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Abstract

S-Mode Analysis Applied to Wisconsin Elections|| The Decline in Progressives

The objective of this research is to find distinct electoral epochs and like-voting regions within the state of Wisconsin’s S-Mode analysis is similar to a t-mode analysis in that it has the ability to group large datasets into smaller factors or Jf In 1936, Roosevelt heavily won both the United Figure 9
Presidential elections from 1900-2008. Including both time and space within this project helps create a more solid picture dimensions, but instead of identifying electoral epochs over time, s-mode analysis (also called space-mode analysis) States and Wisconsin for his first election as the 1n- The 1936 Presidential Election
of the patterns that occurred during this period. Voting results were collected for each county in each election during this 1dentifies regions with similar voting trajectories. Based on the identified electoral epochs in Wisconsin between cumbent Presidential candidate. While many Ameri-
time period from the Wisconsin Blue Book. Factor analysis was then used to determine specific time periods and electoral 1900 and 2008, Figures 5 and 7-9 illustrate the results of the s-mode analysis. cans remained 1n poverty throughout Roosevelt’s first
regions throughout Wisconsin. T-Mode analysis calculated voting epochs and S-Mode analysis found the electoral regions Fioure 5 Votine Patterns in Wisconsin Presidential term, 1t 1s clear that the majority of voters trusted hlS
in Wisconsin. In addition to these quantitative results, many qualitative sources from political geography, political science, gure >. 2 - . ~ Figue6 - tactics to get the country out of the Great Depression.
history and other disciplines were studied to demonstrate electoral patterns through time and space in Wisconsin. The Elections:1936-1960 T hrough Time and Space GTOU\I;]S_ of Cqunlgles }gltht'sin];lllartyon?%536?(1?6%68 n In Wisconsin, FDR collected 63% of the total vote,
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seats 1n the House of Representatives showcasing an even split amongst parties from Wis-
consin as opposed to the seven-three split the year before. Gaylord Nelson, a Democrat,
was the first of his party since Schmedeman, to become the Governor of Wisconsin since
1935. At the Presidential level, aside from Lyndon B. Johnson in 1964, Republicans were
frequently elected to become President until decades later, but the Governor seat was held
by a Democrat in the beginning half of the 1960s whereas a Republican held the seat for
the rest of the decade. In the senate the Democratic Party would hold both seats of the
senate for nearly 20 years starting in the early 1960s. In the House of Representatives, Wis-

consin sent an equal or one seat from 1t amount of both Republicans and Democrats until
the end of the 1960s.

cratic Presidential candidate Franklin Delano Roosevelt, the 1932 gubernatorial election signaled
a shift with Democrat Albert G. Schmedeman collecting 52% of the votes.
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Coupled with the gubernatorial race in 1932, the Presidential Election showcased that the Demo- 77
cratic Party was gaining support in Wisconsin. Figure 3 illustrates the gubernatorial election of
1932 where the Democrat swept nearly all of the state’s counties. The 1934 elections in Wiscon-

sin saw yet another shift away from Republicans as well as Democrats with the resurgence of the | v N
Progressive Party (See Figure 4). Backed by Robert La Follette’s sons, Progressives took con- |~ A
trol of Wisconsin with Phil La Follette winning the governor’s seat and his brother, Robert Jr.,

winning a Senate seat. While the 1934 elections had little influence on the 1936 presidential election, the short resurgence
of the Progressives provides evidence as to why Democratic support was lower 1932 compared to 1936 as indicated by the
t-mode analysis.
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: o The state of Wisconsin has an nteresting political history because of its swinging support of political
Aol T G I I s B oo parties. One way to calculate these fluctuations in electoral history is to use factor analysis. With factor
n ’ Fond du Lac . : : 5 1 1
o analysis, voting epochs can be created by using t-mode analysis, and electoral regions can be found

Cravord Rich'aﬂ::k - 5 using s-mode analysis. While factor analysis 1s not the final calculation in a research project, it 1s able to

R pre | e vvaukesﬁ S help any researcher find moments in any areas political history that showcase trends of support for one
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