
 

FIGURE VI-F 
 

Town Based Real Democracy:  Measures and Relationships (56 Vermont Towns 1970-98) 
 
 Plot 1  Attendance Effort, "Upscale" Communities and Ballot Use

"Upscale" Factor Score
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Plot 2 Bernie Sanders, Liberalism and Attendance Effort

The Sanders/Democratic Factor Score
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Plot 3 Predicting Attendance at Town Meeting: The Final Equation

Predicted % Registered Voters Attending (Final Equation: Including Size)
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Plot 4 Attendance Effort: Size Alone and All Variables Considered

Attendance Effort: Size Alone Considered
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Australian Ballot never in use 
over the period. 

 Australian Ballot in use for part 
of the period. 

 Australian Ballot always in use 
over the period. 

 Town meeting 
attendance effort above 
average. 

 Town meeting 
attendance effort below 
average. 


