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Overview

In this ninth edition of our long-running series on the state of representative democracy in U.S. House
elections, Dubious Democracy 2010 provides a comprehensive assessment of the level of competition
and the accuracy of representation in House elections in all 50 states from 1982 to 2010.

Features include:

State-by-state profiles of all 50 states with data from 1982 to 2010.

Rankings of all 50 states on a “democracy index” based on average margin of victory, percentage
of seats to votes, how many voters elect candidates and number of House races won by
overwhelming landslides.

Summaries of national trends in various measures of competitiveness and representation.

Some highlighted national facts concerning the 2010 elections include:

Unusually high seat changes amidst generally lopsided races: The 54 incumbents who lost to
challengers were about ten times the average number of general election defeats for incumbents
in the four elections from 1998 to 2004. Yet, two-thirds of incumbents were re-elected by
“landslide” margins of at least 20 percentage points.

Landslide wins continue: In seven states, every race was won by a landslide margin of at least 20
percentage points. Only six states (all with fewer than four seats) did not have at least one
landslide winner.

High victory margins: The average victory margin was a whopping 33 percentage points. Six of
every ten (64.4%) U.S. House races were won by landslide margins of at least 20 percentage
points. Only 81 races (18.6%) were won by competitive margins of less than 10 percentage
points.

Apathy and representation: Barely one in three eligible voters did not vote for a winning U.S.
House representative.

The report includes revealing statistics from states in the “facts in focus” section. Here are just a few
“lowlights” from the states:

lowa is the biggest state to have never elected a woman or person of color to the US House.
Mississippi has never elected a woman to the House.

Nebraska Democrats regularly win a third of the U.S. House vote, but have not won a seat since
1992. Massachusetts Republicans have not won one of the state’s 10 U.S. House seats since
1994, even though in 2010 Republican candidates won more than a third of the statewide vote.
An average of just 25% of eligible voters in Texas cast a ballot for a winning House candidate in
elections from 1992-2010. Only 21% of eligible voters in Louisiana cast a ballot for a winning
candidate in this period.

U.S. House incumbents in West Virginia have won 44 straight general election races, dating
back 28 years.

As suggested by such statistics, Dubious Democracy tells a powerful overriding story: although our
constitutional framers gave the House of Representatives extraordinary powers, and, of all the branches
of government, the clearest accountability to the American people, that accountability has been



Overview

destroyed beyond all recognition. This breakdown of democratic accountability can be measured in
different ways. Here are two:

Accountability of leadership: since 1952, the White House has changed partisan control seven times in
14 elections, while voters have changed control of the U.S. House just three times in 29 elections. This
means that voters are almost five times more likely to change the party running the White House than
“the people’s house.” Before 2006, partisan control had shifted exactly once in a half century, in contrast
to six partisan changes in control of the White House.

Voter choice: In each of the four national elections between 1998 and 2004, more than 98% of
incumbents won, and more than 90% of all races were won by non-competitive margins of more than 10
percentage points. From 2006-2010, the elections’ competitiveness was slightly improved, but still well
over 90% of incumbents won, and seven in eight races were won by non-competitive margins of more
than 10 percentage points.

As we look at how strikingly non-competitive House elections have become in recent decades, we must
confront the fact that, by far, the most important factor is that the U.S. House is elected by winner-take-
all, single-member districts. Winner-take-all elections held with plurality voting rules tend to limit
general elections to candidates from two parties. Given that the great majority of geographically-defined
areas in the nation show clear preference for one party over the other, most incumbents have virtually a
free ride in general elections because their party is preferred in their district. The problem of lack of
competition, even in those relatively few districts that are more balanced, has become more pronounced,
for several reasons:

¢ Incumbents and parties are more sophisticated about what incumbent officeholders should do in
serving their district to shield themselves from competition.

e New computerized methods of redistricting, combined with the need to draw new districts every
ten years and the lack of nonpartisan standards governing the process, increase more districts
with a tilt toward one party and/or particular incumbents.

e Those partisan tilts are more decisive than ever because the national parties have become quite
distinct in most voters’ minds, leading to less ticket-splitting.

The end result is that most voters don’t have a real choice between two candidates, let alone three or
more candidates- undermining a healthy two-party system, where issues ignored by one major party can
be meaningfully addressed by the other. If voters would like to hear about the policy ideas of
independent and third party candidates, they’re even more shut out. It’s time to stop blaming the victims
of the American electoral system — the voters — and start addressing the root causes of alienation and
lack of representation: our winner-take-all electoral system, buttressed by incumbent privileges,
campaign cash and partisan redistricting run amok.

FairVote advocates for changes that promote voter choice and fair representation, such as, proportional
voting methods, ranked choice voting and independent redistricting methods. These reforms can greatly
improve representation and accountability, increase competition, enhance debate of issues and
ultimately improve public policy and national unity. Dubious Democracy 2010 makes it clear that
serious consideration of these changes is long overdue.



Glossary

Average Margin of Measure of the average in a state's House race of the winner’s
Victory (MOV): percentage of the vote minus the second-place candidate’s
percentage of the vote.

Comfortable
(Scale of
Competitiveness):
Won by at least 10% and less than 20%.

Competitive
(Scale of
Competitiveness):
Won by at leat 5% and less than 10%.

Measure of a state’s average ranking in key categories: average
margin of victory (measuring overall competitiveness), landslide
index (measuring the number of somewhat competitive races),
seats-to-votes distortion (measuring how well the intent of voters
was reflected by the results), and representation index (weighted

Democracy Index: double, as it measures both voter participation and the percentage
of effective votes that elect someone).

Percentage of voters who participated in a statewide race but did
Drop-Off Voters: not vote in a U.S. House election.

Measure of the number of U.S. House representatives from a state
Elected Racial Minorities: who are Black (B), Latino (L), Asian (A), and American Indian
(Al.

Elected Women: Measure of the number of women in a state's US House
delegation.

High/Low % Voter
Turnout: The congressional districts with the highest voter turnout in a
state and the lowest voter turnout in a state.

Records the length of time since an incumbent has been defeated.

It ranks each individual state according to the duration of time in

which there has been a 100% incumbent re-election rate (all

incumbents seeking re-election in general elections were
Incumbent Win Streaks: successful).

Landslide
(Scale of
Competitiveness): Won by at least 20% and less than40%.



Landslide Index:

No Contest
(Scale of
Competitiveness):

Representation Index:

Seat Changes:

Seats-to-Votes Distortion:

Tight:

Uncontested:

Untouchable:

Vote power:

Voter Turnout:

Measure of the percentage of all U.S. races won by a margin of
victory of at least 20 percent.

Won by 40% or more.

Measure of the percentage of eligible voters in a state who voted
for the winning candidate in US House elections. The index is
determined by multiplying the voter turnout in US House races by
the percentage of votes cast for winning candidates.

Number of districts that changed parties where an incumbent was
defeated.

Measure of the average by which one party wins a greater
percentage of seats than votes and the other party wins a smaller
percentage of seats than votes. The distortion is calculated by
adding the percentage distortion for each party and then dividing
by two. For example, if Democratic candidates won 10% more
House seats than votes and Republicans won 6% fewer House
seats than their share of the House votes, the seat-to-vote
distortion would be 8%.

Won by less than 5%.

Won without major party opposition (but possibly opposition
from minor party or independent).

U.S. House incumbents who won by landslides in the last two
general elections.

Measures, by party, how powerful a vote was in electing the
state's U.S. House representatives. It divides the percentage of
seats won by a party in a state, with the percentage of votes won
by the party in the state.

Measure of the percentage of the voting eligible population who
voted in a state’s US House elections (as opposed to statewide
and presidential elections). We use population estimates by
Professor Michael McDonald at George Mason University. His
figures estimate the number of voting age adults who are eligible
to vote, which means they exclude non-citizens and other adults
who cannot vote, and estimate eligible overseas voters from that
state.



Percentage of votes and seats won by Republicans, Democrats,
Votes and Seats for: and others; "O" refers to independent and third party candidates.

Wasted Vote Index: Total number of votes cast for losing candidates.

Percentages of votes for Republicans and Democrats that did not
Wasted Votes, R/ D: help to elect a candidate.



Democracy Index

Measure of a state’s average ranking in key categories: average margin
of victory (measuring overall competitiveness), landslide index
(measuring the number of somewhat competitive races), seats-to-votes
distortion (measuring how well the intent of voters was reflected by the
results), and representation index (weighted double, as it measures both
voter participation and the percentage of effective votes that elect
someone).

Ranking State Democracy Index
1 Washington 7.0
2 Minnesota 9.2
3 Colorado 13.0
4 Wisconsin 13.4
5 lowa 13.8
5 Maine 13.8
7 Oregon 14.8
8 Delaware 17.2
9 Kentucky 20.6
9 North Dakota 20.6
11 New Mexico 20.8
12 Michigan 21.0
13 Massachusetts 21.8




14 Missouri 22.0
14 Ohio 22.0
16 South Dakota 22.4
17 North Carolina 22.6
18 Pennsylvania 22.8
19 Arizona 23.8
19 Georgia 23.8
21 Maryland 24.2
22 Connecticut 24.4
23 Alabama 24.6
24 Alaska 24.8
24 California 24.8
26 [linois 25.6
26 Vermont 25.6
28 West Virginia 26.0
28 Wyoming 26.0
30 New Hampshire 26.4
31 Nevada 26.6
32 Rhode Island 26.8
33 Montana 27.4
34 Arkansas 28.8
35 Hawaii 29.4
36 Idaho 29.8
36 New Jersey 29.8




38 Mississippi 30.0
38 South Carolina 30.0
40 Florida 31.2
40 Virginia 31.2
42 Indiana 31.8
43 Kansas 32.8
44 Utah 33.8
45 Louisiana 34.2
46 New York 35.0
47 Nebraska 36.2
48 Tennessee 37.0
49 Texas 37.6
50 Oklahoma 41.2




Margin of Victory

Measure of the average in a state's House races of the winner’s
percentage of the vote minus the second-place candidate’s percentage of
the vote.

Ranking State MOV
1 South Dakota 2.4%
2 New Hampshire 6.9%
3 New Mexico 9.5%
4 North Dakota 9.8%
5 Maine 12.0%
6 lowa 16.0%
7 Delaware 16.1%
8 West Virginia 17.5%
9 Connecticut 18.4%
10 Rhode Island 18.5%
11 Arizona 18.9%
12 Nevada 20.0%
13 Mississippi 20.3%
14 Minnesota 20.5%
15 Arkansas 22.9%
16 Colorado 23.3%
17 North Carolina 23.9%
18 Washington 24.0%




19 South Carolina 25.0%
20 Oregon 25.2%
21 Ohio 25.4%
22 Indiana 25.7%
23 Wisconsin 26.1%
24 Virginia 27.2%
25 Hawaii 27.3%
26 Michigan 27.9%
27 Pennsylvania 27.9%
28 Massachusetts 28.0%
29 Montana 28.2%
30 Idaho 29.1%
31 New Jersey 30.3%
32 Kentucky 30.5%
33 Kansas 32.2%
34 Vermont 33.7%
35 New York 35.2%
36 Illinois 35.3%
37 Utah 35.3%
38 Missouri 35.8%
39 California 36.1%
40 Maryland 37.5%
41 Alaska 38.6%
42 Tennessee 40.1%




43 Nebraska 41.2%
44 Florida 42.5%
45 Georgia 46.8%
46 Texas 48.3%
47 Wyoming 48.4%
48 Alabama 54.6%
49 Louisiana 54.7%
50 Oklahoma 59.6%
Total USA OVERALL 33.0%




Seats-to-Votes Distortion

Measure of the average by which one party wins a greater percentage of
seats than votes and the other party wins a smaller percentage of seats
than votes. The distortion is calculated by adding the percentage
distortion for each party and then dividing by two. For example, if
Democratic candidates won 10% more House seats than votes and
Republicans won 6% fewer House seats than their share of the House
votes, the seat-to-vote distortion would be 8%.

Seats-to-
Ranking State Votes
1 Georgia 0.4%
2 Washington 2.3%
3 Minnesota 2.8%
4 Utah 3.0%
5 Kentucky 4.2%
6 New Jersey 4.6%
7 Colorado 4.8%
8 Texas 4.9%
9 Michigan 6.0%
10 Missouri 6.4%
11 Arizona 6.9%
12 Wisconsin 7.5%
13 Indiana 8.3%
14 North Carolina 8.3%




15 California 9.2%
16 [llinois 10.0%
17 Oklahoma 11.2%
18 Pennsylvania 11.2%
19 West Virginia 11.3%
20 Maryland 13.0%
21 Nevada 13.9%
22 New York 14.2%
23 Tennessee 14.5%
24 Louisiana 14.6%
25 Florida 15.0%
26 New Mexico 15.1%
27 lowa 15.3%
28 Ohio 16.4%
29 Virginia 16.4%
30 Arkansas 17.4%
31 Alabama 17.5%
32 Mississippi 20.4%
33 South Carolina 25.5%
34 Oregon 27.3%
35 Wyoming 27.5%
36 Nebraska 30.4%
37 Alaska 30.8%
38 Vermont 33.7%




39 Kansas 34.9%
40 Montana 36.7%
41 Hawaii 37.4%
42 Idaho 37.4%
43 Massachusetts 39.1%
44 Connecticut 40.9%
45 Rhode Island 41.2%
46 Delaware 42.1%
47 Maine 44.0%
48 North Dakota 45.1%
49 New Hampshire 46.7%
50 South Dakota 48.9%
Total USA OVERALL 2.3%




Landslide Index

Measure of the percentage of all U.S. races won by a margin of victory
of at least 20 percent.

Ranking State Landslide Index
1 Delaware 0.0%
1 Maine 0.0%
1 New Hampshire 0.0%
1 New Mexico 0.0%
1 North Dakota 0.0%
1 South Dakota 0.0%
7 Washington 33.3%
7 West Virginia 33.3%
9 Arizona 37.5%
10 lowa 40.0%
10 Massachusetts 40.0%
10 Oregon 40.0%
13 Pennsylvania 42.1%
14 North Carolina 46.2%
15 Arkansas 50.0%
15 Hawaii 50.0%
15 Idaho 50.0%
15 Minnesota 50.0%
15 Mississippi 50.0%




15 Ohio 50.0%
15 Rhode Island 50.0%
22 Alabama 57.1%
22 Colorado 57.1%
24 New York 58.6%
25 Connecticut 60.0%
26 Wisconsin 62.5%
27 Virginia 63.6%
28 Kentucky 66.7%
28 Michigan 66.7%
28 Missouri 66.7%
28 Nevada 66.7%
28 South Carolina 66.7%
28 Utah 66.7%
34 New Jersey 69.2%
35 Florida 72.0%
36 [llinois 73.7%
37 Georgia 76.9%
38 Indiana 77.8%
38 Tennessee 77.8%
40 California 79.2%
41 Oklahoma 80.0%
42 Texas 84.4%
43 Maryland 87.5%




44 Alaska 100.0%
44 Kansas 100.0%
44 Louisiana 100.0%
44 Montana 100.0%
44 Nebraska 100.0%
44 Vermont 100.0%
44 Wyoming 100.0%
Total USA OVERALL 64.4%




Representation Index

Measure of the percentage of eligible voters in a state who voted for the
winning candidate in US House elections. The index is determined by
multiplying the voter turnout in US House races by the percentage of
votes cast for winning candidates.

Ranking State Representation Index
1 Alaska 35.5%
2 Wyoming 32.4%
3 Wisconsin 31.6%
4 Washington 31.4%
5 Oregon 31.2%
6 Vermont 31.2%
7 Minnesota 31.1%
8 Maine 30.6%
9 Maryland 30.6%
10 Colorado 29.0%
11 Alabama 28.9%
12 Montana 28.9%
13 lowa 28.1%
14 Massachusetts 27.9%
15 California 27.5%
16 Delaware 27.5%




17 Missouri 27.5%
18 Georgia 27.4%
19 Kentucky 27.3%
20 Illinois 26.8%
21 Michigan 26.7%
22 Connecticut 26.6%
23 Ohio 26.5%
24 Kansas 26.5%
25 North Dakota 26.1%
26 Florida 26.1%
27 Louisiana 25.9%
28 Pennsylvania 25.9%
29 Nebraska 25.8%
30 South Dakota 25.6%
31 Idaho 25.1%
32 Rhode Island 24.6%
33 Hawalii 24.3%
34 North Carolina 24.2%
35 South Carolina 23.9%
36 Nevada 23.7%
37 New Mexico 23.3%
38 Virginia 22.9%
39 New Jersey 22.8%
40 New Hampshire 22.8%




41 Tennessee 22.4%
42 Arkansas 22.4%
43 Indiana 22.2%
44 Arizona 21.9%
45 Mississippi 21.8%
46 Texas 21.6%
47 New York 21.4%
48 West Virginia 21.2%
49 Oklahoma 20.5%
50 Utah 20.2%
Total USA Overall 25.7%




Voter Turnout

Measure of the percentage of the voting eligible population who voted in
a state’s US House elections (as opposed to statewide and presidential
elections). We use population estimates by Professor Michael McDonald
at George Mason University. His figures estimate the number of voting
age adults who are eligible to vote, which means they exclude non-
citizens and other adults who cannot vote, and estimate eligible overseas
voters from that state.

Ranking State House
Turnout

1 Minnesota 55.0%
2 Maine 54.6%
3 Wisconsin 53.7%
4 South Dakota 53.2%
5 Washington 52.4%
6 Alaska 51.5%
7 Oregon 51.4%
8 Massachusetts 50.6%
9 lowa 49.8%
10 Colorado 49.3%
11 Delaware 48.4%
12 Vermont 48.3%
13 Montana 47.8%
14 North Dakota 47.7%




15 Wyoming 47.0%
16 Maryland 45.6%
17 Connecticut 45.4%
18 New Hampshire 44.5%
19 Rhode Island 44.4%
20 Ohio 44.3%
21 Michigan 43.8%
22 Missouri 43.3%
23 New Mexico 42.7%
24 Idaho 42.5%
25 Kentucky 42.3%
26 California 42.2%
27 Kansas 41.9%
28 Nevada 41.5%
29 Hawalii 41.4%
30 Illinois 41.4%
31 Pennsylvania 41.4%
32 Florida 40.7%
33 South Carolina 39.7%
34 North Carolina 39.4%
35 Alabama 39.3%
36 Arizona 39.2%
37 Virginia 38.5%
38 Nebraska 38.2%




39 Georgia 37.4%
40 Indiana 37.4%
41 Arkansas 37.2%
42 Mississippi 37.0%
43 New Jersey 36.5%
44 West Virginia 36.3%
45 Louisiana 35.7%
46 New York 33.7%
47 Tennessee 33.4%
48 Utah 32.1%
49 Texas 30.8%
50 Oklahoma 29.9%
Total USA OVERALL 42.8%




Incumbent Win Streaks

The length of time since an incumbent has been defeated. It ranks each
individual state according to the duration of time in which there has been
a 100% incumbent re-election rate (all incumbents seeking re-election in
general elections were successful). States in which an incumbent was
recently defeated receive higher rankings in this index.

# Elections

of # Races of

Incumbent | Incumbent

Ranking | Years State ST | Win Streak [ Win Streak
1 0 Alabama AL 0 0
1 0 Arizona AZ 0 0
1 0 Colorado CO 0 0
1 0 Florida FL 0 0
1 0 Georgia GA 0 0
1 0 Hawaii HI 0 0
1 0 Idaho ID 0 0
1 0 [llinois IL 0 0
1 0 Indiana IN 0 0
1 0 Louisiana LA 0 0
1 0 Maryland MD 0 0
1 0 Michigan Ml 0 0
1 0 Minnesota |MN 0 0
1 0 Mississippi | MS 0 0
1 0 Missouri MO 0 0




1 0 Nevada NV 0 0
New
1 0 Hampshire | NH 0 0
1 0 New Jersey | NJ 0 0
1 0 New Mexico |NM 0 0
1 0 New York | NY 0 0
1 0 | North Carolina | NC 0 0
1 0 North Dakota | ND 0 0
1 0 Ohio OH 0 0
1 0 Pennsylvania | PA 0 0
1 0 | South Carolina | SC 0 0
1 0 South Dakota | SD 0 0
1 0 Tennessee TN 0 0
1 0 Texas X 0 0
1 0 Virginia VA 0 0
1 0 Wisconsin WI 0 0
31 2 Connecticut | CT 1 5
31 2 Kansas KS 1 1
33 4 California CA 2 102
33 4 lowa 1A 2 10
33 4 Kentucky KY 2 11
36 10 Arkansas AR 5 17
37 12 Washington |WA 6 50
38 14 Maine ME 7 12




38 14 | Massachusetts | MA 7 68
38 14 Oregon OR 7 32
38 14 Utah Ut 7 18
42 16 Nebraska NE 8 20
43 18 Montana MT 9 7

44 20 Vermont VT 10 9

45 22 Rhode Island | RI 11 17
46 28 Delaware DE 14 12
46 28 | West Virginia |WV 14 44
48 36 Oklahoma | OK 18 88
49 44 Alaska AK 22 20
50 46 Wyoming |WY 23 16




United States of America Profile

435 Seats: 242R, 193D

United States of America Rankings 2010

‘ Democracy Index || NA |
‘ Margin of Victory || 33 |
‘ Landslide Index || 64.4 |

| Representation ” 25.7
| Seats-to-Votes H 2.2
| House Turnout ” 42.8

United States of America Seats-to-
Votes 2010
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0% i
Dem. Rep. Other
B Vote Percentage [MESeat Percentage

United States of America
Competitiveness 2010

B Competitive E Non-Competitive




1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
Democracy Index NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Voter Turnout 52% 36.6% 45.6% 32.8% 47.3% 38.4% 57.8% 42.4% | 59.36% 42.8%
Repr?:j:;‘(atm“ 31.8% | 23.4% | 28.7% | 22.1% | 31.2% | 23.5% | 37.9% | 25.6% | 38.4% | 25.7%
Wasted Votes 38% | 36% | 37% | 33% | 33% | 32.7% | 31.9% | 35.2% | 34.2% | 37.2%
[V)
% Of ‘A\I/ac;?sd R/D 42/29 31/39 31/40 28/33 26/35 25/35 25/37 32/36 37/29 28/42.9
Drop-Off Voters 9.1% 6.0% 6.9% 9.1% 7.6% 5.6% 8.6% 3.8% 7.7% 2.2%
Avgv'\i::;f;" of | 305% | 34.4% | 30.4% | 42.6% | 39.9% | 42.5% | 405% | 38.8% | 39.7% | 33%
Votes for (R-D- 45-51- | 52-45- | 49-49- | 49-48- | 48-48- | 51-46- | 50-48- | 45-53- | 43-54- 51.6-
0%) 4 2 3 3 4 3 2 2 3 44.8-3.6
41-59- | 53-47- | 52-48- | 51-49- | 51-49- | 53-47- | 53-46- | 46-54- | 41-59- 55.6-
D-0D9%

