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the 111th Congress (2009–2010). Congressional ideology can be measured many 
ways. Here we measure voting records as the weighted average (over the two years 
of the 111th Congress) of the first and second dimension DW-NOMINATE 
scores developed by political scientists Keith Poole and Howard Rosenthal. Scores 
on the second dimension are weighted only .35 times the weight of scores on the 
dominant first dimension.20

The most obvious feature of the graph is that Congress is divided between 
liberal Democrats and conservative Republicans. (Vertically, Democrats are  
positioned in the bottom half of the graph, indicating liberalism; Republicans are 
positioned in the top half as conservatives.) This ideological division is indication 
of the increasing polarization of Congress in recent years. Not only are Democratic 
and Republican House members ideologically distinct, but Democratic and 
Republican House members also represent different constituencies. Not surpris-
ingly, Democrats represent Democratic (and liberal) districts and Republicans 
represent Republican (and conservative) districts. The battleground is the set of 
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Figure 4-4  �Representatives’ Roll Call Ideology, 2008–2010, by District 

Presidential Vote in 2008

Note: Solid dots = Democratic representative, Hollow dots = Republican representative. Roll call 
ideology is weighted average of DW-NOMINATE scores (conservatism) on the first and second 
dimension, where second dimension scores are weighted .35 times first dimension scores.

Source: Poole-Rosenthal DW-NOMINATE Data. http://voteview.com/dwnomin.htm.


