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Predicted AE Predicted AE
1972 61.8 53.4 8.4 541 77
1976 48.9 47.0 2.0 446 44
1980 447 52.9* 8.2 53.5* 8.8
1984 59.2 53.4 57 55.2 39
1988 53.9 51.5 2.4 52.4 1.5
1992 46.5 46.7 0.1 453 1.2
1996 547 57.7 3.0 58.1 3.4
2000 50.3 51.4 1.1 53.1 28
2004 51.2 48.8* 2.4 51.5 0.3
2008 46.3 48.1 1.7 48.0 1.7
MAE 3.5 3.6

*wrong prediction of the popular vote winner
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Model Approx. date of forecast 2000 2004 2008 MAE
BI-M Late August / early September 6.8 08 3.1 3.6
Econometric models
Norpoth January 4.7 35 3.6 39
Lockerbie May / June 100 64 45 7.0
Fair Late July 0.5 6.3 22 3.0
Abramowitz Late July / August 29 25 0.6 2.0
Holbrook Late August / early September 100 33 20 5.1
Lewis-Beck and Tien Late August 5.1 1.3*% 36 33
Wilezien and Erikson Late August 49 0.5 15 23
Campbell Early September 25 2.6 6.4% 38
MAE (error of the typical econometric model) 5.1 36 26 38

* predicted the wrong winner
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Has the incumbent party been in office more than a single term?
Did the incumbent party gain more than 50% of the vote cast in the previous election?*
Was there major third party activity during the election year?
Was there a serious contest for the nomination of the incumbent party candidate?
Was the incumbent party candidate the sitting president?
Was the election year a time of recession or depression?
Was the yearly mean per capita rate of growth in real gross national product during the incumbent administratio:
equal to or greater than the mean rate in the previous 8 years and equal to or greater than 1%7*
8. Did the incumbent president initiate major changes in national policy?
9. Was there major social unrest in the nation during the incumbent administration?
10. Was the incumbent administration tainted by major scandal?
11. Is the incumbent party candidate charismatic or a national hero?
12. Is the challenging party candidate charismatic or a national hero?
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