Seats for (R-D-0%) | 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0 0 44.4-0
Seat Changes 49 60 34 17 17 38 13 22 30 68
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010

Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 229-205-1 | 232-202-1 202-233-0 178-257-0 242-193-0
Landslide Index 81.8% 82.5% 73.1% 72.9% 64.4%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 23 10 35 26 36
Competitive: 5-10 15 13 25 24 45
Opportunity: 10-20 41 53 57 68 74
Landslide: 20-40 156 192 168 154 150
No Contest: 40+ 120 102 95 111 103
Uncontested 80 65 55 52 27
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 393 /435 400 / 435 402/ 435 399 /435 390/ 435
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 389/393 393 /400 379/ 402 380/399 336 /390
Landslide / Total Incumbent 328 /393 340/ 400 301/ 402 317 /399 250/ 390
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 173 /201 174 /207 | 120/ 189 114 / 156 138 /153
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 155 /192 165 /192 181/ 192 203 /224 112 /183
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 254 286 257 224 175
Uncontested Primary 255 283 -- -- --
Elected Women 59 64 69 78 72

%

Elected Racial Minorities 37B21L3A | 40B 25L 3A 38812A3IL A 41812A7|L 6A | 42B 211% 9A

*Includes biracial congressmen Hansen Clarke (D-MI) and Bobby Scott (D-VA)




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 176-258-1 | 230-204-1 227'1207' 223'1211' 221'1211'
Landslide Index 61% 63% 64% 73% 77%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 52 51 40 17 19
Competitive: 5-10 32 36 40 26 23
Opportunity: 10-20 85 72 76 74 57
Landslide: 20-40 153 133 161 134 163
No Contest: 40+ 105 108 101 90 109
Uncontested 8 35 17 94 64
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 350/435 | 383/435 | 382/435 | 401 /435 | 403 /435
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 326 /350 | 349/383 | 361/382 | 395/401 | 397 /403
Landslide / Total Incumbent 227 /350 | 256/383 | 260/382 | 306 /401 | 333 /403
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 92 /139 140 /157 | 135/212 | 163 /207 | 163 /213
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 134 /210 116 /225 | 125/169 | 142 /193 | 170/190
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 186 193 223 241 285
Uncontested Primary 178 204 252 281 274
Elected Women 47 47 51 58 59
. . - 38B 17L 38B17L 37B 20L 37B 17L 37B 19L
Elected Racial Minorities AA AA A 3A AA
Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992
166- 182-253- 177- 175- 167- 176-
U.S. House (R-D-0) 269-0 0 2580 | 260-0 | 226-1 | 258-1
Landslide Index 69% 75% 81% 85% 74% 61%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 35 30 25 19 33 52
Competitive: 5-10 35 24 18 11 20 32
Opportunity: 10-20 66 55 41 42 59 85
Landslide: 20-40 136 131 115 137 165 153
No Contest: 40+ 144 151 187 180 109 105
Uncontested 19 44 49 46 49 8
Incumbents
. 383/ 409 / 391/ 408 / 406 / 350/
Total Running / Total Seats 435 435 435 435 435 435
. 354/ 393/ 385/ 402 / 391/ 326/
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 383 409 391 408 406 350
. 268 / 319/ 332/ 359/ 309/ 227/
Landslide / Total Incumbent 383 409 391 408 406 350




. 89/ 133/ 123/ 139/ 111/
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 215 155 159 163 156 92 /139

. 179/ 186/ 209/ 220/ 198/ 134/
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 215 254 532 245 250 210
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 204 244 270 312 270 186
Uncontested Primary 245 249 262 291 275 178
Elected Women 21 22 23 25 28 47
Elected Racial Minorities 19B8L | 18B11L | 21B11L | 22B10L | 25B10L | 38B17L

3A 3A 4A 4A 2A 4A




Alabama Profile

7 Seats: 6R, 1D

Alabama Rankings 2010
‘ Democracy Index H 23" (24.4) | ‘ Representation H 11" (28.9)
‘ Margin of Victory H 48" (54.6) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 31°(17.5)
| Landslide Index || 11" (57.1) | | House Turnout | 35" (39.3)
A woman has not won a US House seat in Alabama since 1972
Alabama Seats-to-Votes 2010 Alabama Competitiveness 2010
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0% —
Dem. Rep. Other
B \Vote Percentage [ Seat Percentage m Competitive @ Non-Competitive
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 2000 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | ~ | 284 | 288 | 292 | 244 | 28 | 304 | 218 24.4
Index
Voter Turnout 54% 35% 46% 37% 43% 37% 54% | 34.1% 54.6% 39.3
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 33% | 26% | 28% | 27% | 34% | 28% | 40% |27.1% | 40.1% | 28.9%
Wasted Votes 39% 28% 39% 28% 27% 26% 26% | 20.7% 26.6% 26.5%
% Of W R
% Of Wasted R | ) ac | 31725 | 18/62 | 9/50 | 4/31 | 7/42 | 13/46 | 0/45 | 25.9/26.1 | 5.7/67.4
/ D Votes
D\;Z':;?sﬁ 5.10% | 7.20% | 4.30% | 7.80% | 13.60% | 7.20% | 4.80% | 8.8% | 11.6% | 9.1%
AvgMarginof | oo | g | 24% | 49% | 64% | 50% | 48% | 62.5% | 51.7% | 54.6%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 40- 50- 54- 55- 59-34- 55- 60- 55- 60.4- 67.3-
0%) 56-4 50-0 45-2 45-0 7 40-5 40-0 44-1 38.7-0.9 | 30.8-1.9
Seats for (R-D- 43- 43- 71- 71- 71-29- 71- 71- 71- 57.1- 85.7-
0%) 57-0 57-0 29-0 29-0 0 29-0 29-0 29-0 42.9-0 14.3-0
Seat Changes -- 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1(+1D) 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 5-2-0 5-2-0 5-2-0 4-3-0 6-1-0
Landslide Index 85.7% 100% 100% 57.1% 57.1%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 2 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 2
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 3 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 4 1 1 1
Uncontested 1 -- 3 3 3
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/7 7/7 7/7 5/7 5/7
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 7/7 7/7 5/5 4/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/4 7/7 7/7 4/5 3/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 5/5 5/5 3/4 3/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 2/2 2/2 1/1 --
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 4 7 4 3
Uncontested Primary 3 -- -- 5 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 2
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-4-0 3-4-0 5-2-0 5-2-0 5-2-0
Landslide Index 71% 86% 57% 71% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 2 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 2 0
Landslide: 20-40 4 2 2 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 3 2 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 2 4 3
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/7 7/7 5/7 7/7 7/7
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/5 7/7 5/5 7/7 7/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 6/7 4/5 5/7 7/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 3/3 3/3 3/5 4/7
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/4 3/4 1/2 2/2 3/7
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 4 4 4 4
Uncontested Primary 4 6 5 7 6
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-O) 2-5-0 2-5-0 2-5-0 2-5-0 2-5-0
Landslide Index 71% 86% 100% 86% 86%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 2 3 1
No Contest: 40+ 4 3 4 3 3
Uncontested 0 1 1 0 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/7 6/7 6/7 7/7 6/7
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/7 6/6 6/6 7/7 6/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/7 6/6 6/6 6/7 5/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/3 1/1 2/2 1/2 1/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 5/5 4/4 5/5 4/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 4 6 4 4
Uncontested Primary 5 4 5 5 5
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Alaska Profile

1 Seat: 1R, OD

Alaska Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex“ 24" (24.8) ‘ ‘ Representation || 1% (35.5)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 41% (38.6) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 37" (30.8)
‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 6" (51.5)

Republican Don Young is serving his 20th term as Alaska’s only US House Member

Alaska Seats-to-Votes 2010 Alaska Competitiveness 2010
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1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
Democracy Index - - 27.1 22.2 254 23.8 24.6 28 24.8
Voter Turnout 63% 49% 55% 51% 64% 52% 68% 66.3% 515
Reprf:j:;atm“ 30% | 28% | 33% | 32% | 44% | 39% | 48% | 33.3% | 35.5%
Wasted Votes 53% 43% 41% 37% 30% 26% 29% 49.9% 31%
% Of W R/D
%0 Vaostt:Sd / 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | O0/100 | O/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | O/100 | O/100
Drop-Off Voters 7.50% | 2.40% | 3.40% 0% 3.90% | 1.60% | 4.00% 2.8% 0.7%
Avg Margin of 4% | 24% | 24% | 28% | 53% | 57% | 49% | 5.4% | 38.6%
Victory
47-43- | 57-33- | 60-37- | 63-35- | 70-16- | 74-17- | 71-22- 50.1- 69-
-D-09 . _
Votes for (R-D-0%) | ), 10 4 3 14 8 7 | 4549 38‘55
100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0- | 100-0-
D-0O9Y
Seats for (R-D-0%) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1
Seat Changes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (+1D) 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 0% 0% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/1 0/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/1 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/0 NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 1 -- 0 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 1 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 1 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 1 1
Uncontested Primary 0 0 1 0 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 0% 0% 100% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 0/1 0/1 1/1 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 0/1 0/1 1/1 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




8 Seats: 5R, 3

Arizona Profile

D

Arizona Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 19" (23.8) | | Representation | 44" (21.9) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 11" (18.9) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 11" (6.9) |
| Landslide Index | 9™ (37.5) | | House Turnout || 36"(39.2) |

In 2010, Republicans won 25% more House seats with only 11.1% more of popular votes than
Democrats
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 363 | 297 | 407 | 382 | 33 | 252 27.8 23.8
Index
Voter Turnout 52% 38% 44% 28% 40% 30% 52% 38% 52.6% 39.2%
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 31% | 23% | 27% | 17% | 25% | 19% | 34% | 22.40% | 30.7% | 21.9%
Wasted Votes 41% 38% 38% 40% 38% 39% 35% 41% 41.7% 44%
% Of Wasted R 34/41 | 5/85 5/84 | 4/86 4/85 8/78 | 8/69 | 35/49 | 45.4/33.8 | 25.5/60.7
/ D Votes
Drop-Off
Voters 5.20% | 2.70% | 3.40% | 1.40% | 4.30% | 2.60% | 7% 2.20% 6% 1.7%
Avg Margin of
. 25% 27% 28% 25% 52% 27% 35% 31% 23.7% 18.9%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 53- 59- 59- 57- 58- 57- 60- 52-42- | 47.4-49- 53-41.9-
0%) 41-6 37-3 38-3 41-2 384 40-3 | 32-8 6 3.6 5.1
Seats for (R-D- 50- 83- 83- 83- 83- 75- 75- | 50-50- 37.5- 62.5-
0%) 50-0 17-0 17-0 17-0 17-0 25-0 | 25-0 0 62.5-0 37.5-0
2
Seat Changes 1 0 0 0 0 (+1D, 0 1(+1D) | 1(+1D) 2
+1R)
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 6-2-0 6-2-0 4-4-0 3-5-0 5-3-0
Landslide Index 88% 100% 63% 50% 37.5%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 1 3
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 3 1
Landslide: 20-40 7 5 3 3 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 1 1 1
Uncontested 0 2 1 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/8 8/8 7/8 7/8 7/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 8/8 6/7 7/7 5/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/5 8/8 5/7 4/7 3/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 4/4 6/6 3/4 2/3 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 2/2 2/2 2/4 1/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 5 5 4 1
Uncontested Primary 4 -- -- 7 --
Elected Women 0 0 1 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 2L 2L 2L 2L 2L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-3-0 5-1-0 5-1-0 5-1-0 5-1-0
Landslide Index 67% 67% 80% 67% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 2 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 2 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 4 3 4 4 4
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 1 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 4/6 6/6 6/6 5/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/5 3/4 6/6 6/6 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 3/4 5/6 4/6 5/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 2/2 4/5 3/5 4/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/2 1/2 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 3 4 4 2
Uncontested Primary 2 1 4 5 3
Elected Women 1 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1L 1L 1L 1L 1L

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-2-0 4-1-0 4-1-0 4-1-0 4-1-0
Landslide Index 80% 80% 100% 100% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 3 0 2 1 3
No Contest: 40+ 1 3 2 4 0
Uncontested 0 1 1 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/5 5/5 3/5 5/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 4/5 3/3 5/5 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/3 4/5 3/3 5/5 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 3/4 2/2 4/4 3/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 4 2 5 4
Uncontested Primary 3 4 2 3 4
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 1L




4 Seats: 3R, 1D

Arkansas Profile

Arkansas Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 34" (28.6) | | Representation | 42" (22.4) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 15" (22.9) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 30" (17.4) |
‘ Landslide Index H 15" (50) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 41%(37.2) |

By 2010, races were slightly more competitive, no incumbents were “untouchable,” but all candidates

at least won “comfortably.”
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 2010
Democracy - - 21 | 277 | 325 | 31.8 | 386 | 288 | 42 28.6
Index
Voter Turnout 51% 39% 46% 28% 40% 34% 40% | 36.6% | 38.7% 37.2%
Reprf;jg;atm“ 31% | 19% | 26% | 19% | 26% | 26% | 24% |24.3% | 31% | 22.4%
Wasted Votes | 39% | 53% | 44% | 34% | 36% | 23% | 39% [33.7% | 19.9% | 39.8%
% Of W R
% 7 o Vaostt:Sd 33/42 | 42/65 | 42/44 | 23/40 | 66/0 | 50/0 | 63/19 | 60/16 | 0/0 | 16.4/67.8
Drop-Off Voters | 6.5% | 1.1% | 2.4% | 25.6% | 15.8% | 14.6% | 6.3% | 6.6% | 27.6% 0.9%
AvgMarginof | o | oo | 14% | 45% | 34% | 60% | 43% |33.4% | 100% | 22.9%
Victory
27.3-
Votes for (R-D- 40- 53- 53- 61- 54- 41- 45- 40- 528 56.2-
0%) 59-1 47-0 46-1 32-7 46-0 57-2 54-1 60-0 19' 9 41.1-2.7
Seats for (R-D- 50- 50- 50- 50- 25- 25- 25- 25- 25- 75-25-0
0%) 50-0 50-0 50-0 50-0 75-0 75-0 75-0 75-0 75-0
Seat Changes 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-3-0 1-3-0 1-3-0 1-3-0 3-1-0
Landslide Index 100% 75% 100% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 3 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 0 1
Uncontested 2 1 0 4 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 1/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/4 3/4 4/4 4/4 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 --
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/3 2/3 3/3 3/3 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 3 4 3 0
Uncontested Primary 3 -- 4 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-2-0 2-2-0 2-2-0 2-2-0 1-3-0
Landslide Index 50% 25% 25% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 1 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 2 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 1 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 2 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/4 4/4 1/4 4/4 4/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 4/4 1/1 4/4 3/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/4 1/1 2/4 2/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA 1/2 1/1 1/2 1/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 0/2 NA 1/2 1/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 0 0 0 2
Uncontested Primary 2 4 1 4 3
Elected Women 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-2-0 1-3-0 1-3-0 1-3-0 1-3-0
Landslide Index 75% 75% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 3 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 2 3 2 2
Uncontested 0 1 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/4 3/4 4/4 4/4 3/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 3/3 4/4 4/4 3/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/4 3/3 4/4 4/4 3/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 3/3 3/3 2/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 3 3 4 3
Uncontested Primary 3 2 2 3 3
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




California Profile

53 Seats: 19R, 34D

California

Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 24" (24.8) ‘ ‘ Representation || 15" (27.5) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 39" (36.1) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 15" (9.2) |
| Landslide Index | 40" (79.2) | | House Turnout || 26" (42.2) |

In 2010, all 51 US House incumbents once again won in California. This time 76% of them won by at

least a landslide.
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 2002 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | ~ | 34 | 248 | 314 | 36 | 288 | 284 | 248 24.8

Index
Voter Turnout 48% 36% 41% 34% | 41.9% | 28% 54% | 38.3% 56% 42.2%
Reprf:g:)t(am" 29% | 22% | 26% | 22% | 27% | 19% | 37% | 26.2% | 38.4% | 27.5%
Wasted Votes | 40% | 38% | 38% | 34% | 36% | 33% | 31% |31.7% | 31.4% | 34.8%
[V
% (/)fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 39/33 | 32/39 | 35/34 | 28/31 | 40/25 | 35/25 | 33/25 | 34/26 | 32.7/26.6 | 39.6/27.1

Drop-Off
Voters 5.40% | 3.80% | 5.40% | 4.70% | 4.80% | 0.90% | 6.40% | 4.40% 9.1% 4.4%

Avg Margin of

. 27% 30% 31% 38% 38% 38% 42% 46% 47.5% 36.1%

Victory

Votes for (R-D- 41- 49- 45- 44- 43- 44-51- 43- 40-57- 36.6- 43.5-

0%) 52-7 47-4 50-5 51-5 52-6 4 54-3 3 59.9-3.5 53.4-3.1
Seats for (R-D- 42- 48- 44- 46- 38- 38-62- 38- 36-64- 35.8- 35.8-

0%) 58-0 52-0 56-0 54-0 62-0 0 62-0 0 64.2-0 64.2-0
Seat Changes 3 4 3 3 4 1(+1D) 0 1(+1D) 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

U.S. House (R-D-0) 20-33-0 20-33-0 19-34-0 19-34-0 19-34-0
Landslide Index 94% 96% 94% 75.5% 79.2%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 2 2
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 2 3 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 0 8 7
Landslide: 20-40 27 28 27 10 25
No Contest: 40+ 21 18 15 23 15
Uncontested 2 5 8 7 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 50/53 51/53 52/53 51/53 51/53
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 50/50 51/51 50/52 51/51 51/51
Landslide / Total Incumbent 49/50 50/51 48/50 40/51 40/51
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 19/19 18/19 15/18 7/17 11/18
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 30/31 32/32 33/33 33/34 29/33
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 32 47 44 36 32
Uncontested Primary 33 -- -- 38 --
Elected Women 18 18 18 19 19
Elected Racial Minorities 4B 9L 2A 4B 9L 2A 3B 8L 2A 4B 10L 2A 4B 6L 3A




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 22-30-0 25-27-0 23-29-0 24-28-0 20-32-0
Landslide Index 58% 69% 73% 75% 79%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 6 6 4 3 3
Competitive: 5-10 4 2 5 2 4
Opportunity: 10-20 12 8 5 8 4
Landslide: 20-40 20 25 26 16 19
No Contest: 40+ 10 9 12 14 18
Uncontested 0 2 0 9 4
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 36/52 49/52 50/52 47/52 49/52
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 35/36 56/49 47/50 47/47 46/49
Landslide / Total Incumbent 25/36 35/49 38/50 37/47 41/46
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 7/15 17/20 17/22 16/21 16/19
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 18/21 18/29 21/28 21/26 25/30
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 21 26 35 35 36
Uncontested Primary 15 22 34 32 40
Elected Women 7 8 10 13 16
Elected Racial Minorities 4B 4L 3A 4B 4L 3A 4B 5L 2A 4B 5L 1A 4B 6L 2A

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 17-28-0 18-27-0 18-27 18-27 19-26
Landslide Index 71% 91% 93% 93% 77%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 0 0 0 5
Competitive: 5-10 6 2 0 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 3 3 4
Landslide: 20-40 19 20 14 18 26
No Contest: 40+ 13 20 28 24 7
Uncontested 0 1 0 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 37/45 45/45 41/45 42/45 43/45
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 35/37 44/45 41/41 42/42 40/43
Landslide / Total Incumbent 26/37 42/45 39/41 40/42 33/43
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 12/16 17/17 14/16 14/15 12/17
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 14/21 25/28 25/25 26/27 21/26
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 22 30 37 38 29
Uncontested Primary 27 23 27 27 30
Elected Women 2 3 2 2 3
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 2L 2A 3B4L2A 3B4L2A 3B3L2A 4B 3L 2A




Colorado Profile

7 Seats: 4R, 3D

Colorado Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 3" (13) ‘ ‘ Representation || 10" (29) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 16" (23.3) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 7™ (4.8) |
‘ Landslide Index H 22" (57.1) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 10" (49.3) |

In 2010, three US House races were landslide wins. Republicans won two house seats in very close

races.
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 196 | 171 | 173 | 212 | 148 | 15 15 13
Index
Voter Turnout 61% 39% 51% 43% 53% 41% 65% | 46.5% 66.4% 49.3%
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 38% | 27.4% | 32% | 27% | 36% | 26% | 39% |28.1% | 41.2% 29%
Wasted Votes 38% 30% 38% 38% 39% 38% 39% 40% 37.9% 41%
% Of W R
% (; D Vaostt:sd 21/54 | 21/45 | 21/57 | 22/57 | 17/40 | 17/60 | 30/46 | 37/35 | 56.2/21.9 | 27.8/49.9
Drop-Off
Voters 5.70% | 5.40% | 3.30% 4% 6.80% | 1.10% | 4.30% | 1.30% 4.9% 1.4%
Avg Margin of
. 27% 43% 27% 26% 38% 27% 15% | 31.6% 26.8% 23.3%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 51- 65- 57- 56- 60- 54- 49- 41- 43.4- 50.1-
0%) 47-2 35-0 41-2 42-2 | 30-10 | 424 49-2 54-5 55.2-1.5 45.4-4.4
Seats for (R-D- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 71- 57- 43- 28.6- 57.1-
0%) 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 29-0 43-0 57-0 71.4-0 42.9-0
1 1
Seat Changes 0 0 0 0 0 (+1R) | (+1D) 0 1(+1D) 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 5-2-0 4-3-0 3-4-0 2-5-0 4-3-0
Landslide Index 71% 57% 43% 85.7% 57.1%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 3 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 4 2 1 5 3
No Contest: 40+ 1 2 1 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 1 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/7 6/7 5/7 5/7 7/7
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 6/6 5/5 4/5 5/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/5 4/6 3/5 6/5 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 2/4 0/2 2/1 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 3/3 4/3 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 2 1 1
Uncontested Primary 4 -- -- 4 --
Elected Women 2 2 2 2 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 1L 1L 1L 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0
Landslide Index 67% 83% 50% 50% 67%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 3 2 2
Landslide: 20-40 3 2 2 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 2 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 1 0 0 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 6/6 4/6 4/6 6/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 6/6 4/4 4/4 6/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 5/6 3/4 3/4 4/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 4/4 3/3 2/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 1/2 0/1 1/1 1/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 3 3 2 2
Uncontested Primary 5 5 3 4 6
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-3-0 4-2-0 3-3-0 3-3-0 3-3-0
Landslide Index 83% 67% 67% 100% 83%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 2 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 4 1 2 3 4
No Contest: 40+ 1 3 2 3 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 5/6 4/6 6/6 5/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 5/5 3/4 6/6 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 4/5 3/4 6/6 5/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 3/3 2/3 3/3 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 1/2 1/1 3/3 3/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 3 4 5
Uncontested Primary 5 5 3 6 4
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Connecticut Profile

5 Seats: OR, 5D

Connecticut Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 22" (24.4) ‘ ‘ Representation || 22" (26.6)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 9™ (18.4) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 44™ (40.9)
‘ Landslide Index H 25" (60) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 17 (45.4)

In 2010, all 5 incumbents were reelected. Republicans won 0 of 5 seats, despite winning 40 % of votes
statewide.

