviour of the Irish
Electorate in the Second Referendum on the Nice Treatu,
Report for the European Commission Representation in
Ireland, Institute for the Study of Social Change,
University College Dublin.

Sinnott, R. and Elkink, J. A. (2618) Attitudes and
Behaviour in the Second Referendum on the Treaty of Lisbhon,
Dublin: Geary Institute and School of Politics and
International Relations.

Stokes, D. E. (1963) “Spatial Models of Party Competition,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 57, no. 2, June,
368-377.

Svensson, P. (2082) “Five Danish Referendums on the
European Community and European Union: A Critical
Assessment of the Franklin Thesis,” European Journal of
Political Research, wol. 41, no. 6, Octoher, 733-754.

Ulieri, P. V. (2862) “On Referendum Yoting in Italy: YES,
NO or Non-%Yote? How Italian Parties Learned to Control
Referendums,” European Journal of Political Research, wol.
41, no. 6, October, B63-883.

Whiteley, P., Clarke, H. D., Sanders, 0. and Stewart, M. C.
(2012) “Britain Says MO: voting in the Av Ballot
Referendum,” Parliamentary Affairs, wvol. 65, no. 2,
November, 381-322.



22 Metworks, contexts, and the process of
political influence

fAhn, T. K., Huckfeldt, R., and Ruan, J. B. (2814) Experts,
Activists, and Democratic Politics: Are Electorates Self-
Educating?, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

fsch, S. E. (1955) “Opinions and Social Pressure,”
Scientific American, wol. 193, no. 5, Wowvember, 31-35.

Asch, S. E. (1963) “Effects of Group Pressure Upon the
Modification and Distortion of Judgments,” in Guetzkow, H.
(ed.) Groups, Leadership and Men: Research in Human
Relations, Mew York: Russell and Russell: 177-19@.

Bartels, L. M. {(2682) “Beyond the Running Tallu: Partisan
Bias in Political Perceptions,” Political Behavior, wol.
24, no. 2, June, 117-158.

Berelson, B. R., Lazarsfeld, P. F., and McPhee, H. N.
(1954) voting: A Study of Opinion Formation in a
Presidential Election, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Bishop, B. (2668) The Big Sort: Why the Clustering of
Like- Minded america is Tearing Us Apart, New York:
Houghton- Mifflin.

Boydstun, A. E. (28613) Making the Mews, Chicago: University
of Chicago Press.

Bullock, J. G. (26@9) “Partisan Bias and the Bauesian Ideal
in the Study of Public Opinion,” Journal of Politics, wol.
71, no. 3, July, 1169-1124.

Burt, R. 5. (1978) “Cohesion Versus Structural Eguivalence
as a Basis for Wetwork Subgroups,” Sociological Methodology

and Research, wol. 7, no. 2, Movember, 189-21Z2.

Butler, D. and Stokes, D. E. (1969) Political Change in
Britain, London: Macmillan.

Caro, R. (1982) The Path to Power, MNew York: Knopf.
Caro, R. (1998) Means of Ascent, MNew York: Knopf.
Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Sustems in

Mass Publics,” in Apter, D. E. (ed.) Ideology and
Discontent, Mew York: Free Press: 266-261.



Cox, K. R. {1969) “The Woting Decision in a Spatial
Context,” Progress in Geography, wol. 1, no. 1, 81-117.

Dogan, M. and Rokkan, 5. (eds.) (1974) Social Ecology,
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy , Mew
York: Harper and Row.

Fabrigar, L. and Krosnick, J. a. (1995) “Attitude
Importance and the False Consensus Effect,” Personality
and Social Psychology Bulletin, wol. 21, no. 5, Mau,
468-479.

Fazio, R. H. {1995) “Attitudes as Object- Evaluation
Assocliations: Determinants, Conseguences, and Correlates of
Attitude Accessibility,” in Petty, R. E. and Krosnick, J.
A. (eds.) Attitude Strength: Antecedents and Conseguences,
Hillsdale: Erlbaum: 247-282.

Fieldhouse, E., and Cutts, D. (2812) “The Companion Effect:
Household and Local Context and the Turnout of Young
People,” Journal of Politics, vol. 74, no. 3, July,
856-869.

Fieldhouse, E., Cutts, D., John, P., and Widdop, F. (2614)
“When Context Matters: Assessing Geographical Heterogeneity
of Get- Out-The- Yote Treatment Effects Using a Population
Based Field Experiment,” Political Behavior, wol. 36, no.
1, March, 77-97.

Fieldhouse, E., Lessard- Phillips, L., and Edmonds, B.
{?016) “Cascade or Echo chamber? & Complex Agent- Based
Simulation of Woter Turnout,” Party Politics, wvol. 22, no.
1, March, 241-256.

Gerber, A. and Green, D. P. (1998) “Rational Learning and
Partisan Attitudes,” american Journal of Political
Science, vol. 42, no. 3, July, 794-818.

Granovetter, M. (1973) “The Strength of Weak Ties,”
American Journal of Sociology, wvol. 78, no. 6, Mau,
1366-1386.

Huckfeldt, R. (1983) “Social Contexts, Social Metworks, and
Urban Neighborhoods: Environmental Constraints on
Friendship Choice,” American Journal of Sociology, wol. 89,
no. 3, November, 651-669.

Huckfeldt, R. (2@61) “The Social Communication of Political



Expertise,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol.
45, no. 2, April, 425-438.

Huckfeldt, R. (2867) “Unanimituy, Discord, and the
Communication of Public Opinion,” @&merican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 51, no. 4, October, 978-995.

Huckfeldt, R. and Sprague, J. (1988) “Choice, Social
Structure, and Political Information: The Informational
Coercion of Minorities,” american Journal of Political
Science, vol. 32, no. 2, May, 467-482.

Huckfeldt, R. and Sprague, J. (1995) Citizens, Politics,
and Social Communication: Information and Influence in an
Election Campaign, New York: Cambridge University Press.

Huckfeldt, R., Beck, P. A., Dalton, R. J., and Levine, J.
{1995) “Political Environments, Cohesive Social Groups,
and the Communication of Public Opinion,” émerican Journal
of Political Science, wol. 39, no. 4, November, 1825-1@54,

Huckfeldt, R., Ikeda, K., and Pappi, F. U. (2085) “Patterns
of Disagreement in Democratic Politics: Comparing Germany,
Japan, and the United States,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 49, no. 3, July, 497-514.

Huckfeldt, R., Johnson, P. E., and Sprague, J. (2884)
Political Disagreement: The Survival of Diverse Opinions
within Communication Metworks, MNew York: Cambridge
University Press.

Huckfeldt, R., Lewine, J., Morgan, W., and Sprague, J.
{1998) “Election Campaigns, Social Communication, and the
fccessibility of Discussant Preference,” Political
Behavior, wol. 26, no. 4, December, 263-294.

Huckfeldt, R., Lewine, J., Morgan, W., and Sprague, J.
{1999) “Accessibility and the Political Utility of Partisan
and Ideological Orientations,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 43, no. 3, July, 888-911.

Huckfeldt, R., Pietruka, M. T., and Reilly, T. (2614)
“Noise, Bias, and Expertise in Political Communication
Metworks,” Social Metworks, wol. 36, no. 1, January,
116-121.

Johnston, R. (1986) “Places and Wotes: The Role of Location
in the Creation of Political Attitudes,” Urban Geography,
vol., 7, no. 2, March, 183-117.



Johnston, R. (1999) “Conversation and Electoral Change in
British Elections, 1992-1997,” Electoral Studies, wol. 29,
no. 1, March, 17-46.

Johnston, R. and Pattie, C. (2666) Putting Voters in their
Place: Geography and Elections in Great Britain, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

kKey, V. 0., Jr. (1949) Southern Politics in State and
Mation, Mew York: Wintage Books.

Kunda, 2. (199@) “The Case for Motivated Reasoning,”
Psychological Bulletin, wol. 188, no. 3, November,
488-498.

Langton, K. P. and Rapoport, R. (1975) “Social Structure,
Social Context, and Partisan Mobilization: Urban HWorkers
in Chile,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 8, no. 3,
October, 318-344.

Laumann, E. 0. (1973) Bonds of Pluralism: The Forms and
Substance of Urban Social Networks, MNew York: Wiley.

Lazarsfeld, P. F., Berelson, B., and Gaudet, H. (1948) The
People’s Choice: How the Yoter Makes up his Mind in a
Presidential Campaign, MNew York: Columbia University Press.

Lee, P. M. (2Z864) Bayesian Statistics: An Introduction, 3rd
Edition, London: Arnold.

Lodge, M. and Taher, C. A. (2613) The Rationalizing voter,
MNew York: Cambridee University Press.

McPhee, W. M. (1963) Formal Theories of Mass Behawvior, New
York: Free Press.

McPherson, J. M. and Smith- Lowvin, L. (1987) “Homophily in
Voluntary Organizations: Status Distance and the
Composition of Face- to-Face Groups,” American Sociological
Rewview, wol. 52, no. 3, June, 376-379.

McPherson, J. M., Smith- Lovin, L., and Cook, J. M. (2861)
“Birds of a Feather: Homophily in Social Networks,” Annual
Review of Sociology, wol. 27, August, 415-444.

Michels, R. (1911) Political Parties: A Sociological Study
of the 0ligarchical Tendencies of Modern Democracy, Mew

York: Hearst’s International Library.

Miller, W. E. (1956) “One- Party Politics and the Voter



Revisited,” @merican FPolitical Science Review, wol. 5@,
Ta7-725.

Miller, W. E. and Stokes, D. E. (1963) “Constituency
Influence in Congress,” @merican Political Science Rewview,
wol. 57, no. 1, March, 45-56.

Ortega y Gasset, J. (1938) Revolt of the Masses, MNew York:
MNorton.

Pappi, F. U. {2816) Die Politikpraferenzen der W&hler und
die Wahrnehung von Parteipositionen als Bedingungen fir
den Parteienwettbewerb um Wahlerstimmen, Mannheim:
Mannheimer Zentrum flr Europaische Sozialforschung.

Pattie, C. J., Johnston, R. J., and Fieldhouse, E. (1995)
“Winning the Local Vote: The Effectiveness of Constituency
Campaign Spending in Great Britain, 1983-1992,” American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 89, no. 4, December,
969-986.

Ross, L., Bierbrauer, G., and Hoffman, 5. {1976) “The Role
of Attribution Processes in Conformity and Dissent:
FRevisiting the @sch Situation,” american Psychologist, wol.
3, no. 2, February, 148-157.

Rousseau, J- J. (1994) The Social Contract aor the
Principles of Political Right, Mew ¥York: O<ford University
Press. (Original work published 1762.)

Ruyan, J. B. (281a) “The Effects of Network Expertise and
Biases on Yote Choice,” Political Communication, wol. 27,
no. 1, January, 44-53.

Schumpeter, J. A. (1942) Capitalism, Socialism, and
Democracy , Mew York: Harper and Row.

Tam Cho, W. K., Gimpel, J. G., and Hui, I. 5. {2813) “voter
Migration and the Geographic Sorting of the American
Electorate,” Annals of the Association of émerican
Geographers, wol. 163, no. 4, 856-876.

Tingsten, H. (1963) Political Behavior: Studies in Election
Statistics, translated by V. Hammarling, Totowa, NJ:
Bedminster. (Originally published in 1937.)



23 Persuasion and mobilization efforts by
parties and candidates

André, A. and Depauw, S. (2816) “The Electoral Impact of
Grassroots Activity in the 2812 Local Elections in
Flanders,” Acta Politica, wol. 51, no. 2, épril, 131-352.

Arceneaux, K. and Mickerson, D. W. (26639) “Who is Mobilized
to Yote? A Re- Analysis of Eleven Randomized Field
Experiments,” american Journal of Political Science , wvol.
53, no. 1, January, 1-16.

Bartels, L. M. (1988) Presidential Primaries and the
Dynamics of Public Choice, Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Benoit, K. and Marsh, M. (2863) “For a Few Euros More:
Campaign Spending Effects in the Irish Local Elections of
1999,” Party Politics, wvol. 9, no. 5, September, S561-532.

Butler, D. E. and Rose, R. (1966) The British General
Election of 1959, London: HMacMillan.

Carty, K. R. and Eagles, D. M. {1999) “Do Local Campaigns
Matter? Campaign Spending, the Local Canwvass and Party
Support in Canada,” Electoral Studies, wol. 18, no. 1,
March, 69-87.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C. and Hhiteley, P.
(2e64) Political Choice in Britain, 0Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C. and Hhiteley, P.
F. (2689) Performance Politics and the British voter,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Cox, G. W. and Thies, M. F. (2868} “How Much Does Money
Matter? Buying Yotes in Japan, 1967-199¢,” Comparative
Political Studies, wol. 33, no. 1, February, 37-57.

Crewe, I. and Denver, D. (1985) (eds.) Electoral Change in
HWestern Democracies, Basingstoke: Croom Helm.

D'alessio, D. W. (1997) “Use of the Web in the 1996 US
Election,” Electoral Studies, vol. 16, no. 4, December,
489-5a1.

Dalton, R. (2862a) “The Decline of Party Identifications,”
in Dalton, R. and HWattenburg, M. (eds.) Parties Without
Partisans: Political Change in Advanced Industrial



Democracies, Oxford: O<ford University Press: 19-36.

Dalton, R., (2e62h) “Political Cleavages, Issues and
Electoral Change,” in LeDuc, L., Wiemi, R. G. and Norris,
P. (eds.) Comparing Democracies 2, London: Sage: 189-2@9.

Dalton, R., Wattenburg, M. and McAllister, I. (2882) “The
Conseguences of Partisan Dealignment,” in Dalton, R. and
HWattenburg, M. (eds.) Parties Without Partisans: Political
Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies, Oxford: Oxford
niversity Press: 64-76.

Denver, D. and Hands, G. (1997) Modern Constituency
Electioneering: Local Campaigning at the 1992 General
Election , London: Frank Cass.

Denwver, D., Hands, G., Fisher, J. and MacAllister, I.
(2083) “Constituency Campaigning in Britain 1992-26@1:
Centralisation and Modernisation,” Party Politics, wol. 9,
no. 5, September, 541-559.

Farrell, D. M. and Schmitt- Beck, R. (2882) Do Political
Campaigns Matter? London: Routledge.

Farrell, D. M. and Webb, P. (2662} “Political Parties as
Campaign Organisations,” in Dalton, R. J. and Wattenburg,
M. (eds.) Parties without Partisans: Political Change in
Advanced Industrial Democracies, Oxford: O<ford University
Press: 182-128.

Fieldhouse, E. and Cutts, D. {(2089) “The Effectiveness of
Local Party Campaigns in 28@5: Combining Ewvidence from
Campaign Spending and Agent Survey Data,” British Journal
of Political Science, wol. 39, no. 2, April, 367-388.

Fieldhouse, E., Cutts, D., John, P. and Widdop, P. (2814)
“When Context Matters: Assessing Geographical Heterogeneity
of Get- Out-The- Yote Treatment Effects Using a Population
Based Field Experiment,” Political Behavior, wol. 36, no.
1, March, 77-97.

Fiorina, M. (1981) Retrospective Voting in American
Mational Elections, MWew Haven: Yale University Press.

Fisher, J. {1999) “Party Expenditure and Electoral
Prospects: A National Level énalysis of Britain,” Electoral
Studies, wol. 18, no. 4, December, 519-532.

Fisher, J. (2615) “Party Finance: The Death of the Wational
Campaign?,” Parliamentary affairs, vol. 68, Supplement 1,



1533-153.

Fisher, J. and Denver, D. {(2688) “From Foot- Slogging to
Call Centres and Direct Mail: A Framework for Analusing
the Development of District- Level Campaigning,” European
Journal of Political Research, vol. 47, no. 6, October,
794-826.

Fisher, J., Cutts, D. and Fieldhouse, E. {2@811la) “The
Electoral Effectiveness of Constituency Campaigning in the
2018 British General Election: The ‘Triumph’ of Labour,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 38, no. 4, December, 816-828.

Fisher, J., Cutts, D. and Fieldhouse, E. (2811h)
“Constituency Campaigning in 261, in Wring, D. (eds.)
Political Communication in Britain: TV Dehates, the Media
and the Election, Basingstoke: Palgrave: 198-217.

Fisher, J., Cutts, D., Fieldhouse, E. and Rotweiller, B.
{2e16b) “The Evolution of District- Level Campaigning in
Britain: The Resilience of Traditional Campaigning?,” Paper
presented at the 2616 Annual Conference of the American
Political Science Association, Philadelphia, September 1-4.

Fisher, J., Fieldhouse, E. and Cutts, D. (2614) “Members
are Mot the Only Fruit: “olunteer Activity in British
Political Parties at the 2616 General Election,” The
British Journal of Politics and International Relations,
vol. 16, no. 1, Fehruary, 75-95.

Fisher, J., Fieldhouse, E., Cutts, D., Johnston, R. and
Pattie, C. (2816a) “Is All Campaigning Egually Positive?
The Impact of District Level Campaigning on “oter Turnout
at the 2616 British General Election,” Party Politics, wvol.
22, no. 2, March, 215-226.

Fisher, J., Johnston, R., Cutts, D., Pattie, C. and
Fieldhouse, E. {(2614) “You Get What You (Don’t) Pay For:
The Impact of Yolunteer Labour and Candidate Spending at
the 281@ British General Election,” Parliamentary affairs,
wol., 67, no. 4, Octoher, 884-824.

Forrest, J., Johnston, R. and Pattie, C. (1993) “The
Effectiveness of Constituency Campaign Spending in
Australian State Elections During Times of Electoral
Yolatility: The Mew South Wales Case, 1988-95,”
Environment and Planning, wol. 31, no. 6, June, 1119-117§5.

Gerber, f. (1998) “Estimating the Effect of Campaign
Spending on Senate Election Outcomes Using Instrumental



Yariables,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 92, no.
2, June, 481-412.

Gerber, A. 5. and Green, D. P. {26@0) “The Effects of
Personal Canvassing, Telephone Calls, and Direct Mail on
Yoter Turnout: & Field Experiment,” @merican Political
Science Review, wol. 94, no. 3, September, 653-664.

Gibson, R. K. and McAllister, I. (2611) “Do Online Election
Campaigns Win VYotes? The 2667 gustralian ‘YouTube’
Election,” Political Communication, wol. 28, no. 2, April,
227-244.

Green, D. P. and Krasno, J. 5. {1988) “Salvation for the
Spendthrift Incumbent: Reestimating the Effects of
Campaign Spending in House Elections,” @merican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 32, no. 4, November, 884-987.

Gschwend, T. and Zittel, T. (2815) “Do Constituency
Candidates Matter in German Federal Elections? The
Personal Yote as an Interactive Process,” Electoral
Studies, wvol. 39, September, 338-349.

Hansen, K. M. and Kosiara- Pedersen, K. (2614) “Cyber-
Campaigning in Denmark: Application and Effects of
Candidate Campaigning,” Journal of Information Technology
and Politics, wol. 11, no. 2, February, 266-219.

Hillygus, D. S. (2805) “Campaign Effects and the Dynamics
of Turnout Intention in Election 2696,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 66, no. 1, February, 56-68.

Holbrook, T. M. (1996) Do Campaigns Matter? , London: Sage.

Jacobson, G. (1978) “The Effects of Campaign Spending in
Congressional Elections,” émerican Political Science
Review, wol. 72, no. 2, June, 469-491.

Jacohson, G. C. (198&) Money in Congressional Elections,
MNew Haven, Yale University Press.

Jacobson, G. C. (1998) “The Effects of Campaign Spending in
House Elections: WNew Evidence for 0ld Arguments,”™ American
Journal of Political Science, vol. 34, no. 2, May, 334-36Z2.

Johnston, R. and Pattie, C. (1993) “The Impact of Spending
on Party Constituency Campaigns in Recent British General

Elections,” Party Politics, vol. 1, no. 2, april, 261-273.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. (2814) Money and



Electoral Politics: Local Parties and Funding at General
Elections, Bristol: The Policy Press.

Karp, J. A., Banducci, 5. and Bowler, 5. (2667) “Getting
Out the Yote: Party Mobilization in a Comparative Context,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 38, no. 1,
January, 91-112.

Kavanagh, D. (1978) Constituency Electioneering in Britain
, London: Longmans Green & Co.

kKey, V. 0. (1966) The Responsible Electorate, Cambridge,
MA: Belknap.

Lazerfield, P., Berelson, B. and Gaudet, H. (1944) The
People’s Choice, Wew York: Duell, Sloane & Pearce.

Maddens, B., Wauters, B., Noppe, J. and Fiers, 5. (2886)
“Effects of Campaign Spending in an Open List PR System:
The 2863 Legislative Elections in Flanders/Belgium,” Hest
European Politics, wol. 29, no. 1, January, 161-168.

Marsh, M. (2084) “None of that Post- Modern Stuff around
Here: Grassroots Campaigning in the 26862 Irish General
Election,” British Elections and Parties Review, wol. 14,
245-267.

Mcallister, I. (2682) “Calculating or Capricious? The New
Politics of Late Deciding “oters,” in Farrell, D. M and
Schmitt- Beck, R. (eds.) Do Political Campaigns Matter?,
London: Routledge: 22-48.

Miven, D. (2681) “The Limits of Mobilization: Turnout
Evidence from State House Primaries,” Political Behavior,
vol., 23, no. 4, December, 335-35@.

Morris, P. (2082) “Campaign Communications,” in LeDuc, L.,
Miemi, R. G. and MNorris, P. (eds.) Comparing Democracies 2,
London: Sage: 127-147.

Palda, F. and Palda, K. {1998) “The Impact of Campaign
Expenditures on Political Competition in the French
Legislative Elections of 1993,” Public Choice, wol. 94, no.
1, January, 157-174.

Pattie, C. J., Johnston, R. J. and Fieldhouse, E. A. (1995)
“Winning the Local Vote: The Effectiveness of Constituency
Campaign Spending in Great Britain, 1983-1992,” American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 89, no. 4, December,
969-983.



Pederson, M. N. (1979) “The Dynamics of European Partu
Systems: Changing Patterns of Electoral Yolatility,”
European Journal of Political Research , wol. 7, no. 1,
March, 1-27.

Seyd, P. and Whiteley, P. (1992) Lahour’s Grass Roots,
Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Sudulich, M. L. and Wall, M. {2616) “ ‘Every Little Helps’:
Cyber- Campaigning in the 2867 Irish General Election,”
Journal of Information Technology and Politics, wol. 7, no.
4, 348-355.

Sudulich, L. and Wall, M. (2611} “How Do Candidates Spend
Their Money? Objects of Campaign Spending and the
Effectiveness of Diversification,” Electoral Studies, wol.
38, no. 1, March, 91-181.

Sudulich, L., Wall, M. and Farrell, D. M. {20613) “Hhy Both
Campaigning? Campaign Effectiveness in the 2669 European
Parliament Elections,” Electoral Studies, wol. 32, no. 4,
December, 768-778.

Trumm, S. and Sudulich, L. (2616) “What Does It Take to
Make it to the Polling Station® The Effects of Campaign
fctivities on Electoral Participation,” Party Politics,
avallable online: http://journals.sagepub.
coms/dolsabs/16. 1177/ 1354868816647269 .

Yifiuela, E. G., Jurado, I. and Riera, P. (2615) Allocating
Campaign Effort in Proportional Systems: Evidence from
Spanish General Elections, Unpublished Manuscript,
Universidad Complutense de Madrid.

Hhiteleu, P. and Seud, P. (1994} “Local Partuy Campaigning
and Electoral Mobhilization in Britain,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 56, no. 1, February, 242-251.

Whiteley, P., Clarke, H. D., Sanders, 0. and Stewart, M. C.
(2613) Affluence, Austerity and Electoral Change in
Britain, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.



24 Campalgn strategies, media, and
voters: the fourth era of political
communication

Belluz, J. (2016) “Why Is Politics Filled With So Many
Pants- On-Fire Lies These Days?” [Onlinel. Wox. com.
Available: www.vox.com/2@816/6/28/ 12840126/ /brexit -
donald-trump- facts-politics [accessed June 28, 2616].

Cheibub, J. A., Gandhi, J., and ¥Yreeland, J. R. (2a1a)
“Democracy and Dictatorship Revisited,” Public Choice,
vol., 143, no. 2, April, 67-1a1.

Farrell, D. M. (1996) “Campaign Strategies and Tactics,” in
Leduc, L., Wiemi, R. G., and Norris, P. (eds.) Comparing
Democracies: Elections and Yoting in Global Perspective,
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Perilodicals Press: 168-183.

Farrell, D. M. and Webb, P. (280@) “Political Parties as
Campaign Organizations,” in Dalton, R. J. and Wattenberg,
M. P. (eds.) Parties without Partisans: Political Change in
Advanced Industrial Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University
Fress: 162-128.

Foster, 5. (2818) Political Communication, Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press.

Funk, M. (2616) “The Secret fgenda of a Facebook Quiz”
[Online]l . Available: www.nutimes.com/2616/11/2687
opinionsthe- secret-agenda- of-a- facebook-guiz.html?_r=6
[accessed January 13, 2817].

Gandhi, J. and Lust- Okar, E. (2669) “Elections Under
Authoritarianism,” Annual Rewview of Political Science,
vol, 12, June, 483-422.

Gertner, J. (2e64) “The Very, Very Personal Is the
Political,” Wew York Times Magazine , February 15, p. 43.

Greene, J. (2614) Russian Responses to NATO and EU
Enlargement and Outreach, Chatham House Briefing Paper.

Hallin, 0. C. and Mancini, P. (2864) Comparing Media
Systems: Three Models of Media and Politics, Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press.

Hersh, E. 0. (2815) Hacking the Electorate: How Campaigns
Perceive Voters, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Howard, P. {2612) “Computational Propaganda Project”™



[Onlinel. Available: http://philhoward.org/s
projectss/computationals [accessed September 25, 2816].

Isaac, M. (2616) “Facebook, in Cross Hairs after Election,
Is Said to Question Its Influence” [Online]. Available:
wuw, Nyt imes.coms/2616/11/14/technologys/facebook- is-said-
to-guestion- its-influence- in-election.html [accessed
November 15, 2816].

Levitsky, 5. and Hay, L. A. (2616) Competitive
Authoritarianism: Hybrid Regimes After the Cold HWar,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Lichtblau, E. (2816) “Computer Sustems Used by Clinton
Campaign Are Said to Be Hacked, Apparently by Russians,”
New York Times , July 29, p.Aal.

Miller, M. K. (2815) “Electoral Authoritarianism and Human
Development,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 48, no.
12, October, 1526-1562.

Neyazi, T. A., Kumar, A., and Semetko, H. A. (2816)
“Campaigns, Digital Media, and Mobilization in India,” The
International Journal of Press/Politics, wol. 21, no. 3,
July, 398-416.

Mickerson, D. W. and Rogers, T. (2814) “Political Campaigns
and Big Data,” Journal of Economic Perspectives, wol. 28,
no. 2, Spring, 51-74.

MNielsen, R. K. (2812) Ground Wars: Personalized
Communication in Political Campaigns, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Morris, P. (2866) A Virtuous Circle: Political
Communications in Postindustrial Societies, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Morris, P. (2865) Developments in Party Communications,
Washington, DC: Wational Democratic Institute for
International affairs (NDI).

Patten, S. (2815) “Data- Driven Microtargeting in the 215
General Election™ [Online]. Wancouwver, BC: UBC Press.
Available: www.ubcpress.casCanadianElectionfAnalysiszals
[accessed August 1, 2816].

Petre, C. (2015) “The Traffic Factories: Metrics at
Chartheat, Gawker Media, and The New York Times” [Online].
Columbia Journalism School: Tow Center for Digital



Journalism. Available: http:/s towcenter.
arg/research/traffic- factories/s [accessed June 26, 2617].

Pew Research Center (2616) “The Political Environment on
Social Media” [Onlinel. Available: wuww.
pewinternet.orgs/2616/16/25/the- political-environment -
on-social- media/ [accessed November 15, 2616].

Plasser, F. (2a0a) “American Campaign Technigues
Horldwide,” Press/Politics, vol. 5, no. 4, September,
33-54.

Price, L. (2615) The Modi Effect: Inside Narendra Modi's
Campaign to Tranform India, London: Hodder & Stoughton.

Prior, M. (2013) “Media and Political Polarization,” Annual
Review of Political Science, wol. 16, May, 161-127.

Remnick, D. (2&16) “Obama Reckons with a Trump Presidency,”
The New Yorker , November 28.

Schmitt- Beck, R. and Farrell, D. M. (2862) “Studying
Political Campaigns and Their Effects,” in Farrell, D. M.
and Schmitt- Beck, R. (eds.) Do Political Campaigns Matter?
Campaigns Effects in Elections and Referendums , London and
MNew York: Routledge: 1-21.

Silverman, C. and falexander, L. (2816) “How Teens in the
Balkans @re Duping Trump Supporters Hith Fake News”
[Onlinel. Available: www.buzzfeed.comscraigsilvermanshow-
macedonia-became- aglobal- hub-for- pro-trump- misinfo
[accessed Wovember 15, 2@16].

Stromer- Galley, J. (2614) Presidential Campaigning in The
Internet Age, Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.

Sunstein, C. R. (2861) Republic.com, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Tekwani, S. and Shettu, K. {2087) “Two Indias: The Role of
the Internet in the 2864 Elections,” in Kluver, R.,
Jankowski, M., Foot, K., and Schneider, 5. H. (eds.) The
Internet and Mational Elections: A Comparative Study of
HWeb Campaigning, London: Routledge: 156-162.

The Wall Street Journal (2616) “A Conscious Effort by a
Mation- State to Attempt to Achieve a Specific Effect,”
NSA chief on Hikileaks [Onlinel. Awailable:
https://twitter.com/WSI/status/ 79864732468 7929344
[accessed Wovember 15, 2@16].



Top 19 Most Facebook User Country in the World [Onlinel.
Available: http://worldknowing.coms/top 16-most-
facebook-user- country-in- the-worlds [accessed September
26, 2616] .

Tworzecki, H. and Markowski, R. (2815) “Did Poland Just
vote in an Authoritarian Government?” [Onlinel . Available:
wuw. washingtonpost.comsblogs/monkey-
cagesuwps2a15/62/26/russlan- andukrainian- tw-viewers-
live-on- different-planetss [accessed July 36, 261R].

United Press International (1982) “The Soviet Union Intends
to Cut its Telephone Connections™ [Online]l. Available:

wuw, upli.comsArchives/s1982/86/29/The- Soviet-Union-
intends-to- cut-its- telephoneconnections/6195394171266,/
[accessed June 15, 2816].

viner, K. (2016) “How Technology Disrupted the Truth”
[Onlinel. Available: www.theguardian.com/

mediaszales juls/12/how- technology-disrupted-
the-truth?CHP=share_btn_tw [accessed July 31, 2&1g].

Wahman, M., Teorell, J., and Hadenius, A. (2813)
“guthoritarian Regime Types Revisited: Updated Data in
Comparative Perspective,” Contemporary Politics, wol. 19,
no. 1, 19-34.

HWintrobe, R. {(2ea7) “Dictatorship: @nalutical Approaches,”
in Boix, C. and Stokes, 5. C. (eds.) 0Oxford Handbook of
Comparative Politics, Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press:
363-394.



25 The role of mass media in shaping
public opinion and voter hehawvior

falberg, T., ¥an gelst, P. and Curran, J. (2618) “Media
Systems and the Political Information Environment: A Cross-
Mational Comparison,” The International Journal of
Press/Politics, wol. 15, no. 3, July, 255-271.

farts, K. and Semetko, H. &. (2083) “The Divided
Electorate: Media Use and Political Involvement,” Journal
of Politics , wol. 65, no. 3, August, 759-784.

Adamic, L. A. and Glance, N. {26@5) “The Political
Blogosphere and the 2664 .5. Election: Divided They
Blog,” in Proceedings of the 3rd International Workshop on
Link Discovery, New York, NY, USA: ACM: 36-43.

Aldrich, J. H., Gibson, R. K., Cantijoch, M. and Konitzer,
T. (2815) “Getting Out the Vote in the Social Media Era:
Are Digital Tools Changing the Extent, Mature and Impact of
Party Contacting in Elections?,” Party Politics, wol. 22,
no. 2, March, 165-173.

Baek, M. (2809) “A Comparative Analusis of Political
Communication Systems and Yoter Turnout,” émerican Journal
of Political Science, wol. 53, no. 2, April, 376-393.

Banducci, S., De Vreese, C. H., Semetko, H. A., Boomgarden,
H. G., Luhiste, M., Peter, J., Schuck, A. and Xezonakis,

G. (2814} “European Parliament Election Studuy, Longitudinal
Media Study 1999, 2664, 2069," GESIS Data Archive,
avallable online: http://dx.doi.org/16.4232/1.5178.

Banducci, S., Giebler, H. and Kritzinger, 5. (2617)
“Knowing More from Less: How the Information Environment
Increases Knowledge of Party Positions,” British Journal of
Political Science, wol. 47, no. 3, July, 571-588.

Barabas, J. (2864) “How Deliberation Affects Policy
Opinions,” American Political Science Review, wol. 98, no.
4, MNovember, G687-761.

Barahas, J., and Jerit, J. (2069) “Estimating the Causal
Effects of Media Coverage on Policy- Specific Knowledge,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 53, no. 1,
January, 73-89.

Barabas, J. and Jerit, J. (261@) “Are Survey Experiments
Externally valid?” @merican Political Science Review, wol.
164, no. 2, May, 226-242.



Bartels, L. M. {1993) “Messages Received: The Political
Impact of Media Exposure,” American Political Science
Rewview, wol. 87, no. 2, June, 267-285.

Beck, F. A., Dalton, R. J., Greene, 5. and Huckfeldt, R.
(2e62) “The Social Calculus of vYoting: Interpersonal,
Media, and Organizational Influences on Presidential
Choices,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 96, no.
1, March, 57-73.

Becker, L. B. and Whitney, D. C. (198@) “Effects of Media
Dependencies Audience Assessment of Government,”
Communication Research, wol. 7, no. 1, January, 95-12@.

Bennett, W. L. and Iyengar, 5. (20683) “A New Era of Minimal
Effects? The Changing Foundations of Political
Communication,” Journal of Communication, wol. 58, no. 4,
December, 7@7-731.

Bennett, W. L. and Manheim, J. B. {(2086) “The One- Step
Flow of Communication,” The ANMALS of the émerican Academy
of Political and Social Science, wol. 668, no. 1, November,
213-232.

Benoit, K., Laver, M. and Mikhaylov, 5. (2689) “Treating
Words as Data with Error: Uncertainty in Text Statements
of Policy Positions,” émerican Journal of Political
Science, wol. 53, no. 2, April, 495-513.

Berelson, B. R., Lazarsfeld, P. F. and McPhee, W. N. (1954)
Woting: A Study of Opinion Formation in a Presidential
Election, Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Bimber, B. and Davis, R. (2683) Campaigning Online: The
Internet in US Elections, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Bode, L. (2816) “Political Mews in the News Feed: Learning
Politics from Social Media,” Mass Communication and
Society, wol. 19, no. 1, Mau, 24-48.

Bogart, L. (1989) Press and Public: Who Reads MWhat, HWhen,
Where, and Why in American Newspapers, Howve: Psychology
Press.

Bond, R. M., Fariss, C. JI., Jones, J. J., Kramer, A. D.,
Marlow, C., Settle, J. E. and Fowler, J. H. (2812) “A
G1-Million- Person Experiment in Social Influence and
Political Mobilization,” Mature, wol. 489, no. 7415,
September, 295-298.



Boulianne, 5. (2815) “Social Media Use and Participation: A
Meta- @nalysis of Current Research,” Information,
Communication and Society, wol. 18, no. 5, May, 524-538.

Brians, C. L. and Wattenberg, M. P. (1996) “Campaign Issue
Knowledge and Salience: Comparing Reception from TV
Commercials, TV News and Newspapers,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 48, no. 1, February, 172-193.

Broersma, M. and Graham, T. (2813) “Twitter as a News
Source: How Dutch and British Mewspapers Used Tweets in
Their News Coverage, 2687-2611,” Journalism Practice, wol.
7, no. 4, August, 446-464.

Burscher, B., 0Odijk, D., ¥liegenthart, R., De Rijke, M. and
De Yreese, C. H. (2014) “Teaching the Computer to Code
Frames in Mews: Comparing Two Superwvised Machine Learning
Approaches to Frame Analysis,” Communication Methods and
Measures, vol. 8, no. 3, July, 196-266.

Castells, M. {(2ea7) “Communication, Power and Counter-
Power in the Network Society,” International Journal of
Communication, wol. 1, no. 1, 238-266.

Castells, M. (2669) Communication Power, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Craig, 5. C., Kane, J. G. and Galnous, J. {2085) “Issue-
Related Learning in a Gubernatorial Campaign: A& Panel
Study,” Political Communication, wol. 22, no. 4, December,
483-5a3.

