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Al.1 Federal Votes used in Measurement Model

Table Al: Federal Votes Used in Measurement Model

Vote Year Title Ballot Parliament CAP Topic Result

3 1866 Equal treatment of v - Civil Rights 53.2%
Jews and naturalized
individuals regarding
settlement

7 1866  Freedom of belief v - Civil Rights 49.2%
and worship

11 1872  Federal Constitution Ve - Government Operations 49.5%
(Total Revision)

12 1874  Federal Constitution ve v Government Operations 63.2%
(Total Revision)

13 1875 Federal Law con- ve v Law and Crime 51.0%
cerning  the de-
termination and
certification of civil
status and marriage

14 1875 Federal Law on - v Civil Rights 49.4%
the political vot-
ing rights of Swiss
citizens

15 1876  Federal Law on ve v Macroeconomics 38.3%

the Issuance and

Redemption of
Banknotes
16 1876 Federal Law con- v - Macroeconomics 45.8%

cerning the Military
Service Replacement

Tax

To be continued



Vote Year Title Ballot Parliament CAP Topic Result

17 1877 Federal Law con- v v Labor 51.5%
cerning  work in
factories
19 1877 Federal Law con- v - Civil Rights 38.2%
cerning the political
rights of  settled
residents and resi-
dents and the loss
of political rights of
Swiss citizens
20 1879 Federal Law con- v v Transportation 70.7%
cerning the granting
of  subsidies  for
alpine railways
21 1879  Federal  resolution - v Law and Crime 52.5%
concerning the
amendment of Arti-
cle 65 of the Federal
Constitution (Death
Penalty)
23 1882  Federal resolution ve v Domestic Commerce 47.5%
concerning the pro-
tection of inventions
24 1882  Federal Law con- - v Public Health 21.1%
cerning measures
against communally

dangerous epidemics

To be continued



Vote

Year

Title

Ballot

Parliament

CAP Topic Result

27

28

30

31

33

34

36

1884

1884

1885

1887

1889

1890

1891

Federal  resolution
concerning the
patent  taxes  of
commercial travelers
Federal Law con-
cerning the supple-
ment of the Federal
Criminal Law
Federal  resolution
concerning  partial
amendment of the
Federal Constitution
(Economic  Affairs
and Alcohol Issue)
Federal Law con-
cerning distilled
spirits

Federal Law on
Debt Collection and
Bankruptcy

Federal  resolution
regarding legislative
authority over ac-
cident and health
insurance
Introduction of the

popular initiative

v

Domestic Commerce 47.9%

Law and Crime 44.0%

Public Health 59.4%

Public Health 65.9%

Domestic Commerce 52.9%

Public Health 75.4%

Government Operations 60.3%

To be continued



Vote Year Title Ballot Parliament CAP Topic Result

39 1891 Federal  resolution - v Transportation 31.1%
concerning the pur-
chase of the Swiss
Central Railway
Notes: Check mark signs indicate whether the federal vote was used for the estimation of the ideological
positions of voters and legislators respectively. Inclusion is a function of data availability. All federal votes are
categorized in terms of topic areas used in the Comparative Agendas Project (CAP). The column ‘Results’

displays the nation-wide yes-shares in the popular vote. The data are from Linder, Bollinger, and Rielle (2010).




A1.2 Item Response Theory (IRT) Model

A1.2.1 More Details on Customized IRT Model

Our IRT model departs in two ways from simple applications. First, we observe votes from two different
sets of decision makers. We observe municipality-level returns of voters and we have roll-call votes from
the parliament. A number of votes take place in both loci and provide bridges. This is what eventually
allows us to map MPs and voters in the same ideological space. The second difference is that the
municipality returns are reported as percentages while the roll-call votes are binary.

Like most other studies, we only exploit yes and no votes in the parliament and abstentions do
not inform the model. While nonresponse can bias estimates of ideological positions (e.g., Rosas,
Shomer, and Haptonstahl, 2015), we are interested in the chamber median rather than the individual
MP positions.

We achieve identification by using standard normal priors for all s and forcing the model to
provide us with draws where the 6 parameter for the city of Zurich is smaller (i.e. more liberal) than
the parameter estimate for Altdorf (i.e more conservative). Zurich was one of the main strongholds of
the radical-liberal coalition and Switzerland’s economic capital. Zurich’s unique position is reflected
in the fact that all official sequences of cantonal flags list Zurich first — before Switzerland’s political
capital Bern. Altdorf is the main city in the canton of Uri, which has been one of the key members
of the losing coalition in Switzerland’s 1847 civil war. Politically, the canton of Uri was completely
dominated by the Catholic Conservatives.