Connecticut Seats-to-Votes 2010 Connecticut Competitiveness 2010
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1992 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 2006 2008 | 2010
Democracy - ~ | 188 | 208 | 163 | 22 24 | 216 | 26 | 244
Index
Voter Turnout 57% 43% 52% 38% 53% 39% 58% 43.3% | 62.3% | 45.4%
Reprf:g:iatm“ 34% | 26% | 31% | 24% | 32% | 24% | 36% | 26.2% | 40.5% | 26.6%
Wasted Votes 39% 39% 40% 39% 39% 39% 38% 39.5% | 35.1% | 41.3%
% Of W R
%0 D Va:)stt:Sd / 40/30 | 37/35 | 57/26 | 56/22 | 37/38 | 26/50 | 23/49 | 75/16 | 100/0 | 100/0
Drop-Off Voters | 11.20% | 6.80% | 7.10% | 6.20% | 10% | 3.30% | 9.50% | 5.30% 7.3% 1.3%
AvgMarginof | o0 | Sg0 | 21% | 25% | 24% | 24% | 26% | 23.50% | 32.9% | 18.4%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 49-45- | 48- 42- 47- 45- 47- 44- | 39-60- 613(‘;_ :g‘;‘:
0%) 6 48-4 56-2 53-2 53-1 51-1 55-1 1 2 0'9
Seats for (R-D- 50-50- 50- 33- 33- 50- 60- 60- 20-80- 0- 0-
0%) 0 50-0 67-0 67-0 50-0 40-0 40-0 0 100-0 | 100-0
1
Seat Changes 0 1 0 0 1 -1D 0 2 (+2D) (+1D) 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-2-0 3-2-0 1-4-0 0-5-0 0-5-0
Landslide Index 60% 60% 40% 80% 60%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 2 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 3 1 0 2 3
No Contest: 40+ 0 2 2 2 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/6 5/5 3/5 4/5 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/6 3/5 2/5 4/5 3/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/3 1/3 0/1 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 4/4 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 2 2 2
Uncontested Primary 5 -- -- 4 --
Elected Women 2 2 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-3-0 3-3-0 2-4-0 2-4-0 3-3-0
Landslide Index 67% 67% 50% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 2 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 2 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 1 2 1
No Contest: 40+ 2 2 2 1 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/6 6/6 6/6 5/6 6/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/6 6/6 5/6 5/6 5/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/6 4/6 3/6 3/5 3/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 2/3 1/3 1/2 1/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 2/3 2/3 2/3 1/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 3 2 3
Uncontested Primary NA NA NA 5 6
Elected Women 3 3 3 2 2
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-4-0 3-3-0 3-3-0 3-3-0 3-3-0
Landslide Index 16% 50% 83% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 0 0 0 2
Competitive: 5-10 1 3 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 3 3 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 2 3 3
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 6/6 6/6 6/6 4/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/5 5/6 6/6 6/6 4/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/5 3/6 5/6 6/6 3/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 2/2 2/3 3/3 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/4 1/4 3/3 3/3 1/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 2 5 3
Uncontested Primary 4 NA 6 NA NA
Elected Women 2 2 2 2 3
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 1B




Delaware Profile

1 Seat: OR, 1D

Delaware Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 8™ (17.2) ‘ ‘ Representation H 16™ (27.5)
‘ Margin of Victory H 7" (16.1) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 46™ (42.1)
‘ Landslide Index H 1°* (0) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 11*" (48.4)

Republican Michael Castle ran for US Senate and Democrat John C. Carney Jr. was elected in 2010.

Delaware Seats-to-Votes 2010 Delaware Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 | 2010
Democracy Index - - 29 37.2 27.4 29.4 24.6 24.6 30.8 17.2
Voter Turnout 55% 37% 49% 32% 54% 38% 61% | 42.6% | 61.9% | 48.4%
Reprf:g:iatw" 30% | 26% | 34% | 21% | 36% | 27% | 35% | 24.4% | 37.8% | 27.5%
Wasted Votes 45% 29% 31% 34% 32% 28% 31% | 42.8% | 38.9% | 43.2%
% Of W R
%0 D Va::\stt:sd / 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | O/100 | 0O/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 100/0
Drop-Off Voters | 4.70% | 2.00% | 1.50% NA 4.30% | 1.70% | 5.10% | 0.90% | 6.5% 0.6%
AvgMarginof | oo | aaoe | 2% | 35% | 37% | 45% | 39% | 19.2% | 23.3% | 16.1%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 55- | 71- | 70- | 66- | 68 | 72- | 69- | 57- 6;;' 5212;_
0%) 43-2 27-3 28-3 32-2 31-2 27-1 30-1 39-4 09 2'2
Seats for (R-D- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 0-
0%) 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 100-0
Seat Changes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 0-1-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 0% 100% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 0 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 --
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 --
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 --
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 --
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA --
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 0 0 --
Uncontested Primary 1 1 -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 1 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary NA 1 1 1 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 1 1
Uncontested Primary 0 1 1 NA 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




25 Seats: 19R, 6D

Florida Rankings 2010

Florida Profile

| Democracy Index || 40" (31)
Margin of Victory 447 (42.5)
| | aa”

‘ Landslide Index H 35" (72)

| Representation || 26" (26.1)
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 25" (15)
‘ House Turnout || 32" (40.7)

In 2010, 15 out of 16 incumbents reelected in Florida House seats won by a landslide
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1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | _ - | 346 | 424 | 30 | 368 | 37 | 336 | 238 | 31
Index
Voter Turnout 49% 26% 43% 11% 43% 29% 48% | 31.8% 59.7% 40.7%
Repr?:jz;‘(atm" 29% | 18% | 28% | 8% | 31% | 20% | 35% | 56% | 36.6% | 26.1%
Wasted Votes 40% 31% 33% 27% 31% 32% 28% | 39.2% 38.7% 35.8%
% Of Wasted R 21.7/55 | 9.4/66.
/ D Votes 31/45 | 26/38 22/47 18/27 12/43 10/61 | 6/58 | 12/75 2 3
Drop-Off o 32.20 11.60 69.40 15.90 26.20 o 20.20 o o
Voters 7.60% % % % % % 26% % 11.6% 3.6%
Avg Margin of
Ve Margin ot | Soor | 50w | 38% | 81% | 52% | 37% | 58% | 40.5% | 31.6% | 42.5%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 51- | 59-41- | 56-43- | 46-48- | 57-39- | 57-41- | 59- | 57-42- ié'g' g;g
o _ _ . = . =
0%) 46-3 0 0 6 4 2 39-2 1 18 6.9
Seats for (R-D- 57- 65-35- | 65-35- | 65-35- | 65-35- | 72-28- 72- 64-36-
0%) 43-0 0 0 0 0 0 28-0 0 60-40-0 | 76-24-0
1
Seat Changes -- 2 0 0 0 1(1R) 0 (+1D) 1(+1D) 4
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 18-7-0 18-7-0 16-9-0 15-10-0 19-6-0
Landslide Index 84% 96% 56% 64% 72%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 3 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 2 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 7 6 5
Landslide: 20-40 7 11 7 8 10
No Contest: 40+ 5 2 1 6 3
Uncontested 9 11 6 2 5
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 21/25 23/25 21/25 24/25 20/25
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 20/21 23/23 20/21 21/24 16/20
Landslide / Total Incumbent 18/21 22/23 12/21 16/24 15/20
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 13/14 16/17 7/14 9/13 11/11
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/7 6/6 6/6 7/8 4/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 17 19 11 11 8
Uncontested Primary 19 -- -- 18 --
Elected Women 3 5 4 6 6
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 2L 3B 2L 3B 3L 3B 3L 4B 3L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 13-10-0 15-8-0 15-8-0 15-8-0 15-8-0
Landslide Index 43% 78% 87% 96% 78%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 3 1 0 0 2
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 9 3 2 1 3
Landslide: 20-40 6 6 13 3 5
No Contest: 40+ 3 1 4 1 3
Uncontested 1 11 3 18 10
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 13/23 20/23 20/23 23/23 20/23
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 13/13 20/20 20/20 23/23 20/20
Landslide / Total Incumbent 7/13 17/20 19/20 22/23 18/20
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 5/8 12/12 14/15 15/15 10/12
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/5 5/8 5/5 7/8 8/8
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 9 16 19 18
Uncontested Primary 9 18 18 22 20
Elected Women 5 5 5 5 4
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 2L 3B 2L 3B 2L 3B 2L 3B 2L

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 6-13-0 7-12-0 7-12-0 10-9-0 10-9-0
Landslide Index 74% 84% 100% 84% 68%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 1 2
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 3 3 0 1 4
Landslide: 20-40 5 6 2 4 5
No Contest: 40+ 6 3 8 4 3
Uncontested 3 7 9 8 5
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 14/19 19/19 18/19 16/19 18/19
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 14/14 19/19 18/18 15/16 17/18
Landslide / Total Incumbent 11/14 16/19 18/18 15/16 13/18
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/4 7/7 7/7 6/6 7/11
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 9/10 9/12 11/11 9/10 6/7
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 10 11 15 15 10
Uncontested Primary 10 16 17 13 13
Elected Women 0 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 1L 1L




Georgia Profile

13 Seats: 8R, 5D

Georgia Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 19" (23.8) | | Representation | 18" (27.4)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 45" (46.8) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 1* (0.4)
| Landslide Index | 37" (76.9) | | House Turnout || 39" (37.4)

In 2010, 10 out of 13 Georgia House seats were non-competitive
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 317 | 322 | 31 | 272 | 252 | 282 | 244 23.8
Index
Voter Turnout 47% 29% 40% 29% 41% 30% 50% 34% 57.2% 37.4%
Reprf:g:)t(am" 28% | 19% | 25% | 21% | 28% | 23% | 29% | 23% | 403% | 27.4%
Wasted Votes 41% 36% 38% 28% 31% 25% 19% 31% 29.6% 26.9%
% C/)fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 50/34 | 55/46 | 15/65 | 15/51 | 14/59 | 14/41 | 19/20 | 24/39 | 20.4/38.5 | 20/38.1
Drop-Off
46% | 3.1% | 5.9% 9% 6.9% 5.4% 10.3% | 2.5% 6.9% 4.2%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 19% 28% 26% 48% 37% 50% 62% 40% 42.8% 46.8%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 45- 55- 53- 64- 62- 58-42- | 62-39- 55- 49.2- 61.9-
0%) 55-0 46-0 47-0 36-0 38-0 0 0 45-0 50.8-0 38.1-0
Seats for (R-D- 36- 64- 73- 73- 73- 62-38- | 54-46- 54- 53.8- 61.5-
0%) 64-0 36-0 270 27-0 270 0 0 36-0 46.2-0 38.5-0
Seat Changes -- 1 0 0 0 2(+2D) | 1(+1D) 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 8-5-0 7-6-0 7-6-0 7-6-0 8-5-0
Landslide Index 69% 85% 85% 92.3% 76.9%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 1 2 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 3 5 9 4
No Contest: 40+ 6 2 5 1 3
Uncontested 3 6 1 2 3
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/13 10/13 12/13 13/13 11/13
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 9/10 12/12 13/13 10/11
Landslide / Total Incumbent 8/8 8/10 10/12 12/13 8/11
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 8/8 4/5 7/7 7/7 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA 4/5 3/5 5/6 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 7 6 7 7 8
Uncontested Primary 6 -- -- 9 --
Elected Women 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 4B 4B 4B 4B 4B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-7-0 7-4-0 8-3-0 8-3-0 8-3-0
Landslide Index 27% 73% 45% 73% 73%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 2 0 2 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 5 2 3 3 2
Landslide: 20-40 1 7 4 3 4
No Contest: 40+ 2 1 0 2 3
Uncontested 0 0 1 3 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/11 10/11 11/11 11/11 11/11
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/5 8/10 11/11 11/11 11/11
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/5 6/10 5/11 8/11 8/11
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 3/4 4/8 6/8 6/8
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/4 3/6 1/3 2/3 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 3 4 5 5
Uncontested Primary 1 6 9 11 9
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 3B 3B 3B 3B

Election Result and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-9-0 2-8-0 2-8-0 1-9-0 1-9-0
Landslide Index 90% 80% 90% 90% 60%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 0 0 0 0 2
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 3 2 3 6 3
No Contest: 40+ 3 2 2 1 3
Uncontested 3 4 4 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/10 10/10 9/10 10/10 10/10
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/7 9/10 9/9 9/10 10/10
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/7 8/10 8/9 8/10 6/10
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 1/1 1/2 0/2 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 6/6 7/9 7/7 8/8 6/9
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 6 7 7 8 6
Uncontested Primary 3 6 8 7 9
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 1B 1B 1B




2 Seats: OR, 2D

Hawaii Rankings 2010

Hawaii Profile

‘Democracylndex H 35" (29.4) ‘ ‘ Representation || 33" (24.3) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 25" (27.3) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 41° (37.4) |
| Landslide Index | 15" (50) | | House Turnout || 29" (41.4) |

Hawaii’s 1% District turned competitive in 2010.

Hawaii Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 1994 1996 1998 | 2000 2002 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 334 | 322 | 410 | 252 | 384 | 340 | 386 | 29.4
Index
Voter Turnout 43% 39% 40% 45% 37% 39% 47% 37% | 50.7% | 41.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 32% | 24% | 22% | 30% | 24% | 25% | 29% | 24% | 35.6% | 24.3%
Wasted Votes 27% 38% 45% 34% 35% 35% 37% 35% | 29.8% | 41.2%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0
Drop-Off 3.9% | 4% | 1.9% | 2.5% | 7.4% | 5.8% | -~ | 1.9% | -0.6% | -0.7%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 51% 28% 17% 35% 33% 32% 27% | 30.4% | 59% | 27.3%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 22- | 34- | 38 | 30- | 33- | 32- | 36 | 35 ;g:;: iz:z:
0%) 73-5 62-4 56-6 66-4 65-2 65-3 63-1 65-0 11.7 27
Seats for (R-D- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0-
0%) 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0
Seat Changes -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 50% 100% 100% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 2 2 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 2 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 1/1 2/2 1/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/1 2/2 1/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/1 2/2 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 0 1 -- 2 --
Elected Women 1 0 1 1 2
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 1A 1A 2A




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 100% 50% 50% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 0 0 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 1 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 2 0 0 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/2 1/2 2/2 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 1/2 1/2 2/2 2/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 1 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 1 0 0 0 0
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1A 1A 1A 1A 1A

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-2-0 0-2-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 50% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 0 2
No Contest: 40+ 2 2 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA 1/1 0/1 NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 1 1 0
Uncontested Primary 2 1 2 2 0
Elected Women 0 0 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1A 1A 2A 2A 1A




Idaho Profile

2 Seats: 2R, 0D

Idaho Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 36" (29.8) | | Representation |  31%(25.1)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 30" (29.1) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 42 (37.4)
‘ Landslide Index H 15" (50) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 24" (42.5)

In 2010, Democrats lost control of Idaho’s 1°* District.

Idaho Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy ~ | - | 168 | 216 | 294 | 224 | 266 | 25.8 20 29.8
Index
Voter Turnout 68% 49% 59% 43% 54% 41% 59% 45% 61.7% 42.5%
Reprf::lz;atm“ 40% | 32% | 34% | 23% | 36% | 26% | 42% | 25% | 36.9% | 25.1%
Wasted Votes 14% 35% 41% 46% 33% 37% 30% | 44.3% 40.2% 41%
% Of W R
% (; D Vaostteesd 39/37 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 45.5/32.3 0/100
Drop-Off Voters | 1.9% | 4.9% | -0.5% | 0.6% | 1.7% | 1.6% | 4.3% 8.8% 2.6% 1.2%
AvgMarginof | /o0 | 300 | 219% | 9% | 39% | 20% | 40% | 17% | 21.6% | 29.1%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 49- 65- 59- 54- 67- 63- 70- 56-40- 59.2- 59-33.7-
0%) 47-4 35-0 39-2 45-1 29-4 34-3 30-0 4 40.7-0.1 7.3
Seats for (R-D- 50- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- | 100-0-
-50- 100-0-
0%) 50-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0 >0-50-0 00-0-0
Seat Changes -- 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-0 2-0 2-0 1-1-0 2-0-0
Landslide Index 50% 100% 50% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 1 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 1/1 1/2 1/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/1 1/2 1/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/0 0/0
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 2 1 -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 1L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 2-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 50% 50% 0% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 0 1 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/2 2/2 2/2 1/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/2 2/2 1/1 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/2 1/2 0/1 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA 1/1 1/2 0/1 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 0/1 NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 1 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 0 1
Elected Women 0 1 1 1 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-0-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 0% 50% 50% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 1 2 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/2 2/2 2/2 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/2 1/2 1/2 2/2 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/2 1/2 1/1 1/1 NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA 0/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 2 2 2 2 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Illinois Profile

19 Seats: 11R, 8D

lllinois Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 26" (25.6) | | Representation | 20" (26.8) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 36™ (35.3) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 16" (10) |
| Landslide Index | 36" (73.7) | | House Turnout || 30" (41.4) |

In 2010, despite winning a majority of the popular vote, lllinois Democrats lack a majority in terms of

House seats

70.0%

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

Illinois Seats-to-Votes 2010

Dem. Rep. Other

W Vote Percentage @O Seat Percentage

Illinois Competitiveness 2010

B Competitive  ®m Non-Competitive




1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | . | 264 | 226 | 217 | 238 | 21.2 | 204 | 196 | 256
Index
Voter Turnout 57% 35% 47% 37% 49% 37% 57% | 40.2% 59.7% 41.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 38% | 24% | 31% | 27% | 34% | 27% | 40% | 27% | 40.8% | 26.8%
Wasted Votes 35% 34% 35% 27% 31% 28% 31% | 32.8% 31.7% 35.3%
% Of W R
% 7 0 vaostt:sd 14/28 | 32/35 | 28/39 | 25/28 | 19/39 | 19/34 | 25/34 | 25/38 | 36.5/26.3 | 17.7/48
Drop-Off 43% | 2% | 43% | 53% | 7.3% | 3.1% | 55% | - 5% 0.9%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 33% 36% 35% 50% 43% 47% 41% | 38.4% 42.5% 35.3%
Victory
46.5-
Votes for (R-D- 43- 52- 44- 51- 43- 48- 45- 42- 37.4- 50.8-
0%) 55-1 48-0 55-1 49-1 56-7 51-1 54-1 58-0 60.5-2.1 ) '7
Seats for (R-D- 40- 50- 50- 50- 50- 53- 47- 43- 36.8- 57.9-
0%) 60-0 50-0 50-0 50-0 50-0 47-0 53-0 57-0 63.2-0 42.1-0
1(- 1
Seat Changes -- 1 2 0 0 1D) | (+1D) 0 1 4
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 10-9 9-10 9-10 7-12-0 11-8-0
Landslide Index 90% 84% 57.9% 78.9% 73.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 1 0 2
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 2 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 2 5 3 2
Landslide: 20-40 7 7 3 6 6
No Contest: 40+ 8 8 7 8 8
Uncontested 2 1 1 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 18/19 18/19 17/19 17/19 18/19
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 18/18 17/18 17/17 17/17 14/18
Landslide / Total Incumbent 16/18 15/18 11/17 15/17 14/18
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 8/9 7/9 3/8 4/6 6/6
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 8/9 8/8 8/9 11/11 8/8
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 14 13 10 10 9
Uncontested Primary 13 16 -- 11 --
Elected Women 2 3 3 4 2
Elected Racial Minorities 3B1L 3B1L 3B1L 3B1L 3B1L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 8-12-0 10-10-0 10-10-0 10-10-0 10-10-0
Landslide Index 65% 75% 70% 85% 75%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 3 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 4 0 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 7 1 3 2 2
Landslide: 20-40 7 6 9 7 6
No Contest: 40+ 6 8 3 6 6
Uncontested 0 1 2 4 3
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 17/20 18/20 18/20 17/20 18/20
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 16/17 17/18 17/18 17/17 18/18
Landslide / Total Incumbent 11/17 13/18 13/18 15/17 15/18
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 4/7 7/7 6/9 8/9 6/8
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 7/10 6/11 7/9 7/8 9/10
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 10 10 10 12 15
Uncontested Primary 7 10 11 11 13
Elected Women 1 1 0 2 2
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 1L 3B 1L 3B1L 3B1L 3B1L
Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 10-12-0 9-13-0 9-13-0 8-14-0 7-15-0
Landslide Index 68% 82% 77% 86% 86%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 3 2 3 2 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 1 2
Opportunity: 10-20 3 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 7 10 5 9 9
No Contest: 40+ 8 8 11 10 9
Uncontested 0 0 1 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 20/22 19/22 20/22 21/22 21/22
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 19/20 18/19 20/20 20/21 21/21
Landslide / Total Incumbent 14/20 16/19 17/20 18/21 19/21
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 5/11 6/8 7/7 7/9 7/7
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 9/9 10/11 10/13 11/12 12/14
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 13 11 15 16 17
Uncontested Primary 11 8 12 12 17
Elected Women 2 2 2 1
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 3B 3B 3B 3B




9 Seats: 6R, 3D

Indiana Rankings 2010

Indiana Profile

| Democracy Index | 42" (31.8) | | Representation | 43(22.2) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 22" (25.7) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 13t (8.3) |
| Landslide Index | 38" (77.8) | | House Turnout || 40" (37.4) |

