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THE GAME



THE US. POLITICAL SYSTEM
FROM THE
AUS TRIAN PERSPECTIVE




SEPARATION OF POWERS

CONGRESS
(Legislative)

PRESIDENCY SUPREME COURT
(Executive) (Judicial)
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Senate

|00 members
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SMD (states)

BundeSlZanzIer
(Federal Chancellor)

* Chosen by President
 Answers to Parliament
 Head of Government

President

* Separate election
* Electoral College

Bundesprsident
(President)

* Separate election
* Head of State

e Head of Government and Head of State



CHAINS OF ACCOUNTABILITY

President

Bundeskanzler

()
oo’
ooooooooooooooooo 000 L
s eoce A AAA
Seseses 183 Nkt eeee 61 eeee

Nationalrat Bundesrat
\ Parliamentary

bl vs.

Sy Presidential

/
RAARAR R

Electorate Electorate




CHAINS OF ACCOUNTABILITY

Bundeskanzler President

O ° ...
o°:::° .’. Se% o.:.:.o ce®
R N o

HHEY 183 TR smen
Parllamentary

il Vs

S Presidential

/
RAARAR R

Electorate Electorate




CHAINS OF ACCOUNTABILITY

Sosess 100RTEES

Bundeskanzler

President

L)
° %
\.. .. Py ([ ) [
8, Ne%e Sooe S000 000
o
b R I o W
[ J \) A0 ®
e e000000

eccc00e A 83 40444 Bundesrat
Parllamentary
u-!h' Vs,

Landtage Presidential

/
RAARAR

Electorate

it

Electorate



CHAINS OF ACCOUNTABILITY

Sosess 100RTEES

Bundeskanzler

President

L)
° %
\.. .. Py ([ ) [
8, Ne%e Sooe S000 000
o
b R I o W
[ J \) A0 ®
e e000000

eccc00e A 83 40444 Bundesrat
Parllamentary
u-!h' Vs,

Landtage Presidential

/
RAARAR

Electorate

it

Electorate



CHAINS OF ACCOUNTABILITY

President

Bundeskanzler

(
® @

9e°% . 00.

Ve .o P 000 ()
&N ... ....... 000 0 000
o0 1 \,%% coocce 9000 o000
S, \%e cecccce 0000 Ol oeeee

S5, 83 WED  mwnden
Parllamentary

bl vs.

Sy Presidential

/
RAARAR it

Electorate Electorate




®e%0 00000 000
0 0% 0% 00 090 %9 O
Y () LA
Q....Q...z 80........
() ®

* Representation by population

* )-year terms
* 435 members
* Majoritarian

* Strong leadership
* Strong parties
* Committees important

* Currently Republican
237 to 193 (5 vacant)
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* Representation by state
* Staggered 6-year terms
* |00 members
* Minority rights

* Flibuster and holds
e Consensus

* Weaker committees
* No germaneness
* Currently Republican
51 to 47 (+2)



THE STAKES
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IMPEACHMENT

But prospect for impeachment can affect relationship with Congress
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* Chief Justice presides
* House member(s) act
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THE 2018 LANDSCAPE
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Both Republican

Both Democratic
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Republican
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Retiring
Democrat

No election
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WHAT EXPLAINS
VOTER BEHAVIOR!?

|. Midterms are tied to the President

2. Economic performance matters



House Seat Gain

10

-10

PRESIDENTS’ PARTIES LOSE (HOUSE)

Bush
Clinton
Kennedy Reagan
Bush
Nixon Obama
Carter
Eisenhower
Reagan
Truman
Bush
Eisenhower Yyohnson Ford
Clinton
Obama
I I I I I I I I
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

Year

2020



House Seat Gain

10

-10

PRESIDENTS’ PARTIES LOSE (HOUSE)

Bush
Clinton
Kennedy Reagan
Bush
Nixon Obama
Carter
Eisenhower
Reagan
Truman
Bush
Eisenhower Yyohnson Ford
Clinton
Obama
I I I I I I I I
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020

Year



House Seat Gain

10

-10

PRESIDENTS’ PARTIES LOSE (HOUSE)

Bush
Clinton
Kennedy Reagan
Bush
Nixon Obama
Carter
Eisenhower
Reagan
Truman
Bush
Eisenhower Yyohnson Ford
Clinton
Obama
I I I I I I I I
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020

Year



Senate Seat Gain

-10

-12

PRESIDENTS’ PARTIES LOSE (SENATE)

Kennedy Reagan
Nixon Bush
Eisenhower Clinton
Bush
Carter
Johnson
Truman Ford Clinton
BusiObama
Reagan Obama
Eisenhower
I I I I I I I I
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