Curran, J., Coen, 5., Soroka, 5., Aalberg, T., Hauashi, K.,
Hichy, 2., Iyengar, 5., Jones, P., Mazzoleni, G.,
Papathanassopolous, 5., Rhee, J. W., Rojas, H. Rowe, D. and
Tiffen, R. (2814) “Reconsidering ‘Virtuous Circle’ and
‘Media Malaise’ Theories of the Media: an 11-Wation Studu,”
Journalism, wol. 15, no. 7, October, §15-833.

Curran, J., Iyengar, 5., Lund, A. B. and Salowvaara- Moring,
I. (2689) “Media Sustem, Public Knowledge and Democracy: A
Comparative Study,” European Journal of Communication, wol.
24, no. 1, March, 5-26.

Curtice, J. (1997) “Is the Sun Shining on Tony Blair? The
Electoral Influence of British Newspapers,” The Harwvard
International Journal of Press/Politics , wol. 2, no. 2,
March, 9-26.



Dautrich, K. and Hartley, T. H. (1999) How the MNews Media
Fail American Yoters: Causes, Conseguences, and Remedies,
MNew York: Columbia University Press.

De Yreese, C. H. and Boomgaarden, H. (2806) “Neuws,
Political Knowledge and Participation: The Differential
Effects of Mews Media Exposure on Political Knowledge and
Participation,” Acta Politica, wvol. 41, no. 4, December,
317-341.

de Zifiga, H. G., Copeland, L. and Bimber, B. {2814}
“Political Consumerism: Civic Engagement and the Social
Media Connection,” New Media and Society, wol. 16, no. 3,
HMay, 488-566.

Deacon, D. and Wring, D. (2816) “The UK Independence Party,
Populism and the British News Media: Competition,
Collaboration or Containment?” European Journal of
Communication, wol. 31, no. 2, April, 169-184.

Dehejia, R. H. and Wshba, S. (1999) “Causal Effects in
Nonexperimental Studies: Reevaluating the Ewaluation of
Training Programs,” Journal of the émerican Statistical
fAssociation, wol. 94, no. 448, December, 1653-1862.

Delli Carpini, M. ¥. and Keeter, 5. (1996) What Americans
Don’t Know About Politics and Why It Matters, New Haven:
Yale University Press.

Dilliplane, 5. (2611) “All the MNews You Want to Hear: The
Impact of Partisan Wews Exposure on Political
Participation,” Public Opinion Quarterluy, wol. 75, no. 2,
Summer, 287-316.

Dilliplane, S., Goldman, S. K. and Mutz, D. C. (2613)
“Televised Exposure to Politics: Wew Measures for a
Fragmented Media Environment,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 57, no. 1, January, 236-248.

Dryzek, J. 5. (2688) Deliberative Democracy and Beyond:
Liberals, Critics, Contestations, Oxford: Ox<ford University
Press.

Eberl, J. M., “onburn, R., Haselmauer, M., Jacobu, C.,
kKleinen- von Konigslo, K., Schonbach, K. and Boomgarden,
H. (2815) “AUTHES Manual Content Analusis of the Media
Coverage 2013, GESIS Data Archive, available online:
http://dx.doi.orgs/16.4232/1. 12565.

Elgesem, D., Steskal, L. and Diakopoulos, M. (2615)



“Structure and Content of the Discourse on Climate Change
in the Blogosphere: The Big Picture,” Environmental
Communication, wol. 9, no. 2, 169-188.

Eveland, W. P. (26@4) “The Effect of Political Discussion
in Producing Informed Citizens: The Roles of Information,
Motivation, and Elaboration,” Political Communication, wol.
21, no. 2, June, 177-193.

Eveland Jr, W. P. and Scheufele, D. A. (2868) “Connecting
Mews Media Use with Gaps in Knowledge and Participation,”
Political Communication, wol. 17, no. 3, July, 215-237.

Fisher, J., Fieldhouse, E., Johnston, R., Pattie, C. and
Cutts, D. (2016) “Is All Campaigning Egually Positive? The
Impact of District Lewvel Campaigning on Yoter Turnout at
the 281@ British General Election,” Party Politics, vol.
22, no. 2, March, 215-226.

Fowler, J. H., Heaney, M. T., Nickerson, D. HW., Padgett, J.
F. and Sinclair, B. {2811) “Causality in Political
Metworks,” American Politics Research, wol. 39, no. 2,
March, 437-486.

Gerber, A. 5. and Green, D. P. (2812) Field Experiments:
Design, Analysis, and Interpretation, London: W. H.
MNorton.

Gerber, A. S., Gimpel, J. G., Green, D. P. and Shaw, D. R.
{2611) “How Large and Long- Lasting are the Persuasive
Effects of Televised Campaign Ads? Results from a
Randomized Field Experiment,” @merican FPolitical Science
Rewview, wol. 185, no. 1, February, 135-158.

Gerber, f. 5., Karlan, D. and Bergan, D. (2669) “Does the
Media Matter? A Field Experiment Measuring the Effect of
Mewspapers on Yoting Behavior and Political Opinions,”
American Economic Journal: Applied Economics, wol. 1, no.
2, April, 35-52.

Grimmer, J. and Stewart, B. M. {2613) “Text as Data: The
Promise and Pitfalls of Automatic Content Analusis Methods
for Political Texts,” Political analysis, wol. 21, no. 3,
summer, 267-297.

Hallin, D. C. and Mancini, P. (2684) Comparing Media
Systems: Three Models of Media and Politics, Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press.

Hindman, D. B. {26@9) “Mass Media Flow and Differential



Distribution of Politically Disputed Beliefs: The Belief
Gap Hypothesis,” Journalism and Mass Communication
Quarterly, wol. 86, no. 4, December, 796-863.

Holbert, R. L., Garrett, R. K. and Gleason, L. S. (2018) “A
MNew Era of Minimal Effects? A Response to Bennett and
Iyengar,” Journal of Communication, wol. 66, no. 1, March,
15-34.

Huckfeldt, R. and Sprague, J. (1987) “Networks in Context:
The Social Flow of Political Information,” American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 81, no. 4, December,
1197-1216.

Huckfeldt, R. R. and Sprague, J. (1995) Citizens, Politics
and Social Communication: Information and Influence in an
Election Campaign, Cambridee: Cambridee University Press.

Iyengar, 5. and Simon, A. F. (2800) “New Perspectives and
Evidence on Political Communication and Campaign Effects,”
Annual Review of Psychology, wol. 51, February, 149-189.

Iyengar, 5., Peters, M. D. and Kinder, D. R. (1982)

“Experimental Demonstrations of the “Not- SoMinimal”
Conseguences of Television Mews Programs,” American

Political Science Rewiew, wol. 76, no. 4, December,

845-858.

Jerit, J., Barabas, J. and Bolsen, T. (2o@6) “Citizens,
kKnowledge, and the Information Environment,” American
Journal of Political Science, wol. 58, no. 2, April,
266-282.

kKey, V. 0. (1966) The Responsible Electorate, Cambridge:
Belknap Press.

Klapper, J. T. (1966) The Effects of Mass Communication,
New York: Free Press.

Kwak, H., Lee, C., Park, H. and Moon, 5. (281@) “What is
Twitter, a Social Metwork or a News Media?,” Proceedings
of the 19th International Conference on World Wide Heb,
591-688, available online: http://dl.
acm.orgscitation.ctfm?id=1772751.

Ladd, J. M. (2611} Why Americans Hate the Media and How It
Matters, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Ladd, J. M. and Lenz, G. 5. (2869) “Exploiting a Rare
Communication Shift to Document the Persuasive Power of



the News Media,” émerican Journal of Political Science,
vol., 53, no. 2, April, 394-41a.

Lang, A. (2813) “Discipline in Crisis? The Shifting
Paradigm of Mass Communication Research,” Communication
Theory, wvol. 23, no. 1, February, 16-24.

Lauf, E. (2e@1) “Research Note: The Wanishing Young Reader
Sociodemographic Determinants of Mewspaper Use as a Source
of Political Information in Europe, 1986-93," European
Journal of Communication, wol. 16, no. 2, June, 233-243.

Laver, M., Benoit, K. and Garry, J. (2663) “Extracting
Policy Positions from Political Texts Using MWords as
Data,” American Political Science Review, wol. 97, no. 2,
HMay, 311-331.

Lazarsfeld, P. F., Berelson, B. and Gaudet, H. (1968) The
People’s Choice: How the Yoter Makes Up His Mind in a
Presidential Campaign, 3rd Edition, Mew York: Columbia
University Press.

Levendusku, M. S. (2811) “Rethinking the Role of Political
Information,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 75, no. 1,
Spring, 42-64.

Lilleker, D. G. and Jackson, N. a. (281@) “Towards a More
Participatory Style of Election Campaigning: The Impact of
Hebh 2.6 on the UK 2¢1@ General Election,” Policy and
Internet, vol. 2, no. 3, August, 69-985.

McClurg, S. D. (26@6) “The Electoral Relevance of Political
Talk: Examining Disagreement and Expertise Effects in
Social Metworks on Political Participation,” American
Journal of Political Science, wol. 58, no. 3, July,
T37-754.

McCombs, M. E. and Shaw, D. L. {1972) “The Agenda- Setting
Function of Mass Media,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol.
36, no. 2, sSummer, 176-187.

Messing, S. and Hestwood, S. J. (2814) “Selective Exposure
in the Age of Social Media: Endorsements Trump Partisan
Source Affiliation When Selecting Mews Online,™
Communication Research, wvol. 41, no. 8, December,
1642-1863.

Mondak, J. J. (1995a) “Media Exposure and Political
Discussion in US Elections,” Journal of Politics, wol. 57,
no. 1, February, 62-85.



Mondak, J. J. (1995h) Mothing to Read: Newspapers and
Elections in a Social Experiment, Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press.

Micholson, S. P. {2083) “The Political Environment and
Ballot Proposition Awareness,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 47, no. 3, July, 483-41a.

Morris, P. (1999) 0On Message: Communicating the Campaign ,
London: Sage.

Morris, P. (2866) A Virtuous Circle: Political
Communications in Postindustrial Societies, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Morris, P. and Sanders, D. (2083) “Message or Medium?
Campaign Learning During the 28@1 British General
Election,” Political Communication, wol. 26, no. 3,
233-262.

QECD (2813) New Data for Understanding the Human Condition:
International Perspectives, awvailable online:

wuw, oecd.orgs/stissci- tech/snew- data-for-
understanding-the- human-condition.htm, [accessed August

2, 281a8].

Panagopoulos, C. and Green, D. P. (2088) “Field Experiments
Testing the Impact of Radio Advertisements on Electoral
Competition,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol.
52, no. 1, January, 156-168.

Pariser, E. (2811) The Filter Bubble: What the Internet is
Hiding from You, London: Penguin.

Patterson, T. E. and McClure, R. D. {1976) “Television and
the Less- Interested Woter: The Costs of an Informed
Electorate,” The AMNALS of the émerican Academy of
Political and Social Science, wol. 425, no. 1, May, 88-97.

Price, ¥. and Czilli, E. J. (1996) “Modeling Patterns of
Mews Recognition and Recall,” Journal of Communication,
vol., 46, no. 2, June, 55-78.

Price, ¥. and 2aller, J. (1993) “Who Gets the Mews?
Alternative Measures of News Reception and Their
Implications for Research,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wvol.
57, no. 2, sSummer, 133-164.

Prior, M. {(2865) “News vs. Entertainment: How Increasing



Media Choice Widens Gaps in Political Knowledge and
Turnout,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol. 49,
no. 3, July, 577-592.

Prior, M. (2867) Post- Broadcast Democracy: How Media
Choice Increases Inequality in Political Involwvement and
Polarizes Elections, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Prior, M. (2009) “Improving Media Effects Research Through
Better Measurement of News Exposure,” Journal of Politics,
wol., 71, no. 3, July, 893-9a8.

Prior, M. (20613) “The Challenge of Measuring Media
Exposure: Reply to Dilliplane, Goldman, and Mutz,”
Political Communication, wol. 38, no. 4, October, 628-634.

Quintelier, E., and Vissers, S. (2808) “The Effect of
Internet Use on Political Participation an Analysis of
Survey Results for 16-Year- 0lds in Belgium,” Social
Science Computer Review, wol. 26, no. 4, Winter, 411-427.

Rattinger, H., RoRteutscher, 5., Schmitt- Beck, R., HeRels,
B. and Holf, C. (2815) “Campaign Media Content Analusis,
Print Media (GLES 2613),” GESIS Data Archive, available
online: http://dx.doi. org/s16.4232/1.12293.

Reeves, f., McKee, M. and Stuckler, D. (2816) “ ‘It’s The
Sun Wot Won It’: Evidence of Media Influence on Political
Attitudes and voting from a UK Quasi- Natural Experiment,”
Social Science Research, wvol. 56, March, 44-57.

Roberts, M. E., Stewart, B. M., Tingley, D., Lucas, C.,
Leder- Luis, J., Gadarian, 5. K., Albertson, B. and Rand,
D. G. {(2614) “Structural Topic Models for Open- Ended
Survey Responses,” @merican Journal of Political Science,
vol. 58, no. 4, Octoher, 1864-168Z2.

Robinson, J. P. and Davis, D. K. (1998) “Television News
and the Informed Public: An Information- Processing
fpproach,” Journal of Communication, vol. 4@, no. 3,
September, 166-119.

Sanders, D. and MNorris, P. (2085) “The Impact of Political
Advertising in the 261 UK General Election,” Political
Research Quarterly, wol. 58, no. 4, December, 525-536.

Schumpeter, J. A. (1958) Capitalism, Socialism, and
Democracy, 3rd Edition, New York: Harper.

Sekhon, J. 5. and Titiunik, R. {2612) “When MNatural



Experiments Are Neither Watural nor Experiments,”™ american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 186, no. 1, February, 35-57.

Shoemaker, P. J., Vos, T. P. and Reese, 5. D. (2689)
“Journalists as Gatekeepers,” in Wahl- Jorgensen, K. and
Hanitzsch, T. (eds.) The Handbook of Journalism Studies,
MNew York: Routledge: 73-87.

Sigelman, L. and Buell, E. H. (2@64) “Avoidance or
Engagement? Issue Convergence in US Presidential
Campaigns, 1968-2066,” american Journal of Political
Science, vol. 48, no. 4, October, 656-661.

Soroka, S. M. (2814) “Reliability and Validity in Automated
Content Analusis,” in Hart, R. P. {ed.) Communication and
Language Analysis in the Corporate World, Hershey:
Informational Science Reference: 352-363.

Soroka, 5. M., Andrew, B., Aalberg, T., Iyengar, 5.,
Curran, J., Coen, 5., Hayashi, K., Jones, P., Mazzoleni,
G., HWoong Rhee, J., Rowe, D. and Tiffen, R. {2¢13) “Auntie
Knows Best? Public Broadcasters and Current Affairs
Knowledge,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 43,
no. 4, October, 719-739.

Soroka, 5., Young, L. and Balmas, M. (2815) “Bad News or
Mad Mews? Sentiment Scoring of Megativity, Fear, and Anger
in News Content,” The AMNNALS of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science, wol. 659, no. 1, Mau,
188-121.

Stevens, D. and Karp, J. A. (2612) “Leadership Traits and
Media Influence in Britain,” Political Studies, vol. 68,
no. 4, December, 787-863.

Stevens, D., Banducci, 5., Karp, J. and Vowles, J. (2a11)
“Priming Time for Blair? Media Priming, Irag, and
Leadership Evaluations in Britain,” Electoral Studies, wol.
38, no. 3, September, S546-56@.

Sudulich, L., Wall, M., Gibson, R., Cantijoch, M. and Ward,
5. (2814) “Introduction: The Importance of Method in the
Study of the ‘Political Internet’ ,” in Cantijoch, M.,
Gibson, R. and Ward, 5. (eds.) Analyzing Social Media Data
and Heb Metworks, MWew York: Springer: 1-21.

Tsfati, ¥. and Ariely, G. (2814) “Individual and Contextual
Correlates of Trust in Media Across 44 Countries,”
Communication Research, wol. 41, no. 6, August, T768-782.



valkenburg, P. M. and Peter, J. (2813) “Five Challenges for
the Future of Media- Effects Research,” International
Journal of Communication, wol. 7, December, 197-215.

Zhao, ¥. and chaffee, S. H. (1995) “Campaign Advertisements
Yersus Television News as Sources of Political Issue
Information,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 59, no. 1,
Spring, 41-65.



26 Digital campaigning

fckland, R. and Gibson, R. (2013) “Huperlinks and Networked
Communication: A Comparative Study of Political Parties
Online,” International Journal of Social Research
Methodology, wol. 16, no. 3, 231-244.

Adamic, L. A. and Glance, N. (2885) “The Political
Blogosphere and the 2884 U.5. Election: Divided They
Blog,” Paper presented at the 2085 International Workshop
on Link Discovery, Chicago, August 21-25.

Anstead, M. and Chadwick, A. (2883) “Parties, Election
Campaigning, and the Internet: Toward a Comparative
Institutional Approach,” in Chadwick, A. and Howard, P.
{eds.) The Handbook of Internet Politics , London:
Routledge: S6-71.

Bakker, T. P. and de Vreese, C. H. {2811) “Good Mews for
the Future? Youth’s Internet Use and Political
Participation,” Communication Research , wvol. 38, no. 4,
AUgust, 1-28.

Bale, T. (2016) “Jezza's Bezzas: Labour’s Mew Members,” The
Huffington Post, June 28th 2816, available online:

wuw, huffingtonpost.co.ukstim- balesjeremy- corbyn-labour-
membership_b_16713634.html, [accessed December 19, 2@16].

Barber, B. R. {1993) “Three Scenarios for the Future of
Technology and Strong Democracy,” Political Science
Quarterly , wol. 113, no. 4, Winter, 573-589.

Barberd, P. (2815) “How Social Media Reduces Mass
Political Polarization: Evidence from Germany, Spain, and
the U.5.,” Paper presented at the 2815 annual Meeting of
the American Political Science Association, San Francisco,
September 3-6.

Bennett, W. L. (2688) Civic Life Online: Learning How
Digital Media Can Engage Youth, Cambridge, HMA: MIT Press.

Bennett, W. L. and Segerberg, A. (2813) The Logic of
Connective Action: Digital Media and the Personalization
of Contentious Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Bimber, B. (1993) “The Internet and Political
Transformation: Populism, Community and Accelerated
Fluralism,” Polity , wol. 31, no. 1, Autumn, 133-168.



Bimber, B. (1993) “The Internet and Citizen
Communication with Government: Does the Medium Matter?,”
Political Communication, wol. 16, no. 4, October, 489-429,

Bimber, B. (2014) “Digital Media in the Obama Campaigns of
2688 and 2612: Adaptation to the Personalized Political
Communication Environment,” Journal of Information
Technology and Politics, wol. 11, no. 2, 138-154.

Bimber, B. and Davis, R. (2683) Campaigning Online: The
Internet and US Elections, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Blears, H. {(2083) “Tackling Political Disengagement,”
Speech to Hansard Society, November 5, 2668, available
online: https:/s/revitalisingpolitics.files.wordpress.com
[accessed December 17, 2@16].

Blumler, J. (26813) “The Fourth Age of Political
Communication.” Available online: www.fgpk.desens2e13/
gastheitrag- von-jay- g2-blumler- the-fourth- age-of-
political-communication- 2/ [accessed December 26,
2a16] .

Blumler, J. and Kavanagh, D. (1999) “The Third Age of
Communication: Influences and Features,” Political
Communication , wol. 16, no. 3, July, 269-234.

Bonchek, M. (1995) “Grassroots in Cuberspace: Recruiting
Members on the Internet or Do Computer MWetworks Facilitate
Collective Action? @& Transaction Cost Approach,” Paper
presented at the 1995 Annual Meeting of the Midwest
Political Science Assoclation, Chicago, April 6-8.

Boulianne, 5. (2869) “Does Internet Use Affect Engagement?
A Meta- Analysis of Research,” Political Communication ,
vol., 26, no. 2, April, 193-211.

Bowers- Brown, J. and Gunter, B. (2002) “Political Parties’
Use of the Heb During the 2é91 General Election,” Aslih
Proceedings , wol. 54, no. 3, 166-176.

Brevini, B. (2613) Public Service Broadcasting Online: A
Comparative Policy Study of PSE 2.6, Basingstoke:
Palgrave.

Brookings Institute (2616) “Brexit: The First Major
Casualty of Digital Democracy,” June 29, 2616, available
online: www.brookings.edusblogsorder-
from-chaos/2616/66/29/brexit- the-first- major-casualty
of-digital- democracy/ [accessed December 26, 2616].



Buzzfeed (2816) “This Analusis Shows How Fake Election
Mews Stories Outperformed Real Wews On Facebook,™
November 16, 26816, availlable online:

wpw, buzzfeed.coms/craigsilvermansviral- fakeelection-
news-outperformed- real-news-
on-facebook?utm_term=.pkSYEKWAE#. gkvMevyxe [accessed
December 18, 2@16].

Castells, M. (2661) The Internet Galaxy, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Castells, M. (2669) Communication Power, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Chadwick, &. (2689) “Weh 2.@: MNew Challenges for the Study
of E- Democracy in an Era of Informational Exuberance,”
I/5: Journal of Law and Policy for the Information Society,
vol., 5, no. 1, 9-41.

Coleman, S. (1999) “Can the Mew Media Invigorate
Democracy?” The Political Quarterly, wvol. 78, no. 1,
January, 16-22.

Coleman, S. (2865) “New Mediation and Direct
Representation: Reconceptualizing Representation in the
Digital Age,” New Media and Society, wol. 7, no. 2, April,
177-198.

Colleoni, E., Rozza, A. and Arvidsson, A. (2614) “Echo
Chamber or Public Sphere? Predicting Political Orientation
and Measuring Political Homophily in Twitter Using Big
Data,” Journal of Communication, wol. 64, no. 2, April,
317-332.

Conway, M. and Dorner, D. (2604) “An Evaluation of Mew
Zealand Political Party Websites,” Information Research ,
vol., 9, no. 4, July.

Copsey, M. (2083) “Extremism on the Met: The Extreme Right
and the %alue of the Internet,” in Gibson, R. K., Nixon,
P. and HWard, 5. J. (eds.) Political Parties and the
Internet: Net Gain? London: Routledge: 218-233.

Corrado, A. and Firestone, C. (1996) Elections in
Cyberspace: Toward a New Era in American Politics,
Washington, DC: Aspen Institute.

Cunha, C., Martin, I., Newell, J. and Ramiro, L. (28&3)
“Southern European Parties and Party Systems, and the New



ICTs,” in Gibson, R. K., Nixon, P. and Hard, 5. J. {eds.)
Political Parties and the Internet: Met Gain? London:
Routledge: 78-97.

D'alessio, D. W. (1997) “Use of the Web in the 1996 US
Election,” Electoral Studies, vol. 16, no. 4, December,
489-5a1.

Dahlgren, P. (2669) Media and Political Engagement:
Citizens, Communication and Democracy, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Davis, R. (1999) The HWeb of Politics, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Denver, D. and Hands, G. (1997) Modern Constituency
Electioneering: Local Campaigning at the 1992 General
Election , London: Frank Cass.

Denwver, D., Hands, G., Fisher, J. and MacAllister, I.
(2082) “Constituency Campaigning in 2861: The
Effectiveness of Targeting,” in Bartle, J., Mortimore, R.
and Atkinson, 5. (eds.) Political Communications: The
General Election Campaign of 28@1, London: Frank Cass:
159-18a.

Duggan, M. and Smith, A. (2816) The Political Environment
on Social Media, Washington, DC: Pew Research Center,
avallable online: www.pewinternet.org/2616/168/25/the-
political-environment- on-social- medias [accessed
December 26, 2816].

Engesser, 5., Ernst, M., Esser, F. and Blchel, F. (2816)
“Populism and Social Media: How Politicians Spread a
Fragmented Ideology,” Information, Communication and
Society, available online: www.tandf
online.com/doisabs/16.1686/1369118%.2616. 1267697 [accessed
December 26, 2816].

Etzioni, A. and Etzioni, 0. (1997) “Communities: Virtual
vs. Real,” Science, wol. 277, no. 5324, July, 295.

Farrell, D. and HWebh, P. {(2860) “Political Parties as
Campaign Organizations,” in Dalton, R. and Hattenberg, M.
(eds.) Parties Without Partisans: Political Change in
Advanced Industrial Democracies, Oxford: O<ford University
Press: 182-128.

Fella, 5. and Ruzza, C. (2013) “Populism and the Fall of
the Centre- Right in Italy: The End of the Berlusconi



Model or a Mew Beginning?,” Journal of Contemporary
European Studies, wol. 21, no. 1, March, 38-52.

Fisher, J., Cutts, D. and Fieldhouse, E. (2811)
“Constituency Campaigning in 261, in Wring, D. (ed.)
Political Communication in Britain: TV Dehates, the Media
and the Election, Basingstoke: Palgrave: 198-217.

Fisher, J., Fieldhouse, E., Cutts, D., Johnston, R. and
Pattie, C. (2016) “Is All Campaigning Equally Positive? The
Impact of District Lewvel Campaigning on Yoter Turnout at
the 281@ British General Election,” Party Politics , wol.
22, no. 2, March, 215-226.

Forelle, M. C., Howard, P. M., HMonroy- Hernandez, @. and
Savage, S. (2015) “Political Bots and the Manipulation of
Public Opinion in venezuela.” @vailable online:
https:/farxiv.ore/ftplarxkivy papers/1567/1567.87189, pdf
[accessed July 17, 20817].

Gentzkow, M. and Shapiro, J. M. (2811) “Ideological
Segregation Online and 0ffline,” Quarterly Journal of
Economics , wol. 126, no. 4, November, 1799-1839.

Gibson, R. K. (2812) “From Brochureware to ‘MyBo’: An
Overview of Online Elections and Campaigning,” Politics ,
vol., 32, no. 2, June, 77-84.

Gibson, R. K. (2813) “Party Change, Social Media and the
Rise of ‘Citizen- Initiated’ Campaigning,” Party
Politics, wol. 21, no. 2, March, 183-197.

Gibson, R. K. and Cantijoch, M. (2813) “Conceptuaslizing and
Measuring Participation in the Age of the Internet: Is
Online Political Engagement Really Different to Offline?,”
Journal of Politics, wol. 75, no. 3, July, 781-716.

Gibson, R. K. and McAllister, I. {(26@6) “Does Cuber-
Campaigning Win Yotes? Online Communication in the zaad
Australian Election,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion
and Parties, wol. 16, no. 3, October, 243-263.

Gibson, R. K. and McAllister, I. (2611) “Do Online Election
Campaigns Win VYoters? The 2667 Australian “YouTube’
Election,” Political Communication , wol. 28, no. 2, épril,
227-244.

Gibson, R. K. and McAllister, I. (2615) “Normalizing or
Equalizing Party Competition? Assessing the Impact of the
Heb on Election Campaigning,” Political Studies , wol. 63,



no. 3, August, 529-547.

Gibson, R. K. and Ward, 5. J. (1998) “UK Political Parties
and the Internet - ‘Politics as Usual’ in the New Media?,”
Harvard International Journal of PresssPolitics, wol. 3,
no. 3, June, 14-38.

Gibson, R. K. and Ward, 5. J. (2a6@a) “New Media, Same
Impact? British Party Activity in Cyberspace,” in Gibson,
R. and HWard, 5. (eds.) Reinvigorating Government? British
Politics and the Internet, Aldershot, UK: Ashgate:
1a7-128.

Gibson, R. K. and Ward, 5. J. (2@68h) “An Outsider’s
Medium? The European Elections and UK Party Competition on
the Internet,” in Cowley, P., Denver, D., Russell, @. and
Harrison, L. (eds.) British Parties and Elections Review,
wol., 18, London: Frank Cass: 173-191.

Gibson, R. K. and Hard, 5. J. (2862) “Yirtual
Campaigning: Australian Parties and the Impact of the
Internet,” @ustralian Journal of Political Science, wol.
37, no. 1, March, 99-129.

Gibson, R. K. and Ward, 5. J. (2863) “Online and 0On
Message? Candidates’ Websites in the 2661 General
Election,” British Journal of Politics and International
Relations, wol. 5, no. 2, May, 188-265.

Gibson, R. K. and Ward, 5. J. (2869) “Parties in the
Digital Age: A Review Article,” Representation, wol. 45,
no. 1, April, 87-166.

Gibson, R. K., Lusoli, W. and Ward, 5. J. (20a8)
“Nationalizing and Normalizing the Local? & Comparative
Analysis of Online Candidate Campaigning in Australia and
Britain,” Journal of Information Technology and Politics |,
vol. 4, no. 4, 15-36.

Gibson, R. K., Margolis, M., Resnick, 0. and HWard, 5. J.
(2083) “Election Campaigning on the WWW in the US and UK:
A Comparative Analysis,” Party Politics, wol. 9, no. 1,
January, 47-76.

Gibson, R. K., Newell, J. L. and Ward, 5. J. (2088) “New
Parties, Mew Media: Italian Party Politics and the
Internet,” South European Society and Politics, wol. 5, no.
1, Summer, 123-136.

Gil de ZifAiga, H. and Yalenzuela, 5. (2811) “The Mediating



Path to a Stronger Citizenship: Online and 0Offline
Metworks, Weak Ties, and Civic Engagement,” Communication
Research, wol. 38, no. 3, June, 397-421.

Gillan, K. (2089) “The UK Anti- War Movement Online: Uses
and Limitations of Internet Technologies for Contemporary
Activism,” Information, Communication, and Society, wol.
12, no. 1, February, 25-43.

Gomez, J., and Muhamad, R. (2616) “New Media and

Electoral Democracy: Online Opposition in Malaysia and
Singapore,” Paper presented at the 2616 Horkshop “Malausia
and Singapore - Media, Law, Social Commentary, Politics,”
Melbourne, June 16-11.

Graber, D. A. (1988) Processing the Mews: How Feople Tame
the Information Tide, 2nd Edition, Mew York: Longman.

Graham, T., Jackson, D. and HWright, 5. (2816). “ ‘He need
to get together and make ourselves heard’: Everyday online
spaces as incubators of political action.” Information,
Communication & Society, wol. 19, no. 16, 1373-1389.

Guardian (2e16) “Facebook’s Failure: Did Fake News

and Polarized Politics get Trump Elected?” MNovember

16, 2816, available online:

wuw, theguardian. com/technologus/2616/nov/ 18/ facebook -
fake-news- election-conspiracy- theories [accessed December
26, 2616] .

Gueorguieva, V. (2808) “Voters, MySpace and YouTube: The
Impact of Alternative Communication Channels on the 2@66
Election Cycle and Beyond,” Social Science Computer
Rewview, wol. 26, no. 3, Autumn, 288-366.

Gunther, A. C. (1998) “The Persuasive Press Inference:
Effects of Mass Media on Perceived Public Opinion,”
Communication Research , wol. 25, no. 5, 486-584.

Gudmundsson, B. (2816) “New Media- Opportunity for New and
Small Parties? Political Communication before the
Parliamentary Elections in Iceland in 213,” Stjornmal og
Stjornsgsla, wol. 12, no. 1, Spring, 47-66.

Habermas, J. (2816) “How to Pull the Ground from under
Right Wing Populism.” fAvailable online:

wuw, socialeurope.eus26816/11/democrat ic- polarisation-pull-
ground-right- wing-populism/ [accessed December 19,

2a16] .



Hacker, K. L. and van Dijk, J. (2866) Digital Democracy:
Issues of Theory and Practice, London: Sage.

Hague, R. and Uhm, S- ¥. (2863) “Online Groups and 0ffline
Parties,” in Gibson, R. K., Mixon, P. and Ward, 5. J.
(eds.) Political Parties and the Internet: Net Gain?
London: Routledge: 195-217.

Halberstam, ¥. and Knight, B. (2816) “Homophilu, Group
Size, and the Diffusion of Political Information in Social
Metworks: Evidence from Twitter,” Journal of Public
Economics, wol. 143, Nowvember, 73-88.

Hansen, K. and Pedersen, K. (2614) “Cyber- Campaigning in
Denmark: Application and Effects of Candidate Campaigning,”
Journal of Information Technology and Politics , wol. 11,
no. 2, HMay, 286-219.

Hara, M. and Jo, ¥. {(2087) “Internet Politics: A
Comparative Analysis of U.5. and South Korea Presidential
Campaigns,” First Monday , wol. 12, no. 9, September.

Hargittai, E., Gallo, J. and Kane, M. (2683) “Cross-
Ideological Discussions Among Conserwvative and Liberal
Bloggers,” Public Choice, wol. 134, no. 1, January, 67-86.

Hartleb, F. (2813) “Anti- Elitist Cuber Parties?,” Journal
of Public Affairs, wol. 13, no. 4, November, 355-369.

Hindman, M., Tsioutsiouliklis, K. and Johnson, J. A. (2663)
“ ‘Googlearchy’: How a Few Heavily- Linked Sites Dominate
Politics on the Heh,” Paper presented at the 2663 Annual
Meeting of the Midwest Political Science Association,
Chicago, April 3-6.

Hinz, K. (2814) “Campaigning on Facebook and Twitter:
Information Provision of Candidates in the Social Heb
during Germany's Federal Election Campaign 2613,” Paper
presented at the 2614 ECPR Graduate Student Conference,
Innshruck, July 3-5.

Huber, G. @. and Malhotra, M. (2816) “Political

Homophily in Social Relationships: Evidence from

Online Dating Behavior,” Journal of Politics, wvol. 79, no.
1, January, 269-283.

Jackson, M. and Lilleker, D. {26@9) “Building an
Architecture of Participation? Political Parties and WebZ.o
in Britain,” Journal of Information Technology and
Politics, wol. 6, no. 4, 232-25@,



Joinsaon, A. (ed.) (2667) Ox<ford Handbook of Internet
Psychology, Oxford: Ox<ford University Press.

Kalnes, 0. (2069) “Norwegian Parties and Web 2.¢,” Journal
of Information Technology and Politics , wol. 6, no. 4,
251-766.

Klinger, U. (2813) “Mastering the art of Social Media,”
Information, Communication and Society, wol. 16, no. 5,
June, 717-736.

Koc- Michalska, K. and vedel, T. (2609) “The Internet and
French Political Communication in the Aftermath of the z@a?
Presidential Election,” Paper presented at the 2669 ECFR
General Conference, Potsdam, September 16-12.

kKoc- Michalska, K., Lilleker, D. G., Smith, A. and
Heissmann, D. (2816) “The Normalization of Online
Campaigning in the Web.Z2.® Era,” European Journal of
Communication, wol. 31, no. 3, June, 331-358.

Kollanui, B., Howard, P. N. and Woolley, S. C. (2616) Bots
and Automation owver Twitter During the U.S. Election ,
Oxford: Project on Computational Propaganda. Awvailable
online: http://politicalbots.orgswp-
contentsuploadss2616/11/Data- Memo-US- Election.pdf
[accessed December 18, 2@16].

Latimer, C. P. {26@88) “Utilizing the Internet as a Campaign
Tool: The Relationship Between Incumbency, Political Party
Affiliation, Election Outcomes, and the Quality of Campaign
Heh Sites in the United States,” Journal of Information
Technology and Politics, wol. 4, no. 3, 81-95.

Lee, J. K., Choi, J., Kim, C. and Kim, ¥. {(2614) “Social
Media, Metwork Heterogeneity, and Opinion Polarization,”
Journal of Communication, wol. 64, no. 4, August, 7az2-722.

Lees- Marshment, J. (2685) Political Marketing and British
Political Parties, 2nd Edition, Manchester: Manchester
University Press.

Lelkes, ¥., Sood, G. and Iyengar, 5. (2815) “The Hostile
Audience: The Effect of Access to Broadband Internet on
Partisan Affect,” American Journal of Political Science,
vol., 61, no. 1, January, 5-2@.

Lilleker, D. and Jackson, M. f(eds.) (2611) Political
Campaigning, Elections and the Internet: Comparing the US,



UK, France and Germany, Abingdon: Routledge.

Lilleker, D. and Yedel, T. {2813) “The Internet in
Campaigns and Elections,” in Dutton, W. {(ed.) Oxford
Handhook of Internet Studies , Oxford: Oxford University
Press: 4@1-42a.

Livingstone, S., Boher, M. and Helsper, E. J. (2885)
“fctive Participation or Just More Information? Young
People’s Take- Up of Opportunities to Act and Interact on
the Internet,” Information, Communication and Society ,
vol. 8, no. 3, September, 287-314.

Lorenzo- Rodriguez, J. (2814) “Political Parties Online:
What Do They Offer? A Longitudinal Analysis of Italian
and Spanish Cases,” Paper presented at the 2614

Annual Meeting of the Midwest Political Science
fissociation, Chicago, April 3-6.

Lupia, A. and Philpot, T. (2e65) “views from Inside the
Met: How Hebsites Affect Young Adults’ Political Interest,”
Journal of Politics , wol. 67, no. 4, November, 1122-114Z2.