Indiana’s landslide index remained unchanged in 2010

Indiana Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 212 | 205 | 205 | 255 | 27.8 | 248 | 242 31.8
Index
Voter Turnout 54% 36% 48% 36% 48% 33% 53% | 36.2% 57.8% 37.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 33% | 21% | 29% | 22% | 29% | 20% | 33% |21.2% | 36.5% | 22.2%
Wasted Votes 38% 41% 39% 38% 40% 40% 38% | 41.3% 36.7% 40.5%
% Of Wasted R 23/5 13/7 21.5/59
/ D Votes 57/22 | 28/56 | 28/50 | 27/50 | 42/50 9 0 45/36 | 38.5/33 3
Drop-Off
38% | 0.0% | 2.5% | 0.8% | 1.9% | -3.0% | 2.1% | 0.0% 2.7% -0.2%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 23% 18% 23% 26% 26% 22% 23% | 19.4% 29% 25.7%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 45- 57- 53- 55- 53- 55- 57- 50- 46.3- 55.7-
0%) 54-1 43-0 45-2 43-3 44-3 42-3 41-2 49-1 51.9-1.8 | 38.9-5.5
Seats for (R-D- 30- 60- 60- 60- 60- 67- 78- 44- 44 .4- 66.7-
0%) 70-0 40-0 40-0 40-0 40-0 33-0 22-0 56-0 55.6-0 33.3-0
Seat Changes - 3 0 0 0 ié) (+1R) (+:D) 0 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 6-3-0 7-2-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 6-3-0
Landslide Index 56% 56% 55.6% 77.8% 77.8%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 3 2 3 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 2 1
Landslide: 20-40 3 3 4 6 5
No Contest: 40+ 2 2 1 1 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/9 9/9 9/9 9/9 6/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 8/8 6/9 9/9 5/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/8 5/9 4/9 7/9 4/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 4/5 4/6 3/4 2/4 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/3 1/3 1/2 5/5 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 5 4 3 3
Uncontested Primary 3 -- -- 4 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-7-0 6-4-0 6-4-0 6-4-0 6-4-0
Landslide Index 50% 30% 40% 60% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 1 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 2 1 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 3 3 4 2 3
Landslide: 20-40 4 1 2 3 3
No Contest: 40+ 1 2 2 3 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 10/10 9/10 8/10 9/10 9/10
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 9/10 7/9 8/8 9/9 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/10 3/9 3/8 6/9 5/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 3/3 2/5 5/6 4/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/8 0/6 1/3 1/3 1/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 1 2 4 4
Uncontested Primary 4 1 3 5 2
Elected Women 1 0 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 5-5-0 5-5-0 4-6-0 4-6-0 2-8-0
Landslide Index 60% 60% 60% 70% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 2 2 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 2 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 1 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 6 4 4 4 5
No Contest: 40+ 0 2 2 3 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/10 9/10 9/10 10/10 9/10
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/8 9/9 9/9 10/10 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/8 5/9 6/9 7/10 6/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/5 4/5 3/4 3/4 5/6
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 1/4 3/5 4/6 1/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 5 5 5 4
Uncontested Primary 6 5 2 5 4
Elected Women 1 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 0 0 0 0




lowa Profile

5 Seats: 2R, 3D

lowa Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 5" (13.6) | | Representation || 13" (28.1)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 6™ (16) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 27" (15.3)
| Landslide Index |  10™(40) | | House Turnout | 9™ (49.8)

lowa is the biggest of three states that have never elected a women or racial minority to the US House

lowa Seats-to-Votes 2010 lowa Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | . | 184 | 178 | 189 | 194 | 176 | 162 | 162 | 136
Index
Voter Turnout 60% 46% 56% 42% 59% 46% 57% 48% 67.4% 49.8%
Reprf;:’e'iatm" 39% | 27% | 31% | 27% | 36% | 25% | 39% | 26.2% | 40.2% | 28.1%
Wasted Votes | 36% | 43% | 46% | 35% | 38% | 44% | 41% |453% | 40.3% | 43.7%
[V
% c/)fDV\\I/istt:sd R 13/68 | 0/100 | 17/78 | 14/68 | 12-71 | 18/75 | 17/73 | 57/32 | 50.6/29 | 53/28.6
Drop-Off | o 300 | 0.0% | 2.7% | 5.8% | 3% | 1% | 3.2% | 1.4% | 3.6% | 09%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 33% 16% 11% 34% 26% 13% 18% | 11.6% | 21.4% 16%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 59- | 57- | 54- | 61- |56-42-| 54- | 56- | 51- :Z; 4534;1_
0%) 40-1 42-1 44-1 38-1 2 45-1 43-1 48-1 1 .6 ) .6
Seats for (R-D- 80- 100- 80- 80- 80-20- 80- 80- 40-
0%) 20-1 | 0-0 | 20-0 | 20-0 0 20-0 | 20-0 | 600 | 10600 | 40-600
1
Seat Changes -- 1 1 0 0 0 0 (+1D) 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-1-0 4-1-0 2-3-0 2-3-0 2-3-0
Landslide Index 20% 40% 20% 60% 40%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 2
Competitive: 5-10 2 0 1 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 2 3 2 2 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 1 3 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/5 5/5 4/5 5/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 5/5 3/4 5/5 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/4 2/5 1/4 3/5 2/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/3 2/4 1/2 2/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 0/1 1/3 0/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 4 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-O) 4-1-0 5-0-0 4-1-0 4-1-0 4-1-0
Landslide Index 60% 40% 20% 40% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 0 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 3 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 2 0 3 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 1 1 4
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/5 4/5 4/5 5/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/6 3/4 4/4 5/5 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/6 1/4 1/4 2/5 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/4 1/3 1/4 2/4 3/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/2 0/1 NA 0/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 1 1 1 2
Uncontested Primary 3 1 4 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-3-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0
Landslide Index 33% 83% 50% 83% 83%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 4 0 2 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 2 5 3 4 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 1 3
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/6 5/6 4/6 6/6 5/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/6 5/5 4/4 6/6 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/6 5/5 3/4 5/6 5/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/3 3/3 2/3 3/4 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 2/2 1/1 2/2 2/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 2 3 2 5
Uncontested Primary 6 4 3 4 5
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Kansas Profile

4 Seats: 4R, 0D

Kansas Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex“ 43" (32.8) ‘ ‘ Representation || 24" (26.5)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 33" (32.2) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 39t (34.9)
‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 27" (41.9)

In 2010, No Democratic voters elected a US House candidate and none of the House races were
competitive
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | . | 197 | 189 | 189 | 194 | 188 | 194 | 232 | 328
Index
Voter Turnout 62% 43% 55% 38% 52% 41% 60% | 43.3% 61.1% 41.9%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 36% | 28% | 31% | 24% | 34% | 27% | 39% |27.7% | 37.9% | 26.5%
Wasted Votes 41% 37% 44% 37% 38% 35% 34% 36% 37.9% 36.8%
% Of W R
% (; D Vaostt:sd 38/40 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 21/62 | 22/53 | 19/58 | 20/52 | 41/28 | 20.6/56.9 | 0/100
Drop-Off
28% | 0.4% | 24% | 2.0% | 3.3% | -0.7% | 2.6% | 0.5% 2.2% 0.4%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 21% 26% 13% 27% 33% 33% 36% | 31.2% 31.6% 32.2%
Victory
63.2-
Votes for (R-D- 53- 64- 56- 62- 63- 65- 63- 54- 57.1- 32.9.
0%) 43-4 37-0 41-3 37-1 32-5 31-4 334 44-2 38.94 3 '9
Seats for (R-D- 50- 100- 100- 75- 75- 75- 75- 50- 75-25-0 100-0-
0%) 50-0 0-0 0-0 25-0 25-0 25-0 25-0 50-0 0
1
Seat Changes -- 2 0 1 0 0 0 (+1D) 1 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-1-0 3-1-0 2-2-0 3-1-0 4-0-0
Landslide Index 75% 50% 75% 50% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 1 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 2 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 2 1 3
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 1 1
Uncontested 1 1 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 1/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/4 3/4 3/4 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/4 2/4 3/4 2/4 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 2/3 2/2 2/2 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 0/1 0/1 --
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 2 2 0
Uncontested Primary 4 -- -- 3 --
Elected Women 0 0 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-2-0 4-0-0 4-0-0 3-1-0 3-1-0
Landslide Index 50% 50% 25% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 2 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 0 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/4 3/4 1/4 4/4 4/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 2/3 1/1 3/4 4/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/4 1/3 0/1 2/4 2/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 1/2 0/1 2/4 2/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 NA NA 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 1 0 1 2
Uncontested Primary 3 1 1 2 4
Elected Women 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-2-0 3-2-0 3-2-0 3-2-0 3-2-0
Landslide Index 80% 80% 100% 100% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 3 1 1 1 3
No Contest: 40+ 1 3 3 3 1
Uncontested 0 0 1 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/5 4/5 5/5 5/5 4/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/4 5/5 5/5 4/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/4 5/5 5/5 4/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 2/2 3/3 3/3 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 3 4 5 4
Uncontested Primary 1 4 4 4 3
Elected Women 0 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Kentucky Profile

6 Seats: 4R, 2D

Kentucky Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 9™ (20.6) ‘ ‘ Representation || 19" (27.3) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 32" (30.5) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 5t (4.2) |
| Landslide Index | 28" (66.7) | | House Turnout || 25" (42.3) |

In 2010, only 27% of eligible voters in Kentucky elected anyone to the US House
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy |\ | . | 32 | 23 | 27 | 27 | 30 | 194 | 288 206
Index
Voter Turnout 50% 27% 42% 37% 48% 35% 53% | 40.7% 55.4% 42.3%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 29% | 17% | 26% | 22% | 28% | 22% | 35% |25.2% | 352% | 27.3%
Wasted Votes 42% 40% 39% 41% 41% 36% 34% 38% 36.5% 35.6%
% Of W R
% 7 0 vaostt:sd 60/25 | 26/56 | 14/75 | 13/80 | 12/78 | 12/75 | 12/71 | 19/53 | 26.3/46.5 | 27.5/48.7
Drop-Off | g o0 | NA | 10.8% | 4.1% | 7% | 33% | 9% | 0.0% | 4.2% 0.2%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 18% 24% 29% 19% 23% 30% 37% | 31.5% 34.7% 30.5%
Victory
47-
Votes for (R-D- 53 58- 59- 58- 57- 63- 62- 49- 54.6- 62.3-
0%) 01 40-2 41-0 42-1 39-3 32-5 37-1 48-3 43.5-1.9 37.4-0.3
Seats for (R-D- 33- 67- 83- 83- 83- 83- 83- 67- 66.7- 66.7-
0%) 67-0 33-0 17-0 17-0 17-0 10-0 17-0 33-0 33.3-0 33.3-0
1 1
Seat Changes -- 2 1 2 0 0 (+1R) | (+1D) 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 5-1-0 5-1-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0
Landslide Index 67% 67% 75% 66.7% 66.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 2 2 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 3 0 3 2
No Contest: 40+ 2 0 1 0 2
Uncontested 1 1 1 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/6 5/6 4/6 5/6 6/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/6 5/5 3/6 5/5 6/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/6 4/5 2/6 4/5 4/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 4/5 4/4 1/4 3/3 4/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/2 0/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 3 2 1 1
Uncontested Primary 5 -- -- 5 --
Elected Women 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-4-0 4-2-0 5-1-0 5-1-0 5-1-0
Landslide Index 67% 33% 33% 33% 33%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 1 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 2 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 2 2 1 3
Landslide: 20-40 4 0 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 2 0 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 1 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/6 5/6 5/6 4/6 6/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/5 5/5 4/4 6/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/4 2/5 2/5 2/4 2/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 2/3 2/4 2/4 2/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/2 0/2 0/1 NA 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 1 2 1 2
Uncontested Primary 2 4 6 4 5
Elected Women 0 0 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1888 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-4-0 3-4-0 3-4-0 3-4-0 3-4-0
Landslide Index 71% 86% 86% 86% 86%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 1 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 0 2 3
No Contest: 40+ 2 3 3 3 1
Uncontested 1 1 3 1 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/7 7/7 6/7 7/7 7/7
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/7 7/7 6/6 7/7 7/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/7 6/7 6/6 6/7 6/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/3 2/3 2/2 3/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 4/4 4/4 3/4 3/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 5 6 5 6
Uncontested Primary 3 4 4 4 5
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




7 Seats: 6R, 1D

Louisiana Rankings 2010

Louisiana Profile

| Democracy Index || 45" (34.2)
Margin of Victory 49" (54.7)
| |

‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100)

| Representation | 27" (25.9) |
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 24" (14.6) |
‘ House Turnout || 45" (35.7) |

In 2010 US House races in Louisiana, 73.1% of Democratic votes were wasted, electing only 1 of 7 seats

90.0%

80.0%

70.0%

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

Louisiana Seats-to-Votes 2010

Dem. Rep.

Other

B \Vote Percentage M| Seat Percentage

Louisiana Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 419 | 462 | 374 | 236 | 348 | 354 37 34.2
Index
Voter Turnout 37% 27% 13% 10% 37% 35% 39% | 44.3% 40.5% 35.7%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 25% | 20% | 8% | 6% | 28% | 28% | 27% |857% | 188 | 25.9%
Wasted Votes 33% 27% 36% | 36% 30% 20% 32% 54% 50.6% 27.5%
% (;fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 11/19 | 27/16 | 32/46 | 0/48 | 0/56 | 15/11 | 35/78 | 35/78 | 46.1/93.4 | 5.4/73.1
Drop-Off NA | NA | NA | 68% |32.5% | 8.5% | 35% |45.2% | 34.8% 8%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 45% 54% 38% | 82% 60% 61% 45% | 53.5% 38.9% 54.7%
Victory
37-
Votes for (R-D- 42- 49- 49- 31- 63- 59- 62- 59- 46.5- 69-26.8-
0%) 1. 45-7 510 | 63-5 | 29-8 34-7 38-0 36-5 31.2-4.2 4.2
Seats for (R-D- 43- 43- 71- 71- 71- 57- 71- 71- 85.7- 85.7-
0%) 57-0 57-0 290 | 29-0 | 29-0 43-0 29-0 29-0 14.3-0 14.3-0
Seat Changes -- 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 1 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-3-0 5-2-0 2-5-0 6-1-0 6-1-0
Landslide Index 86% 71% 85.7% 57.1% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 2 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 2 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 2 4
No Contest: 40+ 2 4 1 1 2
Uncontested 4 1 1 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/7 4/7 6/7 6/7 6/7
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/6 4/4 6/6 4/6 5/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/6 4/4 6/6 4/6 5/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 4/4 3/3 5/5 3/3 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 1/1 1/2 1/1 --
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 3 1 1 2
Uncontested Primary 4 1 -- 5 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1A 1B 1A 1B 1A 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-4-0 3-4-0 5-2-0 5-2-0 5-2-0
Landslide Index 86% 86% 71% 86% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 1 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 5 4 1 0 3
Uncontested 0 1 3 6 3
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/7 7/7 5/7 7/7 7/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/8 7/7 5/7 7/7 7/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/8 6/7 5/5 6/7 7/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/4 3/3 4/4 4/5 6/6
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/4 3/4 1/1 2/2 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 5 5 4 5
Uncontested Primary NA NA 3 6 3
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-6-0 2-6-0 3-5-0 4-4-0 4-4-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 63% 88% 63%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 5 4 2 5 3
Uncontested 2 3 3 2 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/8 8/8 5/8 8/8 7/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 8/8 5/5 8/8 7/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 8/8 8/8 5/5 7/8 5/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 1/1 3/4 3/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 6/6 6/6 4/4 4/4 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 8 8 5 4 4
Uncontested Primary NA NA NA NA NA
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 1B




2 Seats: OR, 2D

Maine Profile

Maine Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 5% (13.8) ‘ ‘ Representation H 8™ (30.6) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 5% (12) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 47" (44) |
‘ Landslide Index H 1% (0) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 2" (54.6) |

In 2010, Maine Republicans won 44% of the vote in US House races, but no seat

Maine Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 | 2010
Democracy - - 18 26 23 | 166 | 166 | 24 | 164 | 13.8
Index
Voter Turnout 73% 54% 64% 43% 66% 50% 70% | 52.1% | 69.3% | 54.6%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 42% | 26% | 40% | 32% | 34% | 42% | 41% | 34.6% | 42.1% | 30.6%
Wasted Votes 42% 51% 37% 32% 34% 42% 41% | 34.6% | 39.2% | 44%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 45/36 | 42/54 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0
Drop-Off 15% | 1.8% | 1% | 1.5% | 2% | 2% | 41% | 2.7% | 2.9% | 1.5%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 19% 1% 29% 39% 35% 16% 19% | 36.5% | 22.3% 12%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 42- 47- 35- 30- 32- 41- 40- 30- 39.2- 44-
0%) 54-4 47-5 63-2 68-2 66-2 59-0 59-1 66-4 | 60.8-0 | 56-0
Seats for (R-D- 50- 50- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0-
0%) 50-0 50-0 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0
Seat Changes -- 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 50% 0% 100% 50% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 2 0 0 2
Landslide: 20-40 1 0 0 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/2 2/2 2/2 1/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 2/2 2/2 1/1 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 0/2 2/2 1/1 0/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/0 --
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 0/2 2/2 1/1 0/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 0 0 0 1
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 1-1-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 50% 0% 50% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 2 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 0 0 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 0/2 2/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 NA 1/2 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 NA 1/2 2/2 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 NA 0/1 NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 NA 1/1 2/2 2/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 NA 0 1 2
Uncontested Primary 2 NA 1 2 0
Elected Women 1 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-0-0 2-0-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0
Landslide Index 50% 100% 50% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 0 2 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 1 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 2/2 1/1 2/2 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 2/2 1/1 2/2 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 2/2 1/1 1/1 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA 1/1 NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 1 0
Uncontested Primary 1 2 1 2 1
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Maryland Profile

8 Seats: 2R, 6D

Maryland Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 217 (24.2) ‘ ‘ Representation || 9™ (30.6) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 40" (37.5) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 20" (13) |
| Landslide Index | 437(87.5) | | House Turnout || 16" (45.6) |

5 US House incumbents in Maryland were "untouchable" in 2010 -- Republicans won just 25% of seats

with 37.5% of votes
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 2010
Democracy | | . 313|224 |2a8| 22 | 25 | 24 | 2 24.2
Index
Voter Turnout 50% 36% 43% 39% 49% 41% 60% | 44.5% | 64.2% 45.6%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 33% | 25% | 28% | 27% | 33% | 28% | 42% | 32.7% | 44.7% | 30.6%
Wasted Votes 34% 32% 35% 29% 32% 33% 29% | 26.5% | 30.3% 32.8%
% Of W R
% (; D Vaostt:sd 27/40 | 25/39 | 27/42 | 21/36 | 22/39 | 55/15 | 50/13 | 40/16 | 75/7.6 | 54.9/18.2
Drop-Off
8.9% | 4.6% 8% 35% | 49% | 2.6% | 5.6% | 4.9% 5.1% 3.3%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 33% 38% 34% 44% 41% 34% 44% | 55.8% | 43.9% 37.5%
Victory
30.5-
Votes for (R-D- 47- 51- 47- 47- 44- 45- 40- 32- 67.1- 37.5-
0%) 53-1 49-0 54-0 53-0 55-0 54-1 58-2 65-3 ) '3 61.4-1
Seats for (R-D- 50- 50- 50- 50- 50- 25- 25- 25- 12.5- 25-75-0
0%) 50-0 50-0 50-0 50-0 50-0 75-0 75-0 75-0 87.5-0
2
Seat Changes -- 0 0 0 0 (+2D) 0 0 1 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-6-0 2-6-0 2-6-0 1-7-0 2-6-0
Landslide Index 75% 100% 100% 75% 87.5%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 3 4 4 1 4
No Contest: 40+ 3 4 2 5 3
Uncontested 0 0 2 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/8 8/8 7/8 7/8 8/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/7 8/8 7/7 7/7 7/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/7 8/8 7/7 6/7 7/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 2/2 2/2 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 6/4 5/5 6/6 6/6
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 6 6 7 4 5
Uncontested Primary 2 -- -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-4-0 4-4-0 4-4-0 4-4-0 4-4-0
Landslide Index 63% 88% 75% 100% 87.5%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 2 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 2 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 3 4 5 4
No Contest: 40+ 4 4 2 3 3
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/8 7/8 8/8 8/8 8/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/7 7/7 8/8 8/8 8/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/7 6/7 6/8 8/8 7/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 3/3 3/4 4/4 3/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/4 3/4 3/4 4/4 4/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 4 6 6 7
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 3 5
Elected Women 2 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B
Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-7-0 2—-6-0 2—-6-0 2—-6-0 3-5-0
Landslide Index 88% 75% 63% 88% 75%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 1 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 3 1 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 5 2 4 4 4
Uncontested 0 1 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/8 8/8 4/8 8/8 7/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 7/8 4/4 8/8 6/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 7/8 6/8 3/4 7/8 6/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/1 2/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 6/7 5/7 3/3 5/6 4/6
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 6 2 5 6
Uncontested Primary 3 1 2 4 1
Elected Women 3 4 3 3 3
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Massachusetts Profile

10 Seats: OR, 10D

Massachusetts Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 13" (21.8) ‘ ‘ Representation || 14" (27.9)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 28t (28) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 43" (39.1)
| Landslide Index |  10™(40) | | House Turnout | 8™ (50.6)

In 2010, despite winning one-third of the popular vote, Massachusetts Republicans gained no House

seats
Massachusetts Seats-to-Votes 2010 Massachusetts Competitiveness
2010
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1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | ~ | 229 | 265 | 288 | 252 | 254 | 23 | 24 | 218
Index
Voter Turnout 56% 43% 52% 36% 49% 38% 57% | 42.6% | 56% 50.6%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 34% | 31% | 34% | 28% | 36% | 31% | 46% | 36.1% | 48.3% | 27.9%
Wasted Votes 40% 30% 34% 24% 17% 17% 20% 15.1% | 13.8% | 44.8%
% Of W R
% (; D Vaostt:sd 66/16 | 60/15 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0
Drop-Off
Voters 5.7% 9.3% 5.9% 9.7% | 13.1% | 16.1% | 11.4% | 13.3% | 15.4% | -5.3%
Avg Margin of
. 29% 48% 37% 57% 73% 73% 65% | 83.3% | 78.4% 28%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 33- | 30- | 32- | 24- | 15- | 16- | 17- | 10- ;é;: iig
0%) 58-9 69-1 66-2 76-0 84-1 83-1 80-3 85-5 16 114
Seats for (R-D- 20- 20- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0-100 0- 0-
0%) 80-0 80-0 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 100-0 | 100-0
Seat Changes -- 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-10-0 0-10-0 0-10-0 0-10-0 0-10-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 40%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 5
Landslide: 20-40 4 3 2 0 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 2 1 4 1
Uncontested 6 5 7 6 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 9/10
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 4/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/0 --
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 4/9
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 7 10 10 9 3
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 9 --
Elected Women 0 -- -- 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-8-0 2-8-0 0-10-0 0-10-0 0-10-0
Landslide Index 60% 80% 60% 80% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 3 0 2 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 1 2 0
Landslide: 20-40 3 5 1 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 3 0 4 5 4
Uncontested 0 3 1 3 5
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 9/10 10/10 9/10 9/10 10/10
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/9 10/10 7/9 9/9 10/10
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/9 8/10 6/9 7/9 10/10
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA 0/2 0/2 NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 6/9 8/8 6/7 7/9 10/10
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 6 6 5 8
Uncontested Primary 4 3 6 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 6 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-10-0 1-10-0 1-10-0 1-10-0 1-10-0
Landslide Index 91% 82% 100% 100% 82%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 3 2 2 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 4 5 4 6 3
Uncontested 3 2 5 3 4
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 12/11 10/11 10/11 10/11 11/11
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 11/12 10/10 10/10 10/10 11/11
Landslide / Total Incumbent 10/12 9/10 10/10 10/10 9/11
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 9/10 8/9 9/9 9/9 8/10
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 9 8 8 10 9
Uncontested Primary 9 4 6 9 9
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




