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How to Calculate Turnout Pct.

• Turnout Pct. = Turnout / VAP

not

• Turnout / Registered

• New measure:  Turnout / Voting eligible 
population



Turnout/VEP vs. Turnout/VAP
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Variation in Turnout
2004 & 2006

Mean = 186,000Mean = 260,000
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Correlation in Turnout
2004 to 2006
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Primary & General Election 
Turnout, 2000
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Explaining (Non-)Voting

• Expected value of voting =
– Benefit the individual receives as a 

consequence of the election outcome 
– Minus the cost of voting



Explaining (Non-)Voting
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Salvaging the Calculus

• Citizen duty
• Think about it 

probablistically, not 
deterministically
– Candidate differenial
– Costs of voting
– Closeness of election

• Voter attention
• GOTV

Winning pct., 2002
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Who is hurt/helped by turnout

• Naïve view:  Dems helped by turnout



Who is hurt/helped by turnout

• District view:  the “out party”

Campaign intensity



Deciding whom to support

• Ideology
– Downsian logic directly

• Party ID
– Downsian logic by proxy



PID x IDEO in 2006

8,2242,681757Conserv.
2,4465,3044,920Moderate
2772,2285,510Liberal
RepIndDem

Source:  2006 Cooperative Congressional Election Study

Missing PID:  6%
Missing ideo:  8%



Party and Ideology Distance as Explanatory 
Factors in 2006 Cong’l Elections
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Overall voting effect, 2002 House election
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A Word about Primaries

• Party not a useful cue
• Not much research, but…..

– Primary voters are different from general 
election voters

• Primary voters are more ideologically extreme, but
• Primary voters are more strategically sophisticated 

than general election voters