Lusoli, W. {2e@5a) “The Internet and the European
Parliament Elections: Theoretical Perspectives, Empirical
Investigations and Proposals for Research,” Information
Polity, wol. 18, no. 4, December, 153-163.

Lusoli, W. {2e@sh) “A Second- Order Medium? The Internet as
a Source of Electoral Information in 25 European
Countries,” Information Polity, wvol. 16, no. 4, December,
247-265.

Lusoli, W. and Ward, 5. J. (2064) “Digital Rank- and-File:
Party fctivists’ Perceptions and Use of the Internet,” The
British Journal of Politics and International Relations,
vol., 6, no. 4, November, 453-47@,

March, L. (2004) “Russian Parties and the Political
Internet,” Europe- Asia Studies, wol. 56, no. 3, May,
369-468.

Margetts, H., John, P., Hale, 5. and ¥Yasseri, T. (2815)
Political Turbulence: How Social Media Shape Collective
Action, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Margolis, M. and Resnick, D. (2668) Politics as Usual: The
Cyberspace Revolution, wol. 6, Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications.



Margolis, M., Resnick, D. and Tu, C.-C. {1996) “Campaigning
on the Internet: Parties and Candidates on the Horld Hide
Hebh in the 1996 Primary Season,” The Harwvard International
Journal of PresssPolitics, wol. 2, no. 1, 59-78.

Margolis, M., Resnick, D. and Wolfe, J. D. {1993) “Party
Competition on the Internet in the United States and
Britain,” The Harvard International Journal of
Press/Politics, wol. 4, no. 4, 24-47.

McCutcheon, C. (2616) “Populism and Party Politics,” CO
Researcher, wol. 26, 721-744.

McPherson, M., Smith- Lowin, L. and Cook, J. M. (28a1)
“Birds of a Feather: Homophily in Social Networks,” Annual
Review of Sociology , wol. 27, August, 415-444.

Meijer, I. and Kormelink, T. G. (2815) “Checking, Sharing,
Clicking and Linking: Changing Patterns of News Use
Between 2694 and 2614,” Digital Journalism, wol. 3, no. 5,
6e4-679.

Morris, D. (2ee6) Vote.com, Los Angeles: Renalssance Books.

Mosca, L., Vaccari, C. and Valeriani, @. {2615) “An
Internet Fuelled Party? The Movemento S5 Stelle and the
Heb,” in Tronconi, F. {ed.) Beppe Grillo’s Five Star
Movement: Organization, Communication and Ideology,
London: Routledge: 127-151.

Mutz, D. C. and Martin, P. 5. (2861) “Facilitating
Communication Across Lines of Political Difference: The
FRole of Mass Media,” @merican FPolitical Science Review,
vol., 95, no. 1, March, 97-114.

Negroponte, N. (1995) Being Digital, New York: Alfred A.
Knopf.

Mewell, J. L. (2@61) “Italian Political Parties on the
Heh,” Harvard International Journal of Press Politics, wol.
6, no. 4, September, 68-87.

Mielson, R. K. and Schroder, K. C. {2614) “The Relative
Importance of Social Media for Accessing, Finding, and
Engaging with Mews,” Digital Journalism, wol. 2, no. 4,
472-489.

Mixon, P. and Johansson, H. (1999) “Transparency Through
Technology: The Internet and Political Parties,” in Hague,
B. and Loader, B. (eds.) Digital Democracy: Discourse and



Democracy in the Information Age, London: Routledge:
135-153.

Morguay, G. (2808) “Organizing without Organization: The
Obama Wetworking Revolution,” Policy Options , October,
58-61.

Morris, P. (2866) A Virtuous Circle: Political
Communication in Postindustrial Societies, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

MNorris, P. (2e@1) Digital Divide: Civic Engagement,
Information Poverty, and the Internet, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Morris, P. and Curtice, J. {20@3) “Getting the Message Out:
A Two- Step Model of the Role of the Internet in Campaign
Communication Flows during the 2865 British General
Election,” The Journal of Information Technology and
Politics , wol. 4, no. 4, 3-13.

Poletti, M., Bale, T. and Webb, P. (2816) “Explaining the
Pro- Corbyn Surge in Labour Membership,” LSE British
Politics and Policy Blog , November 16, 2616, available
online: http:/s/blogs.lse.ac.uks/politicsand
policysexplaining- the-pro- corbyn-surge- in-labours-
memberships [accessed December 26, 2616].

Pollard, T. D., Chesebhro, J. and Studinski, D. P. (28@a9)
“The Role of the Internet in Presidential Campaigns,”
Communication Studies , wol. 68, no. 5, Octohber, 574-588.

Prior, M. (2867) Post- Broadcast Democracy: How Media
Choice Increases Inequality in Political Involwvement and
Polarizes Elections, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Prior, M. (2013) “Media and Political Polarization,” Annual
Review of Political Science , wol. 16, May, 181-127.

Rainie, L. and Smith, A. (2868) “The Internet and the 2668
Election,” HWashington, DC: Pew Research Center. fvailahle

online: www.pewinternet.org/2e68/66/15/the- internet-and-

the-2688-election/ [accessed December 28, 2616].

Rash, W. (1997) Politics on the Mets: Wiring the Political
Process, Mew York: W. H. Freeman.

Rheingold, H. (1993) The Virtual Community: Homesteading on
the Electronic Frontier, Reading, MA: Addison- HWesley.



Ridout, T. M., Fowler, E. F., Branstetter, J. and Borah, P.
{2015) “Politics as Usual? When and Why Traditional Actors
0ften Dominate YouTube Campaigning,” Journal of Information
Technology and Politics, wol. 12, no. 3, 237-251.

Samuel- Azran, T., Yarchi, M. and Wolfsfeld, G. (2815)
“Egualization versus Mormalization: Facebook and the 2613
Israeli Elections,” Social Media and Society, available
online: http://journals.sagepub.com/
doisabs/16.1177/2656365115665861 [accessed December 19,
2a16] .

Schweizer, E. (2865) “Election Campaigning Online: German
Party Websites in the 2862 National Elections,” European
Journal of Communication, wol. 26, no. 3, 327-351.

Schweitzer, E. (26@88) “Innovation or Mormalization in E-
campaligning?: A Longitudinal Content and Structural
fAnalysis of German Party Hebsites in the 2662 and 285
Mational Elections,” European Journal of Communication ,
vol., 23, no. 4, December, 449-47a,

Shane, P. M. (Z864) Democracy Online: The Prospects for
Political Renewal Through the Internet, London: Routledge.

Small, T. &. (2683) “Egual Access, Unegual Success: Major
and Minor Canadian Parties on the Net,” Party Politics ,
vol., 14, no. 1, January, 51-7@.

Smith, C. (1998) “Political Parties in the Information Age:
From Mass Party to Leadership Organization,” in Snellen,

I. and van de Donk, W. (eds.) Handbook on Public
Administration in the Information Age, Amsterdam: IoS
Press: 175-189.

Smith, C. {(2008) “British Political Parties in the
Information Age: Continuity and Change in the Information
fge,” in Hoff, J., Horrocks, I. and Tops, P. (eds.)
Democratic Governance and New Technology, London:
Routledge: 71-86.

Southern, R. {(2615) “Is Web 2.8 Providing a voice for
Outsiders? A Comparison of Personal Web Site and Social
Media Use by Candidates at the 281@ UK General Election,”
Journal of Information Technology and Politics , wol. 12,
no. 1, 1-17.

Southern, R. and Ward, S. J. {2611) “Below the Radar?
Online Campaigning at the Local Level in the 2618
Election,” in HWring, D. {ed.) Political Communication in



Britain: The Leader Dehates, the Campaign and the Media in
the 2616 General Election , Basingstoke: Palgrave: 218-246.

Strandberg, K. (2866) Parties, Candidates and Citizens On-
Line - Studies of Politics on the Internet, &bo: Abo
Akademi University Press.

Strandberg, K. (2689) “Online Campaigning: an Opening
for the Outsiders? An Analysis of Finnish

Parliamentary Candidates’ HWebsites in the 2863 Election
Campaign,” Mew Media and Society, wol. 11, no. 5, August,
835-854.

Stromer- Galley, J. (280@a) “Online Interaction and Why
Candidates Avoid It,” Journal of Communication, wol. 5@,
no. 4, December, 111-132.

Stromer- Galleu, J. (2e@6b) “Democratizing Democracu:
Strong Democracy, US Political Campaigns and the
Internet,” Democratization, wol. 7, no. 1, March, 36-58.

Sudulich, M. L. (2813) “Do Ethos, Ideology, Country and
Electoral Strength Make a Difference in Cyberspace?,” in
Mixon, P. G., Rawal, R. and Mercea, D. (eds.) Politics and
the Internet in Comparative Context: Views from the Cloud
, Abingdon: Routledge: 75-94.

Sudulich, M. L. and Wall, M. {2616) “Every Little Helps:
Cyber Campaigning in the 26@7 Irish General Election,”
Journal of Information Technology and Politics, wol. 7, no.
4, 348-355.

Sunstein, C. R. (2861) Republic.com, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Sunstein, C. R. (2866) Republic.com, 2nd Edition,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Tan, T. H., Tng, ¥. H. and ¥Yeo, A. (2016) “Normalization
versus Egualization Effects of the Internet for Political
Parties: Singapore’s General Election 2815 as a Case
Study,” Paper presented at the 2816 E- Democracy and

Open Government Conference, Budapest, May 18-2@.

Tkach- Kawasaki, L. {2083) “Politics@Japan: Party
Competition on the Internet in Japan,” Party Politics,
vol., 9, no. 1, January, 185-123.

Trippi, J. (28664) The Revolution Will Mot Be Telewised:
Democracy, the Internet, and the Overthrow of Everuthing,



New York: Regan Books.

Tronconi, F. (ed.) (2815) Beppe Grillo’s Five Star
Movement: Organisation, Communication and Ideology,
Farnham, Surrey, UK: Ashgate.

Vaccari, C. (2e1a) “Technology Is a Commoditu: The
Internet in the 2668 United States Presidential
Election,” Journal of Information Technology and Politics,
vol., 7, no. 4, 318-339.

vaccari, C. Valeriani, A., Barberd, P., Bonneau, R., Jost,
J. T., Magler, J. and Tucker, J. @. (2615) “Political
Expression and Action on Social Media: Exploring the
Relationship Between Lower- and Higher Threshold Political
fctivities Among Twitter Users in Italy,” Journal of
Computer- Mediated Communication, wol. 26, no. 2, March,
221-239.

vergeer, M. and Hermans, L. (2813) “Campaigning on Twitter:
Microblogging and Online Social Metworking as Campaign
Tools in the 281 General Elections in the Netherlands,”
Journal of ComputerMediated Communication , wol. 18, no. 4,
July, 399-419.

voerman, G. (1998) “Dutch Political Parties and the
Internet,” ESPN Mews, wol. 1, no. 18, Autumn.

voerman, G. and Hard, S. J. (2608} “New Media and New
Politics: Green Parties Intra Party Democracy and the
Internet,” in Yoerman, G. and Lucardie, P. (eds.) Jaerbook
Documentatiecentrum Mederlandse Politieke Partijen 1999,
Groningen: University of Groningen: 192-215.

vromen, A. (2087) “Australian Young People’s Participatory
Practices and Internet Use,” Information, Communication
and Society , wol. 16, no. 1, February, 48-68.

Hard, I. (2811) “Does the Internet Encourage Small Parties?
A Case Study of the Minutiae of BC Politics, 1996-26@9,”
Australian Journal of Political Science, wol. 46, no. 2,
June, 229-242.

HWard, S. J. (2865) “The Internet, E- Democracy and the
Election: Virtually Irrelevant?,” in Geddes, A. and Tonge.
J. (eds.) Britain Decides: The UK General Election 28as,
London: Palgrave: 216-225.

Hard, S. J. (2008) “Parties and Election Campaigning
Online: @& New Era?,” in Davis, R., Owen, D., Taras, D.



and Ward, 5. J. (eds.) Making a Difference? Internet
Campaigning in Comparative Perspective, Lanham: Lexington
Books: 1-15.

Hard, 5. J., Gibson, R. K. and Lusoli, W. {(2663) “Online
Participation and Mohilization in Britain: Huype, Hope and
Reality,” Parliamentary @ffairs, wvol. 56, no. 4, October,
652-668.

Ward, 5. J., Gibson, R. K. and Lusoli, W. (2668) “Not Quite
Mormal? Parties and the 2865 UK Online Election Campaign,”
in Dawvis, R., Owen, D., Taras, D. and Ward, 5. J. (eds.)
Making a Difference? Internet Campaigning in Comparative
Perspective , Lanham: Lexington Books: 133-16@.

Hhine, M. (200@) “Far Right Extremists on the Internet,” in
Douglas, T. and Loader, B. D. (eds.) Cybercrime: Law
Enforcement, Security and Surveillance in the Information
Age , New York: Routledge: 234-25@,

Williamson, A. (2816) Digital Citizens and Democratic
Participation, London: Hansard Society.

¥enos, M. and Mou, P. (2687) “Direct and Differential
Effects of the Internet on Political and Civic
Engagement,” Journal of Communication, wol. 57, no. 4,
December, 784-718.

¥imoge, ¥u (2011) “Singapore General Election 2611 on
Twitter: Equalized or Normalized?” Available online:



27 Attitudes, walues and belief systems

Achen, C. H. (1975) “Mass Political attitudes and the
Survey Response,” American Political Science Rewiew, wol.
69, no. 4, December, 1218-1231.

Ajzen, I. (2ea5) Attitudes, Personality and Behaviour, 2nd
Edition, Maidenhead: Open University Press.

Aariely, G. and Davidov, E. (2812) “Assessment of
Measurement Eguivalence with Cross- National and
Longitudinal Surveys in Political Science,” European
Political Science, wol. 11, no. 3, September, 363-377.

Bell, D. (1968) The End of Ideology: On the Exhaustion of
Political Ideas in the Fifties, Glencoe: Free Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E. and Stokes, D.
E. (196@) The American “oter, New York: John Wiley and
Sons.

Cassel, C. A. (1984) “Issues in Measurement: The ‘Levels of
Conceptualization’ Index of Ideological Sophistication,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 28, no. 2, May,
418-429.

Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Systems in
Mass Publics,” in épter, D. E. (ed.) Ideology and
Discontent, Mew York: Free Press: 206-261.

Converse, P. E. (1978) “Attitudes and Won- Attitudes:
Continuation of a Dialogue,” in Tufte, E. R. (ed.)
Quantitative Analysis of Social Problems, Reading, MA:
Addison- Wesley: 168-189.

Converse, P. E. (1974) “Comments: The Status of
Monattitudes,” émerican Political Science Rewiew, wol. 68,
no. 2, June, 658-666.

Converse, P. E. (1988) “Comment: Rejoiner to Judd and
Milburn,” american Sociological Rewview, wol. 45, no. 4,
644-646.

Converse, P. E. (2008) “Assessing the Capacity of Mass
Electorate,” Annual Review of Political Science, wol. 3,
no. 1, June, 331-353.

Converse, P. E. (2086) “Democratic Theory and Electoral
Reality,” Critical Review, wol. 18, no. 3, Hinter,
297-329.



Dalton, R. J. (28669) “Economic, Environmentalism and Partu
Alignments: A Note on Partisan Change in Advanced
Industrial Democracies,” European Journal of Political
Research, wol. 48, no. 2, March, 161-175.

Deth, J. W. van and Scarbrough, E. (1995) “The Concept of
values,” in van Deth, J. H. and Scarbrough, E. (eds.) The
Impact of walues, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 21-47.

Eagly, A. H. and Chaiken, 5. (1993) The Psychology of
Attitudes, Fort Worth: Harcourt Brace Johanowvich.

Fishhein, M. and Ajzen, I. (1975) Belief, Attitude,
Intention, and Behavior: An Introduction to Theory and
Research , Reading, MA: Addison- Wesley.

Flanagan, S. C. and Lee, A- R. {26@3) “The Mew Politics,
Culture HWars, and the Authoritarian- Libertarian wvalue
Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies,” Comparative
Political Studies, wol. 36, no. 3, April, 235-27a.

Goren, P. (2004) “Political Sophistication and Policy
Reasoning: A Reconsideration,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 48, no. 3, July, 462-478.

Goren, P. (2813) On Voter Competence, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Goren, P., Federico, C. H. and Kittelson, M. C. (28a39)
“Source Cues, Partisan Identities, and Political value
Expression,” American Journal of Political Science, wol.
53, no. 4, October, B65-828.

Granherg, D. and Holmberg, 5. (1988) The Political System
Matters: Social Psychology and Yoting Behawvior in Sweden
and the United States, Cambridge: Cambridee University
Press.

Hagner, P. R. and Pierce, J. C. (1982) “Correlative
Characteristics of the Conceptualization in the American
Public 1956-1976,” Journal of Politics, wol. 44, no. 3,
AUgUst, T79-067.

Halman, L. and de Moor, R. {1994) “Religion, Churches and
Moral Yalues,” in Ester, P., Halman, L. and de Moor, R.
(eds.) The Individualizing Society: “alue Change in Europe
and North America, Tilburg: Tilburg University Press:
37-65.



Hill, J. L. and Kriesi, H. {(2881) “An Extension and Test of
Converse’s ‘Black- and-White’ Model of Response

Stability,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 95, no.
2, June, 397-413.

Inglehart, R. (1977) The Silent Revolution - Changing
Values and Political Styles Among Western Publics,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Inglehart, R. (1985) “Aggregate Stability and Individual
Level Flux in Mass Belief Sustems: The Lewel of Analusis
Paradox,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 79, no.
1, March, 97-116.

Inglehart, R. (1998} Cultural Shift in Advanced Industrial
Society, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Inglehart, R. and Flanagan, S. C. (1987) “VYalue Changes in
Industrial Societies,” American Political Science Rewview,
vol. 81, no. 4, December, 1289-1319.

Inglehart, R. and Helzel, C. (2665) Modernization, Culture
Change, and Democracy: The Human Development Sequence,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Judd, C. M. and Milburn, M. A. {1986) “The Structure of
Attitude Suystems in the General Public: Comparisons of a
Structural Eguation Model,” émerican Sociological Review,
vol., 45, no. 4, August, 627-643.

Kinder, D. R. (1998) “Opinion and Action in the Realm of
Politics,” in Gilbert, D. T., Fiske, 5. T. and Lindzey, G.
{eds.) The Handbook of Social Psychology , 4th Edition, New
York: McGraw- Hill: 778-867.

Kitschelt, H. (1994} The Transformation of European Social
Democracy, Cambridee: Cambridge University Press.

Kitschelt, H. (1995) The Radical Right in Western Europe: A
Comparative Analysis, Ann arbor: The University of Michigan
Press.

Klingemann, H.-D. (1979) “Measuring Ideological
Conceptualizations,” in Barnes, 5. H. and Kaase, M. (eds.)
Political Action: Mass Participation in Fiwve Hestern
Democracies, London: Sage: 215-254.

Kluckhohn, C. (1951) “values and Yalue Orientations in the
Theory of Action: An Exploration in CDefinition and
Classification,” in Parsons, T. and Shils, E. {eds.)



Towards a General Theory of Action, Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press: 388-433.

Knight, K. {(2e@6) “Transformations of the Concept of
Ideology in the Twentieth Century,” American Political
Science Review, wol. 188, no. 4, November, 619-626.

Knutsen, 0. (1995) “Left-Right Materialist Value
Orientations,” in wan Deth, J. W. and Scarbrough, E.
(eds.) The Impact of Walues, Oxford: Oxford University
Press: 168-196.

Knutsen, 0. (2a11) “Values,” in Badie, B., Berg- Schlosser,
0. and Morlino, L. {eds.) International Encyclopedia of
Political Science, Yolume 8, Los Angeles: Sage: 2691-2697.

Lachat, R. {2083) “The Impact of Partuy Polarization of
Ideological voting,” Electoral Studies, wol. 27, no. 4,
December, 687-698.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5., Jacohy, W. G., Morpoth, H. and
HWeisherg, H. (2668) The American Yoter Revisited, Ann
Arbor: The University of Michigan Press.

MacDonald, S. E., Rahinowitz, G. and Listhaug, 0. (1995}
“Political Sophistication and Models of Issue Yoting,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 25, no. 4,
October, 453-483.

Marcus, G., Tahb, D. and Sullivan, J. L. (1974) “The
Application of Individual Differences Scaling to the
Measurement of Political Ideologies,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 18, no. 2, May, 485-42@.

Marks, G. and Steenbergen, M. R. (eds.) (2664) European
Integration and Political Conflict, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

McCann, J. @. (1997) “Electoral Choices and Core Value
Change: The 1992 Presidential Campaign,” american Journal
of Political Science, wol. 41, no. 2, April, 564-583.

Miemi, R. G. and Westholm, a. (1984) “Issues, Parties and
Attitudinal Stability: A Comparative Study of Sweden and
the United States,” Electoral Studies, wol. 3, no. 1,
April, 65-83.

Morpoth, H. and Lodge, M. (1985) “The Difference Between
Attitudes and Monattitudes in the Mass Publics: Just
Measurements?,” American Journal of Political Science, wol.



29, no. 2, May, 291-387.

Morris, P. (2811) Democratic Deficit: Critical Citizens
Revisited, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Morris, P. and Inglehart, R. (2664) Sacred and Secular:
Religion and Politics MWorldwide, Cambridge, MA: Cambridge
University Press.

Oskamp, 5. and Schultz, P. W. (2685) Attitudes and
Opinions, 3rd Edition, Manhwa: Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates.

Peffley, M. A., and Hurwitz, J. (1985) “A Hierarchical
Model of Attitude Constraint,” émerican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 29, no. 4, November, 871-894.

Rokeach, M. (1966) The Open and Closed Mind: Investigations
into the Nature of Belief Sustems and Personality Sustems,
New York: Basic Books.

Rokeach, M. (1968) Beliefs, Attitudes and Values: A Theory
of Organization and Change, San Francisco: Jossey- Bass.

Rokeach, M. (1973} The Nature of Human Values, London: The
Free Press.

Sartori, G. (1969) “Politics, Ideology and Belief Sustems,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 63, no. 2, June,
398-411.

Schwartz, S. H. (2807) “Yalue Orientations: Measurement,
Antecedents and Conseguences Across Mations,” in Jowell,
R., Roberts, C., Fitzegerald, R. and Eva, G. (eds.)
Measuring Attitudes Cross- Mationally: Lessons from the
European Social Surwvey, Los Angeles: Sage: 161-193.

Smith, E. R. A. N. (1988) “The Levels of Conceptualization:
False Measures of Ideological Sophistication,” American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 74, no. 3, September,
685-696.

Smith, E. R. A. N. (1981) “Reply to ghramson, MNie, verba
and Petrocik,” émerican Political Science Rewiew, wol. 75,
no. 1, March, 152-155.



28 The stability of political attitudes

Achen, C. H. (1975) “Mass Political attitudes and the
Survey Response,” American Political Science Rewiew, wol.
69, no. 4, December, 1218-1231.

Achen, C. H. and Bartels, L. M. (2816) Democracy for
Realists: Why Elections Do Mot Produce Responsive
Government, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Aldrich, J. H. and McGraw, K. H. (eds.) (2811) Improving
Public Opinion Surveys: Interdisciplinary Innowation and
the American National Election Studies, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Alford, J. R., Funk, C. L., and Hibhing, J. R. (2085) “Are
Political Orientations Genetically Transmitted?,” American
Political Science Review, wol. 99, no. 2, May, 153-189.

Alwin, D. F., Cohen, R. L., and Newcomb, T. H. (1991)
Political Attitudes owver the Life Span, Madison:
University of Wisconsin Press.

Ansolabehere, 5., Rodden, J., and Synder, J. M. Jr. (2068)
“The Strength of Issues: Using Multiple Measures to Gauge
Preference Stability, Ideological Constraint, and Issue
voting,” American Political Science Rewiew, wol. 162, no.
2, May, 215-232.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., and Stokes,
D. E. (1968) The American Yoter, Mew York: HWiley.

Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Systems in
Mass Publics,” in épter, D. (ed.) Ideology and Discontent,
New York: Free Press: 286-261.

Druckman, J. N. (2@84) “Political Preference Formation:
Competition, Deliberation, and the {(Ir)relevance of
Framing Effects,” american Political Science Rewiew, wol.
98, no. 4, Movember, 671-686.

Erikson, R. 5. (1979) “The SRC Panel Data and Mass
Attitudes,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 9,
no. 1, January, 89-114,

Erikson, R. 5. and Wlezien, C. (2812} The Timeline of
Presidential Elections: How Campaigns Do (and Do MNot)

Matter, Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Erikson, R. S., Mackuen, M. B., and Stimson, J. A. (1998)



“What Moves Macropartisanship? A Reply to Green,
Palmguist, and Schickler,” American Political Science
Review, wol. 92, no. 4, December, 961-912.

Erikson, R. S., Mackuen, M. B., and Stimson, J. A. (2862)
The Macro Polity, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

Gerber, A. S., Huber, G. A., Doherty, D., Dowling, C. M.,
and Ha, S. E. (2811) “Personalitu and Political Attitudes:
Relationships Across Issue Domains and Political Contexts,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 164, no. 1,
February, 111-133.

Green, D. and Palmguist, B. (1994) “How Stable is Party
Identification,” Political Behavior, wvol. 16, no. 4, May,
437-464.

Green, D., Palmguist, B., and Schickler, E. (20882) Partisan
Hearts and Minds: Political Parties and the Social
Identities of the Voters , New Haven: ¥Yale University
Press.

Haidt, J. (2813) The Righteous Mind: Why Good People Are
Divided by Politics and Religion, Mew York: Pantheon.

Hetherington, M. J. and Weiler, J. D. (2083)
Authoritarianism and Polarization in American Politics,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Jennings, M. K. and Niemi, R. G. (1982) Generations and
Politics, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Jost, J. T. (2009) “Elective affinities: 0On the
Psychological Bases of Left- Right Differences,”
Psychological Inguiry, wol. 28, no. 3, april, 129-141.

Lenz, G. (2612) Follow the Leader?: How Yoters Respond to
Politicians’ Policies and Performance, Chicago: University
of Chicago Press.

Mutz, D. (2611) Population Based Survey Experiments,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Page, B. I. and Shapiro, R. ¥. (1992) The Rational Fublic,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Stoker, L. and Bass, J. (2611) “Political Socialization:
Ongoing Questions and New Directions,” in Shapiro, R. Y.
ad Jacobs, L. (eds.) The Handbook of American Public

Opinion and the Media, 0Oxford: 0Oxford University Press:



453-478.

HWiley, D. E. and Wileu, J. A. (197@) “The Estimation of
Measurement Error in Panel Data,” american Sociological
Rewview, wol. 35, no. 1, February, 112-117.

Zaller, J. (1992) The Mature and 0Origins of Mass 0Opinion,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.



29 Political knowledge: measurement,
misinformation and turnout

Barabas, J., Jerit, J., Pollock, W. and Rainey, C. (2@814)
“The Questionis) of Political Knowledge,” american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 188, no. 4, November,
846-855.

Bartels, L. (1996) “Uninformed Yotes: Information Effects
in Presidential Elections,” @merican Journal of Political
Science, wol. 46, no. 1, February, 194-238.

Berelson, B., Lazarsfeld, P. and McPhee, W. (1954) Woting:
A Study of Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign,
Chicago: Chicago University Press.

Blais, A. (2006) “What affects Yoter Turnout?” Annual
Review of Political Science, wol. 9, June, 111-125.

Boudreau, C. and Lupia, A. {(2813) “Political Knowledge,” in
Druckman, J., Green, D., Kuklinski, J. and Lupia, A.

(eds.) Handbook of Experimental Political Science, New
York: Cambridge University Press: 171-186.

Brady, H., verba, 5. and Schlozman, K. (1995) “Beyond SES:
fi Resource Model of Political Participa tion,” American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 89, no. 2, June, 271-294.

Burns, M., Schlozman, K. and Verba, 5. (2081) The Private
Roots of Public Action, Cambridge: Harvard University
Press.

Campbell, A., Converse, P., Miller, W. and Stokes, D.
(1966) The American Yoter, New York: Free Press.

Converse, P. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Systems in Mass
Publics,” in épter, D {ed.) Ideology and Discontent, MNew
York: Free Press: 266-261.

Delli carpini, M. ¥. and Keeter, 5. (1993) “Measuring
Political Knowledge: Putting First Things First,” american
Journal of Political Science, wol. 37, no. 4, November,
1179-1286.

Delli Carpini, M. ¥. and Keeter, 5. (1996) What Americans
Know About Politics and Why It Matters, New Hawven: Yale
University Press.

Dolan, K. (2611) “Do Women and Men Know Different Things?
Measuring Gender Differences in Polit ical Knowledge,”



Journal of Politics, wol. 73, no. 1, January, 97-187.

Ferrin, M., Fraile, M. and Garcia @lbacete, G. (2617) “The
Gender Gap in Political Knowledge: Is It All About
Guessing? An Experimental approach,” International Journal
of Public Opinion Research, wol. 29, no. 1, Spring,
111-132.

Fisher, 5., Hobolt, 5., Lessard Phillips, L. and Curtice,
J. (2868) “Disengaging Voters: Do Plurality Sustems
Discourage the Less Knowledgeable from Voting?,” Electoral
Studies, wvol. 27, no. 1, March, 89-164.

Franklin, M. (2664) Voter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Gaines, B., Kuklinski, J., Quirk, P., Peyton, B. and
verkuilen, J. (2867) “Same Facts, Different Interpreta
tions: Partisan Motivation and Opinion on Irag,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 69, no. 4, November, 957-974.

Gronlund, K. and Milner, H. (2606} “The Determinants of
Political Knowledge in Comparative Per spective,”
Scandinavian Political Studies, vol. 29, no. 4, December,
386-486.

Howe, P. (2806) “Political Knowledge and Electoral
Participation in the Netherlands: Comparisons with the
Canadian Case,” International Political Science Review,
vol., 27, no. 2, April, 137-166.

Johnson, H. and Seifert, C. (1994} “Sources of the
Continued Influence Effect: When Misinformation in Memory
Aaffects Later Inferences,” Journal of Experimental
Psychology: Learning, Memory and Cognition, wol. 28, no.
6, MNovember, 1426-1436.

Kenski, K. and Jamieson, K. (2@68) “The Gender Gap in
Political Knowledge: Are Homen Less Know ledgeable Than
Men @bout Politics?,” in Jamieson, K. (ed.) Everything You
Need to Know About Politics .. Aand Why You Are Wrong, New
York: Basic Books: 83-89.

kKuklinski, J. H., Quirk, P. J., Jerit, J., Schweider, D.
and Rich, R. F. (2808) “Misinformation and the Currency of
Democratic Citizenship,” Journal of Politics, wvol. 62, no.
3, August, 796-816.

Larcinese, V. (2867) “Does Political Knowledge Increase



Turnout? Evidence from the 1997 British General Election,”
Public Choice, wol. 131, no, 3, June, 387-411.

Lassen, D. {20@5) “The Effect of Information on Voter
Turnout: Evidence from a Natural Experiment,” @merican
Journal of Political Science, wol. 49, no. 1, January,
183-118.

Lawrence, E. and Sides, J. {2814) “The Consequences of
Political Innumeracy,” Research & Politics, July-
September, 1-8.

Leighley, J. and Nagler, J. (2614) Who Yotes Now?
Demographics, Issues, Ineguality and Turnout in the United
States, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Lizotte, M. and Sidman, A. (2069) “Explaining the Gender
Gap in Political Knowledge,” Politics and Gender, vol. 5,
no. 2, June, 127-152.

Lupia, A. (2006) “How Elitism Undermines the Study of Voter
Competence,” Critical Review, vol. 18, no. 3, October,
217-232.

Lupia, A. and McCubhins. M. (1998) The Democratic Dilemma:
Can Citizens Learn What They Need to Know?, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Miller, M. and Orr, S. (2608) “Experimenting with a ‘Third
Hay' in Political Knowledge Estimation,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, wol. 72, no. 4, Hinter, 768-786.

Mondak, J. (1999) “Reconsidering the Measurement of
Political Knowledge,” Political analysis, wol. 8, no. 1,
January, 57-82.

Mondak, J. (2881) “Developing walid Knowledge Scales,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 45, no. 1,
January, 224-238.

Mondak, J. and énderson, M. (2664} “The Knowledge Gap: A
Reexamination of Gender Based Differ ences in Political
Knowledge,” Journal of Politics, wol. 66, no. 2, May,
492-512.

Muhan, B. and Reifler, J. (261@) “When Corrections Fail:
The Persistence of Political Misperceptions,” Political

Behavior, wol. 32, no. 2, June, 383-336.

Muhan, B., Reifler, J. and Ubel, P. {2613) “The Hazards of



Correcting Myths about Health Care Reform,” Medical Care,
vol., 51, no. 2, Fehruary, 127-13Z2.

Popkin, 5. (1991) The Reasoning Yoter: Communication and
Persuasion in Presidential Campaigns, Chicago: Chicago
University Press.

Prior, M. {(2865) “News vs. Entertainment: How Increasing
Media Choice Widens Gaps in Political Knowledge and
Turnout,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol. 49,
no. 3, July, 577-592.

Prior, M. (2014) “Visual Political Knowledge: A Different
FRoad to Competence?,” Journal of Politics, wol. 76, no. 1,
January, 41-57.

Prior, M. and Lupia, A. (2683) “Money, Time, and Political
kKnowledge: Distinguishing Quick Recall and Political
Learning Skills,” american Journal of Political Science,
vol., 52, no. 1, January, 169-183.

Sanbonmatsu, K. (2803) “Gender Related Political Knowledge
and the Descriptive Representation of Homen,” Political
Behavior, wol. 25, no. 4, December, 367-388.

Shapiro, R. and Bloch Elkon, ¥. (2868) “Do the Facts Speak
for Themselves? Partisan Disagreement as a Challenge to
Democratic Competence,” Critical Review, wol. 26, no. 1-2,
September, 115-139.

Sniderman, P., Brody, R. and Tetlock, P. (1991) Reasoning
and Choice: Explorations in Political Psychology, MNew
York: Cambridge University Press.

Stolle, D. and Gidengil, E. (2@1@) “What Do Homen Reallu
Know? A Gendered Analysis of Warieties of Political
kKnowledge,” Perspectives on Politics, wol. &, no. 1, March,
93-169.

Wells, C., Reedy, J., Gastil, J. and Lee, C. (2689)

“Information Distortion and Yoting Choices: The Origins
and Effects of Factual Beliefs in Initiative Elections,”
Political Psychology, wol. 38, no. 6, December, 956-969.



38 Is there a rational public?

Achen, C. H. and Bartels, L. M. (2816) Democracy for
Realists: Why Elections Do Mot Produce Responsive
Government, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Bartels, L. M. (1996) “Uninformed Yotes: Information
Effects in Presidential Elections,” american Journal of
Political Science, wol. 48, no. 1, February, 194-23a.

Bartels, L. M. (2002) “Beyond the Running Tally: Partisan
Bias in Political Perceptions,” Political Behavior, wol.
24, no. 2, June, 117-15@.

Bartels, L. M. (2089) “Economic Ineguality and Political
Representation,” in Jacobs, L. and King, D. (eds.) The
Unsustainahle American State, Oxford: Oxford University
Fress: 167-196.

Bechtel, M. M. and Hainmueller, J. (2811) “How Lasting Is
Voter Gratitude? An Analusis of the Short-and Long-Term
Electoral Returns to Beneficial Policy,” american Journal
of Political Science, wol. 55, no. 4, Octoher, 852-868.

Balstad, J. (2012) “Thermostatic Voting: Presidential
Elections in Light of Mew Policy Data,” PS: Political
science and Politics, wol. 45, no. 1, January, 44-5@,

Balstad, J. (2015) “Dynamics 0f European Integration:
Public Opinion in the Core and Periphery,” European Union
Politics, wol. 16, no. 1, March, 23-44.

Bolstad, J. and Dinas, E. {(forthcoming) “aA Categorization
Theory of Spatial VYoting: How the Center Divides the
Political Space,” British Journal of Political Science,
avallable online: www.cambridge.orgs core/journals/british-
Jjournal-of- political-sciencesarticlesa-
categorization-theory- of-spatial- woting- how-

the-center- divides-the-
political-spaces7B2CE3674BACCAG4BBFC4 1FCEBCTEE19A.

Brody, R. A. and Page, B. I. (1972) “Comment: The
Assessment of Policy Yoting,” American Political Science
Rewview, vol. 66, no. 2, June, 456-453.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E., and Stokes,
D. E. (1968) The American Yoter, Mew York: HWiley.

Conover, P. J. and Feldman, 5. (1982) “Projection and the
FPerception of Candidates’ Issue Positions,” The Hestern



Political Quarterly, wol. 35, no. 2, June, 228-244,

Converse, P. E. (1998) “Popular Representation and the
Distribution of Information,” in Ferejohn, J. @. and
Kuklinski, H. (eds.) Information and Democratic Processes,
Urbana: University of Illinois Press: 369-388.