15 Seats: 9R, 6D

Michigan Rankings 2010

Michigan Profile

|Democracy Index || 12" (21) |
‘ Margin of Victory ” 26" (27.9) |
‘ Landslide Index ” 28" (66.7) |

| Representation | 21%(26.7) |
| Seats-to-Votes || 9" (6) |
| House Turnout || 21 (43.8) |

In 2010, Michigan elected Hansen Clarke, the first U.S. Congressman of Bangladeshi descent

Michigan Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 209 | 19 | 164 | 218 | 174 | 208 15 21
Index
Voter Turnout 57% 43% 52% 40% 55% 41% 64% | 50.1% 66.2% 43.8%
Reprf:j:)t(atw" 35% | 28% | 34% | 27% | 36% | 29% | 42% |32.9% | 42% | 26.7%
Wasted Votes 39% 35% 36% 32% | 34.6% | 30.6% | 34% | 34.5% 36.6% 39.1%
% 7fDV‘\’IZStt:Sd R | 50725 | 39/29 | 45/26 | 4421 | 34/32 | 14/43 | 20745 | 1478 | 32.7/35.3 | 25/51.1
Drop-Off | ¢ 1o, | 2.8% | 3.0% | 4% | 3.8% | 3.8% | 4.3% | 4% 3.8% 1%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 27% 32% 32% 38% 36% 43% 36% | 39.2% 33.9% 27.9%
Victory
52.3-
Votes for (R-D- 48- 51- 45- 49- 44- 48- 49- 45- 43.9- 44.3-
0%) 49-3 47-2 53-2 51-0 54-2 49-2 49-2 53-2 52.3-3.7 3"4
Seats for (R-D- 38- 44- 38- 38- 44- 60- 60- 60- 46.7- 60-40-0
0%) 63-0 56-0 63-0 63-0 56-0 40-0 40-0 40-0 53.3-0
Seat Changes -- 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 2 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 9-6-0 9-6-0 9-6-0 7-8-0 9-6-0
Landslide Index 87% 87% 73.3% 73.3% 66.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 2 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 2 2 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 7 8 5 6 7
No Contest: 40+ 4 5 4 4 3
Uncontested 2 0 2 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 13/15 14/15 14/15 15/15 11/15
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 13/13 14/14 14/14 13/15 10/11
Landslide / Total Incumbent 11/13 12/14 11/14 11/15 7/11
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 7/9 7/9 5/8 5/7 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 5/5 6/6 6/6 2/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 7 11 11 11 5
Uncontested Primary 9 -- -- 13 --
Elected Women 2 2 2 2 1
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B 1A




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1996-2010 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 6—-10-0 7-9-0 6-10-0 6-10-0 7-9-0
Landslide Index 56% 63% 69% 56% 81%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 4 2 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 2 4 6 2
Landslide: 20-40 6 4 7 3 9
No Contest: 40+ 3 6 4 5 4
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 11/16 14/16 15/16 16/16 15/16
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 11/11 14/14 14/15 16/16 15/15
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/11 10/14 10/15 9/16 13/15
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 6/6 5/9 5/6 5/6
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/8 4/8 5/7 4/10 8/9
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 8 7 9 9
Uncontested Primary 9 11 14 15 14
Elected Women 1 2 3 3 2
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 6-12 7-11 7-11 7-11 7-11
Landslide Index 78% 67% 83% 83% 83%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 3 2 2 3
Landslide: 20-40 6 6 6 4 11
No Contest: 40+ 8 5 9 11 3
Uncontested 0 1 0 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 17/18 17/18 17/18 18/18 16/18
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 16/17 16/17 17/17 18/18 16/16
Landslide / Total Incumbent 14/17 11/17 14/17 15/18 13/16
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 5/7 4/5 4/6 6/7 4/6
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 9/10 7/12 10/11 9/11 9/10
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 10 11 9 13 11
Uncontested Primary 12 15 8 17 14
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B




Minnesota Profile

8 Seats: 4R, 4D

Minnesota Rankings 2010

|Democracy Index || 2"9(9.2) | | Representation | 7" (31.1)
‘Margin ofVictory” 14 (20.5) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 3" (2.8)
‘ Landslide Index || 15" (50) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 1% (55)

In 2010, half of Minnesota’s House races were won by landslides

Minnesota Seats-to-Votes 2010 Minnesota Competitiveness 2010

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

a

Dem. Rep. Other

B \Vote Percentage [ Seat Percentage m Competitive @ Non-Competitive




1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | - | 163 | 123 | 99 | 114 | 88 | 116 | 92 | 92
Index
Voter Turnout 71% 52% 63% 59% 67% 59% 75% | 60.2% | 75.3% 55%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 41% | 30% | 39% | 36% | 39% | 37% | 46% |36.1% | 45.9% | 31.1%
Wasted Votes 43% 42% 39% 39% 41% 37% 39% 40% 39% 43.4%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 64/17 | 66/18 | 62/18 | 61/16 | 48/29 | 33/36 | 32/40 | 46/30 | 45/30.4 | 34.5%
Drop-Off
3.1% 1.4% 2.3% 2.5% 3% 2.3% 3.8% 1.1% 3.7% 45.4%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 22% 17% 26% 27% 25% 30% 27% 27% 28.5% | 20.5%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 41- 48- 42- 42- 42- 47- 45- 42- ;3; jg‘g:
0%) 52-7 51-1 55-3 534 52-6 50-3 51-3 53-5 4_'3 5.‘6
Seats for (R-D- 25- 25- 25- 27- 38- 50- 50- 37- 37.5- 50-50-
0%) 75-0 75-0 75-0 75-0 63-0 50-0 50-0 63-0 62.5-0 0
Seat Changes 1 2 0 0 1 1(1R) 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 4-4-0 4-4-0 3-5-0 3-5-0 4-4-0
Landslide Index 88% 75% 62.5% 62.5% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 2 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 1 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 5 5 3 3 3
No Contest: 40+ 2 1 2 2 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/8 8/8 6/8 7/8 8/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/8 8/8 5/6 7/7 7/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 7/8 6/8 4/5 5/7 4/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 2/4 1/2 0/2 2/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/6 4/4 3/4 5/5 2/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 6 4 3 2
Uncontested Primary 8 -- -- 6 --
Elected Women 1 1 2 2 2
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 1B 1B 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2—-6-0 2-6-0 2-6-0 2-6-0 3-5-0
Landslide Index 63% 38% 63% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 2 0 1 2
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 2 2 2 2
Landslide: 20-40 4 2 3 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 2 2 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/8 6/8 8/8 8/8 7/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/7 6/6 8/8 8/8 6/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/7 3/6 5/8 4/8 4/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/2 1/2 1/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/6 2/5 4/6 3/6 3/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 3 3 4 4
Uncontested Primary 2 6 8 8 6
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-5-0 3-5-0 3-5-0 3-5-0 2-6-0
Landslide Index 50% 75% 75% 75% 88%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 3 0 2 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 2 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 3 1 2 5
No Contest: 40+ 3 3 5 4 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/8 8/8 8/8 8/8 7/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/8 8/8 8/8 8/8 6/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/8 6/8 6/8 6/8 6/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/5 2/3 1/3 1/3 1/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/3 4/5 5/5 5/5 5/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 4 5 5
Uncontested Primary 4 2 6 6 6
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




4 Seats: 3R, 1D

Mississippi Rankings 2010

Mississippi Profile

| Democracy Index| 38" (30) |
‘ Margin of Victory H 13" (20.3) ‘
| Landslide Index | 15" (50) |

| Representation | 45" (21.8) |
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 32" (20.4) |
‘ House Turnout || 42" (37) |

Mississippi has never elected a woman to the US House
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
D
emacracy - ~ | 284 | 325 | 263 | 26 | 284 | 352 25 30
Index
Voter Turnout 53% 33% 46% 27% 48% 32% 54% | 28.9% 59.8% 37%
Reprf:j:)t(atw" 37% | 20% | 28% | 19% | 33% | 21% | 38% | 20.7% | 38.7% | 21.8%
Wasted Votes 30% 37% 38% 26% 21% 34% 29% 28% 35.4% 41.1%
% Of W R
% 7 0 vaostt:sd 100/0 | 69/13 | 28/44 | 26/76 | 36/23 | 31/34 | 31/0 | 28/19 | 59.6/17.4 | 15.2/70
Drob-Off 11 8o | 0% |-12% | NA | 0.8% | -7.5% | 3.1% | 17% | 1.9% 0%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 42% 27% 25% 43% 40% 36% 41% 55% 30.8% 20.3%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 28- | 41- | 54- | 42- | 48 | 50- gg: 51- | 417 Zz';
0%) 70-2 57-2 44-2 | 48-10 | 50-2 47-3 11 43-6 57.9-0.4 1 '8
Seats for (R-D- 0- 20- 60- 40- 40- 50- 50- 50-
0%) 100-0 | 80-0 | 40-0 | 60-0 | 60-0 | 50-0 | 50-0 | 50-0 | 2>7>0 | 73250
Seat Changes -- 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-2 2-2 2-2 1-3-0 3-1-0
Landslide Index 75% 75% 100% 75% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 2 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 2 0 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 2 1 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/4 4/4 4/4 3/4 4/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/4 4/4 3/3 2/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/4 3/4 4/4 4/3 2/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/0 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/2 1/2 2/2 2/3 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 3 3 1 2
Uncontested Primary 0 2 -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-5-0 1-4-0 3-2 2-3 2-3
Landslide Index 80% 80% 80% 80% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 4 4 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 3 0 0 1 3
Uncontested 0 0 0 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/5 4/5 4/5 4/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 4/4 4/4 4/4 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 3/4 3/4 4/4 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA 2/2 2/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/5 3/4 1/2 2/2 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 3 2 3 4
Uncontested Primary 3 3 0 2 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B
Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-3-0 2-3-0 1-4-0 1-4-0 0-5-0 0-5-0
Landslide Index 60% 60% 80% 60% 100% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 2 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 3 2 2 2 3 3
Uncontested 0 1 1 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/5 5/5 5/5 3/5 5/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 5/5 4/5 3/3 5/5 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/4 3/5 4/5 3/3 5/5 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/2 1/2 NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 2/3 3/3 3/3 5/5 4/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 3 3 2 4 4
Uncontested Primary 2 3 2 1 5 3
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 1B 1B 1B 1B




Missouri Profile

9 Seats: 6R, 3D

Missouri Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 14" (22) ‘ ‘ Representation || 17" (27.5)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 38" (35.8) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 10" (6.4)
| Landslide Index | 28" (66.7) | | House Turnout | 22" (43.3)

Out of six races Missouri Republicans won, only one was a competitive race in 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 198 | 236 | 141 | 174 | 144 | 192 | 19.8 22
Index
Voter Turnout 62% 45% 53% 39% 57% 43% 64% | 49.4% 65.7% 43.3%
Reprf:g:)t(am" 37% | 25% | 33% | 26% | 36% | 29% | 41% |32.4% | 43.1% | 27.5%
Wasted Votes 40% 45% 39% 33% 36% 32% 35% | 34.4% 34.4% 36.6%
% c/)fDV\\I/istt:sd R 55/26 | 52/35 | 38/34 | 34/29 | 26/44 | 26/37 | 29/40 | 24/41 | 23.3/40.4 | 20.2/52.4
Drop-Off
1.8% | 0.5% 2% 03% | 1.4% | 1.5% | 2.4% | 1.5% 3.5% 1.2%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 22% 26% 27% 37% 31% 37% 32% | 35.4% 37.7% 35.8%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 44- 47- 45- 48- 49- 53- 54- 50- 46.5- 57.4-
0%) 54-2 51-2 53-3 50-2 49-2 45-2 53-2 47-3 50.1-3.4 36.9-5.7
Seats for (R-D- 33- 33- 44- 44- 56- 56- 56- 56- 55.6- 66.7-
0%) 67-0 67-0 56-0 56-0 44-0 44-0 44-0 44-0 44.4-0 33.3-0
Seat Changes -- 0 1 (1R) 0 1(1R) 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 5-4-0 5-4-0 5-4-0 5-4-0 6-3-0
Landslide Index 100% 78% 100% 88.9% 66.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 6 4 7 5 4
No Contest: 40+ 3 3 2 2 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 9/9 7/9 9/9 8/9 8/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 9/9 7/7 9/9 8/8 7/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 9/9 7/7 9/9 8/8 5/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 5/5 5/5 5/5 4/4 4/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 2/2 4/4 4/4 1/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 8 7 7 6 4
Uncontested Primary 5 -- -- 8 --
Elected Women 2 1 1 1 2
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 2B 2B 2B 2B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-6-0 3-6-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 5-4-0
Landslide Index 67% 56% 78% 89% 67%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 2 1 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 3 1 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 5 4 6 3 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 5 4
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 9/9 8/9 6/9 9/9 6/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/9 8/8 6/6 9/9 6/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/9 5/8 5/6 8/9 6/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 2/3 1/1 4/4 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/6 3/5 4/5 4/5 3/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 3 4 6 5
Uncontested Primary 0 3 3 6 4
Elected Women 1 2 3 3 2
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-6-0 3-6-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 3-6-0
Landslide Index 33% 78% 56% 67% 33%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 0 3
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 4 0 2 2 3
Landslide: 20-40 2 5 3 3 3
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 3 0
Uncontested 0 1 1 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 9/9 9/9 9/9 8/9 9/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/9 9/9 8/9 8/8 8/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/9 7/9 5/9 6/8 3/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/4 3/3 1/3 1/3 0/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/5 4/6 4/6 5/5 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 5 4 3
Uncontested Primary 5 5 7 6 4
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B




Montana Profile

1 Seat: 1R, OD

Montana Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex“ 33 (27.4) ‘ ‘ Representation || 12'" (28.9) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 29" (28.2) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 40™ (36.7) |
‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 13" (47.8) |

Montana Democrats haven't won a U.S. House seat since 1994, despite regularly garnering four in ten

votes
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1992 1994 1996 1998 | 2000 2002 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 159 | 184 | 236 | 220 | 264 | 210 | 258 | 27.4
Index
Voter Turnout 70% 57% 63% 50% 61% 48% 63% | 56.6% | 64.9% | 47.8%
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 35% | 28% | 33% | 27% | 32% | 31% | 41% | 33.4% | 41.6% | 28.9%
Wasted Votes 50% 51% 48% 47% 49% 35% 36% | 41.1% | 35.9% | 39.6%
% (;fD\A\I/aostt:sd R 100/0 | 100/0 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100
Drop-Off 17% | 0% | 07% | NA | 0.1% | -1.4% | 1.4% | 01% | 2.2% | 0%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 1% 6% 9% 9% 5% 32% 32% | 20.2% | 32.8% | 28.2%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 47- | 42- | 52- | 53- | 51- | 65- | 64- | 59- 2421.411: gg‘g:
0%) 50-3 49-9 43-4 44-3 46-2 33-3 33-3 39-2 3.'4 5.'7
Seats for (R-D- 0- 0- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100-
0%) 100-0 | 100-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0
Seat Changes -- 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/0 0/0
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 1 0 1
Uncontested Primary 1 -- -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 0/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/2 1/4 NA 1/1 NA
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/2 0/1 NA 0/1 NA
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 NA NA 0/1 NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 1 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0
Landslide Index 50% 100% 50% 50% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 1 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/2 1/2 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 1/1 0/1 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 2 2 2 2 2
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Nebraska Profile

3 Seats: 3R, 0D

Nebraska Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index || 47" (36.2) | | Representation | 29" (25.8)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 43" (41.2) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 36" (30.4)
‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 38" (38.2)

Nebraska Democrats regularly win at least a third of the US House vote, but have not won a seat since

1992
Nebraska Seats-to-Votes 2010 Nebraska Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 2010
Democracy | - | 225 | 252 | 274 | 256 | 206 | 192 | 26 | 362
Index
Voter Turnout 62% 48% 55% 43% 55% 37% 62% | 47.7% | 60.6% | 38.2%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 38% | 31% | 37% | 32% | 39% | 30% | 42% |26.7% | 39.9% | 25.8%
Wasted Votes 39% 36% 32% 25% 26% 18% 33% | 43.9% | 34.2% | 32.5%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 27/58 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0O/100 | 0/100
Drop-Off
3.8% 1.5% 2.3% 3.5% 2.7% | -0.6% | 1.7% 0.0% 3.2% 0.5%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 22% 28% 37% 49% 46% 63% 38% 12% | 32.8% | 41.2%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 60- | 64- | 68 | 75- | 72- | 81- | 67- | 56 gig: Z‘iﬁ
0%) 40-0 36-0 31-1 20-5 26-2 10-9 30-3 44-0 0 4.'1
Seats for (R-D- 67- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100-0-0
0%) 33-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0
Seat Changes -- 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-0 3-0 3-0 3-0-0 3-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 67% 0% 66.7% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 2 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 0 2 2
Uncontested 2 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/3 2/3 2/3 3/3 3/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 2/2 2/2 3/3 3/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/3 2/2 0/2 2/3 3/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 2/2 0/2 2/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/0 0/0
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 2 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 3 -- -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-1-0 3-0-0 3-0-0 3-0-0 3-0-0
Landslide Index 33% 67% 67% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 0 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 2 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/3 2/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 2/3 3/3 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/3 2/3 2/3 2/2 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 2/2 2/3 2/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 2 2 2
Uncontested Primary 1 2 2 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-0-0 3-0-0 3-0-0 2-1-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 67% 100% 67% 67% 33%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 2 1 1 0
Uncontested 1 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/3 2/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/3 3/3 2/3 2/2 1/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 2/3 2/3 2/2 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 2 2 1
Uncontested Primary 3 3 2 2 1
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Nevada Profile

3 Seats: 2R, 1D

Nevada Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 31" (26.6) | | Representation | 36" (23.7) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 12" (20) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 21°(13.9) |
| Landslide Index | 28" (66.7) | | House Turnout || 28" (41.5) |

In 2010 Nevada Republicans won 5.7% more US House votes than Democrats, but 33% more seats
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 338|267 273 | 234 | 228 | 29.0 27 26.6
Index
Voter Turnout 54% 35% 38% 31% 42% 31% 53% | 35.2% 55% 41.5%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm" 28% | 20% | 21% | 21% | 25% | 20% | 33% |18.6% | 29.7% | 23.7%
Wasted Votes 48% 43% 45% 31% 35% 37% 38% 47% 45.9% 42.9%
% Of W R
% 7 0 vaostt:sd 39/48 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 27/0 | 31/47 | 17/62 | 15/60 | 16/71 | 55.5/29.9 | 16.5/67.5
Drop-Off
2.8% | 1.2% | 3.1% 6% 3.9% | 0.8% | 4.6% 1.3% 6.2% 2.6%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 13% 18% 15% 33% 21% 28% 30% | 14.2% 19.3% 20%
Victory
67-
Votes for (R-D- 43- 57- 55- 19 57- 60- 53- 45- 42.2- 50.9-
0%) 50-7 37-6 38-6 14 38-5 34-6 42-5 50-5 50.4-7.4 45.2-3.9
Seats for (R-D- 50- 100- 100- 50- 50- 67- 67- 67- 33.3- 66.7-
0%) 50-0 0-0 0-0 50-0 | 50-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 66.7-0 33.3-0
1
Seat Changes -- 1 0 1 0 (+1R) 0 0 1 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 1-2-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 33% 67% 33.3% 33.3% 66.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 2 1 0 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/3 3/3 2/3 3/3 3/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 3/3 2/2 2/3 2/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/3 1/2 1/3 2/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/2 0/1 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 2 -- -- 0 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 2 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 1-1-0 1-1-0
Landslide Index 0% 50% 50% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 1 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 1/2 1/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/2 1/1 1/1 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/2 1/2 0/1 1/1 1/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 NA NS 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 0 1 1 1
Elected Women 1 1 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0 1-1-0
Landslide Index 0% 50% 0% 50% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 2 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 0/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent NA 2/2 1/1 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent NA 1/2 0/1 1/2 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA 0/1 0/1 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA 1/1 NA 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide NA 0 0 0 1
Uncontested Primary NA 2 1 2 0
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




2 Seats: 2R, 0D

New Hampshire Rankings 2010

New Hampshire Profile

‘Democracylndex H 30" (26.4) ‘ ‘ Representation H 40" (22.8) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 2" (6.9) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 49" (46.7) |
‘ Landslide Index H 1% (0) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 18" (44.5) |

New Hampshire Democrats earned 44.6% of US House votes in 2010, but Republicans won both seats

New Hampshire Seats-to-Votes New Hampshire Competitiveness
2010 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 | 2010
Democracy - ~ | 235 | 275 | 208 | 186 | 236 | 276 | 24 | 264
Index
Voter Turnout 62% 37% 57% 36% 61% 46% 68% | 40.7% | 67.6% | 44.5%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 36% | 21% | 29% | 21% | 33% | 27% | 41% | 21.2% | 36.6% | 22.8%
Wasted Votes 43% 42% 50% 40% 46% 43% 39% | 48.0% | 45.9% | 48.8%
% (;fD\I\\IIaostt:sd R 40/41 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 0/100
Drop-Off
0.5% 0.8% 1.6% 0.4% 2% -0.1% | 3.9% 0.2% 5.1% 1.4%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 19% 21% 5% 21% 12% 18% 23% 49% | 10.7% | 6.9%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 44- | 58 | 50- | 60- | 54- | 57- | 61- | 47- :431.1: 451411'2:
0%) 52-4 38-4 45-5 39-1 43-3 40-3 37-2 52-1 2.'3 4.'3
Seats for (R-D- 50- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 0- 0- 100-
0%) 50-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 100-0 | 100-0 0-0
Seat Changes -- 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-0-0 2-0-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 2-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 100% 0% 0% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 0 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 2 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 2/2 0/2 2/2 0/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/1 2/2 0/2 0/2 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 2/2 0/0 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/2 0/0
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 0 0 -- 2 --
Elected Women 0 0 1 1 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 2-0-0
Landslide Index 50% 50% 0% 50% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 0 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 2/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/2 1/1 2/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 1/2 0/1 1/2 0/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 1/1 0/1 % 0/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 0/1 NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 2-0-0 1-1-0
Landslide Index 50% 50% 50% 50% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 1 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 1/2 2/2 1/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/1 2/2 1/1 0/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 1/1 1/2 1/1 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/2 1/1 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




13 Seats: 6R, 7D

New Jersey Rankings 2010

New Jersey Profile

‘Democracylndex H 36" (29.8) ‘ ‘ Representation || 39" (22.8)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 31°(30.3) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 6" (4.6)
| Landslide Index | 34" (69.2) | | House Turnout || 43" (36.5)

In 2010, New Jersey Republicans earned a majority of the popular vote but remain a minority in the

