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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 

References 

Abramowitz, Alan I. 1991. "Incumbency, Campaign Spending, and the Decline of Competition in 
U.S. House Elections." Journal of Politics 53:34-56. 

Alford, John, and David Brady. 1993. "Personal and Partisan Advantages in U.S. Congressional Elec­
tions, 1846-1990." In Congress Reconsidered, ed. L. C. Dodd and B. I. Oppenheimer. 5th ed. 
Washington: Congressional Quarterly Press. 

Bartels, Larry. 1992. "Instruments and 'Quasi-Instrumental' Variables." In Political Analysis, V<Jl. 2, 
ed. James Stimson. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press. 

Erikson, Robert S. 1972. "Malapportionment, Gerrymandering, and Party Fortunes in Congressional 
Elections." American Political Science Review 66:1234-45. 

Erikson, Robert S. 1982. "The 'Uncorrelated Errors' Approach to the Problem of Causal Feedback." 
Journal of Politics 44:863-81. 

Erikson, Robert S., and Thomas R. Palfrey. 1993. "The Spending Game: Money, Votes, and Incum­
bency in Congressional Elections." California Institute of Technology Working Paper No. 851. 

Fisher, Franklin M. 1966. The Identification Problem in Econometrics. New York: Academic 
Press. 

Gelman, Andrew, and Gary King. 1990. "Estimating Incumbency Advantge without Bias." American 
Journal of Political Science 34: 1142-64. 

Goidel, Robert K., and Donald A. Gross. 1994. "A Systems Approach to Campaign Finance in House 
Elections." American Politics Quarterly 22:125-51. 

Goldberger, Arthur S. 1991. A Course in Econometrics. Cambridge: Harvard University Press. 
Green, Donald P., and Jonathan S. Krasno. 1988. "Salvation for the Spendthrift Incumbent: Reesti­

mating the Effects of Campaign Spending in House Elections." American Journal of Political 
Science 32:884-907. 

Green, Donald P., and Jonathan S. Krasno. 1990. "Rebuttal to Jacobson's 'New Evidence for Old Ar­
guments.'" American Journal of Political Science 34:363-72. 

Hanushek, Eric A., and John E. Jackson. 1977. Statistical Methods for Social Scientists. New York: 
Academic Press. 

Hausman J. A., W. K. Newey, and W. E. Taylor. 1987. "Efficient Estimation and Identification of Si­
multaneous Equation Models with Covariance Restrictions." Econometrica 55:849-74. 

Hausman, J. A., and W. E. Taylor. 1983. "Identification in Linear Simultaneous Equation Systems 
with Covariance Restrictions: An Instrumental Variables Interpretation." Econometrica 
51:1527-49. 

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


This content downloaded from 131.215.23.115 on Thu, 03 Mar 2016 19:51:07 UTC
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

Campaign Spending and Incumbency 373 

Heise, David B. 1975. Causal Analysis. New York: Wiley. 
Jacobson, Gary C. 1978. "The Effects of Campaign Spending in Congressional Elections." American 

Political Science Review 72 :469-91. 
Jacobson, Gary C. 1980. Money in Congressional Elections. New Haven: Yale University Press. 
Jacobson, Gary C. 1985. "Money and Votes Reconsidered: Congressional Elections, 1972-1982." 

Public Choice 7:7-62. 
Jacobson, Gary C. 1990. 'The Effects of Campaign Spending in House Elections: New Evidence for 

Old Arguments." American Journal of Political Science 34:334-62. 
Johnston, J. 1963. Econometric Methods New York: McGraw-Hill. 
Kenny, Christopher, and Michael McBurnette. 1994. "An Individual-Level Multiequation Model of 

Expenditure Effects in Contested Electons." American Political Science Review 88:699-707. 
Levitt, Steven D. 1994. "Using Repeat Challengers to Estimate the Effect of Campaign Spending on 

Election Outcomes in the U.S. House." Journal of Political Economy, Vol. 102:777-98. 
Maddala, G. S. 1977. Econometrics. New York: McGraw-Hill. 
Malinvaud, E. 1966. Statistical Methods of Econometrics. Chicago: Rand McNally. 
Rothenberg, Thomas S. 1973. Efficient Estimation with A Priori Information. New Haven: Yale Uni­

versity Press. 

Robert S. Erikson is a Dr. Kenneth L. Fay Professor of Political Science at the 
University of Houston, Houston TX 77204-3474. 

Thomas Palfry is a professor of economics and political science at the 
California Institute of Technology, in Pasadena, CA 91125. 

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

	Contents
	image 1
	image 2
	image 3
	image 4
	image 5
	image 6
	image 7
	image 8
	image 9
	image 10
	image 11
	image 12
	image 13
	image 14
	image 15
	image 16
	image 17
	image 18
	image 19

	Issue Table of Contents
	Journal of Politics, Vol. 60, No. 2, May, 1998
	Front Matter
	Old-Fashioned Racism and New Forms of Racial Prejudice [pp.  311 - 332]
	Public Support for European Integration: An Empirical Test of Five Theories [pp.  333 - 354]
	Campaign Spending and Incumbency: An Alternative Simultaneous Equations Approach [pp.  355 - 373]
	Advocacy versus Certainty: The Dynamics of Committee Jurisdiction Concentration [pp.  374 - 397]
	Political Goals and Procedural Choice in the Senate [pp.  398 - 416]
	Electoral Institutions and Party Cohesion in the Russian Duma [pp.  417 - 439]
	Gender and Power in American Legislative Discourse [pp.  440 - 461]
	Political Obligation and the United States Supreme Court [pp.  462 - 480]
	Postmodernism and Democracy: Learning from Lyotard and Lefort [pp.  481 - 502]
	Research Note
	Military Spending and Poverty [pp.  503 - 520]

	Book Reviews
	untitled [pp.  521 - 524]
	untitled [pp.  524 - 525]
	untitled [pp.  526 - 528]
	untitled [pp.  528 - 530]
	untitled [pp.  530 - 532]
	untitled [pp.  533 - 534]
	untitled [pp.  534 - 536]
	untitled [pp.  536 - 537]
	untitled [pp.  538 - 539]
	untitled [pp.  539 - 541]
	untitled [pp.  541 - 543]
	untitled [pp.  543 - 546]
	untitled [pp.  547 - 549]
	untitled [pp.  549 - 551]
	untitled [pp.  551 - 553]
	untitled [pp.  553 - 555]
	untitled [pp.  555 - 558]
	untitled [pp.  558 - 560]
	untitled [pp.  560 - 561]
	untitled [pp.  562 - 563]
	untitled [pp.  563 - 565]
	untitled [pp.  565 - 567]
	untitled [pp.  567 - 569]
	untitled [pp.  569 - 571]
	untitled [pp.  571 - 576]
	untitled [pp.  576 - 578]
	untitled [pp.  578 - 580]
	untitled [pp.  580 - 581]
	untitled [pp.  581 - 582]
	untitled [pp.  583 - 585]
	untitled [pp.  585 - 589]
	untitled [pp.  589 - 590]

	Back Matter