Converse, P. E. (2086) [1964] “The Nature of Belief Systems
in Mass Publics,” Critical Review, wol. 18, no. 3, Hinter,
1-74.

Dahl, R. &. (1971) Poluarchy: Participation and Opposition,
Mew Haven: Yale University Press.

Delli Carpini, M. ¥. (2005) “An Overview of the State of
Citizens’ Knowledge About Politics,” in McKinney, M. 5.,
kaid, L. L., Bystrom, D. G. and Carlin, D. B. (eds.)
Communicating Politics: Engaging the Public in Democratic
Life, New York: Peter Lang: 27-46.

Delli Carpini, M. ¥. and Keeter, 5. (1996) What Americans
Don’t Know About Politics and Why It Matters, New Haven:
Yale University Press.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy , Mew
York: Harper and Row.

Eijk, C. wvan der, Franklin, M., Demant, F., and wvan der
Brug, W. (2087) “The Endogenous Economy: ‘Real’ Economic
Conditions, Subjective Economic Evaluations and Government
Support,” Acta Politica , wol. 42, no. 1, April, 1-22.

Erikson, R. 5. and Wlezien, C. {2612) “The Ohjective and
Subjective Economy and the Presidential vote,” PS:
Political Science and Politics, wol. 45, no. 4, October,
b2e-624.

Erikson, R. S., Mackuen, M. B., and Stimson, J. A. (2862)
The Macro Polity, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Festinger, L. (1957) A Theory of Cognitive Dissonance,
Evanston: Row, Peterson.

Fiorina, M. P. (1981) Retrospective Voting in American
Mational Elections, MWew Haven: Yale University Press.

Franklin, C. H. and Jackson, J. E. (1983) “The Dynamics of
Party Identification,” @merican Political Science Review,
vol., 77, no. 4, December, 957-973.



Gilens, M. (2085) “Ineguality and Democratic
Responsiveness,” Public Opinion Quarterly, vol. 69, no. 5,
January, 778-796.

Gilens, M. (2089) “Preference Gaps and Ineguality in
Representation,” P5: Political Science and Politics, wol.
42, no. 2, April, 335-341.

Gilens, M. (2612) Affluence and Influence: Economic
Inequality and Political Power in America, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Gronlund, K. and Milner, H. (2606} “The Determinants of
Political Knowledge in Comparative Perspective,”
Scandinavian Political Studies, vol. 29, no. 4, December,
386-486.

Hakhverdian, a. (281@) “Political Representation and its
Mechanisms: A Dynamic Left- Right Approach for the United
Kingdom, 1976-26@6,” British Journal of Political Science,
wol., 48, no. 4, Octoher, 835-856.

Held, D. (1996) Models of Democracy, 2nd Edition, Boston:
Polity Press.

Inglehart, R. (1985) “Aggregate Stability and Individual-
Level Flux in Mass Belief Sustems: The Lewel of Analusis
Paradox,” The american Political Science Review, wol. 79,
no. 1, March, 97-116.

Kahneman, 0., Slovic, P., and Tversky, A. (eds.) (1982)
Judgment Under Uncertainty: Heuristics and Biases,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

kKey, V. 0. (1966) The Responsible Electorate, Mew York:
Vintage.

Lau, R. R. and Redlawsk, D. P. (2866) How Voters Decide:
Information Processing in Election Campaigns, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Lau, R. R., and Redlawsk, D. P. (2861) “Advantages and
Disadvantages of Cognitive Heuristics in Political Decision
Making,” American Journal of Political Science, wol. 45,
no. 4, October, 951-971.

Lupia, A. (1994) “Shortcuts Versus Encuclopedias:
Information and Yoting Behawvior in California Insurance
Reform Elections,” @merican Political Science Review, wol.
88, no. 1, March, 63-76.



Lupia, A. and McCubbins, M. D. (1998) The Democratic
Dilemma: Can Citizens Learn What They Need to Know?
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Markus, G. B. and Converse, P. E. (1979) “f Dunamic
Simultaneous Eguation Model of Electoral Choice,”™ american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 73, no. 4, December,
1655-1a7a.

Mordhaus, W. D. (1975) “The Political Business Cucle,” The
Review of Economic Studies, vol. 42, no. 2, April,
169-194.

Popkin, 5. L. (1991) The Reasoning Voter: Communication and
Persuasion in Presidential Campaigns, Chicago: University
of Chicago Press.

Prior, M. (2867) Post- Broadcast Democracy: How Media
Choice Increases Inequality in Political Involwvement and
Polarizes Elections, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Rousseau, J- J. (1997) [1762] Rousseau: “The Social
Contract” and Other Later Political Hritings, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Schumpeter, J. A. (1976) Capitalism, Socialism, and
Democracy, 5th Edition, London: Allen and Unwin.

Soroka, 5. M. and Hlezien, C. (2864) “Opinion
Representation and Policy Feedback: Canada in Comparative
Perspective,” Canadian Journal of Political Science, wol.
37, no. 3, September, 531-559.

Soroka, S. M. and Wlezien, C. (2@68) “On the Limits to
Inequality in Representation,” PS: Political Science and
Politics, wol. 41, no. 2, April, 319-327.

Soroka, 5. M. and HWlezien, C. (261@) Degrees of Democracy:
Politics, Public Opinion, and Policy, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Stimson, J. A. (1991) Public Opinion in America. Moods,
Cycles, and Swings, Boulder: HWestwiew Press.

Stimson, J. A. (2864) Tides of Consent: How Public Opinions
Shapes American Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press.

Stimson, J. A., Mackuen, M. B., and Erikson, R. 5. (1995)



“Dynamic Representation,” émerican Political Science
Rewview, wol. 89, no. 3, September, 543-565.

Zaller, J. R. (1992) The Mature and 0Origins of Mass
Opinion, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.



31 The geometry of party competition:
parties and voters in the issue space

fardal, B. and wan Wijnen, P. (2865) “Issue VYoting,” in
Thomassen, J. (ed.) The European Voter, Oxford: O0xford
University Press: 192-21Z2.

Adams, J., Clark, M., Ezrow, L. and Glasgow, G. (2086) “Are
Niche Parties Fundamentally Different from Mainstream
Parties? The Causes and the Electoral Conseguences of
Hestern European Parties’ Policy Shifts, 1976-1993,"
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 58, no. 3,
July, 513-529.

adams, J., de vries, C. E. and Leiter, D. (2812)
“Subconstituency Reactions to Elite Depolarization in the
Metherlands: an Analusis of the Dutch Public’s Policy
Beliefs and Partisan Loyalties, 1986-98," British Journal
of Political Science, wol. 42, no. 1, January, 81-185.

fdams, J., Green, J. and Milazzo, C. (2812) “Hho HMoves?
Elite and Mass- Lewvel Depolarization in Britain,
1987-2061,” Electoral Studies, wol. 31, no. 4, December,
643-655.

Arrow, K. J. (1951} Social Choice and Individual values,
New York: Wiley.

Bélanger, E. and Meguid, B. M. (2698) “Issue Salience,
Issue Ownership, and Issue- Based Yote Choice,” Electoral
Studies, wvol. 27, no. 3, September, 477-491.

Bellucci, P. {(26@6) “Tracing the Cognitive and Aaffective
Roots of ‘Party Competence’: Italy and Britain, 2ee1,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 25, no. 3, September, 548-569.

Betz, H- G. (1994) Radical Right HWing Populism in HWestern
Europe, Wew York: 5t. Martin’s Press.

Black, D. {(1948) “On the Rationale of Group Decision-
Making,” The Journal of Political Economy, wol. 56, no. 1,
February, 23-34.

Blais, A., Turgeon, M., Gidengil, E., Wewitte, N. and
Madeau, R. (2884) “Which Matters Most? Comparing the Impact
of Issues and the Economy in American, British and Canadian
Elections,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 34,
no. 3, July, 555-563.

bl

Brug, W. van der (2004) “Issue Ownership and Party Choice,’



Electoral Studies, wol. 23, no. 2, June, 289-233.

Budge, I. and Farlie, D. J. (1983) Explaining and
Predicting Elections: Issue Effects and Party Strategies in
Twenty Three Democracies, London: Allen & Unwin.

Budge, I. (2615) “Issue Emphases, Saliency Theory and Issue
Ownership: A Historical and Conceptual Analysis,” Hest
European Politics, wol. 38, no. 4, July, 761-777.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C. and Hhiteley, P.
F. (2684} Political Choice in Britain, New York: 0xford
University Press.

Clarke, H. D., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. C. and Hhiteley, P.
F. (2689) Performance Politics and the British voter, 1st
Edition, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Condorcet, M. J. A. M. (1785) Essal sur L’application de
L’analyse & la Probabilité des Deécisions Rendues a la
Pluralité des Voix, Paris: Imprimerie royale.

De Sio, L. {2016) “Beuyond ‘Position’ and ‘valence’: A
Unified Framework for the @nalysis of Political Issues,”
HWorking Paper, European University Institute, awvailable
online: http:/s/cadmus.eul.eus handles1814/14814, [accessed
september 4, 2813].

De 5io, L., De éngelis, @. and Emanuele, V. (2816) “Issue
Yield and Strategic Party Communication on Twitter: A Case
Study,” Paper presented at the 2816 Annual Conference of
the Midwest Political Science Association, Chicago, April
7-16.

De 5io, L., Franklin, M. M. and Heber, T. {2616) “The Risks
and Opportunities of Europe: How Issue Yield Explains
{Mon-)Reactions to the Financial Crisis,” Electoral
Studies, vol. 44, December, 483-491.

De Sio, L. and Weber, T. {(2814) “Issue Yield: & Model of
Party Strategy in Multidimensional Space,” american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 188, no. 4, November,
876-885.

de vries, C. E. and Hobolt, 5. B. {2012) “When Dimensions
Collide: The Electoral Success of Issue Entrepreneurs,”
European Union Politics, wol. 13, no. 2, June, 246-268.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy, Mew York:
Harper.



Duch, R. M. and Stevenson, R. T. (28668) The Economic Vote:
How Political and Economic Institutions Condition Election
Results, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Duverger, M. (1964) Political Parties, London: Methuen.

Enelow, J. M. and Hinich, M. J. (1984) The Spatial Theaory
of woting: An Introduction, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Evans, G. and Tilleu, J. (2812) “How Parties Shape Class
Politics: Explaining the Decline of the Class Basis of
Party Support,” British Journal of Political Science, wol.
42, no. 1, January, 137-161.

Ezrow, L. (2688) “Research Note: On the Inverse
Relationship between VYotes and Proximity for Niche
Parties,” European Journal of Political Research, wvol. 47,
no. 2, March, 286-226.

Fiorina, M. P. (1981) Retrospective Voting in American
Mational Elections, MWew Haven: Yale University Press.

Franklin, M. M., Mackie, T. T. and walen, H. ({1992}
Electoral Change, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Fuchs, D. and Klingemann, H- D. (1989) “The Left- Right
Schema,” in Jennings, M. K. and van Deth, J. H. {eds.)
Continuities in Political Action, Berlin: de Gruyter:
263-234.

Giddens, A. (1994) Beyond Left and Right, Cambridge: Polity
Press.

Green, J., and Hobolt, S. B. (2683) “Owning the Issue
fAgenda: Party Strategies and Wote Choices in British
Elections,” Electoral Studies, wol. 27, no. 3, September,
466-476.

Green- Pedersen, C. (2087) “The Growing Importance of Issue
Competition: The Changing Nature of Party Competition in
Hestern Europe,” Political Studies, wol. 55, no. 3,
October, 6@7-628.

Grofman, B. (2864) “Downs and Two- Party Convergence,”
Annual Review of Political Science, wol. 7, June, 25-46.

Hainswaorth, P. (2866) The Politics of the Extreme Right:
From the Margins to the Mainstream, London: Pinter.



Hellwig, T. (2814} “The Structure of Issue Voting in
Postindustrial Democracies,” The Sociological Quarterly,
vol., 55, no. 4, Autumn, 596-624.

Jackman, S. and Sniderman, P. M. (2082) “The Institutional
Organization of Choice Spaces: A Political Conception of
Political Psychology,” in Monroe, K. R. (ed.) Political
Psychology, Mahwah: Lawrence Erlbaum: 269-224.

Kitschelt, H. (1995) The Radical Right in Western Europe: A
Comparative Analysis, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan
Press.

Knutsen, 0. (1995) “Value Orientations, Political Conflicts
and Left- Right Identification: @& Comparative Study,”
European Journal of Political Research, wol. 28, no. 1,
July, 63-93.

Knutsen, 0. (1997) “The Partisan and the Value- Based
Component of Left- Right Self- Placement: A Comparative
Study,” International Political Science Review, wol. 18,
no. 2, April, 191-225.

kKnutsen, 0. (2664) Social Structure and Party Cholce in
HWestern Europe, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Madeau, R. {2011) “Economic vYoting
Theory: Testing New Dimensions,” Electoral Studies, wol.
38, no. 2, June, 288-294.

Lipset, S. M. and Rokkan, S. (1967) “Cleavage Structures,
Party Sustems, and voter alignments: An Introduction,” in
Lipset, 5. M. and Rokkan, 5. (eds.) Party Systems and
Voter Alignments: Cross- National Perspectives, New York:
Free Press: 1-64.

Mair, P. (2082) “In the Aggregate: Mass Electoral Behaviour
in Hestern Europe, 1956-2666," in Keman, H. {ed.)
Comparative Democratic Politics: A Guide to Contemporary
Theory and Research, London: SAGE Publications: 122-14@.

Mair, P. (2801) “The Green Challenge and Political
Competition: How Typical Is the German Experience?,” German

Politics, wol. 16, no. 2, August, 99-116.

Manin, B. (1997) The Principles of Representative
Government, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Meguid, B. M. (2865) “Competition Between Uneguals: The



FRole of Mainstream Party Strategy in Niche Party Success,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 99, no. 3, August,
347-359.

Meguid, B. M. (2688) Party Competition between Uneguals,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

MNadeau, R., Blais, A., Gidengil, E. and Newitte, N. (2Z6@1)

“Perceptions of Party Competence in the 1997 Election,” in

Thornburn, H. G. and Whitehorn, A. (eds.) Party Politics in
Canada, 8th Edition, Toronto: Prentice Hall: 413-43a.

0'Meill, M. (1997) Green Parties and Political Change in
Contemporary Europe: MNew Politics, 0ld Predicaments,
Aldershot: Ashgate.

Riker, W. H. (1986} The Art of Political Manipulation, MNew
Haven: Yale University Press.

Robertson, D. B. (1976) A Theory of Party Competition, MNew
York: J. Hiley.

Sanders, D., Clarke, H. D., Stewart, M. C. and Whiteley, P.
(2611) “Downs, Stokes and the Dunamics of Electoral
Choice,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 41, no.
2, April, 287-314.

Sartori, G. (1976) Parties and Party Systems, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Schumpeter, J. A. (1942) Capitalism, Socialism, and
Democracy, London: Harper and Brothers.

Sniderman, P. M. and Bullock, J. {(2684) “A Consistency
Theory of Public Opinion and Political Choice: The
Hypothesis of Menu Dependence,” in Saris, W. and Sniderman,
P. M. (eds.) Studies in Public Opinion: Attitudes,
Monattitudes, Measurement Error, and Change, Princeton:
Princeton University Press: 337-357.

Stokes, D. (1992) “valence Politics,” in Kavanagh, D. {(ed.)
Electoral Politics, Oxford: Clarendon Press: 141-164.

Stokes, D. E. (1963) “Spatial Models of Party Competition,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 57, no. 2, June,
368-377.

Talshir, G. (2662) The Political Ideology of Green Parties:
From the Politics of Mature to Redefining the Nature of
Politics, Mew York: Palgrave.



Thomassen, J. (26@5) The European Yoter: A Comparative
Study of Modern Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Hagner, M. (2011) “Defining and Measuring Wiche Parties,”
Party Politics, wol. 18, no. 6, MNovember, 845-864.

Heber, T. and De Sio, L. (2816) “Party Agendas, Issue Yield
and Political Ineguality,” Paper presented to the 2616
EPSA Annual Conference, Brussels, June 23-25.



32 The thermostatic model: the public,
policy and politics

Abramowitz, A. I. (1994) “Issue Evolution Reconsidered:
Racial Attitudes and Partisanship in the U.5. Electorate,
American Journal of Political Science , wol. 38, no. 1,
February, 1-24.

b

Achen, C. (1978) “Measuring Representation,” émerican
Journal of Political Science, wol. 22, no. 3, August,
475-518.

Asher, H. B. (1992) Presidential Elections and American
Politics, Pacific Growve, California: Brooks/Cole.

Baumgartner, F. and Jones, B. (2665) The Politics of
Attention: How Gowvernment Prioritizes Problems, Chicago:
University of Chicago Press. ' "+ %~ ++t : 11140Q.,

Bevan, 5. and Jennings, W. (2014) “Representation, Agendas
and Institutions,” European Journal of Political Research,
vol. 53, no. 1, Fehruary, 37-56.

Belstad, J. (2612) “Thermostatic Yoting: Presidential
Elections in Light of Wew Policy Data,” PS: Political
Science and Politics, wol. 45, no. 1, January, 44-5@.

Bowler, S. (2817) “Trustees, Delegates, and Responsiveness
in Comparative Perspective,” Comparative Political
Studies, vol. 56, no. 6, May, 766-793.

Branham, A., Soroka, 5. and Wlezien, C. (2617) “When do the
Rich Win?,” Political Science Quarterly, vol. 132, no. 1,
Spring, 43-62.

Burstein, P. {20@3) “The Impact of Public Opinion on Public
Policy: @ Review and an égenda,” Political Research
Quarterly, wol. 56, no. 1, March, 29-46.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E. and Stokes, D.
E. (1968) The American “oter, Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Converse, P. E. (1964) “The Mature of Belief Sustems in
Mass Publics,” in apter, D. (ed.) Ideology and Discontent,
New York: Free Press: 286-261.

De Sio, L. and Weber, T. {(2814) “Issue Yield: & Model of
Party Strategy in Multidimensional Space,” american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 188, no. 4, November,



g78-8585.

De 5io, L., Franklin, M. M. and Heber, T. {2616) “The Risks
and Opportunities of Europe: How Issue Yield Explains
FReactions to the Financial Crisis,” Electoral Studies, wol.
44, December, 484-491.

Deutsch, K. W. (1963) Merves of Government, New York: The
Free Press.

Easton, D. (1965) A Framework for Political Analysis |
Englewood Cliffs: Prentice- Hall.

Eichenberg, R. and Stoll, R. {(2083) “Representing Defense:
Democratic Control of the Defense Budget in the United
States and Hestern Europe,” Journal of Conflict Resolution,
vol., 47, no. 4, August, 399-423.

Ellis, C. and Faricy, C. (2611) “Social Policy and Public
Opinion: How the Ideological Direction of Spending
Influences Public Mood,” Journal of Politics, wol. 73, no.
4, October, 1695-1116.

Enns, P. (2815) “Relative Policy Support and Coincidental
Representation,” Perspectives on Politics, wvol. 13, no. 4,
December, 1853-1664.

Enns, P. and Kellstedt, P. {2016) “Policy Mood and
Political Sophistication: Why Everyone Moves Mood,”
British Journal of Political Science, wol. 38, no. 3, July,
433-454.

Enns, P. and Wlezien, C. (eds.) (2611) HWho Gets
Represented?, New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Erikson, R. S., Mackuen, M. B. and Stimson, J. A. (2882)
The Macro Polity, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ferejohn, J. A. and Kuklinski, J. H. (eds.) (199a)
Information and Democratic Processes, Urbana: University of
Illinois Press.

Franklin, M., Soroka, 5. and Wlezien, C. (2814)
“Elections,” in Bovens, M., Goodin, R. and Schillemans, T.
(eds.) 0Oxford Handbook of Public Accountability, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 389-464,

Geer, J. G. (1996) From Tea Leaves to Opinion Polls: A
Theory of Democratic Leadership, Mew York: Columbia
University Press.



Gilens, M. (2812) Affluence and Influence, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Gilens, M. and Page, B. (2614) “Testing Theories of
American Politics: Elites, Interest Groups and Average
Citizens,” Perspectives on Politics, vol. 12, no. 3,
September, 564-581.

Goggin, M. and Wlezien, C. (1993) “Abortion Opinion and
Policy in the american States,” in Goggin, M. {ed.)
Understanding the MWew Politics of Abortion, Newbury Park:
Sage: 196-282.

Hartley, T. and Russett, B. (1992) “Public Opinion and the
Common Defence: Who Gowverns Military Spending in the
United States?,” @merican Political Science Review, wol.
86, no. 4, December, 985-915.

Hakhverdian, a. (281@) “Political Representation and Its
Mechanisms: A Dynamic Left- Right Approach for the United
Kingdom, 1976-26@6,” British Journal of Political Science,
wol., 48, no. 4, Octoher, 835-856.

Hobolt, S. B. and Klemmensen, R. (2683) “Government
Responsiveness and Political Competition in Comparative
Perspective,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 41, no.
3, March, 389-337.

Jennings, W. (20@9) “The Public Thermostat, Political
Responsiveness and Error Correction: Border Contral and
Asylum in Britain, 1994-2667,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 39, no. 4, October, 847-874.

Johnson, M., Brace, P. and Arceneaux, K. (2865) “Public
Opinion and Dynamic Representation in the American States:
The Case of Environmental Attitudes,” Social Science
Quarterly, wol. 86, no. 1, March, 87-168.

kKellstedt, P. (2683) The Mass Media and the Dynamics of
American Racial Policy Attitudes, Cambridee: Cambridge
University Press.

kKey, V. 0. (1961) Public Opinion and American Democracy,
New York: Knopf.

Kinder, D. E. (1983) “Diversity and Complexity in american
Public Opinion,” in Finifter, A. (ed.) Political Science:
The State of the Discipline, HWashington, DC: American
Political Science Association: 389-425.



Lau, R. R. and Redlawsk, D. P. (2866) How Voters Decide:
Information Processing During Election Campaigns,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Lax, J. R. and Phillips, J. H. {2612) “The Democratic
Deficit in the States,” émerican Journal of Political
Science, wvol. 56, no. 1, January, 148-166.

Lupia, A. (1994) “The Effect of Information on Yoting
Behavior and Electoral Outcomes: An Experimental Study of
Direct Legislation,” FPublic Choice, wol. 78, no. 1,
January, 65-86.

Mayhew, D. R. (1991) Divided We Govern, Mew Haven: Yale
University Press.

Mauyne, Q. and Hakhverdian, M. (2817) “Ideological
Congruence and Citizen Satisfaction: Ewvidence from 25
Advanced Democracies,” Comparative Political Studies, wol.
5@, no. 6, May, B22-849.

Morgan, S. L. and Kang, M. (2015) “A Mew Conserwvative Cold
Front? Democrat and Republican Responsiveness to the
Passage of the Affordable Care Act,” Sociological Science,
vol., 2, September, 562-526.

Meuner, F., Soroka, 5. and Hlezien, C. (2815) “The Clues in
the News: Unpacking Thermostatic Responsiveness to Policy,”
Paper presented at the Toronto Political Behawiour
Workshop, Montreal, MWovember 6-7.

Pacheco, J. (2613) “The Thermostatic Model of
Responsiveness in the émerican States,” State Politics and
Policy Quarterly, wol. 13, no. 3, September, 386-33Z.

Powell, G. B. (2686) Elections as Instruments of Democracy:
Majoritarian and Proportional VYiews, New Hawven: Yale
University Press.

Rossett, J., Giger, N. and Bernauer, J. (2617) “I the
People: Self Interest and Demand for Gowvernment
Responsiveness,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 56,
no. 6, HMay, 794-821.

Shapiro, R. ¥. (2611) “Public Opinion and American
Democracy,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wol. 75, no. 5,

December, 982-1617.

Sniderman, P. M., Brody, R. A. and Tetlock, P. (1991)



Reasoning and Choice: Explorations in Political Psuchology,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Soroka, 5. M. and Hlezien, C. (2864) “Opinion
Representation and Policy Feedback: Canada in Comparative
Perspective,” Canadian Journal of Political Science, wol.
37, no. 3, September, 531-56@.

Soroka, S. M. and Wlezien, C. (2@68) “On the Limits to
Inequality in Representation,” Political Science and
Politics, wol. 41, no. 2, April, 319-327.

Soroka, 5. M. and HWlezien, C. (261@) Degrees of Democracy:
Politics, Public Opinion and Policy, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Soroka, S. M. and Wlezien, C. (2815) “The Majoritarian and
Proportional Yisions and Democratic Responsiveness,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 48, December, 539-547.

Stimson, J. A. (1991) Public Opinion in America: Moods,
Cycles, and Swings, Boulder, Colo.: HWestview Press.

Ura, J. (2014) “Backlash and Legitimation: Macro Political
Responses to Supreme Court Decisions,” @merican Journal of
Political Science, wol. 59, no. 1, January, 116-126.

Hlezien, C. (1996} “Dunamics of Representation: The Case of
US Spending on Defense,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 26, no. 1, January, 81-163.

Hlezien, C. (2817) “Policy (Mis)Representation and the Cost
of Ruling: US Presidential Elections in Comparative
Perspective,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 56, no.
6, May, 711-738.

Wlezien, C. and Soroka, S. (2611) “Federalism and Public
Responsiveness to Policy,” Publius, wol. 41, no. 1,
Winter, 31-52.

Hlezien, C. and Soroka, 5. (2012) “Political Institutions
and the Opinion- Policy Link,” West European Politics,
wol. 35, no. 6, Octoher, 1487-143Z2.

Wlezien, C. and Soroka, S. (2615) “Electoral Systems and
Opinion Representation,” Representation, wol. 51, no. 3,
273-285.

HWlezien, C. and Soroka, S. (2816) “Public Opinion and
Public Policu,” in Dalton, R. (ed.) Oxford Research



Encyclopedia in Politics: Behavior, Oxford: Oxford
University Press. Online: http://politics.oxfordre.
comsviews18. 1693 /acrefore/9786196228637. 661, 6661 /acrefore-
9780196228637-2- 74.



33 Regime support

Alkon, M. and Wang, E. H. (2816) “Pollution and Regime
Support: Quasi- Experimental Evidence from Beijing,”
Available at SSEN: http://ssrn.comsabstract=2757858.

Almond, G. A. and Verha, 5. (1963) The Civic Culture:
Political Attitudes and Democracy in Five Nations,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Aanderson, C. J. and Guillory, C. A. (1997) “Political
Institutions and Satisfaction with Democracy: A Cross-
Mational Analysis of Consensus and Majoritarian Systems,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 91, no. 1, March,
B6-81.

Aariely, G. (2815) “Democracy- Assessment in Cross- Mational
Surveys: A Critical Examination of How People Ewvaluate
Their Regime,” Social Indicators Research, wol. 121, no. 3,
April, 621-/35.

Aariely, G. and Davidow, E. (2811) “Can We Rate Public
Support for Democracy in a Comparable Way? Cross- National
Equivalence of Democratic Attitudes in the World walue
survey,” Social Indicators Research, wol. 184, no. 2,
November, 271-286.

Bellucci, P. and Memoli, v. (2812) “The Determinants of
Democracy Satisfaction in Europe,” in Sanders, D.,
Magalhdes, P. C., and Toka, G. (eds.) Citizens and the
European Polity: Mass Attitudes Towards the European and
National Polities , Oxford: Oxford University Press: 9-39.

Besley, T. and Persson, T. (2816) “Democratic Yalues and
Institutions,” Unpublished Manuscript, London School of
Economics.

Bloom, P. B. N. and Arikan, G. (2613) “Priming Religious
Belief and Religious Social Behavior Affects Support for
Democracy,” International Journal of Public Opinion
Research, wol. 25, no. 3, Autumn, 368-382.

Booth, J. A. and Seligson, M. A. (2883) The Legitimacy
Puzzle in Latin America: Political Support and Democracy in
Eight Nations, New York: Cambridge University Press.

Bratton, M., Mattes, R. B., and Guimah- Boadi, E. (Z&a5)
Public Opinion, Democracy, and Market Reform in Africa,
New York: Cambridege University Press.



Camp, R. A. (2661) Citizen ¥iews of Democracy in Latin
America, Pittsburgh: University of Pittshurgh Press.

Canache, D. (2812) “Citizens’ Conceptualizations of
Democracy Structural Complexity, Substantive Content, and
Political Significance,” Comparative Political Studies,
vol., 45, no. 9, September, 1132-1158.

Canache, D., Mondak, J. J., and Seligson, M. A. (28a81)
“Meaning and Measurement in Cross- National Research on
Satisfaction with Democracy,” Fublic Opinion Quarterly,
vol., 65, no. 4, Winter, S86-528.

Carlin, R. E. and Singer, M. M. (2811) “Support for
Polyarchy in the émericas,” Comparative Political Studies,
vol., 44, no. 1, November, 1588-1526.

Ceka, B. and Magalhdes, P. C. (2816) “How People Understand
Democracy: A Social Dominance @pproach,” in Ferrln, M. and
kKriesi, H. (eds.) How Europeans ¥Wiew and Evaluate
Democracy, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 96-118.

Cchu, ¥. H., Diamond, L., Nathan, A&. J., and Shin, D. C.
{2088) “Comparative Perspectives on Democratic Legitimacu
in East @sia,” in Chu, ¥. H., Diamond, L., Nathan, a. J.,
and Shin, D. C. (eds.) How East Asians View Democracy ,
MNew York: Columbia University Press: 1-38.

Criado, H. and Herreros, F. (2667) “Political Support
Taking into Account the Institutional Context,”
Comparative Political Studies, vol. 48, no. 12, December,
1511-1532.

Crozier, M., Huntington, S. P., and Watanuki, J. (1975) The
Crisis of Democracy: Report on the Governability of
Democracies to the Trilateral Commission, MNew York: MNew
York University Press.

Dahlum, S. and Knutsen, C. H. (2617) “Democracy by Demand?
Reinvestigating the Effect of Self- Expression values on
Political Regime Type,” British Journal of Political
Science, vol. 47, no. 2, April, 437-461.

Dalton, R. J. (2684) Democratic Challenges, Democratic
Choices: The Erosion of Political Support in Advanced
Industrial Democracies, 0Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Dalton, R. J. and Shin, D. C. (2814) “Reassessing the Civic
Culture Model,” in Dalton, R. J. and Helzel, C. {eds.) The
Civic Culture Transformed: From Allegiant to Assertive



Citizens, Mew York: Cambridge University Press: 91-115.

Dalton, R. J., Shin, D. C., and Jou, W. (20667) Popular
Conceptions of the Meaning of Democracy: Democratic
Understanding in Unlikely Flaces, UC Irwvine: Center for the
Study of Democracy, awvailable online:
http:/sescholarship.orgfuc/items/2 j74b866.

Davidov, E., Meuleman, B., Cieciuch, J., Schmidt, F., and
Billiet, J. (2814) “Measurement Eguivalence in Cross-
Mational Research,” Annual Review of Sociology, wol. 4@,
July, 55-75.

de Jonge, C. P. K. (2816) “Should Researchers ghandon
Questions About ‘Democracy’? Evidence from Latin America,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 8@, no. 3, Autumn, 694-716.

de Regt, 5. (2613) “Arabs Want Democracuy, but What Kind?,”
Advances in Applied Sociology, wol. 3, no. 1, March,
37-46.

Easton, D. {1957) “An Approach to the Analusis of Political
Systems,” World Politics, wol. 9, no. 3, april, 3835-466.

Easton, D. (1975) “A Re- Assessment of the Concept of
Political Support,” British Journal of Political Science,
vol. 5, no. 4, Octoher, 435-457.

Foa, R. 5. and Mounk, ¥. (2816) “The Democratic
Disconnect,” Journal of Democracy, wol. 27, no. 3, July,
5-17.

Franklin, M. N. and Riera, P. (2816) “Tupes of Liberal
Democracy and Generational Shifts: How Citizens’ Wiews of
Democracy Differ @cross Generational Cohorts,” in Ferrln,
M. and Kriesi, H. (eds.) How Europeans ¥Yiew and Ewvaluate
Democracy, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 111-129.

Fuchs, D. and Roller, E. (2806) “Learned Democracy? Support
of Democracy in Central and Eastern Europe,” International
Journal of Sociology, wol. 36, no. 3, Autumn, 78-96.

Fuchs, D., Guidorossi, G., and Svensson, P. (1995) “Support
for the Democratic System,” in Klingemann, H- D. and

Fuchs, D. (eds.) Citizens and the State, Oxford: O0xford
niversity Press: 323-353.

Geddes, B. (1999) “What Do We Know About Democratization
after Twenty Years?,” Annual Review of Political Science,
vol., 2, June, 115-144.



Gerschewski, J. (2813) “The Three Pillars of Stabilitu:
Legitimation, Repression, and Co- Optation in Autocratic
Regimes,” Democratization, wol. 26, no. 1, January, 13-38.

Gunther, R., Montero, J. R., and Torcal, M. (Z8a7)
“Democracy and Intermediation: Some Attitudinal and
Behavioural Dimensions,”™ in Gunther, R., Montero, J. R.,
and Puhle, H- J. (eds.) Democracy, Intermediation, and
Woting in Four Continents, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
29-73.

Habermas. J. (1976} Legitimation Crisis, London: Heinemann.

Hadenius, &. and Teorell, J. {20&5) “Cultural and Economic
Prereguisites of Democracy: Reassessing Recent Evidence,”
Studies in Comparative International Dewelopment, wol. 39,
no. 4, December, 87-166.

Haggard, 5. and Kaufman, R. R. (1995) The Political Economy
of Democratic Transitions, Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Heath, A., Fisher, S., and Smith, 5. (2865) “The
Globalization of Public Opinion Research,” Annual Review
of Political Science, wol. 8, June, 297-333.

Huang, M. H., Chang, ¥. T., and Chu, ¥. H. {(2883)
“Identifying Sources of Democratic Legitimacy: A
Multilevel Analysis,” Electoral Studies, wol. 27, no. 1,
March, 45-62.

Huntington, 5. P. (1991) The Third Wave: Democratization in
the Late Twentieth Century, Norman: University of 0Oklahoma
Press.

Inglehart, R. (1988) “The Renaissance of Political
Culture,” @merican Political Science Review, wol. 82, no.
4, December, 1263-1236.

Inglehart, R. (2003) “How Solid is Mass Support for
Democracy - And How Can We Measure It7?,” Political Science
and Politics, wol. 36, no. 1, January, 51-57.

Inglehart, R. and Welzel, C. (2685) Modernization, Cultural
Change, and Democracy: The Human Development Sequence, Mew
York: Cambridge University Press.

Kaase, M. and Newton, K. (1995) Beliefs in Government,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.



Kittilson, M. (2867) “Research Resources in Comparative
Political Behavior,” in Dalton, R. J. and Klingemann, H- D.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Political Behavior, 0Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 865-894.

Klingemann, H- D. (1993) “Mapping Political Support in the
199¢s: A Global Analusis,” in Norris, P. (ed.) Critical
Citizens: Global Support for Democratic Government, Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 31-56.

Kornberg, A. and Clarke, H. D. (1992) Citizens and
Community: Political Support in a Representative Democracy,
MNew York: Cambridee University Press.

Kriesi, H. and Morlino, L. {2816) “Conclusion: What Have He
Learnt, and Where Do We Go from Here?,” in Ferrln, M. and
kKriesi, H. (eds.) How Europeans ¥Wiew and Evaluate
Democracy, Oxford: Oxford University Press: 387-326.

Linde, J. (2612) “Why Feed the Hand That Bites You?
Perceptions of Procedural Fairness and System Support in
Post-Communist Democracies,” European Journal of Political
Research, vol. 51, no. 3, Mau, 416-434.

Linde, T. and Ekman, J. (2063) “Satisfaction with
Democracy: A Mote on a Freguently Used Indicator in
Comparative Politics,” European Journal of Political
Research, vol. 42, no. 3, May, 391-463.

Linz, J. J. (1976) The Breakdown of Democratic Regimes:
Crisis, Breakdown, and Reeguilibration, Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press.

Linz, J. J. (2861} “Some Thoughts on Democracy and Public
Opinion Research,” in Katz, E. and Warshel, ¥. (eds.)
Election Studies: HWhat's Their Use, Boulder: Hestview
Press: 83-11a.

Lipset, S. M. (1959) “Some Social Reguisites of Democracy:
Economic Development and Political Legitimacy,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 53, no. 1, March, 69-1&5.

Listhaug, 0. and Wiberg, M. (1995) “Confidence in Political
and Private Institutions,” in Klingemann, H- D. and Fuchs,
0. (eds.) Citizens and the State, Oxford: Ox<ford University
Press: 298-32%.

Magalh3es, P. C. (2014) “Government Effectiveness and
Support for Democracy,” European Journal of Political



Research, wol. 53, no. 1, February, 77-97.

