Size Adjusted Attendance Effort Ratio

Size Adjusted Attendance Effort Index
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FIGURE VI-D

Attendance Effort and Liberalism, Partisanship, Competition and “Bernie”

Plotl Attendance Effort by Liberalism (200 Meeting Sample 1980-90)
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Plot 3 Attendance Effort by Party Competition (200 Meeting Sample)
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Plot 2 Attendance Effort by Democratic Vote (1434 Meetings 1970-98)
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Plot 4 Attendance Effort and the Sanders Vote (272 Meetings 1988-1992)
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