House

New Jersey Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 257 | 274 | 226 | 296 | 208 | 256 | 252 29.8
Index
Voter Turnout 50% 34% 47% 30% 48% 31% 57% | 38.1% 58.8% 36.5%
Reprf:z’e‘iatm“ 31% | 22% | 30% | 19% | 31% | 21% | 38% | 25.6% | 37.9% | 22.8%
Wasted Votes 38% 34% 36% 36% 35% 31% 33% | 33.1% 35.6% 37.4%
% Of Wasted R 39.7/30. | 33.6/38.
/ D Votes 34/37 | 18/50 | 25/45 | 34/35 | 31/36 | 24/36 | 28/36 | 23/36 4 3
Drop-Off
10.5% | 2.4% | 8.2% NA 6.3% | 5.0% | 9.1% 5.0% 11.1% 0%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 28% 35% 32% 33% 35% 42% 38% 41% 34.8% 30.3%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 50- | 54- | 50- | 47- | 46- | 47- | 46- | 42- 42.5- 49.7-
0%) 45-5 44-2 48-3 50-3 51-2 51-2 52-2 57-1 | 55.6-1.9 | 48.3-2
Seats for (R-D- 46- 62- 54- 46- 46- 46- 46- 46- 38.5- 46.2-
0%) 54-0 39-0 46-0 54-0 64-0 64-0 64-0 64-0 61.5-0 53.8-0
Seat Changes -- 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 6-7-0 6-7-0 6-7-0 5-8-0 6-7-0
Landslide Index 92% 77% 76.9% 69.2% 69.2%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 3 2 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 7 6 5 6 6
No Contest: 40+ 4 3 3 3 3
Uncontested 1 1 2 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 12/13 13/13 12/13 11/13 13/13
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 12/12 13/13 12/12 11/11 12/13
Landslide / Total Incumbent 11/12 10/13 9/12 10/11 9/13
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 5/5 4/6 3/6 3/4 4/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 6/7 6/7 6/6 7/7 5/7
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 9 10 8 8 8
Uncontested Primary 9 -- -- 10 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B1L 1B1L 1B1L 1B 1B 1L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 6-7-0 8-5-0 7-6-0 6-7-0 6-7-0
Landslide Index 69% 92% 69% 77% 77%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 1 1 2 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 2 0 2 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 6 7 5 7 7
No Contest: 40+ 3 5 4 3 3
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 10/13 11/13 11/13 13/13 12/13
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 10/10 10/11 10/11 12/13 12/12
Landslide / Total Incumbent 8/10 10/11 9/11 10/13 9/12
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 5/5 5/5 5/6 5/7 4/6
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/5 5/6 4/5 5/6 5/6
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 8 9 8 10
Uncontested Primary 5 8 8 10 10
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1L 1B 1L 1B1L 1B1L 1B1L

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 5-9-0 6-8-0 6—8-0 6—8-0 6—8-0
Landslide Index 79% 79% 93% 93% 64%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 2
Competitive: 5-10 2 1 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 2 1 0 2
Landslide: 20-40 7 7 7 6 4
No Contest: 40+ 4 4 6 6 5
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 14/14 13/14 14/14 12/14 12/14
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 13/14 12/13 14/14 12/12 12/12
Landslide / Total Incumbent 11/14 10/13 13/14 12/12 8/12
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/6 4/4 6/6 6/6 4/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 8/8 6/9 7/8 6/6 4/7
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 6 8 11 12 8
Uncontested Primary 13 6 5 11 6
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 1B 1B




New Mexico Profile

3 Seats: 1R, 2D

New Mexico Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 11" (20.8) | | Representation | 37" (23.3) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 3 (9.5) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 26th(15.1) |
‘ Landslide Index H 1% (0) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 23" (42.7) |

New Mexico Republicans won 48.4% of votes in 2010 and one-third of US House seats

New Mexico Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 264 | 21.8 | 267 | 300 | 244 | 224 | 29.4 20.8
Index
Voter Turnout 25% 40% 45% 40% 47% 33% 57% | 41.8% | 59.2% 42.7%
Reprf:j:)t(atw" 32% | 27% | 27% | 21% | 27% | 22% | 35% | 25.6% | 33.2% | 23.3%
Wasted Votes 38% 33% 40% 47% 42% 32% 39% | 38.8% | 43.9% 45.3%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 20/55 | 20/47 | 22/54 | 30/60 | 24/55 | 0/53 | 22/55 | 20/54 | 100/0 | 67.5/24.5
Drop-Off
25% | 13% | 1.4% | 0.2% | 1.7% | 9.7% | 1.8% | 0.0% 1.9% 0.9%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 25% 36% 23% 11% 19% 41% 22% | 22.9% | 17.8% 9.5%
Victory
39.4-
Votes for (R-D- 50- 57- 48- 49- 47- 40- 48- 44- 56.1- 48.4-51.6-
0%) 49-1 41-2 49-3 46-5 51-2 60-0 52-0 56-0 4:5 0
Seats for (R-D- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 0-100- | 33.3-66.7-
0%) 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 0 0
Seat Changes -- 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 0-3-0 1-2-0
Landslide Index 33% 67% 33.3% 33.3% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 0 1 2 2
Landslide: 20-40 0 2 0 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 0 0
Uncontested 1 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/3 3/3 3/3 0/3 3/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/3 3/3 3/3 0/0 2/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/3 2/3 1/3 1/0 0/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 1/2 0/2 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/0 0/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 1 0 0
Uncontested Primary 2 -- -- 0 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 1L 1L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 67% 100% 33% 0% 33%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 2 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 2 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 1 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/3 3/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/3 3/3 1/3 0/3 1/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 2/2 0/2 0/3 0/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/0 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 3 3 2 1 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1L 1L 1L 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 33% 100% 100% 67% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 2 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/3 3/3 3/3 2/3 3/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 3/3 3/3 2/2 3/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/2 3/3 3/3 2/2 3/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/2 2/2 2/2 1/1 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 3 2 2
Uncontested Primary 1 1 3 2 3
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 2L 2L 2L 1L 1L




New York Profile

29 Seats: 8R, 21D

New York Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 46" (35) | | Representation || 47" (21.4)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 35t (35.2) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 22" (14.2)
| Landslide Index | 24" (58.6) | | House Turnout || 46" (33.7)

New York Republicans won 41.3% of US House votes in 2010, but gained six of 29 seats
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | ~ | 329 | 284 | 31 | 396 | 346 | 338 | 38 35
Index
Voter Turnout 43% 34% 41% 31% 42% 26% 48% | 31.8% | 48.5% 33.7%
Reprf:j:)t(atw" 27% | 23% | 27% | 22% | 29% | 19% | 34% |22.2% | 33.9% | 21.4%
Wasted Votes | 39% | 33% | 35% | 30% | 31% | 27% | 30% [30.1% | 30.1% | 36.5%
0,
% 7;%:?:: R 35/36 | 27/34 | 32/33 | 32/29 | 36/26 | 31/18 | 41/20 | 56/18 | 77/6.6 | 51.2/25.1
Drop-Off
Voters 14.5% | 11.4% | 12.1% | 9.9% 15% 13% 16% 7.8% | 16.4% 3.5%
Avg Margin of
. 34% 45% 40% 48% 47% 53% 47% | 50.6% | 47.8% 35.2%
Victory
31.6-
Votes for (R-D- 45- 49- 43- 44- 42- 48- 39- 32- 67.1- 41.3-
0%) 52-3 48-3 55-3 55-3 55-3 47-5 59-2 68-0 1 '4 57.9-0.8
Seats for (R-D- 42- 45- 42- 42- 39- 38- 31- 31- 10.3- 27.6-
0%) 58-0 55-0 58-0 58-0 61-0 32-0 69-0 79-0 | 89.7-0 72.4-0
1
Seat Changes -- 0 1 0 1 1 (1R) (+1D) 2 3 6
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 10-19-0 9-20-0 6-23-0 3-26-0 8-21-0
Landslide Index 90% 83% 72.4% 79.3% 58.6%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 4 2 4
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 2 0 5
Opportunity: 10-20 2 3 2 4 3
Landslide: 20-40 4 8 3 9 5
No Contest: 40+ 15 13 14 12 12
Uncontested 7 3 4 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 29/29 27/29 27/29 25/29 29/29
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 28/29 27/27 25/27 24/25 23/29
Landslide / Total Incumbent 26/29 24/27 20/27 23/25 17/29
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 10/11 6/9 1/6 2/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 16/18 18/18 19/19 21/22 15/21
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 24 22 18 17 15
Uncontested Primary 25 -- -- 28 --
Elected Women 6 6 7 6 8
Elected Racial Minorities 4B2L 4B2L 4B2L 4B2L 4B2L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 13-18-0 14-17-0 13-18-0 13-18-0 12-19-0
Landslide Index 55% 68% 68% 84% 87%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 6 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 2 1 3 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 6 8 7 4 4
Landslide: 20-40 7 4 8 10 14
No Contest: 40+ 10 13 13 13 12
Uncontested 0 4 0 3 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 25/31 29/31 31/31 27/31 29/31
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 23/25 28/29 30/31 27/27 28/29
Landslide / Total Incumbent 15/25 21/29 22/31 24/27 27/29
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 6/9 9/11 7/13 10/11 9/11
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 9/16 12/18 15/17 14/16 18/19
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 13 17 18 16 24
Uncontested Primary 16 20 25 25 23
Elected Women 5 6 7 6 6
Elected Racial Minorities 4B 2L 4B 2L 4B2L 4B2L 4B2L

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990
Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990

U.S. House (R-D-0) 14-20-0 15-19-0 14-20-0 13-21-0 13-21-0
Landslide Index 74% 71% 79% 82% 85%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 2 2 2 0
Competitive: 5-10 3 4 2 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 6 4 3 3 5
Landslide: 20-40 6 5 7 6 12
No Contest: 40+ 19 19 19 17 15
Uncontested 0 0 1 5 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 33/34 31/34 31/34 30/34 34/34
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 30/33 31/31 30/31 29/30 34/34
Landslide / Total Incumbent 23/33 24/31 26/31 26/30 29/34
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 8/14 10/13 10/14 10/11 10/13
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 15/19 14/18 16/17 16/19 19/21
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 18 20 22 25 26
Uncontested Primary 27 25 27 27 30
Elected Women 1 0 1 2 0
Elected Racial Minorities 3B 1L 3B 1L 4B 1L 4B 1L 4B 1L




North Carolina Profile

13 Seats: 6R, 7D

North Carolina Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 17" (22.6) | ‘ Representation || 34" (24.2)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 17" (23.9) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 14" (8.3)
‘ Landslide Index H 14" (46.2) | ‘ House Turnout || 34" (39.4)

While North Carolina Republicans won a majority of the popular vote in 2010, they remain a minority
in the House

North Carolina Seats-to-Votes 2010 North Carolina Competitiveness
2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 250 | 216 | 217 | 238 | 214 | 292 | 16.8 226
Index
Voter Turnout 50% 30% 46% 33% 48% 36% 57% | 31.4% | 64.3% 39.4%
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 31% | 18% | 28% | 22% | 32% | 24% | 36% |20.4% | 41.3% | 24.2%
Wasted Votes 39% 39% 38% 34% 34% 33% 36% | 35.2% | 35.8% 38.6%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 51/26 | 21/63 | 36/39 | 28/37 | 28/36 | 29/34 | 40/31 | 38/33 | 46/26.8 | 42.9/32.6
Drop-Off
3.1% NA 0.1% | 54% | 4.6% | 3.7% | 2.5% | 0.0% 2.2% -0.1%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 24% 24% 25% 35% 37% 36% 29% | 32.9% | 29.1% 23.9%
Victory
45.1-
Votes for (R-D- 48- 57- 53- 53- 54- 54- 51- 47- 544 54.1-
0%) 51-2 43-0 45-2 43-3 43-3 43-3 49-0 53-0 0_'5 45.2-0.6
Seats for (R-D- 33- 67- 50- 58- 58- 54- 54- 46- 38.5- 46.2-
0%) 67-0 33-0 50-0 42-0 42-0 46-0 46-0 54-0 61.5-0 53.8-0
Seat Changes -- 4 2 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 7-6-0 7-6-0 6-7-0 5-8-0 6-7-0
Landslide Index 76.9% 69% 76.9% 76.9% 46.2%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 1 0 3
Opportunity: 10-20 2 3 1 3 3
Landslide: 20-40 5 5 7 8 3
No Contest: 40+ 3 4 2 2 3
Uncontested 2 0 1 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 11/13 11/13 13/13 13/13 13/13
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 11/11 11/11 12/13 12/13 12/13
Landslide / Total Incumbent 9/11 8/11 10/13 10/13 6/13
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 6/7 3/5 4/6 3/5 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/4 5/6 6/6 7/7 1/7
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 7 8 8 4
Uncontested Primary 10 -- -- 9 --
Elected Women 1 2 2 2 3
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-8-0 8-4-0 6-6-0 7-5-0 7-5-0
Landslide Index 58% 50% 58% 58% 75%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 4 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 2 0 2 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 2 3 4 3
Landslide: 20-40 5 4 4 4 7
No Contest: 40+ 2 1 3 0 0
Uncontested 0 1 0 3 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 10/12 9/12 11/12 11/12 12/12
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 10/10 7/9 9/11 11/11 12/12
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/10 5/9 7/11 7/11 9/12
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/4 3/3 5/7 5/6 6/7
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/6 2/6 2/4 2/5 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 4 5 6 7
Uncontested Primary 4 6 11 8 10
Elected Women 1 2 2 2 3
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 2B 2B 2B 2B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1992 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-9-0 5-6-0 3-8-0 3-8-0 4-7-0
Landslide Index 54% 36% 36% 64% 55%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 2 6 3 3 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 3 1 4
Landslide: 20-40 3 3 2 5 5
No Contest: 40+ 3 1 2 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 10/11 10/11 10/11 11/11 11/11
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/10 7/10 8/10 11/11 10/11
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/10 4/10 3/10 7/11 6/11
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/4 1/1 0/3 3/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/6 3/9 3/7 4/8 3/8
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 4 2 4 6
Uncontested Primary 4 4 7 11 7
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




North Dakota Profile

1 Seat: 1R, OD

North Dakota Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index| 9" (20.6) | | Representation | 25" (26.1)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 4™ (9.8) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 48™ (45.1)
‘ Landslide Index H 1% (0) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 14" (47.7)

North Dakota Republicans have won the at-large US House seat in 2010, which has not occurred since

1982
North Dakota Seats-to-Votes 2010 North Dakota Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 211 | 202 | 232 | 212 | 206 | 254 | 278 | 206
Index
Voter Turnout 64% 50% 56% 45% 60% 48% 65% | 45.6% | 64.5% | 47.7%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 37% | 26% | 31% | 25% | 32% | 25% | 38% | 29.9% | 40% | 26.1%
Wasted Votes 43% 48% 45% 44% 47% 48% 40% | 34.3% | 38% 45.3%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 0/100
Drop-Off
3.3% 0.5% 1.3% 0.2% 0.9% 0% 0.6% 0.2% 0.8% 0.7%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 17% 7% 12% 15% 8% 5% 19% | 31.4% | 23.9% 9.8%
Victory
54.7-
Votes for (R-D- 39- 45- 43- 41- 45- 47- 40- 34-6- 38- 44.9-
0%) 57-4 52-3 55-2 56-3 53-3 53-0 60-0 0 62-0 0.'3
Seats for (R-D- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 100-0-0
0%) 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0
Seat Changes -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 100% 100% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/0 --
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 --
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 -- -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 1 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent NA 0/1 0/1 0/1 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA 0/1 0/1 0/1 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary NA 1 1 1 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 1 1 1
Uncontested Primary 1 1 1 1 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




18 Seats: 13R, 5D

Ohio Profile

Ohio Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 14" (22) | ‘ Representation || 23" (26.5) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 21°(25.4) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 28" (16.4) |
| Landslide Index | 15" (50) | | House Turnout || 20" (44.3) |

In 2010, Ohio Democrats earned 42.1% of the vote and kept 27.8% of US House seats
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Ohio Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | . | 199 | 216 | 229 | 248 | 218 | 168 | 172 22
Index
Voter Turnout 57% 40% 53% 40% 54% 37% 62% | 46.7% 62.9% 44.3%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 37% | 27% | 34% | 27% | 36% | 25% | 42% |28.7% | 38.6% | 26.5%
Wasted Votes 35% 32% 36% 33% 34% 31% 32% | 38.5% 38.7% 40.1%
% 7fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 34/30 | 19/49 | 25/42 | 24/42 | 19/40 | 18/47 | 13/51 | 24/52 | 40.3/34.3 | 16.9/63.7
Drop-Off
7.3% 4% 32% | 0.9% | 24% | 0.3% | 7.9% | 1.5% 5.7% 0.7%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 33% 40% 33% 34% 39% 40% 39% | 21.4% 26.1% 25.4%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 47- | 58 | 50- | 52- | 49- | 56- | 51- | 47- 46.4- 53.7-
0%) 48-5 40-1 46-4 47-1 56-5 52-2 49-0 53-0 51.2-2.4 42.1-4.2
Seats for (R-D- 47- 68- 58- 58- 58- 67- 67- 31- 44 .4- 72.2-
0%) 53-0 32-0 42-0 42-0 42-0 33-0 33-0 39-0 55.6-0 27.8-0
Seat Changes 0 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 4 5
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 12-6-0 12-6-0 11-7-0 8-10-0 13-5-0
Landslide Index 83.3% 89% 50% 55.6% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 3 2 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 3
Opportunity: 10-20 3 2 6 5 6
Landslide: 20-40 7 12 6 7 6
No Contest: 40+ 7 2 3 3 3
Uncontested 1 2 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 16/18 18/18 14/18 14/18 18/18
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 16/16 18/18 14/14 13/14 13/18
Landslide / Total Incumbent 15/16 16/18 6/14 10/14 9/18
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 11/11 10/12 2/10 5/7 7/8
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/5 6/6 4/4 5/6 2/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 14 13 6 3 3
Uncontested Primary 10 -- -- 11 --
Elected Women 3 3 5 5 4
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B 1A




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 9-10-0 13-6-0 11-8-0 11-8-0 11-8-0
Landslide Index 63% 58% 68% 89% 84.2%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 2 4 3 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 2 1 0 1 2
Opportunity: 10-20 3 3 3 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 4 1 5 13 7
No Contest: 40+ 7 7 7 4 8
Uncontested 1 3 1 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 15/19 18/19 19/19 18/19 18/19
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 13/15 15/18 17/19 18/18 18/18
Landslide / Total Incumbent 12/15 11/18 13/19 16/18 16/18
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 7/8 8/9 8/13 10/11 10/10
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/7 3/9 5/6 6/7 6/8
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 11 10 11 12 16
Uncontested Primary 11 10 13 14 14
Elected Women 2 2 2 3 3
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 11-10-0 | 10-11-0 | 10-11-0 | 10-11-0 | 10-11-0
Landslide Index 71% 81% 90% 95% 81%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 3 1 1 3
Landslide: 20-40 10 5 5 2 8
No Contest: 40+ 4 10 12 17 8
Uncontested 1 2 2 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 19/21 21/21 19/21 20/21 18/21
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 17/19 20/21 19/19 20/20 18/18
Landslide / Total Incumbent 14/19 17/21 18/19 19/20 15/18
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 6/10 10/11 9/9 9/9 6/8
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 8/9 7/10 9/10 10/11 9/10
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 11 13 15 18 15
Uncontested Primary 14 14 10 16 13
Elected Women 2 2 2 2 2
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Oklahoma Profile

5 Seats: 4R, 1D

Oklahoma Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 50" (41.2) | ‘ Representation H 49" (20.5) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 50" (59.6) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 17" (11.2) |
| Landslide Index || 41%(80) | | House Turnout | 50" (29.9) |

US House incumbents in Oklahoma have won 88 straight races dating back 36 years, including 3

repeat landside winners in 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 268 | 308 | 347 | 246 | 316 | 352 | 364 | 412
Index
Voter Turnout 55% 40% 49% 35% 43% 38% 54% | 35.3% | 51.9% 29.9%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 34% | 26% | 30% | 22% | 29% | 25% | 38% |23.2%| 35% | 20.5%
Wasted Votes 38% 35% 39% 37% 35% 36% 30% | 343% | 32.4% 31.3%
% Of Wasted R 52/28 | 4/69 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 12/68 | 9/63 | 11/54 | 9/67 | 9.1/65.5 | 16/51.3
/ D Votes
Drop-Off
82% | 2.6% | 2.2% | 1.7% | 11.8% | 3.3% | 6.1% | 2.3% 8.6% 23.4%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 26% 34% 24% 26% 37% 30% 41% | 33.6% | 38.6% 59.6%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 40- 57- 61- 63- 65- 55- 64- 57- 60-37.7- 65.5-
0%) 60-1 38-5 37-2 37-1 314 39-6 28-8 41-2 2.3 28-6.5
Seats for (R-D- 33- 83- 100- 100- 83- 80- 80- 80-
0%) 67-0 | 170 | 00 | 00 | 17-0 | 200 | 20-0 | 20-0 | 89200 | 80-200
Seat Changes - 3 1 0 1 1R() 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 4-1-0 4-1-0 4-1-0 4-1-0 4-1-0
Landslide Index 60% 100% 100% 100% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 3 4 3 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 1 2 1
Uncontested 1 2 0 0 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/5 4/5 4/5 5/5 4/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 4/4 4/4 5/5 4/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/4 4/4 4/4 5/5 3/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 4/4 3/3 4/4 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 NA 1/1 1/1 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 3 4 3
Uncontested Primary 1 -- -- 3 --
Elected Women 0 0 1 1 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 1Al 1Al 1Al 1Al




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-4-0 5-1-0 6-0-0 6-0-0 6-0-0
Landslide Index 50% 67% 50% 83% 83%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 2 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 1 5 3
No Contest: 40+ 2 2 2 0 1
Uncontested 0 1 0 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 3/6 5/6 6/6 5/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 3/3 5/5 6/6 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/5 3/3 3/5 5/6 5/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 2/2 3/5 5/6 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/4 1/1 NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 1 3 3 5
Uncontested Primary 3 2 5 6 2
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-5-0 1-5-0 2-4-0 2-4-0 2-4-0
Landslide Index 83% 67% 83% 83% 83%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 0 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 3 3 4 2 3
Uncontested 0 0 1 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/6 6/6 5/6 6/6 5/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/6 6/6 5/5 6/6 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/6 4/6 5/5 5/6 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 2/3 1/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/5 3/5 4/4 3/3 3/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 4 5 3
Uncontested Primary 5 4 2 2 4
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




5 Seats: 1R, 4D

Oregon Rankings 2010

Oregon Profile

‘ Democracy Index H 7" (14.8) ‘
Margin of Victory 20" (25.2)

| |

‘ Landslide Index H 10" (40) ‘

| Representation | 5"(31.2) |
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 34" (27.3) |
‘ House Turnout || 7" (51.4) |

