Residual from Size Regression

FIGURE IV-J

Plot 1 Size Controlled Attendance by Town Size (70 Meetings 1992)
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Plot 2 Attendance as a Percent of Expectation (70 Meetings 1992)

23
CHARLOTTE
-
21
19
18 LINCOLN
.
16 STRAFFORD
» RICHMOND
.
15 BARNARD HUNTINGTON
WATERVILLE® .
= FAIRFIELD
14 NEWFANE  HIGHGATE GEDfG‘A
NEWARKCRAE . .
R .
athefs BARERSFIRD, CAMBRIDGE
12 L - KE L] .
SMEFFIELD BCALAIS
pemReT = wal TNGRORD
114 poxe PR . [
= syOR u
ot o
MENDON
9GRANVILLE -
. o BHELBORREN
\ PANTONg B ® PIWEURV NOR:I\IICH
: A" rerrliGH RADFORD  HINESBURG
m  BERKSHIRGEoriE b . " -
6 H a "
SAINT GEORGE SHELBURNE
. .
4
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500

Registered Voters in Town

Plot 3 Frequency Distribution: Attendnce Effort Ratio

(1435 Meetings 1970 - 1998)
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Cohorts of Meetings: The Attendance Effort Ratio



