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372 Robert S. Erikson and Thomas R. Palfrey 

accumulate a sophomore surge by again outspending their opponents and spend
ing more effectively during their first reelection race. Throughout the career, this 
spending advantage accumulates with diminishing rates of return. With time, in
cumbent spending is less effective than challenger spending, but challengers face 
two special burdens: they generally raise and spend less cash than the incum
bents they are trying to unseat, and they must combat the incumbent's positive 
reputation built in large part by past spending. When the incumbent is electorally 
weakened, however, challengers enjoy two advantages of their own: weakened, 
senior incumbents gain little by new spending, and credible challengers can 
spend competitively. 

Manuscript submitted 14 October 1996 
Final manuscript received 1 September 1997 
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