Magalh3es, P. C. {(2016) “Economic Evaluations, Procedural
Fairness, and Satisfaction with Democracy,” Political
Research Quarterly, wol. 69, no. 3, September, 522-534.

Mattes, R. and Bratton, M. {2087) “Learning About Democracy
in africa: Awareness, Performance, and Experience,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 51, no. 1,
January, 192-217.

Mishler, W. and Rose, R. (2861) “Political Support for
Incomplete Democracies: Realist vs. Idealist Theories and
Measures,” International Political Science Review, wol. 22,
no. 4, October, 363-326.

Montero, J. R., Gunther, R., and Torcal, M. (1997}
“Democracy in Spain: Legitimacy, Discontent, and
Disaffection,” Studies in Comparative International
Development, wol. 32, no. 3, September, 124-16@.

Muller, E. M. and Seligson, M. A. (1994) “Civic Culture and
Democracy: The Question of Causal Relationships,” american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 88, no. 3, September,
635-652.

Morris, P. {1999) “Introduction: The Growth of Critical
Citizens?,” in Norris, P. (ed.) Critical Citizens: Global
Support for Democratic Government , Oxford: Oxford
University Press: 1-27.

Morris, P. (2089) “The Globalization of Comparative Public
Opinion Research,” in Landman, T. and Robinson, M. {(eds.)
The SAGE Handbook of Comparative Politics, London: Sage
Publications: 522-539.

Morris, P. (2811) Democratic Deficit: Critical Citizens
Revisited, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

Park, C. M. and Shin, D. C. (2686) “Do Asian Yalues Deter
Popular Support for Democracy in South Korea?,” Asian
Survey, vol. 46, no. 3, June, 341-361.

Quaranta, M. (2617) “How Citizens Evaluate Democracy: An
Assessment Using the European Social Survey,” European
Political Science Rewiew, available online:
https://doi.orgs18.1617/51755773917066654

Quaranta, M. and Martini, S. (2616) “Does the Economy
Really Matter for Satisfaction with Democracy?



Longitudinal and Cross- Country Evidence from the European
Union,” Electoral Studies, wvol. 42, June, 164-174.

Rohrschneider, R. and Loveless, M. (281@) “Macro Salience:
How Economic and Political Contexts Mediate Popular
Evaluations of the Democracy Deficit in the European
Union,” Journal of Politics, wol. 72, no. 4, October,
1629-1a45.

Romero, Y. F. (2804) “Developing Countries,” in Greer, J.
G. (ed.) Public Opinion and Polling Around the World: A
Historical Encyclopedia , volume 1, Santa Barbara: ABC-
Clio: 485-494.

Schedler, &. and Sarsfield, R. {(2087) “Democrats with
Adjectives: Linking Direct and Indirect Measures of
Democratic Support,” European Journal of Political
Research, wol. 46, no. 5, August, G637-659.

Shin, D. C. (2867) “Democratization: Perspectives from
Global Citizenries,” in Dalton, R. J. and Klingemann, H- D.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Political Behavior, 0Oxford:
Oxford University Press: 259-282.

Singh, 5. P. and Carlin, R. E. {2614) “Happy Medium, Happu
Citizens: Presidential Power and Democratic Regime
Support,” Political Research Quarterly , vol. 68, no. 1,
March, 3-17.

Staton, J. K. and Reenock, C. (2868) “Substitutable
Protections: Credible Commitment Cewvices and Socioeconomic
Insulation,” Political Research Quarterly, vol. 63, no. 1,
March, 115-128.

Torcal, M. and Moncagatta, P. (2811) “Political Support,”
in Badie, B., Berg- Schlosser, D. and Morlino, L. (eds.)
International Encyclopedia of Political Science, Thousand
Daks: Sage: 2563-2566.

Wagner, f. F., Schneider, F., and Halla, M. (28639) “The
Quality of Institutions and Satisfaction with Democracy in
Hestern Europe - & Panel analusis,” European Journal of
Political Economy, wol. 25, no. 1, March, 38-41.

Helzel, C. {(2811) “The Asian Values Thesis Revisited:
Evidence from the Horld Yalues Surveys,” Japanese Journal
of Political Science , wol. 12, no. 1, April, 1-31.

HWelzel, C. (2613) Freedom Rising, New York: Cambridge
University Press.



Helzel, C. and Inglehart, R. {(2086) “Emancipative Values
and Democracy: Response to Hadenius and Teorell,” Studies
in Comparative International Development, wvol. 41, no. 3,
September, 74-94.

Helzel, C., Inglehart, R., and Kruse, 5. (2617) “Pitfalls
in the Study of Democratization: Testing the Emancipatory
Theory of Democracy,” British Journal of Political Science,
vol., 47, no. 2, April, 463-472.

Zmerli, S. and Newton, K. (2008) “Social Trust and
Attitudes Toward Democracy,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wvol.
72, no. 4, Winter, 786-724.



34 Generational replacement: engine of
electoral change

Abramowitz, A. I. and Ssunders, K. L. (1993) “Ideological
Realignment in the U.5. Electorate,” Journal of Politics,
vol., 68, no. 3, August, 634-652.

Alford, R. (1963) Party and Society: The Anglo- American
Democracies, Chicago: Rand McMally.

Andersen, K. {1979a) “Generation, Partisan sShift, and
Realignment: A Glance Back to the New Deal,” in Nie, N.
H., ¥erba, 5. and Petrocik, J. R. (eds.) The Changing
American Yoter, 2nd Edition, Cambridge, MA: Harwvard
niversity Press: 74-95.

Andersen, K. (1979h) The Creation of a Democratic Majority,
1928-1936, Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Brug, W. van der (2616) “Structural and Ideological Voting
in Age Cohorts,” West European Politics, wol. 33, no. 3,
May, S586-6@7.

Brug, W. wvan der and Spanje, J. wvan (2089) “Immigration,
Europe and the ‘Mew’ Cultural Dimension,” European Journal
of Political Research, wol. 48, no. 3, May, 389-334.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E. and Stokes, D.
E. (1968) The American “oter, MNew York: John Wiley and
sons.

Camphell, B. A. and Trilling, R. J. (2614) Realignment in
American Politics: Toward a Theory, Austin: University of
Texas Press.

Campbell, D. E. (2888) “Yoice in the Classroom: How an Open
Classroom Climate Fosters Political Engagement Among
fidolescents,” Political Behavior, wvol. 36, no. 4, December,
437-454.

Campbell, J. E. (1985) “Sources of the New Deal
Realignment: The Contributions of Conversion and
Mohilization to Partisan Change,” The Hestern Political
Quarterly, wol. 38, no. 3, September, 357-376.

Carmines, E. G. and Stimson, J. A. (1981) “Issue Evolution,
Population Replacement, and Normal Partisan Change,”
American Political Science Review, wol. 75, no. 1, March,
1a7-118.



Carmines, E. G. and Stimson, J. a. (1986) “On the Structure
and Seguence of Issue Evolution,” American Political
Science Review, wol. 89, no. 3, September, 961-928.

Carmines, E. G. and Stimson, J. A. (1989) Issue Ewvolution:
Race and the Transformation of American Politics,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Carmines, E. G. and Wagner, M. W. (2806) “Political Issues
and Party Alignments: Assessing the Issue Ewolution
Perspective,” Annual Review of Political Science, vol. 9,
June, 67-81.

Dalton, R. J. (2615) The Good Citizen: How a Younger
Generation is Reshaping American Politics, MWashington, DC:
CQ Fress.

Dinas, E. (2614) “Does Choice Bring Lovalty? Electoral
Participation and the Development of Party Identification,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 58, no. 2,
April, 449-4m5,

Eijk, C. wan der and Franklin, M. (2669) Elections and
Voters, London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Eijk, C., van der, Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and ¥“alen, H.
{2089) “Cleavages, Conflict Resolution and Democracy,” in
Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and Valen, H. (eds.) Electoral
Change: Responses to Evolving Social and Attitudinal
Structures in Western Countries, 2nd Edition, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press: 4@3-426.

Erikson, R. 5. and Tedin, K. L. {1981) “The 1928-1936
Partisan Realignment: The Case for the Conwversion
Hypothesis,” American Political Science Review, wol. 75,
no. 4, December, 951-962.

Franklin, M. (2664) Voter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, New York: Cambridge University Press.

Franklin, M. {20@9) “The Decline of Cleavage Politics,” in
Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and Valen, H. (eds.) Electoral
Change: Responses to Evolving Social and Attitudinal
Structures in Western Countries, 2nd Edition, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press: 381-462.

Franklin, M. and Ladner, M. (1993) “The Undoing of Winston
Churchill: Mobilization and Conversion in the 1945
Realignment of British Voters,” British Journal of



Political Science, wol. 25, no. 4, October, 429-452.

Franklin, M. and Ridig, W. (1995) “On the Durability of
Green Politics: Evidence from the 1989 European Election
Study,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 28, no. 3,
October, 4@9-439,

Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and Valen, H. (eds.) (2083)
Electoral Change: Responses to Evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in Hestern Countries, 2nd Edition,
Cambridge: Cambridee University Press.

Gomez, R. {2813) “All That You Can (Mot) Leave Behind:
Habituation and Yote Loyalty in the Metherlands,” Journal
of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, wol. 23, no. 2,
134-153.

Heath, 0. (2087) “Explaining Turnout Decline in Britain,
1964-2065: Party Identification and the Political Context,”
Political Behavior, wol. 29, no. 4, December, 493-516.

Holmberg, S. (26@7) “Partisanship Reconsidered,” in Dalton,
R. J. and Klingemann, H- D. (eds.) The Oxford Handbook of
Political Behavior, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
557-57a.

Hooghe, M. (20@4) “Political Socialization and the Future
of Politics,” Acta Politica, wvol. 39, no. 4, December,
331-341.

Hooghe, M. and Wilkenfeld, B. (2868) “The Stability of
Political Attitudes and Behawviors across Adolescence and
Early Adulthood: A& Comparison of Survey Data on Adolescents
and Young Adults in Eight Countries,” Journal of vYouth
Adolescence, wol. 37, no. 2, February, 155-167.

Inglehart, R. (1984) “The Changing Structure of Political
Cleavages in Western Society,” in Dalton, R. J., Flanagan,
5. C. and Beck, P. A. (eds.) Electoral Change in Advanced
Industrial Democracies: Realignment or Dealignment?
Princeton: Princeton University Press: 25-69.

Jennings, M. K. (2807) “Political Socialization,” in
Dalton, R. J. and Klingemann, H- D. {(eds.) The Oxford
Handhook of Political Behavior, 0Oxford: Oxford University
Press: 29-44.

Jennings, M. K. and Markus, G. B. (1984) “Partisan
Orientations Over the Long Haul: Results from the Three-
Have Political Socialization Panel Study,”™ American



Political Science Rewiew, wol. 78, no. 4, December,
1866-1618.

Jennings, M. K. and Niemi, R. G. (1968) “The Transmission
of Political values from Parent to Child,” american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 62, no. 1, March, 169-184.

Kitschelt, H. (2684) Diversification and Reconfiguration of
Party Sustems in Postindustrial Democracies, Bonn:
Friedrich Ebert Stiftung.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5., Jacohy, W. G., Morpoth, H. and
HWeisherg, H. F. (2868) The American Voter Revisited, Ann
Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Lipset, 5. M. and Rokkan, 5. (1967) (eds.) Party Systems
and “oter Alignments: Cross- National Perspectives, VYolume
7, New York: Free Press.

Meffert, M. F., Morpoth, H. and Ruhil, a. V. (2681)
“Realignment and Macropartisanship,” émerican Political
Science Review, wol. 95, no. 4, December, 953-962.

Miller, W. E. (1991) “Party Identification, Realignment,
and Party Voting: Back to the Basics,” The american
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 85, no. 2, June, 557-568.

Meundorf, &. and Niemi, R. G. (2814) “Beyond Political
Socialization: Wew Approaches to Age, Period, Cohort
fnalysis,” Electoral Studies , wol. 33, Harch, 1-6.

Mie, M. H., ¥verha, S. and Petrocik, J. R. (1979), The
Changing American Voter, 2nd Edition, Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Oshorne, D., Sears, D. 0. and Valentino, N. A. (20611) “The
End of the Solidly Democratic South: The Impressionable
vYears Hypothesis,” Political Psychology, wol. 32, no. 1,
February, 81-168.

Rekker, R. (2016) “The Lasting Impact of Adolescence an
Left- Right Identification: Cohort Replacement and
Intracohort Change in @ssociations with Issue Attitudes,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 44, December, 126-131.

Sapiro, V. (2884), “Not Your Parents’ Political
Socialization: Introduction for a Mew Generation,” énnual

Review of Political Science , wol. 7, June, 1-23.

Scervini, F. and Segatti, P. {(2012) “Education, Inequalituy



and Electoral Participation,” Research in Social
Stratification and Mobility, wol. 38, no. 4, December,
463-413.

Thomassen, J. (1976) “Party Identification as a Cross-
Mational Concept: Its Meaning in the Netherlands,” in
Budge, I., Crewe, I. and Farlie, D. {(eds.) Party
Identification and Beyond: Representations of Woting and
Party Competition, London: John Wiley: 263-266.

Torney- Purta, J., Barber, C. H. and Richardson, H. K.
(2004) “Trust in Government- Related Institutions and
Political Engagement Among Adolescents in Six Countries,”
Acta Politica, wol. 39, no. 4, December, 386-486.

valentino, M. A. and Sears, D. 0. (2085) “0ld Times There
are Mot Forgotten: Race and Partisan Realignment in the
Contemporary South,” American Journal of Political Science,
vol., 49, no. 3, July, 672-688.

vries, C.E. de Hakhverdian, A. and Lancee, B. (2813) “The
Dynamics of Voters’ Left/Right Identification: The Role of
Economic and Cultural Attitudes,” Political Science
Research and Methods, wol. 1, no. 2, Decemher, 223-238.

Hagner, M. and 5. Kritzinger (2612) “Ideclogical Dimensions
and Yote Choice: @ge Group Differences in fustria,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 31, no. 2, June, 285-296.

HWattenberg, M. P. (2615) Is voting for Young People?, New
York: Routledge.



35 Selecting the dependent variable in
glectoral studies: choice or preference?

farts, K. and Hessels, B. (2005) “Electoral Turnout,” in
Thomassen, J. (ed.) The European Voter: A Comparative Study
of Modern Democracies, Oxford: Oxford University Press:
B4-83.

Alford, R. (1962) “A Suggested Index of the Association of
Social Class and “oting,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wvol.
26, no.3, Fall, 417-425.

Alvarez, R. M. and Nagler, J. (1998) “When Politics and
Models Collide: Estimating Models of Multiparty
Elections,” @merican Journal of Political Science, wol. 42,
no. 1, January, 55-96.

Andersen, C. (1995) Blaming the Government: Citizens and
the Economy in Five European Democracies, Armonk: M. E.
Sharpe.

Bartolini, 5. (2e62) “Electoral and Party Competition:
Analytical Dimensions and Empirical Problems,” in Gunther,
R., Monterao, J. R. and Linz, J. (eds.) Political Parties -
0ld Concepts and Wew Challenges, Oxford, O<ford University
Press: 84-11a.

Bochsler, D. and Sciarini, P. (281@) “So Close but So Far:
Yoting Propensity and Party Choice for LeftHing Parties,”
Swiss Political Science Rewview, wol. 16, no. 3, Autumn,
373-482.

Brug, W. van der, Eijk, C. wvan der and Franklin, M. (Z667)
The Economy and the Vote - Economic Conditions and
Elections in Fifteen Countries, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Brug, W. van der, Fennema, M. and Tillie, J. (2688) “Anti-
Immigrant Parties in Europe: Ideological or Protest
Yote?,” European Journal of Political Research, wol. 37,
no. 1, January, 77-162.

Brug, W. van der, Hoholt, 5. and de Vreese, C. (2883)
“Religion and Party Choice in Europe,” West European
Politics, wol. 32, no. 6, November, 1266-1283.

Converse, P. E. (1974) “Some Priority Variables in
Comparative Electoral Research,” in Rose, R. (ed.)
Electoral Behavior: A Comparative Handbook, New York: The
Free Press: 727-745.



Dalton, R. J. (2868) “The Quantity and the Quality of Partu
Systems: Party System Polarization, Its Measurement, and
Its Conseguences,” Comparative Political Studies, wol. 41,
no. 7, February, 899-924.

De Sio, L. and Franklin, M. (2611) “Generic variable
Analysis: Climbing the Ladder of Generality with Social
Science Data,” Paper presented at the 2811 European
Conference on Comparative Electoral Research, Sofia,
December 1-3.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy, Mew York:
Harper and Row.

Eijk, C. wan der, Brug, W. wvan der, Kroh, M. and Franklin,
M. (2o06) “Rethinking the Dependent Variable in Woting
Behaviour - On the Measurement and Analysis of Electoral
Utilities,” Electoral Studies, wol. 25, no. 3, September,
424-447.

Eijk, C. van der and Elkink, J. a. (2617) “How Generational
Replacement Undermined the Electoral Resilience of Fianna
Fail,” in Marsh, M., Farrell, D. M. and HMcElroy, G. (eds.)
A Conservative Revolution? Electoral Change in 21st Century
Ireland, 0Oxford: Oxford University Press: 162-122.

Eijk, C. wan der and Franklin, M. (eds.) (1996) Choosing
Europe? The European Electorate and Mational Politics in
the Face of Union, Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan
Press.

Eijk, C. van der and Marsh, M. {2611) “Comparing Mon-
Ipsative Measures of Party Support,” Paper presented at the
2611 European Conference on Comparative Electoral Research,
Sofia, December 1-3.

Elkins, D. E. (1974) “The Measurement of Party
Competition,” American Political Science Review, wol. 68,
no. 2, June, 682-786,

Ennser, L. {2812) “The Homogeneity of West European Party
Families: The Radical Right in Comparative Perspective,”
Party Politics, wol. 18, no. 2, February, 151-171.

Falk Pedersen, E., Dassonneville, R. and Hooghe, M. (2@614)
“The Effect of alienation and Indifference Toward the
Party System on Voter Turnout, A Comparative Analysis,”
Paper presented at the 2614 Belgian- Dutch Political
Science Conference, Maastricht, June 12-13.



Franklin, M. and Renko, M (2613) “Studying Party Choice,”
in Bruter, M. and Lodge, M. (eds.) Political Science
Research Methods in Action, Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan: 93-118.

Franklin, M. and Heber, T. (28614) A Structuring Theory of
Electoral Politics, Unpublished Manuscript, awvailable
online:

Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and Valen, H. (eds.) (1992}
Electoral Change: Responses to Evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in Hestern Countries, New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Franklin, M., Mackie, T. and Valen, H. (eds.) (2083)
Electoral Change: Responses to Evolving Social and
Attitudinal Structures in Hestern Countries, Colchester:
ECPR Press.

Knutsen, 0. (2813) “Party Choice,” in kKeil, 5. I. and
Gabriel, 0. W. (eds.) Society and Democracy in Europe,
London: Routledge, 244-269.

kKroh, M., van der Brug, W. and van der Eijk, C. (28a7)
“Prospects for Electoral Change,” in van der Brug and wvan
der Eijk (eds.) European Elections and Domestic Politics -
Lessons from the Past and Scenarios for the Future, Notre
Dame: University of MNotre Dame Press: 236-253.

Lewis- Beck, M. and Paldam, M. {26@6) “Economic Voting: An
Introduction,” Electoral Studies, wol. 19, no. 2-3, June,
113-122.

Marks, G., HWilson, C. J. and Ray, L. {(2862) “National
Political Parties and European Integration,” American
Journal of Political Science, wol. 46, no. 3, July,
585-594.

Mellon, J. and Evans, G. (2816) “Class, Electoral Geographu
and the Future of UKIFP: Labour’s Secret Heapon?,”
Parliamentary Affairs, wol. 69, no. 2, april, 492-498.

Oppenhuis, E. V. (1995) Voting Behavior in Europe: A
Comparative Analysis of Electoral Participation and Party
Choice, Amsterdam: Het Spinhuis.

Oskarson, M., Oscarsson, H. and Boije, E. (2818)
“Consideration and Choice: Analyzing Party Choice in the
Swedish European Election 2614,” Scandinavian Political



Studies, vol. 39, no. 3, September, 242-263.

Powell, G. B. (2686) Elections as Instruments of Democracy,
Mew Haven: Yale University Press.

Przewarski, A. and Teune, H. (1978) The Logic of
Comparative Social Inguiry , New York: Wiley-
Interscience.

Sartori, G. (1976) Parties and Party Systems: A Framewark
for Analusis, Cambridee: Cambridge University Press.

Tillie, J. (1995) Party Utility and Voting Behavior,
Amsterdam, Het Spinhuis.

Vezzoni, C. and Mancosu, M. (2816) “Diffusion Processes and
Discussion Metworks: An Analusis of the Propensity to Vote
for the 5 Star Movement in the 2813 Italian Election,”
Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties , wol.

26, no. 1, February, 1-21.

HWilson, C. J. (2808) “Consideration Sets and Political
Choices: A Heterogeneous Model of Vote Choice and Sub-
Mational Party Strength,” Political Behavior, wol. 3@, no.
2, June, 161-183.



36 The guest for representative survey
samples

AAPOR Standards Committee (2616) “AAPOR Report on Online
Panels,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wvol. 74, no. 4, Hinter,
711-781.

Andridge, R. R. and Little, R. J. {2011) “Proxuy Pattern-
Mixture fnalysis for Survey Nonresponse,” Journal of
Official Statistics, wol. 27, no. 2, June, 153-186.

Ansolabehere, 5. and Hersh, E. (2612) “Validation: HWhat Big
Data Reveal About Survey Misreporting and the Real
Electorate,” Political @nalysis, wol. 28, no. 4, Autumn,
437-459.

Ansolabehere, 5. and Rivers, D. (2813) “Cooperative Survey
Research,” Annual Review of Political Science, wol. 16,
May, 387-329.

Ansolabehere, 5. and Schaffner, B. F. (2614) “Does Survey
Mode Still Matter? Findings from a 2616 Multi- Mode
Comparison,” Political @nalysis, wol. 22, no. 3, Summer,
285-3a3.

Baker, R., Brick, J. M., Bates, M. A., Battaglia, M.,
Couper, M. P., Dever, J. A., Gile, K. J., and Tourangeau,
R. (26813) “Summary Report of the AAPOR Task Force on
Monprobability Sampling,” Journal of Survey Statistics and
Methodology, wol. 1, no. 2, November, 96-143.

Barabas, J. and Jerit, J. (261@) “Are Survey Experiments
Externally valid?,” American Political Science Rewview,
vol., 184, no. 2, May, 226-242.

Berinsky, A. J., Huber, G. A., and Lenz, G. 5. (2812)
“Evaluating Online Labor Markets for Experimental
Research: Agmazon.com’s Mechanical Turk,” Political
fAnalysis, vol. 26, no. 3, Summer, 351-368.

Berrens, R. P., Bohara, A. K., Jenkins-Smith, H., Silva,
C., and Weimer, D. L. {(2683) “The advent of Internet
Surveys for Political Research: & Comparison of Telephone
and Internet Samples,” Political énalysis , wol. 11, no.
1, Winter, 1-22.

Bethlehem, J. (281@) “Selection Bias in Web Surveus,”
International Statistical Review, wol. 78, no. 2, August,
161-188.



Bethlehem, J. and Biffignandi, 5. (2611) Handbook of HWeh
Surveys, Yolume 567, London: John Wiley & Sons.

Bethlehem, JT., Cobben, F., and Schouten, B. (2611) Handbook
of Monresponse in Household Surveys, Yolume 568, London:
John Wiley & Sons.

Brick, J. M. {26813) “Unit Nonresponse and Weighting
Adjustments: & Critical Review,” Journal of 0Official
Statistics, wol. 29, no. 3, June, 329-353.

Brick, J. M. and Williams, D. (2813) “Explaining Rising
Monresponse Rates in Cross- Sectional Surveys,” The ANMALS
of the American Academy of Political and Social Science,
vol., 645, no. 1, January, 36-59.

Callegaro, M., Baker, R., Bethlehem, J., Goritz, A. 5.,
Krosnick, J. A., and Lavrakas, P. J. (eds.) (2814) Online
Panel Research: A Data Quality Perspective , Chichester:
John Wiley & Sons Ltd.

Callegaro, M., Manfreda, K. L., and Vehovar, V. (2815) Heb
Survey Methodology, Los Angeles: Sage.

Caughey, D. and HWang, M. (2814) “Bayesian Population
Interpolation and Lasso- Based Target Selection in Survey
Heighting,” Paper presented at the 2814 Summer Meeting of
the Society for Political Methodology, University of
Georgia, July 24-26.

Cole, S. R. and Stuart, E. A. (2818) “Generalizing Evidence
from Randomized Clinical Trials to Target Populations: The
ACTG 328 Trial,” émerican Journal of Epidemiology, wol.
172, no. 1, July, 187-115.

Couper, M. P. (2811) “The Future of Modes of Data
Collection,” Public Opinion Quarterly, vol. 75, no. S,
889-9a3.

Couper, M. P. (2813) “Is the Sky Falling? Mew Technology,
Changing Media, and the Future of Surveys,” Survey
Research Methods, wol. 7, no. 3, 145-156.

Curtin, R., Presser, 5., and Singer, E. (26@5) “Changes in
Telephone Survey Nonresponse Over the Past Quarter
Century,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 69, no. 1, Spring,
87-98.

Dahlhamer, J. M. (20612) “The Intersection of Response
Propensity and Data Quality in the Mational Health



Interview Survey (NHIS),” Paper presented at the 2812 Joint
Statistical Meeting of the American Statistical
Association, San Diego, July 28-August 2.

Duffy, B., Smith, K., Terhanian, G., and Bremer, J. (2865)
“Comparing Data from Online and Face- ToFace Surveys,”
International Journal of Market Research, wvol. 47, no. 6,
615-639.

Dutwin, D. and Lavrakas, P. (2816) “Trends in Telephone
Outcomes, 2685-2815," Survey Practice, wvol. 9, no. 3, 1-9.

Enderle, T. and Minnich, R. (2614) “Accuracy of Estimates
in Access Panel Based Surwveys,” in Engel, U., Jann, B.,
Lunn, F., Scherpenzeel, A. and Sturgis, P. (eds.) Improving
Survey Methods: Lessons from Recent Research, Abingdon:
Routledge: 256-265.

Fricker, 5. and Tourangeau, R. {(2616) “Examining the
Relationship Between Monresponse Propensity and Data
Quality in Two Wational Household Surveus,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, wol. 74, no. 5, December, 934-955.

Gittelman, S. H., Thomas, R. K., Lavrakas, P. J., and
Lange, ¥. (2615) “Quota Controls in Survey Research: A
Test of Accuracy and Intersource Reliability in 0Online
Samples,” Journal of Advertising Research, wvol. 55, no. 4,
December, 368-379.

Groves, R. M. (2806) “Nonresponse Rates and Monresponse
Bias in Household Surveys,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wvol.
78, no. 5, December, 646-675.

Groves, R. M. (2811) “Three Eras of Survey Research,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 75, no. 5, December,
861-871.

Groves, R. M. and Heeringa, 5. G. (2086) “Responsive Design
for Household Surveys: Tools for Actively Controlling
Survey Errors and Costs,” Journal of the Royal Statistical
Society: Series A (Statistics in Society), wol. 169, no.

3, July, 439-457.

Groves, R. M. and Peytcheva, E. (2808) “The Impact of
Monresponse Rates on Monresponse Bias: A Meta- Analusis,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 72, no. 2, Summer, 167-189.

Hainmueller, J., Hangartner, D., and Yamamoto, T. (2815)
““alidating Vignette and Conjoint Survey Experiments
figainst Real- World Behavior,” Proceedings of the National



Academy of Sciences, wol. 112, no. 8, Fehruary, 2395-2466,

Hartman, E., Grieve, R., Ramsahai, R., and Sekhon, J. 5.
(2015) “From Sample Average Treatment Effect to Population
Average Treatment Effect on the Treated: Combining
Experimental with Obserwvational Studies to Estimate
Population Treatment Effects,” Journal of the Royal
Statistical Society: Series A (Statistics in Society), wol.
178, no. 3, June, 757-778.

Heckman, J. J. (1979) “Sample Selection Bias as a
Specification Error,” Econometrica, wol. 47, no. 1,
January, 153-161.

Heerwegh, D. and Loosveldt, G. (26@3) “Face- To-Face Versus
HWeb Surveying in a High- InternetCoverage Population
Differences in Response Qualitu,” Public Opinion Quarterly,
vol., 72, no. 5, December, 836-846.

Holbrook, @., Krosnick, J. @., and Pfent, A. (2088) “The
Causes and Conseguences of Response Rates in Surveus by
the Mews Media and Government Contractor Survey Research
Firms,” in Lepkowski, J. M., Tucker, C., Brick, J. H.,
deLeeuw, E. D., Japec, L., Lavrakas, P. J., Link, M. H.,
and Sangster, R. L. (eds.) Advances in Telephone Survey
Methodology, Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons: 499-528.

Isaksson, A., Lee, 5., and Sweden, 5. (2685) “Simple
Approaches to Estimating the Wariance of the Propensity
Score Weighted Estimator Applied on Volunteer Panel Web
Survey Data - a Comparative Study,” SRMS Proceedings,
3143-3149.

keeter, 5., Miller, C., Kohut, A., Groves, R. M., and
Presser, 5. (2008) “Conseguences of Reducing Nonresponse
in a Mational Telephone Surwey,” Public Opinion Quarterly,
vol., 64, no. 2, Summer, 125-148.

Kennedy, C., Mercer, A., Keeter, 5., Hatley, N., McGeeney,
K., and Gimenez, A. (2816) Evaluating Online
Monprobability Surveys, HWashington, DC: Pew Research
Center, available online: www.pew
research.org/2616/65/62/evaluating- online-nonprobability-
surveys/ [accessed July 25, 2616].

klausch, T., Hox, J. J., and Schouten, B. (2813)
“Measurement Effects of Survey Mode on the Eguivalence of
Attitudinal Rating Scale Questions,” Sociological Methods
and Research, wol. 42, no. 3, August, 227-263.



kKohut, A., Keeter, 5., Doherty, C., Dimock, M., and
Christian, L. (2812) “Assessing the Representativeness of
Public Opinion Surveys,” Paper presented at the 2612 annual
AAPOR Conference, Orlando, May 17-26.

Kolenikow, 5. (2816) “Post- Stratification or Mon- Response
Aadjustment?,” Survey Practice, wol. 9, no. 3, 1-12.

Kreuter, F. (2613) “Facing the Nonresponse Challenge,” The
ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science, vol. 645, no. 1, January, 23-35.

Kreuter, F., Olson, K., HWagner, J., %an, T., Ezzati-Rice,
T. M., Casas-Cordero, C., Lemay, M., Peytchew, A., Groves,
R. M., and Raghunathan, T. E. (281a) “Using Proxy Measures
and 0ther Correlates of Survey Outcomes to Adjust for
Mon-Response: Examples from Multiple Surveys,” Journal of
the Royal Statistical Society: Series A (Statistics in
Society), wol. 173, no. 2, April, 389-4a7.

Krosnick, J. A., Presser, 5., Fealing, K. H., Ruggles, 5.,
and Vannette, D. (2615) The Future of Survey Research:
Challenges and Opportunities, Stanford University: The
MNational Science Foundation Advisory Committee for the
Social, Behavioral and Economic Sciences Subcommittee on
Advancing SBE Surwvey Research, availahle online:

wuw, nst . govs/shesAC_Materials/The_Future_of _Survey_Research.
pdf [accessed March 11, 261a6].

Krueger, B. 5. and Hest, B. T. (2614) “Assessing the
Potential of Paradata and 0Other Auxiliary Data for
Monresponse Adjustments,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol.
78, no. 4, Winter, 795-831.

Lee, 5. (26@6) “Propensity Score Adjustment as a Weighting
Scheme for Yolunteer Panel Heb Surveys,” Journal of
Official Statistics, wol. 22, no. 2, June, 329-349.

Lee, 5. and Valliant, R. (2669) “Estimation for Volunteer
Panel HWeb Surveys Using Propensity Score Adjustment and
Calibration adjustment,” Sociological Methods and Research,
vol., 37, no. 3, Fehruary, 319-343.

Levin, I. and Sinclair, B. (2816) “Causal Inference with
Complex Survey Designs,” in Atkeson, L. R. and Alvarez, M.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Polling and Polling Methods,
Oxford: Oxford University Press, available online:

Little, R. J. and Vartivarian, S. (2805) “Does Weighting
for Nonresponse Increase the Variance of Survey Means?,”



Survey Methodology, wol. 31, no. 2, 161-168.

Loosveldt, G. and Sonck, M. (2868) “An Evaluation of the
Heighting Procedures for an Online fccess Panel Survey,”
Survey Research Methods, wol. 2, no. 2, 93-185.

Luiten, @. and Schouten, B. (2613) “Tailored Fieldwork
Design to Increase Representative Household Survey
Response: An Experiment in the Survey of Consumer
Satisfaction,” Journal of the Royal Statistical Society:
Series A (Statistics in Society), wol. 176, no. 1, January,
169-189.

Malhotra, N. and Krosnick, J. A. (2007) “The Effect of
Survey Mode and Sampling on Inferences @hout Political
Attitudes and Behavior: Comparing the 2668 and 2884 ANES to
Internet Surveys with Nonprobability Samples,” Political
fAnalysis, wol. 15, no. 3, Summer, 286-323.

Martin, 5., Helmschrott, 5., and Rammstedt, B. (2614) “The
Use of Respondent Incentives in PIAAC: The Field Test
Experiment in Germany,” Methods, Data, analyses, wvol. &,
no. 2, 223-24:%.

Mitofsku, W. J. (1999) “Pollsters.com,” Public Perspective,
vol., 18, no. 4, July, 24-26.

Mullinix, K. J., Leeper, T. J., Druckman, J. M., and
Freese, J. (2015) “The Generalizability of Survey
Experiments,” Journal of Experimental Political Science,
vol., 2, no. 2, January, 189-138.

Olson, K. (2013) “Paradata for Nonresponse Adjustment,” The
ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science, wol. 645, no. 1, January, 142-178.

Pew Research Center (2615) From Telephone to the Heb: The
Challenge of Mode of Interview Effects in Public Opinion
Polls, HWashington, DC: Pew Research Center, awvallable
online: www.pewresearch. org/2615/65/13/from- telephone-to-
the-web- the-challenge- of-mode- of-interwview- effects-in-
publicopinion- pollss [accessed July 28, 2616].

Peytchev, A., Riley, 5., Rosen, J., Murphy, JT., and
Lindblad, M. {2e16) “Reduction of MNonresponse Bias in
Surveys Through Case Prioritization,” Survey Research
Methods, wvol. 4, no. 1, 21-29.

Pforr, K., Blohm, M., Blom, A. G., Erdel, B., Felderer, B.,
Frassdorf, M., Hajek, K., Helmschrott, 5., Kleinert, C.,



Koch, A., and Krieger, U. (2615) “fAre Incentive Effects on
Response Rates and Monresponse Bias in Large- Scale, Face-
To-Face Surveys Generalizable to Germany? Ewvidence from Ten
Experiments,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wvol. 79, no. 3,
Autumn, 748-768.

Rivers, D. (2087) “Sampling for Web Surveys,” Paper
presented at the 2667 Joint Statistical Meetings, Salt
Lake City, July 29-August 2.

Rivers, D. (2089) “Second Thoughts About Internet Surveys,”
The Huffington Post, June 9, 28@9, available online:

wuw, huff ingtonpost.com/guest -
pollstersdoug_rivers_b_724621.html.

Rivers, D. (2616) “Pew Research: YouGov Consistently
Outperforms Competitors on Accuracy,” YouGov , May 13,
2616, available online:

https://today.yougoy. com/news/2816/85/13/pew-
researchyougov/ .

Rivers, D. and Bailey, D. {(2689) “Inference from Matched
Samples in the 2868 US National Elections,” Paper
presented at the 2669 Joint Statistical Meetings,
Washington, DC, August 1-A.

Roberts, C., Allum, N., and Sturgis, P. {(2614) “Nonresponse
and Measurement Error in an Online Panel,” in Callegaro,
M., Baker, R., Bethlehem, J., Goritz, A. J., Krosnick, J.
A., and Lavrakas, P. J. (eds.) Online Panel Research: A
Data Quality Perspective, London: Wiley: 337-362.

Rota, B. J. and Laitila, T. (2815) “Comparisons of Some
Heighting Methods for Nonresponse Adjustment,” Lithuanian
Journal of Statistics, wol. 54, no. 1, 69-83.

Sanders, D., Clarke, H. D., Stewart, M. C., and Hhiteley,

P. (2007) “Does Mode Matter for Modeling Political Choice?
Evidence from the 2665 British Election Study,” Political

fAnalysis, wol. 15, no. 3, Summer, 257-285.