Year

2020



Senate Seat Gain

-10

-12

PRESIDENTS’ PARTIES LOSE (SENATE)

Year

Kennedy Reagan
Nixon Bush
-~ Eisenhower -~ Clinto =
Bush
Carter
Johnson
Truman Ford Clinton
BusiObama
Reagan Obama
Eisenhower
I I I I I I I I
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

2020



Senate Seat Gain

-10

-12

PRESIDENTS’ PARTIES LOSE (SENATE)

Year

Kennedy Reagan
Nixon Bush
-~ Eisenhower -~ Clinto =
Bush
Carter
Johnson
Truman Ford Clinton
BusiObama
Reagan Obama
Eisenhower
I I I I I I I I
1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

2020



House Seat Gain

10

-10

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL (HOUSE)

Bush02
Clinton98
JEQ&anSG
Bush90
Obamai4 Rongy
Carter78
lke54
Reagan82
B Truman50
Bush06
LBJ66 Ford74 Ike58

i

Clinton94

Obamaio
35 40 45 50 5 o ¢

Presidential Approval

70



House Seat Gain

10

-10

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL (HOUSE)

Bush02
Clinton98
JEQ&anSG
Bush90
Obamai4 Rongy
Carter78
lke54
Reagan82
B Truman50
Bush06
LBJ66 Ford74 Ike58

o)

Clinton94

Obamaio
35 40 45 50 5 o ¢

Presidential Approval

70



PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL (SENATE)

£
[ -4
O]
©
)
n
Q
o
o) -6
n

-10

-12

Reagan82 JFK62
Nixon70 Bush02
Ike54 Clinton98
Bush90
Carter78
LBJ66
Truman50 Clinton94 Ford74
Bush06 Obamai0
Obamai4 Reagan86
Ike58
[ [ [ [ [ [ [ |
40 45 50 55 60 65

35

Presidential Approval

70



PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL (SENATE)

£
[ -4
O]
©
)
n
Q
o
o) -6
n

-10

-12

Reagan82 JFK62
Nixon70 Bush02
Ike54 Clinton98
Bush90
Carter78
LBJ66
Truman50 Clinton94 Ford74
Bush06 Obamai0
Obamai4 Reagan86
Ike58
[ [ [ [ [ [ [ |
40 45 50 55 60 65

35

Presidential Approval

70



House Seat Gain

10

-10

ECONOMIC GROWTH (HOUSE)

Bush02
Clinton98
Reagan86 JFK62
Bush90
Obamai4 Nixon70
Carter78
lke54
Reagan82
Truman50
Bush06
Follds5B =CEb0
Clinton94
Obamaio
[ [ [ [
-2 2 4 6

RDI growth



House Seat Gain

10

-10

ECONOMIC GROWTH (HOUSE)

Bush02
Clinton98
Reagan86 JFK62
Bush90
(' bamai4 Nixon70
Carter78
lke54
Reaghn82
Truman50
Bush06
Follds5B =CEb0
Clinton94
Obamaio
[ I [ [
-2 2 4 6

RDI growth



£
[ -4
O]
©
)
n
Q
o
o) -6
n

-10

-12

ECONOMIC GROWTH (SENATE)

Reagan82 JFK62

Bush02Nixon70

Ike54 Clinton98
Bush90
Carter78
LBJ66
Ford74 Clinton94 Truman50
Obamai0 Bush06
Obagrib

lke58

[ [ [ [
-2 2 4 6

RDI growth



£
[ -4
O]
©
)
n
Q
o
o) -6
n

-10

-12

ECONOMIC GROWTH (SENATE)

Reagan82 JFK62

Bush02Nixon70

Ike54 Clinton98
Bush90
Carter78
LBJ66
Ford74 Clinton94 Truman50
Obamai0 Bush06
( bagriBb

lke58

[ | [ [
-2 2 4 6

RDI growth



U 00000g . %0 %
0 0% 0% 00 090 %9 O
%o (Y) oo
CNO) ...Q ...:..80.. .... o0
° D)

Currently Republican
237 to 193 (5 vacant)

Likely to take control
Many Republicans Retiring
(Including Speaker Ryan)

SENATE
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Currently Republican
51 to 47 (+2)

9 R /24+2 D up

Possible to take control.
Harder

Impossible to get 2/3
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Seat Share

U.S. DISPROPORTIONALITY

First Past the Post
Disproportionality at the
aggregate level

Top Two Parties’ Performance in U.S. House
Elections
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Electoral College
Exaggerates Disproportionality
¢ Single-member
“district” (the presidency)
¢ Winner-take-all for each state

Top Two Candidate’s Performance in U.S.
Presidential Elections
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