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B How does the 2006 election “fit”? What was typical? What was
atypical?



Midterm Elections

Political scientists refer to congressional elections that are held in
years that there is no presidential election as midterm elections,
because they are in the middle of the president’s term of office.

In midterm elections:



Midterm Elections

Political scientists refer to congressional elections that are held in
years that there is no presidential election as midterm elections,
because they are in the middle of the president’s term of office.

In midterm elections:
B All 435 members of the House of Representatives (and the

non-voting delegates from U.S. territories) are up for
(re)election.



Midterm Elections

Political scientists refer to congressional elections that are held in
years that there is no presidential election as midterm elections,
because they are in the middle of the president’s term of office.

In midterm elections:
B All 435 members of the House of Representatives (and the

non-voting delegates from U.S. territories) are up for
(re)election.

B One-third of the Senate is up for (re)election.



Midterm Elections

Political scientists refer to congressional elections that are held in
years that there is no presidential election as midterm elections,
because they are in the middle of the president’s term of office.

In midterm elections:
B All 435 members of the House of Representatives (and the

non-voting delegates from U.S. territories) are up for
(re)election.
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In addition, states and localities often have other races or issues on
the ballot.
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On average, the president’s party has lost nearly 26 seats in the
House, and 3 seats in the Senate, in each midterm election between
1934 and 2002.



Midterm Loss: Trends

Between 1938 and 1994—in 15 midterm elections—the incumbent
president’s party lost seats the House in every midterm election.



Midterm Loss: Trends

Between 1938 and 1994—in 15 midterm elections—the incumbent
president’s party lost seats the House in every midterm election.

Presidential parties did a little better over this period in the Senate: in
1962, 1970, and 1982, gains of 1-3 seats by the president’s party were
realized. But in most of the other elections, substantial losses were
incurred.



Midterm Loss: 1998 and 2002

However, the last two midterm elections have been unusual.



Midterm Loss: 1998 and 2002

However, the last two midterm elections have been unusual.

B 1998: The Democrats gained five seats in the House of
Representatives, and saw no change in the Senate.



Midterm Loss: 1998 and 2002

However, the last two midterm elections have been unusual.
B 1998: The Democrats gained five seats in the House of
Representatives, and saw no change in the Senate.

B 2002: The Republicans gained seven seats in the House and two
in the Senate.
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Political scientists aren’t sure exactly why midterm loss occurs—but
there are a few leading theories:

Surge and Decline The electorate in midterm elections is smaller due to
campaign effects. The coattails of winning presidential
candidates are absent.

Referendum Voters treat midterm elections as referenda on the
incumbent president; presidents typically are less popular at
the time of midterm elections.

Differential Turnout Supporters of the president’s party are less motivated
to turn out in midterm elections than supporters of the
opposition party.

Divided Government Voters prefer split control of Congress and the
presidency—"cognitive Madisoniansm.”
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Changes in Party Control

Changes in the party control of Congress also matter to political
scientists.

The party that controls each chamber of Congress has a dominant
role in policymaking:
[ Designates the chairmen/chairwomen of all committees.

B Getsa majority of the members on all committees (except the
ethics committees).

B Controls the disposition of most of Congress’ budget and staff.

B in the House: can limit floor debate using the Rules Committee
and controls the Speaker’s office.



Party Control of the House, 1932—Present

House Control, 1932-2004
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Party Control of the Senate, 1932—Present

Senate Control, 1932-2004
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So what happened last night?

Let’s find out!
Two questions political scientists will want to keep in mind:

B Are the results consistent with midterm loss?

B Wil the results cause a change in party control of one or both
chambers?


http://www.cnn.com/ELECTION/2006/pages/results/bop/
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