Sarndal, C. E. {2611) “The 261@ Morris Hansen Lecture
Dealing with Survey Monresponse in Data Collection, in
Estimation,” Journal of 0Official Statistics , wol. 27, no.
1, March, 1-21.

Sarndal, C. E. and Lundstrom, 5. (2016) “Design for
Estimation: Identifying Auxiliary Vectors to Reduce
Monresponse Bias,” Survey Methodology, wol. 36, no. 2,
131-144.



Schoeni, R. F., Stafford, F., McGonagle, K. A., and
Andreski, P. {2613) “Response Rates in MNational Panel
Surveys,” The ANMALS of the american Academy of Political
and Social Science, wol. 645, no. 1, January, 68-87.

Schonlau, M., Van Soest, A., Kapteun, A., and Couper, M.
(2089) “Selection Bias in HWeb Surveys and the Use of
Propensity Scores,” Sociological Methods and Research, wol.
37, no. 3, February, 291-318.

Schouten, B., Calinescu, M., and Luiten, A. (2813)
“Optimizing Quality of Response Through Adaptive Survey
Designs,” Survey Methodology, wol. 39, no. 1, 29-58.

Schouten, B., Cobhen, F., and Bethlehem, J. (Z&a39)
“Indicators for the Representativeness of Survey
Response,” Survey Methodology, wol. 35, no. 1, 181-113.

Shloma, M., Skinner, C. J., and Schouten, B. (2812)
“Estimation of an Indicator of the Representativeness of
Survey Response,” Journal of Statistical Planning and
Inference, vol. 142, no. 1, January, 261-211.

Simmons, A. D. and Bobo, L. D. (2615) “Can Non-
Full-Probability Internet Surveys Yield Useful Data? A
Comparison with Full- Probability Face- to-Face Surveys in
the Domain of Race and Social Inequality Attitudes,”
Sociological Methodology, wol. 45, no. 1, August, 357-387.

Singer, E. and Ye, C. (2613) “The Use and Effects of
Incentives in Surveys,” The ANNALS of the american Academy
of Political and Social Science, wol. 645, no. 1, January,
112-141.

solon, G., Haider, S. T., and Wooldridge, J. M. (2815)
“What are We Heighting for?,” Journal of Human Resources,
wol., 58, no. 2, Spring, 381-316.

Stern, M. J., Bilgen, I., and Dillman, D. A. (2014) “The
State of Survey Methodology Challenges, Dilemmas, and Mew
Frontiers in the Era of the Tailored Design,” Field
Methods, wol. 26, no. 3, August, 284-361.

Stuart, E. A., Cole, 5. R., Bradshaw, C. P. and Leaf, FP. J.
{2611) “The Use of Propensitu Scores to Assess the
Generalizability of Results from Randomized Trials,”
Journal of the Royal Statistical Society: Series A
(Statistics in Society), wol. 174, no. 2, April, 369-386.



Terhanian, G. and Bremer, J. {(2612) “A Smarter Wau to
Select Respondents for Surveys,” International Journal of
Market Research, wol. 54, no. 6, 751-786.

Tourangeau, R. and Plewes, T. J. (eds.) (2613) Nonresponse
in Social Science Surwveys: A Research Agenda, Washington,
DC: MWational Academies Press.

Tourangeau, R. and Yan, T. {(2087) “Sensitive Questions in
Surveys,” Psychological Bulletin, wol. 133, no. 5,
September, 859-883.

vavreck, L. and Iuengar, 5. (2611) “The Future of Political
Communication Research: Online Panels and

Experimentation,” in Shapiro, R. ¥. and Jacobs, L. J.
(eds.) 0xford Handbook of Public Opinion and the Media,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 156-168

Hagner, J. (2012) “A Comparison of Alternative Indicators
for the Risk of Nonresponse Bias,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, wol. 76, no. 3, Autumn, 555-575.

HWinship, C. and Radbill, L. (1994} “Sampling Weights and
Regression Analysis,” Sociological Methods and Research,
vol., 23, no. 2, November, 238-257.

Ye, C., Fulton, J., and Tourangeau, R. (2611) “More
Positive or More Extreme? A Meta- Analysis of Mode
Differences in Response Choice,” Public Opinion Quarterly,
wol., 75, no. 2, Summer, 349-365.

Yeager, D. 5., Krosnick, J. A., Chang, L., Jawvitz, H. S.,
Levendusky, M. 5., Simpser, A., and Wang, R. (2611)
“Comparing the fccuracy of ROD Telephone Surveys and
Internet Surveys Conducted with Probability and Non-
Probability Samples,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 75,
no. 4, Winter, 769-747.



37 Horses for courses: using internet
surveys for researching public opinion
and woting behawvior

AARPOR Standards Committee (2016) “AAPOR Report on Online
Panels,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 74, no. 4, Hinter,
T11-781.

Ansolabehere, 5. and Schaffner, B. F. (2614) “Does Survey
Mode Still Matter? Findings from a 2616 Multi- Mode
Comparison,” Political analysis, wol. 22, no. 3, June,
285-383.

Baker, R., Brick, J. M., Bates, M. A., Battaglia, M.,
Couper, M. P., Dever, J. A., Gile, K. J., and Tourangeau,
R. (2813) “Summary Report of the &APOR Task Force on Won-
Probability Sampling,” Journal of Survey Statistics and
Methodology, wol. 1, no. 2, November, 96-143.

Berrens, R. P., Bohara, A. K., Jenkins-Smith, H., Silva,
C., and Weimer, D. L. (26a3) “The advent of Internet
Surveys for Political Research: A Comparison of Telephone
and Internet Samples,” Political Analysis , wol. 11, no.
1, Winter, 1-22.

Burnett, C. M. (20816) “Exploring the Difference in
Participants’ Factual Knowledge between Online and in-
Person Survey Modes,” Research and Politics, wol. 3, no. 2,
June, 1-7.

Bytzek, E. and Bieher, I. E. (2616) “Does Survey Mode
Matter for Studying Electoral Behavior? Ewvidence from the
2069 German Longitudinal Election Study,” Electoral
Studies, vol. 43, September, 41-51.

Callegaro, M. and DiSogra, C. (2883) “Computing Response
Metrics for Online Panels,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol.
72, no. 5, December, 1668-1832.

Callegaro, M., Baker, R., Bethlehem, J., Goritz, A. 5.,
Krosnick, J. A., and Lawvrakas, P. J. (2814) “Online Panel
Research: History, Concepts, Applications and a Look at the
Future,” in Callegaro, M., Baker, R., Bethlehem, J.,
Goritz, A. J., Krosnick, J. #&., and Lavrakas, P. J. {eds.)
Online Panel Research: A Data Quality Perspective ,

London: Wiley: 1-22.

Ccallegaro, M., Villar, A., Yeager, D. 5., and Krosnick, J.
A. (2814) “A Critical Review of Studies Investigating the
Quality of Data Obtained with Online Panels Based on



Probability and Monprobability Samples,” in Callegaro, M.,
Baker, R., Bethlehem, J., Goritz, a. J., Krosnick, J. A.,
and Lawvrakas, P. J. (eds.) Online Panel Research: A Data
Quality Perspective, London: Wiley: 23-53.

Cavallaro, K. (2613) “Bu the Numbers: Theory of Adaptation
or Survival of the Fittest?,” Quirks Marketing Research
Review, wol. 27, January, 24-27.

Chang, L. and Krosnick, J. a. (2869) “National Surveys Via
Rdd Telephone Interwviewing wersus the Internet Comparing
Sample Representativeness and Response Quality,” Public
Opinion Quarterly, wol. 73, no. 4, Winter, 641-678.

Clifford, S. and Jerit, J. {2014) “Is There a Cost to
Convenience? An Experimental Comparison of Data Quality in
Laboratory and Online Studies,” Journal of Experimental
Political Science, wol. 1, no. 2, January, 126-131.

Clifford, 5., Jewell, R. M., and Waggoner, P. D. (2@15)
“gre Samples Drawn from Mechanical Turk ¥alid for Research
on Political Ideology?,” Research and Politics , wol. 2,
no. 4, December, 1-9.

Couper, M. P. (2806) “Web Surveys: @ Review of Issues and
Approaches,” Public Opinion Quarterly, vol. 64, no. 4,
HWinter, 464-494,

Couper, M. P., Tourangeau, R., Conrad, F. G., and Crawford,
5. D. (2084) “What They See Is What We Get Response
Options for Web Surveys,” Social Science Computer Review,
vol., 22, no. 1, Fehruary, 111-127.

Craig, B. M., Hays, R. D., Pickard, A. 5., Cella, D.,
Revicki, D. A., and Reeve, B. B. (2613) “Comparison of US
Panel Yendors for Online Surveys,” Journal of Medical
Internet Research, wol. 15, no. 11, MNovember, e268.

Curtin, R., Presser, 5., and Singer, E. (26@5) “Changes in
Telephone Survey Nonresponse over the Past Quarter
Century,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 69, no. 1, Spring,
87-98.

Farrell, D. and Petersen, J. C. (2818) “The Growth of
Internet Research Methods and the Reluctant Sociologist,”
Sociological Inguiry, wol. 88, no. 1, February, 114-125.

Fieldhouse, E., Green, J., Evans, G., Schmitt, H., van der
Eijk, C., Mellon, J., and Prosser, C. (2615) “British
Election Study, 2615: Internet Panel Surwvey,” Available



online: www.britishelectionstudy. coms/data- objects/panel-
study-datas (doi: 16.15127/1.293723) [accessed June 16,
2617].

Finkel, 5. E. (1995) Causal Analysis with Panel Data, 1st
Edition, Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications.

Fricker, 5., Galesic, M., Tourangeau, R., and Yan, T.
{2685) “An Experimental Comparison of Web and Telephone
Surveus,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 69, no. 3, Autumn,
376-392.

Galesic, M., Tourangeau, R., Couper, M. P., and Conrad, F.
G. (2008) “Eue- Tracking Data Mew Insights on Response
Order Effects and Other Cognitive Shortcuts in Survey
Responding,” Public Opinion Quarterly, vol. 72, no. S,
December, 892-913.

Granberg, D. and Holmberg, S. (1992) “The Hawthorne Effect
in Election Studies: The Impact of Survey Participation on
Yoting,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 22, no.
2, April, 248-247.

Greenwald, A. G., Carnot, C. G., Beach, R., and Young, B.
{1987) “Increasing Voting Behavior by Asking People If
They Expect to Yote,” Journal of épplied Psychology, wol.
72, no. 2, May, 315-318.

Greszki, R., HMeuyer, M., and Schoen, H. {2814} “The Impact
of Speeding on Data Quality in Monprobability and Freshly
Recruited Probability- Based Online Panels,” in Callegaro,
M., Baker, R., Bethlehem, J., Goritz, A. J., Krosnick, J.
A., and Lavrakas, P. J. (eds.) Online Panel Research: A
Data Quality Perspective, London: Wiley: 238-262.

Groves, R. M. (1989) Survey Errors and Survey Costs, 2nd
Edition, MNew York: Wiley.

Groves, R. M., Presser, 5., and Dipko, 5. {2664) “The Role
of Topic Interest in Survey Participation Decisions,”
Public Opinion Quarterly , wol. 68, no. 1, Spring, 2-31.

Halpern- Manners, A. and Harren, J. R. (2812) “Panel
Conditioning in Longitudinal Studies: Evidence from Labor
Force Items in the Current Population Survey,” Demography,
vol. 49, no. 4, November, 1499-1519.

Heerwegh, D. (20@9) “Mode Differences Between Face- to-Face
and Heb Surveys: An Experimental Investigation of Data
Quality and Social Desirability Effects,” International



Journal of Public Opinion Research, wol. 21, no. 1,
Spring, 111-121.

Heerwegh, D. and Loosveldt, G. (26@3) “Face- to-Face versus
HWeb Surveying in a High- Internet-Coverage Population
Differences in Response Qualitu,” Public Opinion Quarterly,
vol., 72, no. 5, December, 836-846.

Hillygus, D. 5. (2811) “The Evolution of Election Polling
in the United States,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 75,
no. 5, December, 962-981.

Hillygus, 0. 5., Jackson, N., and Young, M. (2814}
“Professional Respondents in Monprobability Online
Panels,” in Callegaro, M., Baker, R., Bethlehem, 7J.,
Goritz, @. J., Krosnick, J. @., and Lavrakas, P. J. (eds.)
Online Panel Research: A Data Quality Perspective, London:
HWiley: 219-237.

Holbrook, A. L., Green, M. C., and Krosnick, J. A. (2863)
“Telephone Yersus Face- to-Face Interviewing of Mational
Probability Samples with Long Questionnaires: Comparisons
of Respondent Satisficing and Social Desirability Response
Bias,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wvol. 67, no. 1, Spring,
79-125.

Jowell, R., Hedges, B., Lunn, P., Farrant, G., and Heath,
A. (1993) “The 1992 British Election: The Failure of the
Polls,” Public Opinion Quarterly, vol. 57, no. 2, Summer,
238-2643.

Kennedy, C., Mercer, A., Keeter, 5., Hatley, N., McGeeney,
K., and Gimenez, &. {(2e¢16) “Evaluating Online
Monprobability Surveys,” Pew Research Center, May 2, 26016,
avallable online:

wuw, pewresearch.org/files/2816/04/Nonprobability-
report-May- 2816-FINAL.pdf [accessed July 18, 261g].

kKish, L. (1965) Survey Sampling, 2nd Edition, Mew York:
Wiley- Interscience.

Kish, L. (1987) Statistical Design for Research, MNew York:
Hiley.

Kreuter, F., Presser, 5., and Tourangeau, R. (2683) “Social
Desirability Bias in CATI, IVR, and Web Surwveys: The
Effects of Mode and Question Sensitivitu,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, wol. 72, no. 5, December, 847-865.

Krosnick, J. a. (1991) “Response Strategies for Coping with



the Cognitive Demands of Attitude Measures in Surveys,”
Applied Cognitive Psychology, wvol. 5, no. 3, June, 213-236.

Krosnick, J. a. and alwin, D. F. (1987) “fn Evaluation of a
Cognitive Theory of Response- Order Effects in Survey
Measurement,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wvol. 51, no. 2,
sSummer, 2@1-219.

Krusan, M. (1998) “Privacy and the Expression of White
Racial Aattitudes: A Comparison Across Three Contexts,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 62, no. 4, HWinter, S86-544,

Lavrakas, P. J., Shuttles, C. D., Steeh, C., and Fienberg,
H. (2ee7) “The State of Surveying Cell Phone Numbers in
the United States 2067 and Beyond,” Public Opinion
Quarterly, wol. 71, no. 5, December, 848-854.

Malhotra, N. and Krosnick, J. A. (2007) “The Effect of
Survey Mode and Sampling on Inferences ahout Political
Attitudes and Behavior: Comparing the 2668 and 2884 ANES to
Internet Surveys with Nonprobability Samples,” Political
fAnalysis, wol. 15, no. 3, Summer, 286-323.

Mellon, J. and Prosser, C. {(forthcoming) “Missing Non-
Voters and Misweighted Samples: Explaining the 2815 Great
British Polling Miss,” Public Opinion Quarterly.

Mook, D. G. (1983) “In Defense of External Invalidity,”
American Psychologist, wol. 38, no. 4, 379-387.

Mosteller, F., Hyman, H., McCarthy, P., Marks, E., and
Truman, D. (1949) The Pre- Election Polls of 1948: The
Report to the Committee on Analusis of Pre- Election Polls
and Forecasts, New York: Social Science Research Council.

Mutz, D. C. (2611) Population- Based Survey Experiments,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Pasek, J. (2016) “When Will Monprobability Surveys Mirror
Probability Surveys? Considering Tupes of Inference and
Heighting Strategies as Criteria for Correspondence,”
International Journal of Public Opinion Research, wvol. 28,
no. 2, summer, 269-291.

Pasek, J. and Krosnick, J. A. (2618) Measuring Intent to
Participate and Participation in the 2616 Census and Their
Correlates and Trends: Comparisons of RDD Telephone and
Mon- Probability Sample Internet Survey Data, Washington,
DC: Statistical Research Division of the US Census Bureau.



Peterson, R. A. (2801) “On the Use of College Students in
Social Science Research: Insights from a Second- Order
Meta- @nalysis,” Journal of Consumer Research, wol. 28, no.
3, December, 456-461.

Pounter, R. and Comleu, P. {2063) “Beuond Online Panels,”
Technovate: CREM, Internet Research and New Media, z28a3
Cannes.

Ragnedda, M. and Muschert, G. W. (eds.) (2613) The Digital
Divide: The Internet and Social Ineguality in
International Perspective, Abingdon: Routledge.

Rivers, D. (2087) “Sampling for Web Surveys,” Paper
presented at the 2667 Joint Statistical Meetings of the
American Statistical Association, Salt Lake City, August 1.

Rivers, D. (2013) “Comment,” Journal of Survey Statistics
and Methodology, wol. 1, no. 2, November, 111-117.

Rosenbaum, P. R. and Rubin, D. B. (1983) “The Central Role
of the Propensity Score in Observational Studies for
Causal Effects,” Biometrika, wol. 79, no. 1, April, 41-55.

Rubin, D. B. {1976) “Inference and Missing Data,”
Biometrika, wol. 63, no. 3, December, 581-592.

Sanders, D., Clarke, H. D., Stewart, M. C., and Hhiteley,

P. (2007) “Does Mode Matter for Modeling Political Choice?
Evidence From the 2665 British Election Study,” Political

fAnalysis, wol. 15, no. 3, Autumn, 257-285.

Sanders, D., Clarke, H. D., Stewart, M. C., Whiteleu, F.,
and Twyman, J. (2684) “The 2601 British Election Study
Internet Poll,” Journal of Political Marketing, wvol. 3, no.
4, 29-55,

Sears, D. 0. (1986) “College Sophomores in the Laboratory:
Influences of a Marrow Data Base on Social Psychology’s
Yiew of Human Mature,” Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, wol. 51, no. 3, September, 515-538.

Sharpe, J. P. and Gilbert, D. G. (1998) “Effects of
Repeated Administration of the Beck CDepression Inventory
and 0Other Measures of Negative Mood States,” Personality
and Individual Differences, vol. 24, no. 4, April,
457-463.

Simmons, A. D. and Bobo, L. D. (2615) “Can Non-
Full-Probability Internet Surveys Yield Useful Data? A



Comparison with Full- Probability Face- to-Face Surveys in
the Domain of Race and Social Inequality Attitudes,”
Sociological Methodology, wol. 45, no. 1, August, 357-387.

Skitka, L. J. and Sargis, E. G. (2886) “The Internet as
Psychological Laboratory,” Annual Review of Psychology,
wol., 57, 529-555.

Stenbjerre, M. and Laugesen, J. N. {2685) “Conducting
Representative Online Research: A& Summary of Five Years of
Learnings,” Paper presented at the 2665 ESOMAR Horldwide
Panel Research Conference, Budapest, April 17-19.

Stephenson, L. B. and Créte, J. (2811) “Studuing Political
Behavior: @& Comparison of Internet and Telephone Surveys,”
International Journal of Public Opinion Research, wol. 23,
no. 1, Spring, 24-55.

Strabac, 2. and falberg, T. (2611) “Measuring Political
kKnowledge in Telephone and Web Surveys: A Cross- National
Comparison,” Social Science Computer Review, wol. 29, no.
2, May, 175-192.

Sturgis, P., Allum, M., and Brunton- Smith, I. (2889)
“fttitudes Over Time: The Psychology of Panel
Conditioning,” in Lunn, P. {ed.) Methodology of
Longitudinal Surveuys, London: John Wiley & Sons: 113-126.

Terhanian, G. and Bremer, J. {(2612) “A Smarter Wau to
Select Respondents for Surveys?,” International Journal of
Market Research, wol. 54, no. 6, 751-786.

Toepoel, V., Das, M., and van Soest, A. (2683) “Effects of
Design in Web Surveys Comparing Trained and Fresh
Respondents,” Public Opinion Quarterlu, wol. 72, no. 5,
December, 985-1867.

Tourangeau, R. and Yan, T. {(2087) “Sensitive Questions in
Surveys,” Psychological Bulletin, wol. 133, no. 5,
September, 859-883.

Tourangeau, R., Conrad, F., and Couper, M. (2813) The
Science of Web Surveys, New York: Oxford University Press.

Tourangeau, R., Groves, R. M., and Redline, C. D. (Z@l1@)
“Sensitive Topics and Reluctant Respondents Demonstrating
a Link between Wonresponse Bias and Measurement Error,”
Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 74, no. 3, Autumn, 413-43Z2.

Twyman, J. (2683) “Getting It Right: YouGov and Online



Survey Research in Britain,” Journal of Elections, Public
Opinion and Parties, wol. 18, no. 4, Octoher, 343-354.

vonk, T., wvan Ossenbruggen, R., and Willems, P. (2686) “The
Effects of Panel Recruitment and Management on Research
Results,” ESOMAR World Research Conference, Panel Research
2686, Barcelona.

Wang, W., Rothschild, D., Goel, S., and Gelman, A. (2@15)
“Forecasting Elections with Non- Representative Polls,”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 31, no. 3,
September, 986-891.

Weisherg, H. F. (2865) The Total Survey Error Approach,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Yeager, D. S., Krosnick, J. A., Chang, L- C., Jawvitz, H.
5., Levendusky, M. 5., Simpser, A., and Wang, R. (2811}
“Comparing the fccuracy of ROD Telephone Surveys and
Internet Surveys Conducted with Probability and Non-
Probability Samples,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 75,
no. 4, Winter, 769-747.

Zickuhr, K. and Smith, a. (2012) “Digital Differences,” Pew
Research Center, fApril 13, 2812, available online:



38 The use of aggregate data in the study
of voting behavior: ecological inference,
ecological fallacy and other applications

Agnew, J. A. (1994) “The Mational versus the Contextual:
The Controversy Over Measuring Electoral Change in Italy
Using Goodman Flow- Of-Vote Estimates,” Political
Geography, wol. 13, no. 3, May, 245-254.

Agnew, J. (1996) “Mapping Politics: How Context Counts in
Electoral Geography,” Political Geography, wol. 15, no. 2,
February, 129-146.

Agnew, J. A. (2e62) Place and Politics in Modern Italuy,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Aleman, E., and Kellman, M. (2688) “The Wationalization of
Electoral Change in the Americas,” Electoral Studies, wol.
27, no. 2, June, 193-212.

Alford, R. R. and Lee, E. C. (1968) “Yoting Turnout in
Aamerican Cities,” @merican Political Science Rewiew, wol.
62, no. 3, September, 796-813.

Alker, H. R. (1969) “A Typology of Ecological Fallacies,”
in Dogan, M. and Rokkan, S. (eds.) Quantitative Ecological
fnalusis in the Social Sciences, Cambridge, MA: MIT Press:
69-86.

Ansolabehere, S. and Hersh, E. (2612) “validation: What Big
Data Reveal About Surwvey Misreporting and the Real
Electorate,” Political analysis, wol. 26, no. 4, Autumn,
437-549.

Bartolini, S. and Mair, P. (199a) Identity, Competition and
Electoral Availability: The Stability of European
Electorates 1885-1985, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Belli, R. F., Traugott, M. HW., Young, M. and McGonagle, K.
A. (1999) “Reducing vote Overreporting In Surveus: Social
Desirability, Memory Failure, and Source Monitoring,”

Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 63, no. 1, Spring, 98-165.

Benoit, K., Laver, M. and Giannetti, D. (2864) “14
Multiparty Split- Ticket voting Estimation as an Ecological
Inference Problem,” in King, G., Rosen, 0. and Tanner, M.
f. (eds.) Ecological Inference: Mew Methodological
Strategies, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: 333-356.



Blais, A. (2007) “Turnout in Elections,” in Dalton, R. J.
and Klingemann, H. D. (ed.) The 0xford Handbook of
Political Behavior, MWew York: 0Oxford University Press:
621-635.

Bochsler, R. (2616) “Measuring Party Mationalization: & New
Gini- bhased Indicator that Corrects for the Number of
Unit,” Electoral Studies, wol. 29, no. 1, March, 155-168.

Brunell, T. L. and Grofman, B. {(26@9) “Testing Sincere
Versus Strategic Split- Ticket VYoting at the Aggregate
Level: Evidence from Split House-President Outcomes,
1966-2064,” Electoral Studies, wvol. 28, no. 1, Harch,
62-69.

Campbell, A., Converse, P. E., Miller, W. E. and Stokes, D.
E. (1968) The American ¥oter, Mew York: Willey.

Caramani, D. {1996) “The Mationalisation of Electoral
Politics: A Conceptual Reconstruction and Review of the
Literature,” HWest European Politics, vol. 19, no. 2,
265-224.

Caramani, D. (2684) The MNationalization of Politics: The
Formation of Mational Electorates and Party Sustems in
HWestern Europe, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Claggett, W., Flanigan, W. and Zingale, N. (13984)
“Nationalization of the émerican Electorate,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 78, no. 1, March, 77-91.

Clark, J. and Jones, A. (2613) “The Great Implications of
Spatialisation: Grounds for Closer Engagement Between
Political Geography and Political Science?,” Geoforum, wol.
45, March, 385-314.

Dalton, R. J. (1984) “Cognitive Mobilization and Partisan
Dealignment in Advanced Industrial Democracies,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 46, no. 2, February, 264-284.

Dalton, R. J. and HWattenberg, M. P. (2668) Parties Without
Partisans: Political Change in Advanced Industrial
Democracies, Mew York: Oxford University Press.

Dalton, R. J., McAllister, I. and Wattenherg. M. P. (Z066)
“The Conseguences of Partisan Dealignment,” in Dalton, R.
J. and HWattenberg, M. P. (eds.) Parties Without Partisans:
Political Change in Advanced Industrial Democracies,
Oxford: Oxford University Press: 37-63.



De Sio, L. (2ee8) Elettori In Movimento: Nuowe Tecniche di
Inferenza Ecologica Per Lo Studio Dei Flussi Elettorali,
Firenze: Edizioni Polistampa.

Dejaeghere, Y. and Yanhoutte, B. (2616) “Virtuous Vvillages
and Sinful Cities? A Spatial Analysis into the Effects of
Community Characteristics on Turnout and Blank/Invalid
Yoting in Local Elections in Belgium Zes6-2612," Acta
Politica, wol. 51, no. 1, January, 86-161.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy, Mew York:
Harper Collins.

Duncan, 0. D. and Davis, B. (1953) “An Alternative to
Ecological Correlation,” american Sociological Rewview,
vol. 18, no. 6, December, BG5-666.

ELff, M., Gschwend, T. and Johnston, R. J. (2883)
“Ignoramus, Ignorabimus? On Uncertainty in Ecological
Inference,” Political énalysis, wvol. 16, no. 1, Hinter,
T6-92.

Falter, J. {1991) Hitler Wahler , Munich: C. H. Beck.

Forcina, A., Gnaldi, M. and Bracalente, B. (2612) “A
Revised Brown and Payne Model of Voting Behawviour Applied
to the 26639 Elections in Italy,” Statistical Methods and
fpplications, wol. 21, no. 1, March, 169-119.

Fornos, C. A., Power, T. J. and Garand, J. C. (2884)
“Explaining Voter Turnout in Latin America, 1986 to 2o66,”
Comparative Political Studies, wol. 37, no. 8, October,
969-94a.

Fowler, J. H. (2@06) “Habitual “oting and Behavioral
Turnout,” Journal of Politics, wol. 68, no. 2, May,
335-344.

Franklin, M. M. (2864) VYoter Turnout and the Dynamics of
Electoral Competition in Established Democracies Since
1945, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Franklin, M. and Wlezien, C. {2082) “Reinventing Election
Studies,” Electoral Studies, wol. 21, no. 2, June,
331-338.

Franklin, M., Mackie, T. T. and ¥alen, H. (1992) Electoral
Change: Responses to Evolving Social and Attitudinal
Structures in Western Nations, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.



Franzese, R. J. and Hays, J. C. (2808) “Empirical Models of
Spatial Interdependence,” in Box- Steffensmeier, J. M.,
Brady, H. E. and Collier, D. (eds.) Oxford Handbook of
Political Methodology, New York: Oxford University Press:
576-0a4.

Freedman, 0. A., Klein, 5. P., Sacks, J., Smyth, C. A. and
Everett, C. G. (1991) “Ecological Regression and vYoting
Rights,” Evaluation Review, vol. 15, no. &, December,
B73-711.

Geys, B. (2806) “Explaining voter Turnout: @& Review of
figgregate- Level Research,” Electoral Studies, wol. 25,
no. 4, December, 637-663.

Goodman, L. A. (1953) “Ecological Regressions and Behavior
of Individuals,” @merican Sociological Review, wol. 18,
no. 6, December, 663-664.

Johnston, R. and Pattie, C. (2e0a) “Ecological Inference
and Entropy- Maximizing: An Alternative Estimation
Procedure for Split- Ticket voting,” Political Analuysis,
vol., 8, no. 4, Autumn, 333-345.

Johnston, R. and Pattie, C. (2666) Putting Voters in their
Place: Geography and Elections in Great Britain, New York:
Oxford University Press.

Katz, J. M. and King, G. (1999) “f Statistical Model for
Multiparty Electoral Data,” émerican Political Science
Rewview, wol. 93, no. 1, March, 15-3Z2.

Kasuya, ¥. and Moenius, J. (2068) “The Nationalization of
Party Systems: Conceptual Issues and Alternative District-
Focused Measures,” Electoral Studies, wol. 27, no. 1,
March, 126-135.

kKing, G. (1997) A Solution to the Ecological Inference
Problem, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Lachat, R. (2867) A Heterogeneous Electorate: Political
Sophistication, Predisposition Strength and the woting
Decision Process , Baden- Baden: Momos.

Lago, I. and Montero, J. R. (2@14) “Defining and Measuring
Party System Nationalization,” European Political Science
Rewview, wol. 6, no. 2, May, 191-211.

Landa, J., Copeland, M. and Grofman, B. (1995) “Ethnic



Yoting Patterns: @ Case Study of Metropolitan Toronto,”
Political Geography, wol. 14, no. 5, July, 435-449.

Lazarsfeld, P. F., Berelson, B. and Gaudet, H. (1944) The
People’s Choice: How the Yoter Makes Up His Mind in a
Presidential Campaign, MNew York: Columbia University Press.

Liu, B. and vanderleeuw, J. M. {(26@1) “Racial Transition
and White-voter Support for Black Candidates in Urban
Elections,” Journal of Urban affairs, wvol. 23, no. 4,
Autumn, 389-322.

Mair, P. (2082) “In the Aggregate: Mass Electoral Behaviour
in Hestern Europe, 1956-2666," in Keman, H. {ed.)
Comparative Democratic Politics, London: Sage: 122-14@.

Mair, P. (2808) “Electoral Volatility and the Dutch Party
System: A Comparative Perspective,” Acta Politica, wvol.
43, no. 2, July, 235-253.

Mair, P., Miller, H. and Plasser, F. (2864) Political
Change and Electoral Change, London: Thousand Oaks.

Morgenstern, S. and Potthoff, R. (2005) “The Components of
Elections: District Heterogeneity, District Time Effects,
and volatility,” Electoral Studies, wol. 24, no. 1, March,
17-4a.

Pedersen, M. N. (1979) “The Dynamics of European Partuy
Systems: Changing Patterns of Electoral Yolatility,”
European Journal of Political Research , wol. 7, no. 1,
March, 1-26.

Powell, G. B. (1986) “American Yoter Turnout in Comparative
Perspective,” American Political Science Review, wol. 8@,
no. 1, March, 17-43.

Rentfrow, P. J., Jokela, M. and Lamb, M. E. (2815)
“Regional Personality Differences in Great Britain,” PLOS
ONE, wol. 16, no. 3, edl22245.

Riera, P. and Russo, L. {2616) “Breaking the Cartel: The
Geography of the Electoral Support of New Parties in Italy
and Spain,” Italian Political Science Review, wol. 46, no.
2, July, 219-241.

Robinson, W. S. (1958) “Ecological Correlations and the
Behavior of Individuals,” émerican Sociological Review,
vol. 15, no. 2, April, 351-357.



Russo, L. (2614a) “Estimating Floating Voters: A Comparison
Between the Ecological Inference and the Survey Methods,”
Quality and Quantity, wol. 48, no. 3, May, 1667-1683.

Russo, L. (2614b) “The Mationalization of Electoral Change
in a Geographical Perspective: The Case of Italy
{?e@6-2008)," GeoJournal, vol. 79, no. 1, February, 73-87.

Russo, L. and Beauguitte, L. {(2614) “Aggregation Level
Matters: Evidence from French Electoral Data,” Qualitu and
Quantity, wol. 48, no. 2, March, 923-938.

Russo, L. and Deschouwer, K. {(2615) “Split Offer and
Homogenous Response: The (De)-Nationalization of Electoral
Politics in Belgium,” Unpublished Manuscript, Maastricht
University.

Sciarini, P. and Goldherg, a. C. (2616) “Turnout Bias in
Postelection Surveys: Political Involwvement, Survey
Participation, and Vote Overreporting,” Journal of Survey
Statistics and Methodology, wol. 4, no. 1, March, 118-137.

Selb, P. and Munzert, S. (2813) “Yoter Overrepresentation,
Vote Misreporting, and Turnout Bias in Postelection
Surveys,” Electoral Studies, wol. 32, no. 1, March,
186-196.

Shin, M. E. and Agnew, J. {(2602) “The Geography of Partuy
Replacement in Italy, 1987-1996,” Political Geography,
vol., 21, no. 2, Fehruary, 221-24Z2.

Shin, M. E. and Agnew, J. A. (2683) Berlusconi’s Italu:
Mapping Contemporary Italian Politics, Philadelphia:
Temple University Press.

Taagepera, R. and Grofman, B. (2863) “Mapping the Indices
of Seats-Votes Disproportionality and Inter Election
Yolatility,” Party Politics, wol. 9, no. &6, November,
659-677.

Tam Cho, W. K. and Gaines, B. J. (2604) “The Limits of
Ecological Inference: The Case of Split-Ticket voting,”
American Journal of Political Science, wol. 48, no. 1,
January, 152-171.

Tam Cho, W. K. and Manski, C. F. (2068) “Cross
Level/Ecological Inference,” in Box- Steffensmeier, J. M.,
Brady, H. E. and Collier, D. (eds.) Oxford Handbook of
Political Methodology, New York: Oxford University Press:
547-569.



Tavits, M. (2085) “The Development of Stable Partu Support:
Electoral Dynamics in Post- Communist Europe,” American
Journal of Political Science, wol. 49, no. 2, April,
283-298.

Taylor, P. J. and Flint, C. (2666) Political Geography:
World- System, Wation- State and Locality, Harlow: Prentice
Hall.

voogt, R. J. and Saris, W. E. (2663) “To Participate or Not
to Participate: The Link Between Survey Participation,
Electoral Participation, and Political Interest,” Political
fAnalysis, wol. 11, no. 2, Spring, 164-179.

Helzel, C. and Inglehart, R. {(2687) “Mass Beliefs and
Democratic Institutions,” in Boix, C. and Stokes, 5. C.
(eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Comparative Politics, MNew
York: O0xford University Press: 297-313.

Whiteley, P., Sanders, D., Stewart, M. and Clarke, H.
(2611) “Aggregate Level Forecasting of the 2816 General
Election in Britain: The Seats- Votes Model,” Electoral
Studies, vol. 36, no. 2, June, 278-283.

Hright, G. C. (1977) “Contextual Models of Electoral
Behavior: The Southern Wallace Yote,” American Political
Science Review, wol. 71, no. 2, June, 497-588.



39 Election forecasting

fichholzer, J. and Willmann, J. (2@14) “Forecasting
Austrian Mational Elections: The Grand Coalition Model,”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 38, no. 1,
March, 55-64.

Arnesen, 5. (2012) “Forecasting Morwegian Elections: 0Out of
HWork and Out of 0ffice,” International Journal of
Forecasting, wol. 28, no. 4, December, 789-796.

Bafumi, J., Erikson, R. 5. and Wlezien, C. (2614) “National
Polls, District Information, and House Seats: Forecasting
the 20814 Midterm Election,” PS: Political Science and
Politics, wol. 47, no. 4, October, 775-778.

Bellucci, P. (2e1@) “Election Cycles and Electoral
Forecasting in Italy, 1994-2083,” International Journal of
Forecasting, wol. 26, no. 1, March, 54-67.

Berg, J. E., Penney, C. E. and Rietz, T. A. (2815)
“Partisan Politics and Congressional Election Prospects:
Evidence from the Iowa Electronic Markets,” PS: Political
science and Politics, wol. 48, no. 4, Octoher, 573-578.

Blumenthal, M., Edwards- Levy, A. and Lienesch, R. (2@14)
“What You Meed To Know gbout That ‘Merd Fight’ ,” The
Huffington Post, September 19, 2814, availahle online:
wuw, huffingtonpost. com/2814/89/19/senate-
models_n_5848926.html [accessed March 23, 2618].