US House races in Oregon in 2010 were much more competitive yet no seat changes took place
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 197 | 197 | 189 | 248 | 146 | 22 23.4 14.8
Index
Voter Turnout 66% 52% 56% 42% 57% 47% 68% | 49.8% | 62.4% 51.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm" 43% | 30% | 33% | 28% | 37% | 30% | 43% |31.7% | 44% | 31.2%
Wasted Votes 34% 42% 41% 33% 35% 36% 37% | 36.3% | 29.6% 39.3%
% 7fD“\'/aostt:sd R | 64711 | a9/32 | 71/13 | 67/12 | 64/10 | 66/10 | 67/9 | 67/11 | 45.7/8.5 | 68.6/9.8
Drop-Off
49% | 2.3% | 3.1% | 7.6% | 6.2% | 1.6% | 3.5% | 1.6% 8% 1.7%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 33% 22% 23% 38% 33% 31% 29% | 31.1% 63.9 25.2%
Victory
25.9-
Votes for (R-D- 40- 42- 42- 39- 42- 42- 42- 43- 61.6- 46-51.3-
0%) 59-1 54-4 54-4 61-0 55-3 55-3 55-3 54-3 12'.5 2.7
Seats for (R-D- 20- 40- 20- 20- 20- 20- 20- 20-
0%) 80-0 | 60-0 | 80-0 | 80-0 | 80-0 | 80-0 | 80-0 | 800 | 29800 | 20800
Seat Changes -- 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 1-4-0 1-4-0 1-4-0 1-4-0 1-4-0
Landslide Index 80% 60% 80% 80% 40%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 3 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 2 2 1 2 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/5 5/5 5/5 4/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 5/5 5/5 4/4 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 3/5 4/5 4/4 2/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/4 2/4 3/4 3/3 1/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 3 3 3 2
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 2 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1A 1A 1A 1A 1A




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-4-0 2-3-0 1-4-0 1-4-0 1-4-0
Landslide Index 80% 40% 60% 60% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 2 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 2 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 2 1 1 1 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/5 3/5 4/5 3/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 3/3 3/4 3/3 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/4 2/3 2/4 2/3 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 NA NA NA 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/3 2/3 2/4 2/2 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 2 2 2 3
Uncontested Primary 1 1 2 0 0
Elected Women 1 1 2 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 1A 1A

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1992 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-3-0 2-3-0 2-3-0 2-3-0 1-4-0
Landslide Index 20% 20% 80% 80% 80%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 2 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 2 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 3 2 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 2 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 4/5 5/5 4/5 5/5 5/5
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/4 5/5 4/4 5/5 4/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/4 1/5 4/4 4/5 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 0/2 2/2 1/2 1/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/3 1/3 2/2 3/3 3/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 3 4
Uncontested Primary 2 4 1 4 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Pennsylvania Profile

19 Seats: 12R, 7D

Pennsylvania Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index || 18" (22.8) | | Representation | 28" (25.9) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 27" (27.9) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 18" (11.2) |
| Landslide Index || 13" (42.1) | | House Turnout || 31%(41.4) |

In 2010, Pennsylvania’s Democratic and Republican vote percentages in House races are much closer

than the seat percentages showing vast disparities in the latter
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | | 255 | 270 | 208 | 242 | 256 | 164 | 17 22.8
Index
Voter Turnout 51% 37% 47% 32% 50% 35% 56% | 42.7% 61.8% 41.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 34% | 25% | 30% | 22% | 34% | 25% | 40% |26.6% | 39% | 25.9%
Wasted Votes 32% 31% 37% 31% 32% 30% 29% | 37.7% 37% 37.5%
% 7;“(2?:: R 133727 | 38/25 | 36/36 | 32/28 | 25/35 | 19/39 | 12/43 | 44/32 | 48.7/26.6 | 23/51.8
Drop-Off
7.4% 6% 42% | 4.3% | 7.2% | 6.6% | 10.7% | 2.1% 3.7% 0.8%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 40% 42% 29% 43% 42% 45% 48% | 29.5% 28.4% 27.9%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 51- 54- 47- 51- 49- 56- 50- 43- 43.6- 51.4-
0%) 47-2 44-2 52-1 48-1 50-1 41-3 48-2 56-1 55.4-1 47.6-1
Seats for (R-D- 48- 48- 48- 48- 52- 63- 63- 42- 36.8- 63.2-
0%) 52-0 52-0 52-0 52-0 48-0 37-0 37-0 58-0 63.2-0 36.8-0
Seat Changes -- 2 1 2 1 3 0 4 1 5
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 12-7-0 12-7-0 8-11-0 7-12-0 12-7-0
Landslide Index 74% 74% 52.6% 42.1% 42.1%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 3 1 3 3 2
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 4 5 8 7
Landslide: 20-40 4 6 6 5 2
No Contest: 40+ 4 2 2 2 5
Uncontested 6 6 2 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 17/19 16/19 19/19 18/19 17/19
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 17/17 16/16 15/19 17/18 13/17
Landslide / Total Incumbent 13/17 14/16 10/19 8/18 8/17
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 8/10 8/10 3/8 3/6 5/7
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/7 6/6 7/7 5/11 3/6
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 11 11 9 6 6
Uncontested Primary 4 -- -- 17 --
Elected Women 1 2 1 2 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 10-11-0 10-11-0 10-11-0 10-11-0 11-10-0
Landslide Index 67% 71% 71% 81% 81%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 4 3 2 2 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 2 1 1 3
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 3 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 6 9 11 9 9
No Contest: 40+ 5 2 4 4 4
Uncontested 3 4 0 4 4
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 18/21 17/21 19/21 19/21 19/21
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 16/18 16/17 19/19 18/19 19/19
Landslide / Total Incumbent 13/18 14/17 13/19 17/19 17/19
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 8/10 8/8 6/8 8/9 8/9
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/8 6/9 7/11 9/10 9/10
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 11 11 13 13 15
Uncontested Primary 12 0 11 4 6
Elected Women 1 0 0 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1992 1992 1992 1992 1992
U.S. House (R-D-0) 10-13-0 10-13-0 11-12-0 11-12-0 12-11-0
Landslide Index 65% 70% 83% 91% 74%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 3 3 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 2 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 3 4 4 2 5
Landslide: 20-40 7 5 7 6 8
No Contest: 40+ 8 10 10 11 3
Uncontested 0 1 2 4 6
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 21/23 22/23 22/23 23/23 23/23
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 17/21 22/22 22/22 23/23 22/23
Landslide / Total Incumbent 14/21 16/22 18/22 21/23 17/23
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 7/12 7/10 7/10 10/11 9/11
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 7/9 9/12 11/12 11/12 8/12
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 12 12 15 20 16
Uncontested Primary 7 10 12 20 16
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




Rhode Island Profile

2 Seats: OR, 2D

Rhode Island Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 32" (26.8) ‘ ‘ Representation || 32" (24.6)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 10" (18.5) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 45™ (41.2)
| Landslide Index | 15" (50) | | House Turnout || 19" (44.4)

Rhode Island Republicans regularly win a third of the state's US House vote, but have won no seats

since 1992
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 319 | 2904 | 328 | 268 | 350 | 256 | 308 26.8
Index
Voter Turnout 51% 45% 48% 39% 51% 41% 53% | 50.5% | 58.1% 44.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 36% | 27% | 32% | 27% | 33% | 28% | 37% |35.5% | 40.3% | 24.6%
Wasted Votes 30% 39% 33% 30% 41% 32% 31% 29% 30.7% 44.6%
% Of W R
% (; D Vaostt:sd 27/25 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 100/0 100/0
Drop-Off
12.1% | 5.4% 7.8% 1.4% 6% 1.1% 8% 3.1% 7.1% 2.1%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 46% 22% 37% 43% 36% | 38.3% | 41% | 74.9% 44% 18.5%
Victory
37.9-
Votes for (R-D- 47- 39- 30- 26- 23- 30- 28- 11- 27.1- 554
0%) 48-5 61-0 67-3 70-4 | 64-12 | 68-2 70-2 | 71-18 | 69.3-3.6 6 '7
Seats for (R-D- 50- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0- 0-
0%) 50-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 21000 | 0-100-0
1
Seat Changes -- (+1D) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 2 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 2 2 2 1
Uncontested Primary 2 -- -- 0 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0 0-2-0
Landslide Index 100% 50% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 1 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 2 0 1 1 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 1/2 1/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/1 1/1 2/2 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/1 1/1 2/2 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 2/2 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 1 0 2 1
Uncontested Primary 1 1 1 2 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-1 1-1 1-1 2-0 1-1
Landslide Index 50% 100% 50% 50% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 0 1 1 2
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 1/2 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/2 1/2 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/1 0/1 NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 0 1 0
Uncontested Primary 2 2 2 2 1
Elected Women 1 1 1 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




6 Seats: 5R, 1D

South Carolina Rankings 2010

South Carolina Profile

| Democracy Index| 38" (30) |
‘ Margin of Victory H 19" (25) ‘
| Landslide Index | 28" (66.7) |

| Representation | 35" (23.9)
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 33" (25.5)
| House Turnout || 33(39.7)

In 2010 South Carolina Democrats won just 16.7% of US House seats with 40.6% of votes
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 381 | 227 | 271 | 316 | 382 | 296 | 27.2 30
Index
Voter Turnout 43% 32% 38% 34% 44% 31% 47% | 35.0% | 57.1% 39.7%
Reprf:;'e‘iatm“ 28% | 22% | 28% | 24% | 29% | 24% | 35% |21.6% | 34% | 23.9%
Wasted Votes 35% 31% 28% 30% 38% 24% 26% | 38.2% | 40.5% 39.8%
% (;fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 36/31 | 22/47 | 20/37 | 19/43 | 19/50 | 10/31 | 18/35 | 21/57 | 22/58.4 | 9.6/76.9
Drop-Off
72% | 72% | 82% | 89% | 4.5% | 11.1% | 11% 0.5% 2.5% 0.3%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 31% 39% 50% 47% 34% 55% 51% | 26.6% | 20.8% 25%
Victory
50.1-
Votes for (R-D- 52- 64- 65- 60- 55- 58- 64- 55- 49 1- 56.3-
0%) 45-3 36-0 33-3 38-2 40-5 35-7 34-2 43-2 0..8 40.6-3.2
Seats for (R-D- 50- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 67- 66.7- 83.3-
0%) 50-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33.3-0 16.7-0
Seat Changes -- 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 5-1-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 83.3% 66.7% 66.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 3 5 4 4
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 3 2 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 5/6 6/6 6/6 3/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 5/5 6/6 6/6 2/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/5 5/5 5/6 4/6 1/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 3/3 4/4 2/4 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 4 4 3 1
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 3 --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 2B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-3-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0 4-2-0
Landslide Index 83% 83% 83% 50% 66.6%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 3 2
Landslide: 20-40 4 3 2 0 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 1 1
Uncontested 0 1 2 2 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 4/6 6/6 5/6 5/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/5 4/4 6/6 5/5 5/5
Landslide / Total Incumbent 4/5 3/4 5/6 3/5 4/5
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 4/4 2/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 2 5 4 2
Uncontested Primary 4 3 5 4 4
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-3-0 3-3-0 2-4-0 2-4-0 2-4-0
Landslide Index 50% 83% 50% 50% 83%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 2 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 1 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 4 1 1 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 1 2 1
Uncontested 0 0 1 0 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/6 6/6 4/6 6/6 6/6
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 4/5 6/6 4/4 6/6 6/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/5 5/6 3/4 3/6 5/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/4 3/3 0/1 1/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 2/3 3/3 2/4 3/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 2 2 3
Uncontested Primary 4 5 3 6 5
Elected Women 0 0 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




South Dakota Profile

1 Seat: 1R, OD

South Dakota Rankings 2010

‘Democracylndex H 16" (22.4) ‘ ‘ Representation H 30" (25.6)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 1% (2.4) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 50" (48.9)
‘ Landslide Index H 1% (0) ‘ ‘ House Turnout H 4™ (53.2)

No US House incumbent has lost in South Dakota since 1982 until 2010 when incumbent Stephanie
Herseth Sandlin lost her first bid for reelection

South Dakota Seats-to-Votes 2010 South Dakota Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 | 2008 | 2010
Democracy | - | 216 | 252 | 21.6 | 116 | 236 | 232 | 25 | 224
Index
Voter Turnout 67% 59% 61% 48% 58% 60% 69% | 57.9% | 63.3% | 53.2%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 46% | 35% | 35% | 36% | 43% | 32% | 37% | 40% | 42.8% | 25.6%
Wasted Votes 31% 40% 42% 25% 27% 47% 47% | 30.9% | 32.4% | 51.9%
% (;fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 100/0 | 100/0 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 0/100
Drop-Off
1% 1.8% 0.2% 1.3% 04% | -0.7% | -0.3% | 0.6% 0.8% | -0.7%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 42% 23% 21% 50% 49% 8% 7% 40.4% | 35.1% | 2.4%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 27- 37- 58- 75- 73- 53- 46- 29- | 32.4- | 48.1-
0%) 69-4 60-4 37-5 25-0 25-2 46-1 53-1 69-2 | 67.6-0 | 45.9-6
Seats for (R-D- 0- 0- 100- 100- 100- 100- 0- 0- 0- 100-
0%) 100-0 | 100-0 0-0 0-1 0-0 0-0 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 0-0
Seat Changes -- 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 100% 100% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 1 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent NA 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent NA 0/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA 0/1 0/1 1/1 0/0
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 1 --
Elected Women 0 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 1 1 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 NA 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 NA 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA 1/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 0 0 1
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 1 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 0% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/2 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/2 1/1 NA 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/2 0/1 NA 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/2 0/1 NA 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 1
Uncontested Primary 1 1 0 1 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Tennessee Profile

9 Seats: 7R, 2D

Tennessee Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index|| 48" (37) | | Representation |  41%(22.4)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 42" (40.1) ‘ | Seats-to-Votes ” 23" (14.5)
| Landslide Index || 38" (77.8) | | House Turnout | 47" (33.4)

In 2010, half of Tennessee Democratic incumbents won by landslides in US House races while all
Republican incumbents won by landslides

Tennessee Seats-to-Votes 2010 Tennessee Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | . | 283 | 346 | 284 | 288 | 204 | 252 | 308 37
Index
Voter Turnout 47% 36% 44% 22% 44% 35% 52% | 39.1% 50.8% 33.4%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 30% | 23% | 28% | 17% | 33% | 25% | 38% |26.4% | 37.5% | 22.4%
Wasted Votes 36% 38% 37% 24% 26% 29% 26% | 32.5% 26.2% 32.8%
% (;fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 47/20 | 35/38 | 30/41 | 17/27 | 20/26 | 32/21 | 32/19 | 31/29 | 18.4/24.6 | 11.3/63.3
Drop-Off
13% | 4.7% | 5.9% | 6.4% | 10.6% | 7.5% 9% 6.4% 11.5% 2.8%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 33% 28% 29% 56% 56% 46% 48% | 39.8% 60.4% 40.1%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- | 43- | 55- | 50- | 51- | 53- | s50- | 52- | 47- 42.5- 61.3-
0%) 51-6 43-2 48-2 45-3 44-2 46-4 47-1 50-3 51.9-5.6 34.8-3.9
Seats for (R-D- 33- 56- 56- 56- 56- 44- 44- 44- 44 .4- 77.8-
0%) 67-0 44-0 44-0 44-0 44-0 56-0 56-0 56-0 55.6-0 22.2-0
Seat Changes -- 2 0 0 0 1(1D) 0 0 0 3
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-5-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 7-2-0
Landslide Index 89% 89% 100% 100% 77.8%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 2
Landslide: 20-40 3 3 5 3 3
No Contest: 40+ 3 4 4 3 4
Uncontested 2 1 0 3 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 6/9 9/9 7/9 8/9 6/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/6 9/9 7/7 8/8 5/6
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/6 8/9 7/7 9/8 4/6
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 4/4 3/3 4/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/3 4/5 4/4 5/5 1/2
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 6 6 6 3
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 8 --
Elected Women 0 1 1 1 2
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-6-0 5-4-0 5-4-0 5-4-0 5-4-0
Landslide Index 78% 56% 67% 78% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 1 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 2 3 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 4 3 4 2 3
No Contest: 40+ 3 1 2 1 3
Uncontested 0 1 0 4 3
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 9/9 6/9 7/9 9/9 9/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 9/9 6/6 7/7 9/9 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 7/9 4/6 4/7 7/9 9/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 2/2 2/4 4/5 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/6 2/4 2/3 3/4 4/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 7 4 4 6 8
Uncontested Primary 4 3 6 2 0
Elected Women 1 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-6-0 3-6-0 3-6-0 3-6-0 3-6-0
Landslide Index 89% 89% 78% 78% 89%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 2 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 1 1 4
No Contest: 40+ 4 3 5 4 2
Uncontested 2 4 1 2 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/9 8/9 9/9 7/9 9/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/7 8/8 9/9 7/7 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 7/7 7/8 7/9 6/7 8/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 3/3 3/3 2/2 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/5 4/5 4/6 4/5 6/7
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 7 6 7 5 7
Uncontested Primary 3 6 6 5 7
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B




32 Seats: 23R, 9D

Texas Rankings 2010

Texas Profile

| Democracy Index| 49" (37.6) |
‘ Margin of Victory H 46" (48.3) ‘
| Landslide Index || 42" (84.4) |

| Representation | 46" (21.6) |
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 8™ (4.9) |
| House Turnout || 49" (30.8) |

In 2010, only 5 out of Texas' 32 US House seats were competitive
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 338 | 33.8 | 339 | 334 | 302 | 376 33 37.6
Index
Voter Turnout 46% 31% 37% 24% 40% 27% 51% | 28.4% 50.6% 30.8%
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 32% |21.1% | 23.3% | 17% | 29% | 19% | 35% |18.5% | 34% 21.6%
Wasted Votes 31% 32% 37% 28% 32% 29% 32% | 37.9% 34.7% 29.7%
% C/)fDV\\Ilaostt:sd R 45/15 | 41/17 | 38/32 | 27/22 | 25/27 | 27/28 | 13/54 | 12/57 | 14.8/46.5 | 11.1/57.4
Drop-Off
86% | 6.2% | 9.8% | 7.4% | 6.5% 5.1% 6.1% 6.2% 6.8% 4.8%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 40% 36% 31% 46% 45% 47% 41% | 43.8% 50% 48.3%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 48- 56- 54- 52- 49- 53-44- | 58-39- 51- 55.8- 64.4-
0%) 50-2 12-2 44-2 44-4 47-4 3 3 44-5 39.6-4.6 30.6-5
Seats for (R-D- 30- 37- 43- 43- 43- | 47-53- | 66-34- 59- 62.5- 71.9-
0%) 70-0 63-0 57-0 57-0 57-0 0 0 41-0 37.5-0 28.1-0
Seat Changes -- 2 4 0 0 2(+2R) | 5(+5R) 1 2 3
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 15-17-0 21-11-0 19-13-0 20-12-0 23-9-0
Landslide Index 75% 81% 84.4% 81.3% 84.4%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 3 1 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 2 2
Opportunity: 10-20 5 5 5 4 2
Landslide: 20-40 6 16 16 8 10
No Contest: 40+ 9 3 5 10 11
Uncontested 9 7 6 8 6
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 28/32 29%*/32 31/32 32/32 31/32
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 28/28 25/29 25/27 25/27 29/31
Landslide / Total Incumbent 22/28 20/29 21/31 25/32 26/31
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 11/12 13/16 17/19 15/19 20/20
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 11/16 7/13 9/11 10/12 6/9
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 17 14 18 21 22
Uncontested Primary 21 -- -- 27 --
Elected Women 3 3 3 3 3
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 6L 3B6L 3B 6L 2B 6L 3B6L

* Includes two incumbent-on-incumbent races




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 9-21-0 11-19-0 13-17-0 13-17-0 13-17-0
Landslide Index 80% 50% 60% 70% 83.3%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 3 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 3 3 1 1
Opportunity: 10-20 5 10 6 8 4
Landslide: 20-40 12 3 6 7 4
No Contest: 40+ 9 7 9 3 6
Uncontested 3 5 0 11 9
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 27/30 27/30 22/30 29/30 29/30
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 26/27 25/27 21/22 29/29 29/29
Landslide / Total Incumbent 17/27 14/27 17/22 20/29 25/29
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 7/9 9/9 9/10 11/13 11/12
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 10/18 5/18 8/12 9/16 14/17
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 16 14 13 14 18
Uncontested Primary 18 17 10 24 23
Elected Women 1 2 3 3 2
Elected Racial Minorities 2B 5L 2B 5L 2B 6L 2B 6L 2B 6L

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 5-22-0 10-17-0 10-17-0 8-19-0 8-19-0
Landslide Index 81% 63% 85% 93% 81%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 2 1 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 1 2
Opportunity: 10-20 4 7 3 0 3
Landslide: 20-40 7 4 9 8 5
No Contest: 40+ 15 4 7 12 5
Uncontested 0 9 7 5 12
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 21/27 23/27 26/27 26/27 26/27
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 21/21 20/23 26/26 25/26 26/26
Landslide / Total Incumbent 18/21 15/23 22/26 25/26 22/26
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/4 4/4 6/8 8/9 8/8
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 15/17 11/19 16/18 17/17 14/18
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 14 14 14 22 20
Uncontested Primary 14 17 21 24 24
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 3L 1B 4L 1B 4L 1B 3L 1B 3L




3 Seats: 2R, 1D

Utah Rankings 2010

Utah Profile

Democracy Index 447 (33.8)
| | a4”

Margin of Victory 37" (35.3)
| |

| Landslide Index || 28" (66.7)

| Representation | 50" (20.2) |
‘ Seats-to-Votes || 4™ (3) |
‘ House Turnout || 48M (32.1) |

