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We show the process visually in Figure 4-5. It displays the relationship 
between the congressional vote in the subsequent 2010 election and 2008 presi-
dential voting (the marker for district partisanship) for incumbents with distinc-
tive ideological positions. Within each party, we separate out the most moderate 
from the most extreme. 

For Democrats, we separate out the most liberal incumbents who are at 
least one standard deviation (for the Democratic party) more liberal than their 
party’s mean (L’s in the top panel) and the moderates, at least one standard 
deviation more conservative than the Democratic mean, in the more conserva-
tive half (M’s in the top panel). Two things should be noted. First, while the 
liberals mostly represent safe seats, the moderates mostly represent competitive 
seats where the Obama vote was about 50-50 or less. This is evidence that politi-
cians moderate according to electoral need. Second, while the liberals ran about 
even with Obama in their districts, the moderates generally led the 2008 Obama 
vote by a considerable amount. It is not difficult to imagine that the moderate 
Democrats depicted would have been less electorally secure had they pursued 

Table 4-1  �Regression of 2010 Democratic Vote on 2009–2010 Incumbent 
Ideology, 2008 District Presidential Vote, and 2010 Candidate 
Spending

Regression 
coefficient T-ratio

Standardized 
coefficient

Republican incumbents
Incumbent ideology (conservatism) 6.86   2.37 0.14
% Obama, 2008 presidential vote 0.67 12.84 0.76
Log Democrat spending minus log Republican 

spending
1.68   6.51 0.33

Constant 3.84   1.14

Adjusted R2=.754; N=110

Democratic incumbents
Incumbent ideology (conservatism) 4.69   2.07 0.09
% Obama, 2008 presidential vote 0.78 18.31 0.85
Log Democrat spending minus log Republican 

spending
2.34   7.57 0.24

Constant 9.39   4.30

Adjusted R2=.838; N=206

Source: Compiled by the authors.

Note: Candidate ideology scores are the weighted average of the first and second dimension 
DW-NOMINATE scores for the 111th Congress, where the 2nd dimension score is weighted .35 
times the first dimension score. The presidential vote is the 2008 Democratic percentage of the two-
party vote in the district. Candidate spending is measured in units of thousands of dollars as log of 
dollars spent minus 5,000. Only contested races are included.