Borisyuk, R., Borisyuk, G., Rallings, C. and Thrasher, M.
(2685) “Forecasting the 2865 General Election: @& Meural
Metwork approach,” The British Journal of Politics and
International Relations, wol. 7, no. 2, May, 199-2&89.

Burnap, P., Gibson, R., Sloan, L., Southern, R. and
Williams, M. (2616) “148 Characters to Victoru?: Using
Twitter to Predict the UK 2015 General Election,” Electoral
Studies, wol. 41, March, 238-233.

Campbell, J. E. and Garand, J. C. {Zeea) Before the Vote ,
London: Sage.

Cox, A. and Katz, J. (2014) “Nv¥Times Senate Forecasting
Model,” Mew York Times, available online:

wuw, Nyt imes.comsnewseraphics/2al14d/senate-
modelsmethodology.html [accessed October 24, 2814].

Curtice, J. (2016) “How Leave Won the Battle but Remain May



5till Win the War,” whatukthinks.org, June 36, 2816,
avallable online: http://whatukthinks.org/eushow-
leave-won- the-battle- hut-remain- may-still- win-the-
war/ [accessed June 3@, 261a].

Dassonneville, R. and Hooghe, M. {(2612) “Election
Forecasting Under Opague Conditions: A Model for
Francophone Belgium, 1981-2@é16é,"” International Journal of
Forecasting, wol. 28, no. 4, December, 777-788.

Erikson, R. 5. and Wlezien, C. (2612) “Markets vs. Polls as
Election Predictors: an Historical Assessment,” Electoral
Studies, wvol. 31, no. 3, September, 532-539.

Fisher, 5. D. (2815) “Predictable and Unpredictable Changes
in Party Support: A Method for Long- Range Daily Election
Forecasting from Opinion Polls,” Journal of Elections,
Public Opinion and Parties, vol. 25, no. 2, April,

137-158.

Fisher, 5. D. (2816) “Piecing it All Together and
Forecasting Who Governs: The 20815 British General
Election,” Electoral Studies, wvol. 41, March, 234-238.

Fisher, S. D. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. {2816) “Forecasting
the 2615 British General Election: The 1992 Debacle All
Over fggain?,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 225-229.

Fisher, S. D. and Renwick, a. (2816) “Final Forecast from
the Historical Referendums and Polls Based Method,”
ElectionsEtc.com, June 23, 2@l6, available online:
https://electionsetc.com/2816/06/23/ final- forecast-from-
the-historical- referendums-and- polls-hased- methods
[accessed June 3@, 2016].

Fisher, S. D. and Shorrocks, R. (2816) “Final Combined EU
Referendum Forecast,” ElectionsEtc.com, June 23, 2616,
avallable online:
https://electionsetc.com/2816/06/23/final- combined-eu-
referendumforecasts [accessed June 36, 2616].

Ford, R., Jennings, W., Pickup, M. and Wlezien, C. (2@a16)
“From Polls to Yotes to Seats: Forecasting the 2815
British General Election,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41,
March, 244-249,

Ford, R., Wlezien, C., Pickup, M. and Jennings, H. (2a17)
“Polls and Yotes,” in Arzheimer, K., Evans, J. and Lewis-
Beck, M. 5. (eds.) The SAGE Handhook of Electoral
Behaviour, London: Sage: 787-812.



Graefe, A. (2014) “Accuracy of Vote Expectation Surveus in
Forecasting Elections,” Public Opinion Quarterly, wol. 78,
no. 51, June, 284-232.

Graefe, A. (2015a) “Accuracy Gains of Adding Yote
Expectation Surveys to a Combined Forecast of US
Presidential Election Outcomes,” Research and Politics,
vol., 2, no. 1, March, 1-5.

Graefe, A. (2015h) “German Election Forecasting: Comparing
and Combining Methods for 2613,” German Politics, wvol. 24,
no. 2, April, 195-264.

Graefe, A. (2017) “Political Markets,” in érzheimer, K.,
Evans, J. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (eds.) The SAGE Handhook
of Electoral Behaviour, London: Sage: 861-882.

Graefe, A., Klchenhoff, H., Stierle, V. and Riedl, B.
(2015) “Limitations of Ensemble Bauesian Model Averaging
for Forecasting Social Science Problems,” International
Journal of Forecasting, wvol. 31, no. 3, September,
943-951.

Hanrettu, C. and Jennings, W. (2815) “Expert Predictions of
the 2615 General Election,” London: Political Studies
Association. Available online:

wu. psa.ac.ukssites/default/files/PSARZEGEXEG
Election®zoPredict ions¥2eReport.pdf [accessed April 36,
2a15] .

Hanretty, C., Lauderdale, B. and Yiwyan, N. (2816)
“Combining Mational and Constituency Polling for
Forecasting,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 239-243.

Hix, 5. and Marsh, M. (2811) “Second- Order Effects Plus
Pan- European Political Swings: An Analysis of European
Parliament Elections Across Time,” Electoral Studies, wol.
38, no. 1, March, 4-15.

Hix, 5., Marsh, M. and Cunningham, K. (2614) “PollHatchzeld
Methodology,” electioféld.eu, available online:

wuw, electiozald. euspollsandscenariosspollsabout [accessed
May 15, 2614].

Huberty, M. (2815) “Can We Yote with Our Tweet? On the
Perennial Difficulty of Election Forecasting with Social
Media,” International Journal of Forecasting, wvol. 31, no.
3, September, 992-1667.



Jackman, S. (2814) “The Predictive Power of Uniform Swing,”
PS: Political Science and Politics, wol. 47, no. 2, April,
317-321.

Jennings, W. and Fisher, 5. D. {2616) “Expert Predictions
of the 2616 EU Referendum,” London: Political Studies
Association, availahle online:

wu, psa.ac.ukssites/default/files/PSAREGELZG16%26
Report.pdf [accessed June 2, 261a].

Jennings, W. and Wlezien, C. {2616) “The Timeline of
Elections: A Comparative Perspective,” american Journal of
Political Science, wol. 68, no. 1, January, 219-233.

Jerdme, B. and Jerdme-Speziari, ¥. (2612) “Forecasting the
2612 1S Presidential Election: Lessons from a State-
by-State Political Economy Model,” PS: Political Science
and Politics, wol. 45, no. 4, October, 663-668.

Kellner, P. (2814) “The Fundamentals Favour Cameron,”
YouGowv, available online: https:/syougov.co.
uksnewssz2614/84/14/fundamentals- favour-cameron/ [accessed
March 2z, 2816].

Lauderdale, B. E. and Linzer, D. (2815} “Under- Performing,
Over- Performing, or Just Performing? The Limitations of
Fundamentals- Based Presidential Election Forecasting,”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 31, no. 3,
September, 965-979.

Lebo, M. J. and Norpoth, H. (2@16) “Victory Without Power:
The Pm- Pendulum Forecast,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41,
March, 255-259.

Lewis- Beck, M. S. and Bélanger, E. (2812) “Election
Forecasting in MNeglected Democracies: én Introduction,”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 28, no. 4,
Te7-768.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Dassonneville, R. (2815)
“Forecasting Elections in Europe: Sunthetic Models,”
Research and Politics, wol. 2, no. 1, March, 1-11.

Lewis- Beck, M. 5. and Stegmaier, M. (2614) “US
Presidential Election Forecasting,” PS: Political Science
and Politics, wol. 47, no. 2, april, 284-288.

Lewis- Beck, M. S., MNadeau, R. and BElanger, E. (2816) “The
British General Election: Sunthetic Forecasts,” Electoral
Studies, wol. 41, March, 264-268.



Linzer, D. a. (2613) “Dunamic Bauesian Forecasting of
Presidential Elections in the States,” Journal of the
American Statistical Association, wol. 168, no. 581, March,
124-134.

Linzer, D. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (2815) “Forecasting US
Presidential Elections: Wew @pproaches {(an Introduction),”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 31, no. 3,
April, 895-897.

Magalhdes, P. C., Agular- Conraria, L. and Lewis- Beck, M.
5. (2012) “Forecasting Spanish Elections,” International
Journal of Forecasting, wol. 28, no. 4, December, 769-776.

Mellon, J. and Fieldhouse, E. (2@16) “The British Election
Study 2815 General Election Constituency Forecast,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 256-254.

Montgomery, J. M., Hollenbach, F. M. and Ward, M. D. (2615)
“Calibrating Ensemble Forecasting Models with Sparse Data
in the Social Sciences,” International Journal of
Forecasting, wol. 31, no. 3, September, 936-942.

Mortimore, R. (2614) “Sweet FA,” ipsos- mori.com, 1-3.
Available online: www.ipsos.comsipsos- moris en- uk/sweet-
fa?language_content_entity=en- uk [accessed March 24,
2e18] .

Murr, A. E. (2815a) “The Party Leadership Model: &n Early
Forecast of the 2615 British General Election,” Research
and Politics , wol. 2, no. 2, June, 1-9.

Murr, A. E. (2815h) “The Wisdom of Crowds: éppluing
Condorcet’s Jury Theorem to Forecasting US Presidential
Elections,” International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 31,
no. 3, September, 916-929.

Murr, a. E. (2816) “The Wisdom of Crowds: What do Citizens
Forecast for the 2615 British General Election?,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 283-288.

Murr, a. E. (2617) “Wisdom of Crowds,” in Arzheimer, K.,
Evans, J. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. (eds.) The SAGE Handhook
of Electoral Behaviour, London: Sage: 835-864@.

Morpoth, H. (2814} “The Electoral Cucle,” PS: Political
Science and Politics, wol. 47, no. 2, April, 332-335.

Morpoth, H. and Bednarczuk, M. (2612) “History and Primary:



The Obama Reelection,” PS: Political Science and Politics,
wol., 45, no. 4, Octoher, 614-617.

Morpoth, H. and Gschwend, T. {(2616) “The Chancellor Model:
Forecasting German Elections,” International Journal of
Forecasting, wol. 26, no. 1, March, 42-53.

Prosser, C. (26816) “Do Local Elections Predict the Outcome
of the Next General Election? Forecasting British General
Elections from Local Election National Yote Share
Estimates,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 274-273.

Rallings, C., Thrasher, M. and Borisyuk, G. (2Z&16)
“Forecasting the 2615 General Election Using Aggregate
Local Election Data,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March,
279-282.

Rothschild, D. (2615) “Combining Forecasts for Elections:
fccurate, Relevant, and Timely,” International Journal of
Forecasting, wol. 31, no. 3, September, 952-964.

Silver, N. (2812) “Models, Models, Everuwhere,”
FiveThirtuEight, available online: http://fivethirtueight.
com/features/models- models-everywheres [accessed March 1,
26158] .

Silver, N. (2014) “How The FiveThirtyEight Senate Forecast
Model Works,” FiveThirtyEight, available online:
http://fivethirtyeight . com/features/how-
the-fivethirtyeight- senate-forecast- model-works/s
[accessed March 24, 2816].

Sturgis, P., Baker, M., Callegaro, M., Fisher, 5. D.,
Green, J., Jennings, HW., Kuha, J., Lauderdale, B. E. and
Smith, P. G. (2616) Report of the Inguiry into the 2615
British General Election Opinion Polls, London: Market
Research Society and British Polling Council.

Tetlock, P. and Gardner, D. (2615) Superforecasting, New
York: Random House.

Turgeon, M. and Rennd, L. (2612} “Forecasting Brazilian
Presidential Elections: Solving the N Problem,”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 28, no. 4,
December, 8@4-51Z2.

Wall, M., Sudulich, M. L. and Cunningham, K. {2612) “Hhat
are the 0dds? Using Constituency- Level Betting Markets to
Forecast Seat Shares in the 2616 UK General Elections,”
Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties , wol.



22, no. 1, February, 3-26.

Hang, S. 5. H. (2615) “Origins of Presidential Poll
figgregation: A Perspective from 2684 to 2812,”
International Journal of Forecasting, wol. 31, no. 3,
September, §95-969.

Whiteley, P., Clarke, H. D., Sanders, 0. and Stewart, M. C.
(2016) “Forecasting the 2015 British General Election: The
Seats- Votes Model,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, Harch,
269-273.



46 Field experiments in political hehavior

Almond, G. A. and Verha, 5. (1963) The Civic Culture:
Political Attitudes and Democracy in Five Nations,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Ansolabehere, 5. and Iyengar, 5. (1997) Going Negative: How
Political Advertising Divides and Shrinks the American
Electorate, New York: Free Press.

Arceneaux, K. (2ee5) “Using Cluster Randomized Field
Experiments to Study Yoting Behavior,” The AMMALS of the
American Academy of Political and Social Science, wvol. 681,
no. 1, September, 169-179.

Arceneaux, K. (2e87) “I'm Asking for Your Support: The
Effects of Personally Delivered Campaign Messages on Voting
Decisions and Opinion Formation,” Quarterly Journal of
Political Science, wol. 2, no. 1, March, 43-85.

Arceneaux, K. and Johnson, M. (2813) Changing Minds Or
Changing Channels?: Partisan News in an Age of Choice,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Bedolla, L. G. and Michelson, M. R. (2612) HMobilizing
Inclusion: Transforming the Electorate Through Get-
Out-The- Yote Campaigns, Mew Haven: Yale University Press.

Bergan, D. E. (2889) “Does Grassroots Lobbying Work? A
Field Experiment Measuring the Effects of an E- Mail
Lobbying Campaign on Legislative Behavior,” American
Politics Research, wol. 37, no. 2, March, 327-352.

Berinsky, A. J., Huber, G. A., and Lenz, G. 5. (2812)
“Evaluating Online Labor Markets for Experimental
Research: amazon.com’s Mechanical Turk,” Political
Analysis, wol. 26, no. 3, Summer, 351-365.

Besley, T. J. (2e66) Principled Agents? The Political
Economy of Good Government, Oxford: Ox<ford University
Press.

Bhatti, ¥., Dahlgaard, J. 0., Hansen, J. H., and Hansen, K.
(2814) “How Voter Mobilization Spread in Households and
Families: The Use of Short Text Messages on Cell Phones to
Boost Turnout,” Paper presented at the 2614 Annual Meeting
of the American Political Science Association, Washington,
DC, August 28-31.

Bhatti, ¥., Dahlgaard, J. 0., Hansen, J. H., and Hansen, K.



M. (2816) “Is Door- to-Door Canvassing Effective in
Europe? Evidence from a Meta- study Across Six European
Countries,” British Journal of Political Science , First
View, 1-12.

Bidwell, K., Casey, K., and Glennerster, R. (2615) Debates:
VWoter and Politician Response to Political Communication in
Sierra Leone, Stanford: Stanford University Graduate School
of Business. Available online: www.barcelona- ipeg.eusuwp-
content/uploads/2615/69/Debates_24August 2615, pdf .

Braconnier, C., Dormagen, J. ¥., and Fons, Y. (2817) “voter
Registration Costs and Disenfranchisement: Experimental
Evidence from France,” @merican Political Science Review,
First wiew, 1-21.

Broockman, D. E. (2614) “Distorted Communication, Unegual
Representation: Constituents Communicate Less to
Representatives Mot of Their Race,” American Journal of
Political Science, wol. 58, no. 2, April, 387-321.

Broockman, D. E. and Butler, D. M. {2615) “Do Better
Committee Assignments Meaningfully Benefit Legislators?
Evidence from a Randomized Experiment in the Arkansas State
Legislature,” Journal of Experimental Political Science,
vol., 2, no. 2, January, 152-183.

Broockman, D. E. and Green, D. P. (2614) “Do Online
Advertisements Increase Political Candidates’ Name
Recognition or Favorability? Evidence from Randomized Field
Experiments,” Political Behavior, wol. 36, no. 2, June,
263-289.

Butler, D. M. (2614) Representing the Advantaged: How
Politicians Reinforce Ineguality, Mew York: Cambridge
University Press.

Butler, D. M. and Broockman, D. E. (2811} “Do Politicians
Racially Discriminate Against Constituents? A Field
Experiment on State Legislators,” american Journal of
Political Science, wol. 55, no. 3, July, 463-477.

Butler, D. M. and Mickerson, D. W. {2611) “Can Learning
Constituency Opinion Affect How Legislators Wote? Results
From a Field Experiment,” Quarterly Journal of Political
Science, wvol. 6, no. 1, 55-83.

Cantoni, E., and Pons, ¥. (2616) Do Interactions with
Candidates Increase Voter Support and Participation?
Experimental Evidence from Italy, Cambridge, MA: Harvard



Business School. Available online: www.hbs.

Chong, A., Ana, L., Karlan, D., and Wantchekon, L. (2&15)
“Does Corruption Information Inspire the Fight or Quash
the Hope? A Field Experiment in Mexico on Voter Turnout,
Choice, and Party Identification,” Journal of Politics,
vol., 77, no. 1, January, 55-71.

Cubbison, W. {2815) “The Marginal Effects of Direct Mail on
Yote Choice,” Paper presented at the 2615 énnual Heeting

of the Midwest Political Science Association, Chicago,
fApril 16-19.

Dale, A. and Strauss, A. (2869) “Don’t Forget to Yote: Text
Message Reminders as a Mobilization Tool,” American

Journal of Political Science, wol. 53, no. 4, October,
787-0a4.

Dewan, T., Humphreys, M., and Rubenson, D. (2614) “The
Elements of Political Persuasion: Content, Charisma and
Cue,” Economic Journal, wol. 124, no. 574, Fehruary,
257-292.

Distelhorst, G. and Hou, ¥. (2814) “Ingroup Bias in
0fficial Behavior: @ Mational Field Experiment in China,”
Quarterly Journal of Political Science, wol. 9, no. 2,
June, 263-236.

Doherty, D. and Adler, E. S. (2814) “The Persuasive Effects
of Partisan Campaign Mailers,” Political Research
Quarterly, wol. 67, no. 3, September, 562-573.

Downs, A. (1957) “An Economic Theory of Political Action in
a Democracy,” The Journal of Political Economy, wol. 65,
no. 2, April, 135-154.

Druckman, J. M., Green, D. P., Kuklinski, J. H., and Lupia,
A. (2611) Cambridge Handbook of Experimental Political
Science, Mew York: Cambridge University Press.

Eldersveld, 5. (1956) “Experimental Propaganda Technigues
and Yoting Behavior,” @merican Political Science Rewview,
vol., 58, no. 1, March, 154-166.

Farrar, C., Fishkin, J. S., Green, D. P., List, C., Luskin,
R. C., and Levy Paluck, E. {2016) “Disageregating
Deliberation’s Effects: @n Experiment Within a Deliberative
Poll,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 46, no.
2, April, 333-347.



Ferraz, C. and Finan, F. (2888) “Exposing Corrupt
Politicians: The Effects of Brazil's Publicly Released
Audits on Electoral Outcomes,” The Quarterly Journal of
Economics, wol. 123, no. 2, May, 783-745.

Figueiredo, M. F. P. D., Hidalgo, F. D., and Kasahara, Y.
{2016) “When Do Voters Punish Corrupt Politicians?
Experimental Evidence from Brazil,” Unpublished Manuscript,
University of Connecticut.

Foos, F. and de Rooij, E. (2613) “The Asummetrical
Mobilization Effects of Partisan GOTY Campaigns: Evidence
from & Randomised Field Experiment in the UK,” Horking
Paper, University of Zurich.

Fowler, J. H., Heaney, M. T., Nickerson, D. HW., Padgett, J.
F., and Sinclair, B. (2811) “Causality in Political
Metworks,” American Politics Research, wol. 39, no. 2,
March, 437-486.

Gerber, A. 5. and Green, D. P. {26@0) “The Effects of
Canwvassing, Telephone Calls, and Direct Mail on woter
Turnout: A Field Experiment,” @merican FPolitical Science
Review, wol. 94, no. 3, September, 653-663.

Gerber, A. 5. and Green, D. P. (2812) Field Experiments:
Design, Analysis, and Interpretation, New York: H. H.
MNorton.

Gerber, A. S., Gimpel, J. G., Green, D. P., and Shaw, D. R.
{2611) “How Large and Long- Lasting are the Persuasive
Effects of Televised Campaign Ads? Results from a
Randomized Field Experiment,” @merican FPolitical Science
Rewview, wol. 185, no. 1, February, 135-158.

Gerber, A. S., Green, D. P., and Larimer, C. W. (2888)
“Social Pressure and Voter Turnout: Evidence from a Large-
Scale Field Experiment,” American Political Science Review,
wol., 182, no. 1, Fehruary, 33-48.

Gerber, @. 5., Green, D. P., and Larimer, C. W. (2818) “An
Experiment Testing the Relative Effectiveness of
Encouraging Voter Participation by Inducing Feelings of
Pride or Shame,” Political Behavior, wol. 32, no. 3,
September, 469-422.

Ging, ¥. and Mansuri, G. (2811) “Together We Will:
Experimental Evidence on Female VYoting Behawior in
Pakistan,” Horking Paper, Development Research Group, The
Horld Bank.



Gosnell, H. F. (1927) Getting Out the Vote: An Experiment
in the Stimulation of Yoting, Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Green, D. P. and Gerber, a. 5. {(2082a) “The Downstream
Benefits of Experimentation,” Political énalysis, wvol. 18,
no. 4, Autumn, 394-462.

Green, D. P. and Gerber, A. 5. {(26@2b) “Reclaiming the
Experimental Tradition in Political Science,” in Milner,
H. and Katznelson, I. (eds.) Political Science: The State
of the Discipline, 3rd Edition, Mew York: W. W. Norton &
Co: B8a5-832.

Green, D. P., and Gerher, A. 5. (2615) Get 0Out the Vote,
Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press.

Green, D. P., Krasno, J. 5., Panagopoulos, C., Farrer, B.,
and Schwam- Baird, M. (2615) “Encouraging Small Donor
Contributions: A Field Experiment Testing the Effects of
Monpartisan Messages,” Journal of Experimental Political
Science, vol. 2, no. 2, January, 183-191.

Gross, A. E., Schmidt, M. J., Keating, J. P., and Saks, M.
J. (1974) “Persuasion, Surveillance, and Voting Behavior,”
Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, wol. 18, no. 5,
September, 451-466,

Guan, M. and Green, D. P. {(2006) “Noncoercive Mobilization
in State- Controlled Elections: An Experimental Study in
Beijing,” Comparative Political Studies , wol. 39, no. 18,
December, 5-8.

Huckfeldt, R. R. and Sprague, J. (1995) Citizens, Politics
and Social Communication: Information and Influence in an
Election Campaign, New York: Cambridge University Press.

Humphreys, M. and Heinstein, J. {2812) “Policing
Politicians: Citizen Empowerment and Political
ficcountability in Uganda, Preliminary Analysis,”
Unpublished Manuscript, Columbia University.

Issenberg, 5. (2612) The ¥ictory Lab: The Secret Science of
HWinning Campaigns, Mew York: Crouwn.

Iyengar, 5., Peters, M. D., and Kinder, D. R. (1982)
“Experimental Demonstrations of the “Not- SoMinimal”
Conseguences of Television Mews Programs,” American
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 76, no. 4, December,



g45-858.

John, P. and Brannan, T. (2868) “How Different are
Telephoning and Canvassing? Results from a ‘Get Out the
Yote' Field Experiment in the British 2665 General
Election,” British Journal of Political Science, wol. 38,
no. 3, July, S565-574.

John, P. and Foos, F. (2814) “How to Get Out the Vote of
Your Supporters While Putting 0ff Your Opponents: A
Partisan Mobilisation Experiment in the 2614 European
Elections,” Unpublished Manuscript, University College
London.

kalla, J. L. and Broockman, D. E. (2615) “Campaign
Contributions Facilitate Access to Congressional

Officials: A Randomized Field Experiment,” American Journal
of Political Science, wol. 68, no. 3, July, 545-558.

Karpowitz, C. F., Mendelberg, T., and Shaker, L. (2812}
“Gender Inequality in Deliberative Participation,” émerican
Political Science Rewiew, wol. 186, no. 3, August, 533-547.

Keefer, P. and kKhemani, 5. (2065) “Democracy, Public
Expenditures, and the Poor: Understanding Political
Incentives for Providing Public Services,” The World Bank
Research Obserwver, wol. 28, no. 1, Spring, 1-27.

Kellermann, M. and Shepsle, K. A. (2089) “Congressional
Careers, Committee Assignments, and Seniority
Randomization in the US House of Representatives,”
Quarterly Journal of Political Science, wol. 4, no. 2,
July, 87-161.

kKendall, C., Nannicini, T., and Trebhi, F. (2615) “How Do
VWoters Respond to Information? Evidence from a Randomized
Campaign,” American Economic Review, wol. 165, no. 1,
January, 322-353.

Kuklinski, J. H., Cobb, M. D., and Gilens, M. (1997)
“Racial Attitudes and the ‘New South’ ,” Journal of
Politics, wol. 59, no. 2, May, 323-349.

Loewen, P. J. and Rubenson, D. (2616) “Democratic
Competition Increases Yoter Participation,” Unpublished
Manuscript, University of Toronto.

Loewen, P. J., Koop, R., Settle, J., and Fowler, J. H.
{2614) “A Matural Experiment in Proposal Power and
Electoral Success,” American Journal of Political Science,



wol., 58, no. 1, January, 189-196.

Malhotra, M., Michelson, M. R., and Valenzuela, A. A.
(2012) “Emails from 0fficial Sources Can Increase
Turnout,” Quarterly Journal of Political Science, wol. 7,
no. 3, June, 321-332.

Mann, C. B. (2@1@) “Is There Backlash to Social Pressure? A
Large- Scale Field Experiment on Yoter Mobilization,”
Political Behavior, wol. 32, no. 3, September, 387-4a7.

Mann, C. B. (2811) “Looking Beuond Election Dau: VYoter
Mohilization Experiments and Pre- Election Day Yoting,”
Newsletter of the APSA Experimental Section, wol. 2, no. 2,
Autumn, 3-4.

Mann, C. B. and Mayhew, G. {2815) “Voter Mobilization Meets
eGovernment: Turnout and Yoting by Mail From Online or
Paper Ballot Reguest,” Journal of Political Marketing, wol.
14, no. 4, October, 352-388.

McClendon, G. H. (2614) “Social Esteem and Participation in
Contentious Politics: A Field Experiment at an LGBT Pride
Rally,” émerican Journal of Political Science, wol. 58, no.
2, April, 279-294.

Michelson, M. R., Bedolla, L. G., and McConnell, M. A.
(2069) “Heeding the Call: The Effect of Targeted Two-
Round Phone Banks on Voter Turnout,” Journal of Politics,
vol., 71, no. 4, Octoher, 1549-1563.

Miller, J. M. and Krosnick, J. &. (2004) “Threat as a
Motivator of Political Activism: @ Field Experiment,”
Political Psychology, wol. 25, no. 4, August, 587-523.

Minozzi, W., Meblo, M. A., Esterling, K. M., and Lazer, D.
M. (2815) “Field Experiment Evidence of Substantive,
Attributional, and Behawvioral Persuasion by Members of
Congress in Online Town Halls,” Proceedings of the
MNational Academy of Sciences, wol. 112, no. 13, March,
3937-3942.

Murray, G. R. and Matland, R. E. (2614} “Mobilization
Effects Using Mail Social Pressure, Descriptive Norms, and
Timing,” Political Research Quarterly, vol. 67, no. 2,
June, 384-319.

Mutz, D. C. (2611) Population- Based Survey Experiments,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.



Mutz, D. C. (2615) In- Your-Face Politics: The
Conseguences of Uncivil Media, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Mickerson, D. W. (2087) “Don’t Talk to Strangers:
Experimental Evidence of the Need for Targeting,” Horking
Paper, Temple University.

Mickerson, D. W. (2615) “Do Voter Registration Drives
Increase Participation? For Whom and When?” Journal of
Politics, wol. 77, no. 1, January, 88-161.

Nickerson, D. W., Friedrichs, R. D., and King, D. C. (2886)
“Partisan Mobilization Campaigns in the Field: Results

from a Statewide Turnout Experiment in Michigan,” Political
Research Quarterly, wol. 59, no. 1, March, 85-97.

Myhan, B. and Reifler, J. (2815) “The Effect of Fact-
Checking on Elites: A Field Experiment on US State
Legislators,” American Journal of Political Science, wol.
59, no. 3, July, 625-648.

Muyman, P. (2617) “Door- to-Door Canvassing in the European
Elections: Evidence from a Swedish Field Experiment,”
Electoral Studies, wol. 45, February, 116-118.

0lson, M. (1965) The Logic of Collective Action, Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press.

Paluck, E. L. (2869) “Reducing Intergroup Prejudice and
Conflict Using the Media: & Field Experiment in Rwanda,”
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, wol. 96, no.
3, March, 574-587.

Paluck, E. L. and Green, D. P. {20689) “Prejudice Reduction:
Hhat HWorks? A Review and Assessment of Research and
Practice,” Annual Review of Psychology, wol. 68, January,
339-367.

Panagopoulos, C. {(261@) “affect, Social Pressure and
Prosocial Motivation: Field Experimental Ewvidence of the
Mobilizing Effects of Pride, Shame and Publicizing woting
Behavior,” Political Behavior, wol. 32, no. 3, September,
369-386.

Panagopoulos, C. (2013) “Extrinsic Rewards, Intrinsic
Motivation and Yoting,” Journal of Politics, wol. 75, no.

1, January, Z66-28@.

Pande, R. (2611) “Can Informed Yoters Enforce Better



Governance? Experiments in Low- Income Democracies,” énnual
Review of Economics, wol. 3, September, 215-237.

Perez- Truglia, R. and Cruces, G. (2617) “Partisan
Interactions: Evidence from a Field Experiment in the
United States,” Journal of Political Economy, 125 (4),
doi.orgsl16.1886/692711.

Piven, F. F. and Cloward, R. A. (1989) “Government
Statistics and Conflicting Explanations of Monvoting,” PS:
Political Science and Politics, wvol. 22, no. 3, September,
586-588.

Pons, V. (2816) “Will a Five- Minute Discussion Change Your
Mind? & Countrywide Experiment on VYoter Choice in France,”
Cambridge, MA: Harvard Business School. Available online:
www. hbs . edus

Powell, G. B. (1986) “American Yoter Turnout in Comparative
Perspective,” American Political Science Review, wol. 8@,
no. 1, March, 17-43.

Ramiro, L., Morales, L., and Jiménez-Buedo, M. (2612) “The
Effects of Party Mohilization on Electoral Results: An
Experimental Study of the 2611 Spanish Local Elections,”
Unpublished Manuscript, University of Leicester.

Riker, W. H. and Ordeshook, P. C. {1968) “A Theory of the
Calculus of voting,” american Political Science Review,
vol., 62, no. 1, March, 25-42.

Rogers, T. and Middleton, J. {2615) “Are Ballot Initiative
Outcomes Influenced by the Campaigns of Independent
Groups? A Precinct- Randomized Field Experiment Showing
That They are,” Political Behavior, wol. 37, no. 3,
September, S67-593.

Rogers, T., Green, D., Ternovski, J., and Ferrerosa- Young,
C. {(2817) “Social Pressure and Yoting: @ Field Experiment
Conducted in a High- Salience Election,” Electoral Studies
46:87-186,

Rondeau, D. and List, J. A. (2088) “Matching and Challenge
Gifts to Charity: Evidence from Laboratory and Natural
Field Experiments,” Experimental Economics, wol. 11, no. 3,
September, 253-267.

Rosenstone, 5. and Hansen, J. M. (1993) Mobilization,
Participation and Democracy in America, New York:
Macmillan.



Schuman, H. and Presser, 5. (1981) Questions and Answers in
Attitude Surveys: Experiments on Question Faorm, Hording,
and Context, Mew York: Academic Press.

Schwam- Baird, M., Panagopoulos, C., Krasno, J. 5., and
Green, D. P. {2616) “Do Public Matching Funds and Tax
Credits Encourage Political Contributions? Evidence from
Three Field Experiments Using Monpartisan Messages,”
HWorking Paper, Columbia University.

Sears, D. 0. (1986) “College Sophomores in the Laboratory:
Influences of a Marrow Data Base on Social Psychology’s
Yiew of Human Mature,” Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, wol. 51, no. 3, September, 515-538.

Shaw, D. R., Green, D. P., Gimpel, J. G., and Gerber, A. 5.
(2012) “Do Robotic Calls from Credible Sources Influence
Yoter Turnout or Yote Choice? Ewvidence from a Randomized
Field Experiment,” Journal of Political Marketing, wol.

11, no. 4, November, 231-245.

Sinclair, B., McConnell, M., and Michelson, M. R. (2813}
“Local Canvassing: The Efficacy of Grassroots Voter
Mohilization,” Political Communication, wol. 3¢, no. 1,
January, 42-57.

Stafford, D. K. and Hughes, D. A. (2012) “Mobilization,
Participation, and Social Influence,” Unpublished
Manuscript, University of California, San Diego.

Sullivan, J. L., Piereson, J. E., and Marcus, G. E. (1978)
“Ideological Constraint in the Mass Public: @
Methodological Critigue and Some Wew Findings,” @merican
Journal of Political Science, vol. 22, no. 2, Mau,
233-249.

Titiunik, R. {2e16) “Drawing Your Senator from a Jar: Term
Length and Legislative Behavior,” Political Science
Research and Methods, wol. 4, no. 2, May, 293-316.

Hantchekon, L. {26@3) “Clientelism and Yoting Behavior:
Evidence from a Field Experiment in Benin,” HWorld
Politics, wol. 55, no. 3, April, 399-422.

Wolfinger, R. E. and Rosenstone, 5. J. (1988) Who Yotes?
Mew Haven: Yale University Press.



41 Making inferences about elections and
public opinion using incidentally
collected data

Aanderegg, W. R. L. and Goldsmith, G. R. (2814) “Public
Interest in Climate Change over the Past Decade and the
Effects of the ‘Climategate’ Media Event,” Environmental
Research Letters, wol. 9, no. 5§, May, 1-8.

Barberd, P. (2614) “Birds of the Same Feather Tuweet
Together: Bauesian Ideal Point Estimation Using Twitter
Data,” Political analysis, wol. 23, no. 1, January, 76-91.

Barberd, P. and Rivero, G. (2614) “Understanding the
Political Representativeness of Twitter Users,” Social
Science Computer Review, wol. 33, no. 6, December, 712-729.

Bode, L. and Epstein, B. (2815) “Campalgn Klout: Measuring
Online Influence During the 2612 Election,” Journal of
Information Technology and Politics, wol. 12, no. 2, April,
133-148.

Bollen, J. and Pepe, f. (2811) “Modeling Public Mood and
Emotion: Twitter Sentiment and Socio- Economic Phenomena,”™
Paper presented at the 2611 Conference on Weblogs and
Social Media, Barcelona, July 17-21.

Bond, R. M., Fariss, C. J., Jones, J. J., Kramer, A. D. I.,
Marlow, C., Settle, J. E., and Fowler, J. H. {2812} “A
f1-Million- Person Experiment in Social Influence and
Political Mobilization,” Mature, wol. 489, no. 7415,
September, 295-298.

Bouadjian, J. and Meihouser, M. (2814} “Why and How to
Create a Panel of Twitter Users,” in Skoric, M. M.,
Parycek, P., and Sachs, M. (eds.) CeDEM Asia 2814:
Conference for E- Democracy an Open Gowvernment , Krems:
Donau- Universitat Krems, 247-252.

Bruner, J. (26813) “Tweets Loud and Quiet,” 0°'Reilly Radar,
December 18, 2813, availlable online: wuww.
oreilly.comsideasstweets- loud-and- guiet [accessed
February 17, 2817].

Bruns, A. and Highfield, T. (2613) “Political Wetworks on
Twitter: Tweeting the Queensland State Election,”
Information, Communication and Society, wol. 16, no. 5§,
June, 667-691.

Burnap, P., Gibson, R., Sloan, L., Southern, R., and



Williams, M. {2@¢16) “14@ Characters to Victory?: Using
Twitter to Predict the UK 2615 General Election,” Electoral
Studies, wol. 41, March, 238-233.

Caldarelli, G., Chessa, A., Pammolli, F., Pompa, G.,
Puliga, M., Riccaboni, M., and Riotta, G. (2614) “A Multi-
Level Geographical Study of Italian Political Elections
from Twitter Data,” PLoOS OWE, wol. 9, no. 5, May, e95369.

Choy, M., Cheong, M., Laik, M. N., and Shung, K. P. (2812)
“Us Presidential Election 2812 Prediction Using Census
Corrected Twitter Model,” @rXiv.org: @pplications;
Computers and Society, November.

Christensen, C. (2813) “Wave- Riding and Hashtag- Jumping:
Twitter, Minority ‘Third Parties,’ and the 2612 US
Election,” Information, Communication and Society, wol. 16,
no. 5, June, 646-666.