In 2010, one out of three of Utah's House races were won by a repeat landslide winner and only two

races have been competitive since 1998
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 248 | 311 | 254 | 242 | 214 | 344 | 354 | 33.8
Index
Voter Turnout 66% 40% 50% 33% 52% 35% 58% | 33.1% | 52.4% 32.1%
Reprf::lz;atm“ 39% | 23% | 29% | 21% | 32% | 20% | 36% |19.9% | 33.8% | 20.2%
Wasted Votes 42% 44% 42% 35% 39% 42% 38% 40% 35.5% 37%
% 7;“(;:::: R | 56/21 | 25/58 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 25/52 | 34/50 | 28/48 | 29/46 | 23.8/a4 | 29.2/42
Drop-Off 22% | 2.9% | 0.3% | 4.9% | 1.5% | -22% | 2% | 4% | 1.6% 8%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 21% 19% 18% 33% 26% 21% 27% | 27.9% | 35.1% 35.3%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 49- 50- 58- 65- 56- 58- 57- 52- 53.8- 61.2-
0%) 46-5 43-7 40-2 27-9 40-4 40-2 40-3 43-6 42-4.2 34-4.8
Seats for (R-D- 33- 67- 100- 100- 67- 67- 67- 67- 66.7- 66.7-
0%) 67-0 33-0 0-0 0-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33-0 33.3-0 33.3-0
Seat Changes -- 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 67% 67% 100% 100% 66.7%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 2 2 3 3 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/3 3/3 3/3 2/3 3/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 3/3 3/3 2/2 3/3
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/3 3/3 3/2 2/3
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 2/2 2/2 2/1 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 0/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 2 1 1
Uncontested Primary 1 -- -- -- --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-2-0 2-1-0 3-0-0 3-0-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 67% 33% 33% 67% 82%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 0 1 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 2 1 1 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/3 3/3 2/3 2/3 2/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/3 1/2 1/2 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/2 1/3 1/2 1/2 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 2/2
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 0/2 0/1 0/1 NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 1 2
Uncontested Primary 2 3 1 1 2
Elected Women 1 1 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-0-0 3-0-0 2-1-0 2-1-0 1-2-0
Landslide Index 67% 67% 33% 67% 33%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 1 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 1 0 0 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 1 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 2 1
No Contest: 40+ 2 2 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/3 2/3 2/3 3/3 2/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 3/3 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/2 2/3 0/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/2 2/2 1/2 2/2 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA 0/1 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 2 1 1 0
Uncontested Primary 2 2 2 3 2
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Vermont Profile

1 Seat: OR, 1D

Vermont Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index|| 26" (25.6) | | Representation | 6" (31.2)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 34" (33.7) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes H 38" (33.7)
‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100) | ‘ House Turnout H 12'" (48.3)

Vermont has never elected a woman or minority to the House

Vermont Seats-to-Votes 2010 Vermont Competitiveness 2010
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1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 | 2008 | 2010
Democracy - - 25.8 19.8 20 | 224 | 254 | 142 | 22 | 256
Index
Voter Turnout 67% 49% 58% 30% 62% 47% 63% 54.9% | 61.2% | 48.3%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 39% 26% | 32% | 43% | 47% | 30% | 43% | 29.2% | 50.9% | 31.2%
Wasted Votes 42% 47% 44% 37% 24% 36% 32% 46.8% | 1.1% | 33.4%
0,
% (;fDV\\I/istt:sd R 100/100 | 100/NA | 100/100 | 100/NA | 100/100 | 100/0 | 100/100 | 100/0 NA 100/0
Drop-Off
2.8% 0.3% 1.4% 1.4% 3.7% 2.1% 3.4% 0.0% 8.3% 1.3%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 2.8% 7% 23% 31% 58% 32% 43.1% 8.9% | 100% | 33.7%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 47-0- 33-0- 33- 45- 0- 32-
0%) 31-8-61 53 33-9-61 63 18-5-76 64-3 25-7-68 53. 83.2- | 64.6-
16.8 3.4
Seats for (R-D- 0-0- 0-0- 0- 0- 0- 0-
0%) 0-0-100 | g | 00100 1 60 | 00200 | 4600 | 99190 | 100.0 | 100-0 | 100-0
Seat Changes -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-0-1 0-0-1 0-1-0 0-1-0 0-1-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 0% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 1 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 0 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/0 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 0/0 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/0 0/0
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 1/1 1/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary NA -- -- NA --
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-0-1 0-0-1 0-0-1 0-0-1 0-0-1
Landslide Index 100% 0% 100% 100% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 0 1 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 1 1
Uncontested Primary NA 0 NA NA NA
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 0-0-1
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 0% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 1 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 1 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 1 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 NA 0/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 NA 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 NA 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 0 0
Uncontested Primary 0 0 1 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




11 Seats: 8R,

Virginia Profile

3D

Virginia Rankings 2010
| Democracy Index|| 40" (31.2) | | Representation | 38" (22.9)
‘ Margin of Victory H 24" (27.2) ” H Seats-to-Votes || 29" (16.4)
| Landslide Index | 27" (63.6) | | House Turnout | 37" (38.5)
In 2010, 62.4% of Virginia Democrats did not elect their US House candidates
VirginiaSeats-to-Votes 2010 VirginiaCompetitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 288 | 39.8 | 248 | 348 | 262 | 256 | 146 31.2
Index
Voter Turnout 51% 38% 43% 22% 46% 27% 57% | 42.9% | 63.5% 38.5%
Reprf:j:)t(atw" 32% | 27% | 31% | 17% | 33% | 21% | 38% | 28.1% | 40.4% | 22.9%
Wasted Votes 36% 31% 28% 24% 26% 22% 32% | 34.6% | 36.5% 40.5%
% 7fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 46/22 | 36/17 | 29/24 | 19/15 | 13/41 | 12/34 | 15/53 | 11/57 | 33.9/37 | 19.1/62.4
Drop-Off | - jos | 720 | 9% | NA |115% | -1.8% | 6.1% | 31% | 6.1% 0%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 30% 43% 47% 59% 50% 61% 36% | 43.8% | 32.9% 27.2%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 48- 57- 51- 47- 47- 67- 61- 53- 45.5- 54.2-
0%) 49-3 394 47-2 45-8 44-9 29-4 34-5 41-6 53-15 41.6-4.2
Seats for (R-D- 36- 45- 45- 45- 55- 73- 73- 73- 45.5- 72.7-
0%) 64-0 55-0 55-0 54-0 36-9 270 270 270 54.5-0 27.3-0
Seat Changes -- 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 3
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 8-3-0 8-3-0 8-3-0 5-6-0 8-3-0
Landslide Index 100% 91% 63.6% 54.5% 63.6%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 2 3
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 3 3 1
Landslide: 20-40 4 7 4 4 5
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 0 1
Uncontested 6 3 3 2 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 11/11 10/11 11/11 10/11 11/11
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 11/11 10/10 11/11 8/10 8/11
Landslide / Total Incumbent 11/11 10/10 7/11 6/10 7/11
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 8/8 7/7 4/4 3/5 5/5
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 9 10 7 5 4
Uncontested Primary 9 -- -- 7 --
Elected Women 1 2 2 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B 1A




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-7-0 5-6-0 5-6-0 5-6-0 6-4-1
Landslide Index 64% 64% 100% 100% 91%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 1 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 2 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 3 2 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 4 2 6 3 5
No Contest: 40+ 3 2 4 1 0
Uncontested 0 3 1 7 5
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/11 11/11 10/11 11/11 9/11
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 10/11 10/10 11/11 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/8 7/11 10/10 11/11 9/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/3 4/4 5/5 5/5 4/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/5 3/7 5/5 6/6 4/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 5 5 7 11 8
Uncontested Primary Conv 4 NQ 7 5
Elected Women 1 0 0 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 1B 1B 1B 1B 1B

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 6—4-0 6-4-0 5-5-0 5-5-0 4-6-0
Landslide Index 30% 50% 80% 90% 70%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 3 1 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 2 1 1 0 1
Opportunity: 10-20 2 3 1 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 1 3 5 2
No Contest: 40+ 0 1 3 1 5
Uncontested 2 3 2 3 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/10 9/10 8/10 10/10 10/10
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 6/8 9/9 8/8 10/10 9/10
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/8 5/9 7/8 9/10 7/10
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/7 3/5 4/5 5/5 1/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 2/4 3/3 4/5 6/6
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 2 4 7 6
Uncontested Primary Conv 2 2 Conv Conv
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




9 Seats: 4R, 5D

Washington Rankings 2010

Washington Profile

| Democracy Index || 1% (7) | | Representation | 4" (31.4)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 18% (24) | ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 2" (2.3)
| Landslide Index |  7"(333) | | House Turnout | 5" (52.4)

Ranked first, two-thirds of Washington’s US House races became competitive in 2010

Washington Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 188 | 102 | 184 | 234 | 168 | 160 | 184 7
Index
Voter Turnout | 62% 42% 51% 44% 55% 38% 63% | 45.9% 64.3% 52.4%
Reprf:j:)t(atm“ 36% | 25% | 31% | 27% | 33% | 23.6% | 40.4% | 29.5% | 42.2% | 31.4%
Wasted Votes | 41% 42% 42% 37% 33% 39% 36% | 35.7% 34.3% 40.1%
% 7;“(2?:: R | 83/7 | 15/69 | 22/58 | 40/31 | 60/23 | 54/22 | 54/23 | 52/24 | 51.8/22.2 | 42.9/35.5
Drop-Off
238% | 0.8% | 3.5% | 1.6% | 4.2% 0% 4.5% 1.4% 4% 1.3%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 20% 17% 17% 28% 23% 26% 29% | 29.5% 31.4% 24%
Victory
51-
Votes for (R-D- 41- 49- 47- 44- 37- 45- 40- 39- 40.8- 45 8-
0%) 56-3 04 52-1 53-3 53-6 52-3 59-1 61-1 59.2-0 52.3-1.9
Seats for (R-D- 11- 78- 67- 44- 33- 33- 33- 33- 33.3- 44 .4-
0%) 89-0 | 22-0 33-0 56-0 67-0 67-0 67-0 66-0 66.7-0 55.6-0
Seat Changes -- 6 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-6-0 3-6-0 3-6-0 3-6-0 4-5-0
Landslide Index 67% 78% 66.7% 88.9% 33.3%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 1 0 2
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 2 0 2
Landslide: 20-40 5 6 4 7 2
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 2 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 9/9 7/9 9/9 9/9 8/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 9/9 7/7 9/9 9/9 8/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/9 7/7 6/9 8/9 3/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/3 1/1 0/3 2/3 2/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/6 6/1 6/6 6/6 1/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 6 6 1
Uncontested Primary 6 -- -- 0 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 2
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 1L




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-8-0 7-2-0 6-3-0 4-5-0 3-6-0
Landslide Index 33% 22% 33% 44% 56%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 3 3 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 3 2 2 0
Opportunity: 10-20 4 1 1 3 3
Landslide: 20-40 2 0 2 2 4
No Contest: 40+ 1 2 1 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 5/9 8/9 9/9 8/9 8/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 5/5 3/8 8/9 7/8 8/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 2/5 2/8 3/9 4/8 5/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA 1/1 1/7 1/5 2/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/5 1/7 2/2 3/3 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 2 2 3 5
Uncontested Primary 0 0 0 8 7
Elected Women 3 2 2 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 3-5 3-5 3-5 3-5 3-5
Landslide Index 88% 88% 88% 75% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 1 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 5 3 1 0 2
No Contest: 40+ 2 4 6 5 2
Uncontested 0 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 7/8 7/8 8/8 6/8 8/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 7/7 7/7 8/8 6/6 8/8
Landslide / Total Incumbent 7/7 7/7 7/8 5/6 4/8
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/3 2/3 1/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 5/5 5/5 5/5 3/3 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 6 7 5 4
Uncontested Primary 3 4 7 1 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




West Virginia Profile

3 Seats: 2R, 1D

West Virginia Rankings 2010

| Democracy Index | 28" (26) | | Representation | 48" (21.2)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 8" (17.5) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 19" (11.3)
| Landslide Index |  7"(333) | | House Turnout || 44" (36.3)

US House incumbents in West Virginia have won 44 straight races dating back 28 years
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy | | . | 302 | 396 | 323 | 322 | 264 | 298 | 304 26
Index
Voter Turnout 42% 29% 37% 25% 41% 28% 51% | 32.2% 45.8% 36.3%
Reprfzj’e‘iatm“ 33% | 19% | 32% | 20% | 31% | 21% | 32% |20.4% | 33.2% | 21.2%
Wasted Votes 22% 34% 12% 19% 36% 26% 37% | 36.8% 27.4% 41.5%
% (;fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 100/0 | 0/30 | 28/25 | 51/26 | 51/27 | 30.9/25.6 | 23.2/63.3
Drop-Off
17.7% | 3.4% | 17.9% NA 10.5% | 2.3% 4% 1.1% 9.5% 2.9%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 58% 32% 79% 65% 54% 53% 26% | 27.3% 49.3% 17.5%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 22- 34- 12- 8-81- 19- 34- 42- 42- 33-66.9-0 55-44.3-
0%) 78-0 66-0 88-0 11 72-9 66-0 58-0 58-0 ' 0.7
Seats for (R-D- 0- 0- 0- 0- 33- 33- 33- 33- 33.3- 66.7-
0%) 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 100-0 | 67-0 67-0 67-0 67-0 66.7-0 33.3-0
Seat Changes -- 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-2-0 1-2-0 1-2-0 1-2-0 2-1-0
Landslide Index 100% 67% 66.7% 66.7 33.3%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 1 1 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 2 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 1 0 0 1 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/3 2/3 2/3 2/3 1/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 0/1 0/1 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/2 2/2 2/2 2/2 0/1
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 2 2 2 0
Uncontested Primary 2 -- -- 3 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-3-0 0-3-0 0-3-0 0-3-0 1-2-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 67%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 1 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 2 1 0 1 0
Uncontested 0 0 2 2 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/3
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/2
Landslide / Total Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 2/2
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3 3/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 2 3 3 3 2
Uncontested Primary 2 3 2 0 3
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 0-4-0 0-4-0 0-4-0 0-4-0 0-4-0
Landslide Index 50% 50% 100% 100% 50%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 1 1 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 1 2 2 1 1
No Contest: 40+ 1 0 1 2 0
Uncontested 0 0 1 1 1
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 2/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/2 4/4 4/4 4/4 4/4
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/2 2/4 4/4 4/4 2/4
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 NA NA NA NA
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 1/1 2/4 4/4 4/4 2/4
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 2 4 2
Uncontested Primary 1 2 3 3 3
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Wisconsin Profile

8 Seats: 5R, 3D

Wisconsin Rankings 2010

|Democracy Index | 4™ (13.4) | | Representation | 3" (31.6)
‘Margin ofVictoryH 23" (26.1) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 12t (7.5)
| Landslide Index | 26" (62.5) | | House Turnout || 3(53.7)

In 2010, the seats-to-votes distortion for Wisconsin Republicans doubles that of Wisconsin Democrats

Wisconsin Seats-to-Votes 2010 Wisconsin Competitiveness 2010
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1992 | 1994 | 1996 | 1998 | 2000 | 2002 | 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - ~ | 122 | 154 | 159 | 218 | 128 | 206 | 208 13.4
Index
Voter Turnout 66% 39% 56% 43% 64% 40% 71% | 50.9% 67.5% 53.7%
Reprfzj'e‘iatm“ 42% | 25% | 34% | 29% | 41% | 30% | 48% |33.4% | 452% | 31.6%
Wasted Votes 37% 34% 39% 33% 33% 26% 33% | 34.5% 33% 41.1%
% (;fDV\\I/aostt:sd R 29/44 | 24/49 | 43/34 | 39/23 | 39/29 | 27/17 | 28/34 | 46/21 | 42.9/18.2 | 25.4/50.9
Drop-Off | o 2o, | 6.8% | 21% | 5% | 3.5% | 8% | 5.9% | 4.5% 7% 4%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 27% 36% 23% 37% 33% 53% 37% | 35.1% 44.4% 26.1%
Victory
Votes for (R-D- 51- 61- 52- 53- 51- 55- 49- 50- 45.9- 51.6-
0%) 48-1 38-1 47-1 46-2 46-1 41-4 49-3 49-1 49.9-4.2 41.6-6.8
Seats for (R-D- 56- 67- 44- 44- 44- 50- 50- 38- 37.5- 62.5-
0%) 44-0 33-0 56-0 56-0 56-0 50-0 50-0 63-0 62.5-0 37.5-0
1(-
Seat Changes -- 1 2 2 0 1D) 0 0 0 2
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-O) 4-4-0 4-4-0 3-5-0 3-5-0 5-3-0
Landslide Index 100% 88% 87.5% 87.5% 62.5%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 1 2
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 0 0
Landslide: 20-40 4 4 5 5 3
No Contest: 40+ 3 2 1 0 2
Uncontested 1 1 1 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/8 7/8 7/8 8/8 7/8
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 7/7 7/7 8/8 6/7
Landslide / Total Incumbent 8/8 6/7 7/7 7/8 5/7
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 4/4 4/4 3/3 3/3 3/3
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 2/3 4/4 4/5 2/3
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 4 6 5 6 5
Uncontested Primary 0 -- -- 7 --
Elected Women 1 2 2 2 2
Elected Racial Minorities 0 1B 1B 1B 1B




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 5-4-0 6-3-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 4-5-0
Landslide Index 67% 56% 33% 56% 89%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 1 1 3 0 1
Competitive: 5-10 0 2 0 2 0
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 3 2 0
Landslide: 20-40 4 2 0 1 5
No Contest: 40+ 2 1 3 2 3
Uncontested 0 2 0 2 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/9 9/9 7/9 7/9 9/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 8/9 7/7 6/7 9/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 5/8 5/9 3/7 5/7 7/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 3/5 4/5 2/4 2/2 4/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 2/3 1/4 1/3 3/5 3/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 4 3 3 5
Uncontested Primary 6 5 6 0 0
Elected Women 0 0 0 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1992

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 4-5-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 4-5-0 5-4-0
Landslide Index 78% 89% 89% 89% 78%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 2
Opportunity: 10-20 2 1 1 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 5 5 3 4 3
No Contest: 40+ 1 3 4 3 2
Uncontested 1 0 1 1 2
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 8/9 9/9 9/9 9/9 9/9
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 8/8 9/9 9/9 9/9 8/9
Landslide / Total Incumbent 6/8 8/9 8/9 8/9 7/9
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 2/4 4/4 4/4 4/4 3/4
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent 4/4 4/5 4/5 4/5 4/5
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 3 5 7 8 7
Uncontested Primary 7 8 9 3 4
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0
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Wyoming Profile

‘Democracylndex“ 28" (26) ‘ ‘ Representation || 2" (32.4) |
‘Margin ofVictoryH 47" (48.4) ‘ ‘ Seats-to-Votes || 35" (27.5) |
‘ Landslide Index H 44" (100) ‘ ‘ House Turnout || 15" (47) |

Wyoming's incumbent win streak dates back 46 years -- the longest in the nation

Wyoming Seats-to-Votes 2010
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1992 1994 1996 1998 | 2000 2002 2004 | 2006 2008 2010
Democracy - — | 205 | 148 | 257 | 224 | 256 | 236 | 276 | 26
Index
Voter Turnout | 62% | 57% | 60% | 49% | 59% | 49% | 63% | 50.5% | 64.1% | 47%
Reprf:g:)t(am" 36% | 30% | 33% | 28% | 40% | 30% | 35% | 24.4% | 33.7% | 32.4%
Wasted Votes 42% 47% 45% 42% 33% 40% 45% | 51.7% | 47.4% | 31%
% (;fDV\\IIaostt:sd R 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100 | 0/100
Drop-Off
1.8% 2.7% 0.8% 0.4% 0.8% 1.8% 1.8% 0.3% 2% -1.3%
Voters
Avg Margin of
. 19% 12% 14% 19% 38% 24% 13% 0.5% | 10.3% | 48.4%
Victory
52.6-
Votes for (R-D- 58- 53- 55- 58- 67- 61- 55- 48- 42.8- 69-
0%) 39-3 41-6 41-4 394 29-5 36-3 42-3 48-4 4..6 24-7
Seats for (R-D- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100- 100-
0%) 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0
Seat Changes -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Election Results and Analysis: 2002-2010
Results 2002-2010 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 0% 0% 0% 100%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 1 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 1 0 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 1 0 0 0 0
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 1
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/0 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 0/1 0/1 0/0 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 0/1 0/1 0/0 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA 0/0 0/0 0/0
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 -- -- 0 --
Elected Women 1 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0




Election Results and Analysis: 1992-2000

Results 1992-2000 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: < 5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 1 1 1 1 0
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 0 0 1
No Contest: 40+ 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 0/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 NA 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 0/1 NA 0/1 0/1 1/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 0/1 NA 0/1 0/1 1/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 0 0 0 0 0
Uncontested Primary 1 0 1 1 0
Elected Women 0 1 1 1 1
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0

Election Results and Analysis: 1982-1990

Results 1982-1990 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990
U.S. House (R-D-0) 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0 1-0-0
Landslide Index 100% 100% 100% 100% 0%
Scale of Competitiveness
Tight: <5 0 0 0 0 0
Competitive: 5-10 0 0 0 0 0
Opportunity: 10-20 0 0 0 0 1
Landslide: 20-40 0 0 1 1 0
No Contest: 40+ 1 1 0 0 0
Uncontested 0 0 0 0 0
Incumbents
Total Running / Total Seats 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Re-Election / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Landslide / Total Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
R. Landslide / R. Incumbent 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 0/1
D. Landslide / D. Incumbent NA NA NA NA NA
Untouchable Repeat Landslide 1 1 1 1 0
Uncontested Primary 0 1 0 NA 1
Elected Women 0 0 0 0 0
Elected Racial Minorities 0 0 0 0 0
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General Notes

General Results: All election results provided in the 2010 edition of Dubious Democracy are
those that have been verified and certified by Secretaries of State and Election Commissions in
every state.

High/Low % Voter Turnout: Since 2002, the methodology for calculating voter turnout has
changed. In the past, FairVote calculated voter turnout by using the percentage found from
dividing the total votes cast by the total voting age population (VAP) in each Congressional
district. We then contrasted the district with the highest voter turnout and the district with the
lowest voter turnout. However, beginning with the 2002 release of Dubious Democracy,
FairVote started measuring voter turnout using the statewide total voting eligible population
(VEP), which is calculated by dividing the total votes cast by the total voting eligible population
for a given state. The VEP is obtained by subtracting from the VAP all non-citizens, prisoners,
ex-felons, overseas voters, and/or any other classes of people that may be restricted or prohibited
from voting under a particular state's statutes and regulations. Since the VEP looks at the state
aggregate and not individual districts, our data sets no longer distinguish between districts with
the highest and lowest voter turnout. The VEP statistics were developed by Prof. Michael
McDonald of George Mason University. For more information about VEP and voter turnout,
please see his work.

Uncontested Elections: Candidates in uncontested US House races in Florida (district 21) and
Oklahoma (district 4) were not listed on the ballot, so voters were not able to cast votes for them.
A vote total of 1 was used to signify the incumbent for such uncontested races.

State-specific Notes

Connecticut: Connecticut allows fusion voting, meaning that candidates can represent more than
one party (for instance, John B. Larson, running in District 1 represented both the Democratic
Party and the Working Families Party). In this report, all votes for a candidate representing a
major party (including those cast in the name of a third party) are counted towards that major
party's vote total.

New York: New York allows fusion voting, meaning that candidates can represent more than
one party (for instance, John B. Gomez, running in District 2 represented both the Republican
Party and the Conservative Party). In this report, all votes for a candidate representing a major
party (including those cast in the name of a third party) are counted towards that major party's
vote total.

Washington: Washington has a primary system in which the top two vote-getters, regardless of
party, advance to the General Election. This can lead to situations in which two candidates from
the same party are running against each other in the general election (though this did not happen
in any Congressional races in 2010).
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