Digrazia, J., Mckelvey, K., Bollen, J., and Rojas, F.
(2013) “More Tweets, More VYotes: Social Media as a
Quantitative Indicator of Political Behavior,” PLOS One,
wol., 8, no. 11, November, e79449,

Ellis, C., Swearingen, C., and Ripberger, J. T. (2811)
“Examining the Impact of Public Attention on Fundraising
in U.5. Senate Elections,” Paper presented to the 2611
Annual Meeting of the American Political Science
Association, Seattle, September 1-4.

Enli, G. S. and Skogerb@, E. (2813) “Personalized Campaigns
in Party- Centered Politics,” Information, Communication
and Society, wol. 16, no. 5, June, 757-774.

Fisher, S. D. and Lewis- Beck, M. 5. {2815) “Forecasting
the 2615 British General Election: The 1992 Debacle All
Over fggain?,” Electoral Studies, wol. 41, March, 225-229.

Gayo- Avello, D. (2612) “ ‘I Wanted to Predict Elections
with Twitter and All I Got Was This Lousy Paper’ - @
Balanced Survey on Election Prediction Using Twitter Data,
Ardiv.org: Computers and Society; Computation and
Language; Physics and Society , April, 13.

bl

Gayo- Avello, D., Metaxas, P. T., and Mustafaraj, E. (2611)
“Limits of Electoral Predictions Using Twitter,”
Association for the Advancement of Artificial Intelligence,
498-493, avallable online: http://citeseerx.ist.psu.
edusviewdoc/download?doi=16.1.1.221.5177&ep=repl&tuype=pdf
[accessed Movember 1, 2816]. In Proceedings of the



International ARAI Conference on Weblogs and Social Media.
Barcelona, Spain, AARAI.

Gibson, R. and Ward, 5. (2683) “Letting the Daulight in?
Australian Parties’ Use of the World Wide Weh at the State
and Territory Level,” in Gibson, R., MNixon, P. and Ward, 5.
(eds.) Political Parties and the Internet: Met Gain?,
London: Routledge: 161-174.

Graefe, A., and armstrong, J. 5. (2012) “Predicting
Elections from the Most Important Issue: A Test of the
Take- the-Best Heuristic,” Journal of Behavioral Decision
Making, wol. 25, no. 1, July, 41-48.

Granka, L. (2018) “Measuring Agenda Setting with Online
Search Traffic: Influences of Online and Traditional
Media,” Paper presented at the 281@ Annual Meeting of the
American Political Science Association, Washington, DC,
September 2-5.

Granka, L. (2813) “Using Online Search Traffic to Predict
US Presidential Elections,” PS: Political Science and
Politics, wol. 46, no. 2, April, 271-279.

Jungherr, &. (2614) “The Logic of Political Coverage an
Twitter: Temporal Dynamics and Content,” Journal of
Communication, wol. 64, no. 2, April, 239-259.

Jungherr, @. (2615) “Twitter Use in Election Campaigns: @
Systematic Literature Review,” Journal of Information
Technology and Politics, wol. 13, no. 5, December, 72-91.

Jungherr, @., Jurgens, P., and Schoen, H. {2611) “Hhy the
Pirate Party Won the German Election of 2669 or The
Trouble with Predictions: A Response to Tumasjan, A.,
Sprenger, T. 0., Sander, P. G. and Helpe, I. M.
‘Predicting Elections with Twitter: What 146 Characters
FReveal about Political Sentiment’ ,” Social Science
Computer Review, wol. 38, no. 2, May, 229-234.

Karlsen, R. (2811) “A4 Platform for Individualized
Campaigning? Social Media and Parliamentary Candidates in
the 2869 Norwegian Election Campaign,” Policy and Internet
, vol. 3, no. 4, December, 1-25.

LaCapria, K. {(2e16) “The algorithm is Gonna Get You,” The
Technosceptic, January 21, 2816, available online:
https://thetechnoskeptic.comsalgorithm- is-gonna- get-yous
[accessed Fehruary 17, 2817].



Larsson, A. 0. (2615) “The EU Parliament on Twitter -
Assessing the Permanent Online Practices of
Parliamentarians,” Journal of Information Technology and
Politics, wol. 12, no. 2, April, 149-166.

Larsson, A. 0., and Moe, H. (2611) “Studying Political
Microblogging: Twitter Users in the 2616 Swedish Election
Campaign,” Mew Media and Society, wvol. 14, no. 5, August,
T29-747.

Marchetti- Bowick, M. and Chambers, M. (2812) “Learning for
Microblogs with Distant Supervision: Political Forecasting
with Twitter,” Paper presented at the 2612 Annual
Conference of the European Chapter of the Association for
Computational Linguistics, Avignon, April 23-27.

Mckelvey, K., DiGrazia, J., and Rojas, F. (2614) “Twitter
Publics: How Online Political Communities Signaled
Electoral Outcomes in the 2616 US House Election,”
Information, Communication and Society, wol. 17, no. 4,
April, 436-454,

Mellon, J. (2013a) “Where and When Can We Use Google Trends
to Measure Issue Salience?,” PS: Political Science and
Politics, wol. 46, no. 2, April, 286-296.

Mellon, J. (2813h) “Internet Search Data and Issue
Salience: The Properties of Google Trends as a Measure of
Issue Salience,” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties, vol. 24, no. 1, February, 45-72.

Mellon, J. and Prosser, C. {(2017) “Twitter and Facehbook are
Mot Representative of the General Population: Political
Attitudes and Demographics of British Social Media Users,”
Research and Politics, Jul-Sep: 1-9.

Mellon, J., Sjoherg, F. M., and Peixoto, T. (2816)
“Connective Action: The Prevalence and Effects of Large
Scale Transnational Activism,” HWorking Paper, The World
Bank .

Metaxas, P. T., Mustafaraj, E., and Gayo- Awvello, D. (2a11)
“How (Not) to Predict Elections,” Paper presented at the
26812 International Conference on Social Computing,
Amsterdam, September 3-5.

Mokrzycki, M., Keeter, 5., and Kennedy, C. {2689) “Cell-
Phone-0nly Yoters in the 2888 Exit Poll and Implications
for Future Noncoverage Bias,” Public Opinion Quarterly,
vol. 73, no. 5, December, 845-865.



Monroe, B. L. (2812) “The Five Vs of Big Data Political
Science: Introduction to the Wirtual Issue on Big Data in
Political Science,” Political analysis , wol. 21, no. 5,
fpril, 1-9.

0’Connor, B., Balasubramanyan, R., Routledge, B., and
Smith, M. (261@) “From Tweets to Polls: Linking Text
Sentiment to Public Opinion Time Series,” Paper presented
at the 281d International AAAI Conference on Weblogs and
Social Media, Washington, DC, May 23-26.

Oltra, C. (2011) “Stakeholder Perceptions of Biofuels from
Microalgae,” Energy Policy, wol. 39, no. 3, March,
1774-1781.

Polykalas, 5., Prezerakos, G., and Konidaris, a. (2613a) “A
General Purpose Model for Future Prediction Based on Web
Search Data: Predicting Greek and Spanish Election,” Paper
presented at the 2613 International Conference on Advanced
Information Metworking and Applications Workshops,
Barcelona, March 25-28.

Polykalas, S., Prezerakos, G., and Konidaris, A. (201300
“gn Algorithm Based on Google Trends’ Data for Future
Prediction. Case Study: German Elections,” Paper presented
at the 2813 International Sumposium on Signal Processing
and Information Technology, Athens, December 12-15.

Ragas, M. W. and Tran, H. (28613) “Beyond Cognitions: A
Longitudinal Study of Online Search Salience and Media
Coverage of the President,” Journalism and Mass
Communication Quarterly, wol. 9@, no. 3, September,
478-499.

Raunauld, ¥. and Greenberg, J. (2614) “Tweet, Click, vote:
Twitter and the 2616 Ottawa Municipal Election,” Journal
of Information Technology and Politics, wol. 11, no. 4,
412-434.

Ripherger, J. T. (2011) “Capturing Curiosity: Using
Internet Search Trends to Measure Public Attentiveness,”
Policy Studies Journal, wol. 39, no. 2, May, 239-259.

Russmann, U. {2611) “Targeting Yoters via the Heb - A
Comparative Structural Analusis of Austrian and German
Party Websites,” Policy and Internet, wol. 3, no. 3,
September, 26-48.

Sang, E. T. K. and Bos, J. (2012) “Predicting the 2611



Dutch Senate Election Results with Twitter,” Paper
presented at the 2612 Workshop on Semantical Analusis in
Social Media, Awignon, April 23.

Sjoberg, F. M., Mellon, J., and Peixoto, T. (2617) “The
Effect of Bureaucratic Responsiveness on Citizen
Participation,” Public Administration Review, wol. 77, no.
3, MausJune, 346-351.

Stephens- Davidowitz, S. I. (2612) “The Effects of Racial
Animus on a Black Presidential Candidate: Using Google
Search Data to Find What Surveys Miss,” Horking Paper,
Harvard University.

Sturgis, P., Baker, M., Callegaro, M., Fisher, 5. D.,
Green, J., Jennings, HW., Kuha, J., Lauderdale, B. E., and
Smith, P. G. (2616) Report of the Inguiry into the 2615
British General Election Opinion Polls, London: Market
Research Society and British Polling Council.

Tan, C., MWiculae, V., Danescu- MWiculescu-Mizil, C., and
Lee, L. {2916) “Winning @rguments: Interaction Dynamics
and Persuasion Strategies in Good- Faith Online
Discussions,” Paper presented at the 2616 Conference on
the World Wide Weh, Montreal, april 11-15.

Tumasjan, A., Sprenger, T. 0., Sandner, P. G., and Helpe,
I. M. (2818) “Predicting Elections with Twitter: What 140
Characters Reveal about Political Sentiment,” Paper
presented at the 2616 Conference on Weblogs and Social
Media, HWashington, DC, May 23-25.

Yaccari, C., ¥aleriani, @., Barbera, F., Bonneau, R., Jost,
J. T., Nagler, J., and Tucker, J. . (2813) “Social Media
and Political Communication: A Survey of Twitter Users
during the 2813 Italian General Election,” Rivista Italiana
di Scienza Politica, wol. 43, no. 3, December, 381-489.

“an Dalen, A., Fazekas, 2., Klemmensen, R., and Hansen, K.
M. (2815) “Policy Considerations on Facebook: Agendas,
Coherence, and Communication Patterns in the 28611 Danish
Parliamentary Elections,” Journal of Information Technology
and Politics, wol. 12, no. 3, July, 363-324.

Wang, H., Can, D., Kazemzadeh, A., Bar, F., and Narauyanan,
5. (2812) “A Sustem for Real- Time Twitter Sentiment
Analysis of 2612 U.5. Presidential Election Cycle,” Paper
presented at the 2612 Annual Meeting of the Association
for Computational Linguistics, Jeju, July 8-14.



Ward, J. 5. and Barker, A. (2013) “Undefined by Data: A
Survey of Big Data Definitions,” Ar¥iv.org: Databases ,
September, 2.

Weeks, B. and Southwell, B. (261&) “The Symbiosis of MNews
Coverage and Aggregate Online Search Behavior: Obama,
Rumors, and Presidential Politics,” Mass Communication and
Society, wol. 13, no. 4, September, 341-368.

HWilde, G. R. and Pope, K. L. {2612) “Worldwide Trends in
Fishing Interest Indicated by Internet Search Yolume,”
Fisheries Management and Ecology, wol. 26, no. 3, April,
211-222.



15

PREFERENCES, CONSTRAINTS,
AND CHOICES

Tactical voting in mass elections

R. Michael Alvarez, D. Roderick Kiewiet, and Lucas Niifiez

Introduction

Voters have preferences over parties and candidates. Their ability to express these preferences
in an election is constrained by the ballot choices that are presented to them and in the way
in which ballots are aggregated into outcomes. In most cases voters do not sense the impact
of these constraints, nor any tension between their preferences and their choices. In single
member district systems with plurality rule (SMD), they simply vote for the candidate that
they most prefer. In multi-candidate proportional representation (PR) elections, sincere
voters’ rankings of candidates mirror their preference orderings. Sometimes, however, voters
do not act sincerely, and make choices that do not follow from a straightforward mapping of
their preferences.

The most heavily studied departure from sincere voting is that of tactical voting in SMD
systems. This occurs when voters, believing that their most preferred candidate has no chance
of winning, vote instead for a less preferred candidate so as to counter another candidate whom
they dislike. In PR systems, voters might also conclude that they would be “wasting” their vote
on a party that is unlikely to get enough votes to win a seat. Considerations of how different
party coalitions are likely to form can also lead voters to engage in different forms of tactical
voting. In this chapter we discuss tactical voting in SMD systems and in PR systems. We review
and evaluate previous research, and identify the major findings that have emerged. We then
suggest avenues for future research that are important and promising.

Tactical voting in SMD systems

Farquharson (1964) provides a modern, game theoretic analysis of tactical voting, but, as he
notes, it has a long and venerable heritage; Pliny the Younger describes an episode of tactical
voting in the Roman Senate in the year 105. The most common formulation of tactical voting
in SMD systems is associated with Duverger (1955). The winner-take-all nature of SMD con-
tests strongly penalizes minor parties when votes are translated into seats. Voters are aware of the
bias generated by this “mechanical factor,” which is thereby reinforced by a “psychological
factor”: when voters perceive that their most preferred candidate is sure to lose, they often cast
a tactical vote for a less preferred (but competitive and still acceptable) candidate in order to
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counter their least preferred candidate. Thus, according to Duverger’s Law, minor parties are
suppressed, and elections in SMD systems are generally contested by two major parties.

Duverger’s Law is not a law, of course, but at most a general tendency. The factors he identi-
fies apply to individual contests, and individual contests can aggregate into a wide variety of
patterns. Britain, the US, Canada, and India all have SMD but very different party systems
(Grofman, Blais, and Bowler 2009). In Britain the party system has become significantly more
fractionalized over time even though SMD has remained in place. In any given election, more-
over, tactical voting need not systematically help or hurt a particular party in all contests. Little
about the nature and extent of tactical voting can be inferred from the nature of a country’s
party system or from the outcome of national elections.

There are studies of tactical voting in countries besides Britain, but because of a pattern of
party competition that persisted for decades — two major parties and a significant third party
contesting most constituencies — research on tactical voting has focused primarily on British
parliamentary elections. Early efforts to estimate the extent of tactical voting in Britain used
aggregate-level constituency returns to track changes in vote totals across successive elections.
The hypothesis they entertained is that a party that finishes third in one election sufters a loss of
votes in the subsequent election, as discouraged supporters switch to voting for one of the two
top parties. Parties that finish first or second in the first election correspondingly experience an
increase in vote share in the next election due to the infusion of tactical votes. In his “fow of
the vote” study of British elections held between 1892 and 1966, Shively (1970) concludes that
tactical voting can be detected, but that it was insignificant in magnitude and impact. In their
study of the 1983 and 1987 elections, Curtice and Steed (1988) also report that the extent of
tactical voting was quite limited, and changed the outcomes of only a handful of individual
constituency elections. Johnston and Pattie (1991) report finding more tactical voting in 1987
than in 1983, but even in 1987 the rate of tactical voting they detected was limited in extent and
of minor consequence for election outcomes.

A problem with flow-of-the-vote analyses is that of establishing a proper baseline. A party
that finished third in the first of two elections could well have had its totals depressed by tactical
voting in the first election as well as the second. Parties that finished first or second could cor-
respondingly have had their totals enhanced by tactical voting in both elections. Comparisons
of constituency results across pairs of elections can also be compromised by omitted variable bias
— for example, by changes in party support traceable to economic and demographic trends that
are not accounted for in the analysis (Johnston 1981).

Many political scientists are also skeptical of flow-of-the-vote analyses because they are based
upon constituency-level vote totals. As Campbell et al. (1966: 2) put it, ““... As long as one has
only aggregate data at hand one can only speculate as to what moved the individual members of
the collectivity” (see also Russo in this volume). Subsequent studies of tactical voting have relied
heavily upon survey data, and, specifically, upon a question posed in the British Election Study
(BES) in every election since 1983: “Which one of the reasons comes closest to the main reason
you voted for the Party you chose?” The responses offered vary from study to study, but in all
elections respondents could report that “I really preferred another party, but it had no chance of
winning in this constituency.” Those who chose this response are deemed to have voted
tactically.

Analyses of BES survey data indicate that tactical voting is more prevalent than suggested by
flow-of-the-vote studies (Niemi, Whitten, and Franklin 1992). Cain’s (1978) study of 1970
BES survey data, based instead upon differences in party feeling thermometer scores, reports a
remarkably high rate of tactical voting — nearly 20 percent. Subsequent studies, however, point
to a number of problems in survey-based estimates of tactical voting. According to Heath et al.
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(1991), some respondents said that they had voted tactically, but reported their favorite party to
be the same party that they voted for. Others claim to have voted tactically but shifted their vote
to another small party that had no better chance of winning than their favorite. The Heath et al.
(1991) study, as well as Franklin, Niemi, and Whitten (1994), also find that nearly half the
survey respondents who claim to have voted tactically most preferred a party that finished in first
or second place. There is general agreement with Heath and Evans (1994) that “instrumental”
tactical voting — that is, what Duverger had in mind — must be distinguished from an “expres-
sive” version. In such cases voting decisions that respondents describe as tactical are motivated
by idiosyncratic considerations that lead them to make a variety of often inexplicable choices.

These survey-based estimates of tactical voting, as well as estimates derived from flow-of-
the-votes, pertain to the entire electorate. According to Cox (1997), however, one should
expect to see tactical voting only in constituencies in which the two leading parties are clearly
identifiable, and not where uncertainty clouds the expected order of finish. Consider the fol-
lowing. In the first constituency the Liberal Democrat (LD) is widely expected to run well
behind Labour and the Conservatives. Here it will be reasonable for LD supporters to consider
casting a tactical vote. In the other constituency the Liberal Democrat finished third by only a
few percentage points behind the second-place party in the last election, and the LD candidate
is currently running a vigorous campaign. In this case LD supporters have reason to believe
that they will finish second, or perhaps even first. The rationale for voting tactically thus
disappears.

More generally, for tactical voting to occur, and to thus undermine support for minor parties
and enhance the vote shares of the two major parties, voters must have common expectations
as to which parties are viable — that is, running either first or second — and which are not (Palfrey
1989; Myatt and Fisher 2002). When common expectations about viability are present, support-
ers of the top two parties remain loyal and vote sincerely, while tactical supporters of nonviable
parties abandon ship and vote for one of the top two. When common expectations about viabil-
ity are not present, voters are uncertain as to whether the party they support is going to finish
third or whether it is going to be one of the top two. Here tactical voting does not occur.

A common intuition concerning tactical voting, usually referred to as the marginality hypo-
thesis, is that it should be more prevalent in close elections. Minor party supporters are seen to
be more comfortable voting sincerely if one party or candidate has such a commanding lead that
the outcome of the election is a foregone conclusion. It could also be that a close election makes
the choice between the top two alternatives more salient and third parties less relevant. But
tactical voting will not occur even in very close elections if voters are unable to distinguish
between which parties are viable — that is, headed for a first- or second-place finish — and which
are not. Votes can remain splintered among three or more parties, and a party can win with
much less than an absolute majority. In Britain parliamentary elections, there are usually dozens
of constituencies in which the winning party garners less than 40 percent of the vote.

A pair of studies reveals the importance of confining estimates of the rate of tactical voting to
those constituencies where it makes sense for voters to consider voting tactically. In their ana-
lysis of BES survey data, Alvarez and Nagler (2000) regress individuals’ vote choices onto a wide
range of variables, including demographics, issue distance measures, perceptions of economic
conditions, and variables reflecting the pattern of party competition in the respondent’s con-
stituency. They then counterfactually predict how voters would have voted absent tactical con-
siderations and compare their prediction to how respondents reported voting. They report a
tactical voting rate of 7.3 percent in 1987 — a little higher than that suggested by the standard
tactical voting question, but in the same neighborhood. Alvarez, Boehmke, and Nagler (2005)
then refine this analysis by confining their attention solely to supporters of parties who finished
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third (or worse) in their constituency in the previous election. Among this subset of respond-
ents, they estimate that the rate of tactical voting was 43 percent.

Kiewiet (2013), similarly, stipulates that voters consider casting a tactical vote only when
their most preferred party faces a “dismal outlook.” This occurs when their most preferred party
(1) finished more than 10 percentage points behind the second-place party in their constituency
in the previous election, and (2) fails to spend even half of the sum that could legally be spent
on behalf of the individual candidate in the current election period. Research based upon the
1997-2001 British Election Panel Study strongly indicates that a poor third-place finish by a
party in the previous election encourages its supporters to vote tactically (Fieldhouse, Shryane,
and Pickles 2007) and that spending on behalf of individual candidates was consistent with tacti-
cal considerations by both parties and voters (Fieldhouse, Pattie, and Johnston 1996). Analyzing
both NES survey data and constituency returns for all six parliamentary elections held in Britain
between 1983 and 2005, Kiewiet finds that, in most elections, between one fourth and one
third of the voters whose preferred party faced a dismal outlook cast tactical votes. Labour sup-
porters appear to have voted tactically more frequently than LD supporters — in a couple of
elections (1992 and 1997) at rates approaching 50 percent.

Kiewiet’s findings are also consistent with Myatt and Fisher (2002), who show that the
pattern of party competition in individual constituencies is such that the mechanical and psy-
chological components of Duverger’s Law can work in opposite directions. Liberal Democrats
usually finished third and so were badly penalized by the translation of votes into seats. In many
individual contests, however, they benefited from tactical votes that they received from sup-
porters of Labour and other parties. Both of these effects result from the fact that they occupy
the middle position on the ideological spectrum. Virtually all tactical votes cast by Labour and
Conservative supporters went to the Liberal Democrats, while those cast by Liberal Democrats
flowed both to the left (Labour) and to the right (Conservatives). In a recent, innovative study
that utilizes Bayesian small sample estimation to infer district-level preferences from the inevit-
ably small numbers of respondents sampled from each district, Hermann, Munzert, and Selb
(2016) report finding similar patterns of tactical voting in the 1997 and 2001 British parlia-
mentary elections.

As noted previously, several political scientists studying tactical voting have entertained the
marginality hypothesis — that is, that it should be more prevalent in close elections. Early
aggregate-level studies report some evidence favoring the marginality hypothesis in the 1966
and 1970 British general elections (Spafford 1972; Cain 1978). Since then, studies that have
investigated this hypothesis with both BES and constituency-level data, with methodologies
ranging from quite simple to highly sophisticated, have not found a consistent relationship
between closeness and the rate of tactical voting (Lanoue and Bowler 1992; Fisher 2001; Alvarez,
Boehmke, and Nagler 2005; Kiewiet 2013; Elff 2014).

Tactical voting in proportional representation (PR) systems

In contrast to winner-take-all SMD systems, proportional representation (PR) systems award
seats to parties in proportion to the votes they receive in multi-member districts. A voter’s most
preferred party can finish third, fourth, or even worse, and still obtain a seat. For that reason
Duverger (1955) doubted that voters would vote tactically in such systems. As Leys (1959) and
Sartori (1968) note, however, if district magnitudes are low (i.e., only a few seats are allocated
per district), it is common for small parties not to have enough votes to be awarded a seat. As in
SMD systems, this could lead those who most prefer such a party to vote tactically for their
most-preferred party that is likely to win at least one seat. The Leys—Sartori conjecture, then, is
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that the smaller the district magnitude in a PR election, the greater the extent of tactical voting
that is likely to occur.

Analyzing the outcomes of small magnitude PR elections in Colombia and Japan, Cox and
Shugart (1996) look for the presence of tactical voting by calculating “SF” ratios — that is, where
F is the largest vote remainder and S the second largest vote remainder after assigning the final
seat in the district. The SF ratio is a macro-level statistic, reflective of choices made by party
elites and candidates as well as those of voters. An SF ratio approaching zero, however, signals
the presence of tactical voting, and so is a useful diagnostic when more specific information
about voters’ preferences and choices is not available. Their findings suggest that voters in both
countries exhibited some amount of tactical voting by deserting parties unable to win a seat.

Cox and Shugart also report that tactical voting could not be detected in larger magnitude
districts, and there are two reasons to accept this verdict. Mathematically, the larger district
magnitude is, provided there is a low threshold, the smaller the share of votes a party needs to
win at least one seat. Another consideration is informational. As in SMD systems, tactical deser-
tion here also requires widely shared expectations regarding which parties are likely to obtain a
seat and which are not. When district magnitudes are large — typically seen as more than five —
voters may find it difficult to form such expectations and thus vote sincerely.

Gschwend, Stoiber, and Giinther (2004) do not accept this line of argument. They argue
instead that there are not insurmountable informational costs to tactical voting in PR systems,
as voters can condition their decision upon what happened in the last election. Just as those
looking for tactical voting in SMD systems hypothesize that supporters of parties that came in
third in the previous election should be the most inclined to vote tactically, they posit that tacti-
cal voting should be most prevalent in PR systems among supporters of parties that either barely
won a seat in the previous election or failed to win a seat. They call this an “election history
heuristic” because it is not seen to require much from the voters in the way of information or
thought. The findings of their analysis of elections in Finland between 1991 and 2003 indicate
that marginal parties suffered less from tactical voting in large districts than in small ones (district
magnitude in Finland during this period ranged from 6 to 33), but that non-negligible amounts
of tactical voting occurred even in large magnitude districts.

Lago (2008) agrees that voters can use an electoral history heuristic regardless of district mag-
nitude. Analyzing survey data collected in Spain in the 1970s and 1980s, he finds that voters
have no more difficulty forming expectations about party viability in large magnitude districts
than in small ones. There is less tactical desertion away from small parties in large magnitude
districts simply because it is more likely for small parties to win a seat. Analyses of Spanish elec-
tions in 1977 and 1982 (Gunter 1989) and 2000 and 2008 (Garcia-Vinuela, Artés, and Jurado
2015) report similar findings: supporters of small parties are more likely to cast tactical votes for
larger parties when district magnitude is small, but even in large magnitude districts smaller party
vote totals are suppressed by their supporters voting tactically for parties that win seats.

Another major reason why small parties fail to win seats in parliament, other than being
squeezed by low district magnitude, is the presence of a threshold — that is, the requirement to
win a certain percentage of votes (often 5 percent) in order to obtain a seat. Tavits and Annus
(2006) find that voters in the new democracies of Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union
were sensitive to threshold requirements and tended to avoid casting votes for parties that fell
below the threshold. Their findings are also supportive of the hypothesis that voters adopt an
election history heuristic, in that there was clear evidence of voter learning over the course of
successive elections. In consecutive elections in these countries, voters increasingly deserted
parties whose support was either barely above the threshold of representation or fell below it.
Additional evidence that voters in new democracies have come to adopt Duvergerian tactical
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reasoning comes from Duch and Palmer’s (2002) study of tactical voting in Hungary, which
utilizes a complex three-layer, mixed member electoral system. Duch and Palmer ask voters
whether they would be willing to switch their vote to another party if their most preferred party
would get too few votes to get into parliament. About 14 percent of respondents answered this
question positively, which they then use as an indicator of tactical voting. A probit analysis of’
these data shows that voters with stronger partisan attachments are less likely to behave tactically,
and that those who are ideologically closer to their alternative party are more likely to vote tacti-
cally than those who are ideologically farther from it.

Political scientists have also sought to estimate the extent of tactical voting by comparing the
choices voters make in mixed member district (MMD) systems, which have become common
throughout the world. In the German MMD system, for example, about half the members of
parliament are selected from party lists, with seats awarded in proportion to their national vote
shares, and the other half from single member districts. Voters thus cast two votes, participating
simultaneously in parallel PR and SMD elections. Assuming that voters vote sincerely when
casting PR votes, votes cast for other parties’ candidates at the district level are deemed to be
tactical in nature. Fisher (1973), Jesse (1987), and Bawn (1999) find that, in Germany, major
party candidates garner larger percentages of votes in the SMD elections than their parties
receive in the PR election. Reed (1999), similarly, finds that in the 1996 MMD election in
Japan, voters who supported smaller parties cast larger percentages of votes for them in the PR
election than in the district election.

According to Gschwend, Johnston, and Pattie (2003), German parties that had done poorly
in the SMD constituency contest in the previous general election were disproportionately hurt
by tactical voting — more evidence that voters use an election history heuristic in deciding
whether or not to cast a tactical vote. Unlike most studies of tactical voting in pure SMD
systems, Bawn finds some support for the marginality hypothesis: the extent of tactical voting
was positively correlated with how close the race was between the top two candidates in district-
level elections.

Both Bawn (1999) and Gschwend, Johnston, and Pattie (2003) report that, in the German
MMD system, remarkably large percentages of small party supporters split their votes across the
two elections. In the 1983 election over two thirds of those who voted for the minor party Free
Democrats in the PR election, as well as nearly half of those who voted for the Greens, voted
for a CDU/CSU or SPD candidate in the SMD contest. One reason why these percentages are
so high is because they likely reflect more than just Duvergerian tactical voting. Some of the
votes won by the SMD winners in excess of their party’s PR totals are “personal” votes reflect-
ing their popularity with the local electorate (Moser and Scheiner 2005), or are due to an
incumbency advantage (Bawn 1999).

SMD and PR systems aggregate votes into seats in a very different manner, but PR systems
generally differ from SMD systems in another fundamental way: the election does not in and of
itself’ determine who will and who will not be in the next government. This is determined
instead by the nature of the party coalitions that form after the election. According to Hobolt
and Karp (2010), in 17 Western European countries about two thirds of all governments formed
since World War II have been coalitions. Voters presumably care about which parties end up in
government, and not just about who gets elected. If so, they might well cast tactical votes based
upon their expectations concerning which parties will form coalition governments in the post-
election bargaining process.

Just as he had doubted that there would be tactical voting in PR systems motivated by the
desire to avoid wasting a vote on a party unlikely to win a seat, Downs (1957) did not believe
that voters’ decisions would be influenced by considerations of which post-election coalitions
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would emerge. Tactical voting of this nature would require voters to assess which coalitions
were likely to form given different election outcomes, the probability that a party would enter
a coalition, and the policy compromises parties would be willing to accept to enter each possible
coalition. Few voters, it seemed to Downs (1957: 300), would be able to work out this compli-

13

cated chain of inferences: ““...1in systems usually governed by coalitions, most citizens do not
vote as though elections were government-selection mechanisms.”

Downs notwithstanding, Austen-Smith and Banks (1988) formally characterize the decision
environment that voters (and parties) face in situations where coalitional governments are likely
to occur, and define conditions under which some voters will engage in tactical voting moti-
vated by coalitional considerations. It is also the case that voters can make use of informational
shortcuts to reduce the potentially complex considerations involving election outcomes and
coalition formation. Some possible coalitions can be discarded as practical impossibilities — for
example, a partnership between the extreme right and extreme left parties. More generally,
coalitions of parties that are close ideologically are more likely than ones in which the parties are
further apart. There is the electoral history heuristic. Parties that formed a coalition in the past
are more likely to form a coalition again. Armstrong and Duch (2010) document historical pat-
terns of coalition governments in 34 countries and find that the composition of governing coali-
tions (and the prime minister’s party in that coalition) is quite stable over time. Finally, in
countries where coalition governments are common, party elites can provide information about
which coalitions they are willing to enter. In their study of the 2002 election in the Netherlands,
Irwin and van Holsteyn (2012) find that voters had reasonably accurate beliefs about the number
of seats each party would get and about which coalitions were likely to emerge. A significant
number of voters assigned a high likelihood to the coalition government that actually ended up
forming. Depending on the party, between 8 and 17 percent of the voters who were in a posi-
tion to cast a tactical vote based upon coalitional considerations did so. These findings are
impressive, given the complexity of the Dutch party system and elite reluctance to make pre-
electoral coalition arrangements (Blais et al. 20006).

Predicting what voters will do in response to coalitional expectations, however, is not as
simple and straightforward as the Duvergerian hypothesis that they will seek to avoid wasting
their votes on parties not in contention. In their study of Austrian elections, Meftert and
Gschwend (2010) reason that tactical voting may take three different forms: (1) the standard
“wasted vote” hypothesis that supporters of small parties not expected to exceed the electoral
threshold defect to a larger party; (2) the “rental vote” hypothesis that some major party sup-
porters vote for a junior coalition party in order to help it pass the minimum threshold for
representation; and (3) tactical behavior aimed at influencing (balancing) the composition of the
next coalition government. Their study relies on a pre-election survey that asked respondents
about their party preferences, their vote intentions, and coalition preferences, as well as their
expectations. Their findings show support for all three types of tactical behavior considered.
Around 10 percent of small party supporters voted so as to not waste their vote, another 5-10
percent “rented” their vote out to a potential junior coalition partner, and a significant propor-
tion was motivated by concerns about the composition of the governing coalition.

The results of Gschwend’s (2007) multinomial logit analysis of survey data from the 1998
MMD German election also support the rental vote hypothesis, in that some CDU/CSU sup-
porters cast votes in the PR contest for their junior coalition partner, the FDP. It does not
appear, however, that SPD voters rented out votes to their junior partners, the Greens. The
results of a highly sophisticated econometric analysis of data from the 1994 German election by
Shikano, Hermann, and Thurner (2009) are similar. About a quarter of CDU/CSU supporters
who feared the FDP’s entry to parliament was at risk voted FDP, but they also failed to observe
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this type of behavior among supporters of the other large party, the SPD, which had a pre-
electoral coalition arrangement with the Greens. The authors speculate that this difference in
behavior among the supporters of the two major parties 1s due to the fact that the 1994 election
was the first time the Green party made pre-election coalition agreements with the SPD. The
FDP, in contrast, had often made pre-election coalition agreements, and thus once again elect-
oral history informed voters’ tactical behavior.

Bowler, Karp, and Donovan (2010) study the case of New Zealand during the 2002 general
election. For this election, almost every New Zealander expected the Labour Party to be in the
governing coalition, but there was uncertainty as to whom the junior coalition member would
be, if any. Here, around 20 percent of the voters made tactical choices: if they believed their
preferred party had little chance of being in government they were more likely to vote for their
second most preferred party. If, on the other hand, they believed that their most disliked party
had a good chance of being in government, they switched their vote to their second preference
so as to block that outcome.

Blais et al. (2006) study tactical voting based upon coalitional considerations in what is prob-
ably the most challenging environment of all as far as information is concerned — the nationwide
party list elections to the 120-member Israeli Knesset, where there is now a 3.25 percent thresh-
old for representation (prior to 1988 the threshold was only 1 percent). In a national survey
conducted prior to the 2003 election, respondents were asked to rate parties, to assess potential
coalitions, and to indicate their vote preference. They defined tactical voting to occur in this
situation when, instead of voting for their most preferred party, they voted instead for a party
they believed would be a member of their most preferred coalition. Their analyses indicate that
about 10 percent of Israeli voters voted tactically due to coalitional considerations. Individuals
with stronger preferences for a particular party were less likely to cast tactical coalition votes,
while those with stronger preferences for a particular coalition were more likely to do so.

Directions for future research

Many political scientists have seen tactical voting as evidence that voters are rational and instru-
mental; rather than utterly forego the chance of affecting the election, they instead narrow their
choice to candidates where their vote might be pivotal. In large-scale elections, however, a
voter has far less probability of affecting the outcome than they do of getting hit by lightning
several times. The standard rational choice model of tactical voting based on potential pivotality
thus hardly seems consistent with a theory that purports to be based upon principles of ration-
ality. The zero likelihood of being pivotal has led some to argue that it makes no sense to cast a
tactical vote, but not casting a tactical vote, or not voting at all, has the same, utterly inconse-
quential impact on election outcomes.

It 1s important, therefore, to learn more about what exactly voters are thinking when they
consider casting a tactical or protest vote. They may indeed harbor the illusion of possibly being
pivotal, but the consistent evidence that rates of tactical voting are not related to the closeness
of the elections suggests they do not. Alvarez and Kiewiet (2009) characterize tactical voters as
“rationalistic””: they have well-behaved preference orderings, make choices that are consistent
with these orderings, and sometimes vote for a lesser preferred candidate as if they were the
pivotal voter. Another possibility is that tactical voters may see themselves as contributing a vote
to a potentially pivotal voting bloc. But this of course does not lessen the problem that their
single vote is inconsequential. Finally, tactical voters may not even be thinking in tactical terms
at all, but may be simply restricting their voting choices to what they consider to be the feasible
set of candidates (Elff 2014).
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Although estimates vary considerably, available evidence indicates that in most cases around
15 percent to 40 percent of the voters who are in a position to cast a tactical vote actually do so.
Those who strongly support their most preferred party or candidate are less likely to vote tacti-
cally and those who are more favorably disposed to a party in contention are more likely, but
most potential tactical voters end up voting sincerely. Voters thus display what might be
described as a sincerity bias. Why? Is it because they are simply unaware that tactical voting is
an option? Or are they aware that they could vote tactically, but, like Pliny the Younger nearly
2,000 years ago, believe that it is morally wrong to misrepresent their preferences? What is
needed, then, is more research on the psychology of tactical voting. It is an area of inquiry that
is ripe for theoretical and empirical development.
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