We implement this model in Stan (Carpenter et al., 2017). We run four chains for 2500 iterations

8" draw (thinning). To assess convergence

and discard the first 500 iterations and only rely on every
of all chains, we explore the R value and find the largest value is 1.0370 as well as visually inspect

traceplots (examples presented in Figure 1, Figure 2, and Figure 3) .
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Figure 1: Traceplot for Ideal Point of City of Zurich
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Figure 2: Traceplot for Ideal Point of City of Lucerne
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Figure 3: Traceplot for Ideal Point of Altdorf (UR)
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A1.2.2 Discrimination Parameter Estimates

Discrimination Parameter run id vote id Vote

Br 5.20 22 7 Freedom of belief and religious practice (1866)

B 5.16 15 3 Equal rights for Jews and naturalised citizens
with regard to the right of residence (1866)

B2 3.24 2 12 Federal Constitution, Total Revision (1874)

Bas 258 14 28 Federal Criminal Law (1884)

B11 246 1 11 Federal Constitution, Total Revision (1872)

Discrimination Parameter run_ id vote id Vote

Bi7 019 7 17 Factories Act (1877)

B34 0.30 19 34 Right to Legislate on Accident and Health
Insurance (1890)

B30 0.40 16 30 Federal Competence to Regulate the Alcohol
Sector (1885)

B31 0.61 17 31 Federal Law on State Monoply for Liquor (1887)

Bis 062 5 15 Banknotes Act (1876)




A1.2.3 Factor Analysis of Direct Democratic Votes

Figure 4: Scree Plot of Eigenvalues (Factor Analysis, all Municipalities, 1866-1891)
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A1.2.4 Robustness with Dichotomized Municipality Returns

We also estimate alternative IRT models where we rely on the conventional binary IRT model. We
dichotomize the vote return data from municipalities by recording whether a vote share was below or
above the median. Figure 5 shows the ideal points where the estimates of the main model are displayed

on the y—axis and the alternative measure (from the dichotomized data) are shown on the z—axis.

Figure 5: Ideal Points from Two Different Models

Ideal Points based on customized IRT model

Ideal Points based on dichotomized data

We find a very high correlation between both strategies of 0.88 and take this as an indication that
our customized models yields substantively similar results for most units with the exception of the few

very extreme municipalities at far right of the dimension.

A1.2.5 Is There a Common Space for MPs and Municipalities?

An additional robustness check is to verify that the two group of decision makers — MPs and munici-
palities — can be projected into the same common space. To verify this we separate the voting data of
MPs and the vote returns from the municipalities and estimate two separate IRT models.

We can thereby verify whether the political space of politicians and voters is fundamentally different
or if it is indeed similar. If the results would show that the similarity with the estimates of joint model
(one model with both choice makers) it would call in question the validity. Figure 6 shows the results

of two separate models whereas the y—axis shows the ideal point of our main model in the main part
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of the manuscript and the x—axis shows the estimates based on two separate models.

Figure 6: Ideal Points from Two Different Models
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Ideal Points from Two Separate Models (MP/Mun)

The results show that we uncover the same substantive positions in both models as we did in the
main model. Among the municipalities the correlation is .86 and for the MPs we find a correlation of
0.95 — these results bolster our confidence that municipalities and MPs can be displayed in a meaningful
way in a common political space. The municipality data shows slightly more observations for the

municipalities at the very end of the dimension as we already observed in Figure 5.
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A1.3 Summary Statistics of all Variables

Table A2: Summary Statistics

Variable N Mean Std. Dev. Min Pctl. 25  Pctl. 75 Max
Municipality ID 1875 3268 2119 1 1128 5132 6806
Cantonal ID 1875 13 8.4 1 3 21 25
Electoral District 1875 26 15 1 11 40 49
Ideological Position 1875 -0.23 0.55 -1.5 -0.61 -0.0058 4.5
Municipality Population 1875 1272 4027 35 344 1266 103958
Cantonal Population 1875 194339 161846 12538 94810 228174 530365
Share Catholics 1875 0.53 0.45 0 0.036 0.99 1
Share German-speakers 1875  0.67 0.44 0 0.069 1 1
Share foreigners 1875 0.051 0.081 0 0.0031 0.058 0.66
Population Density 1875 0.12 0.22 0.0011 0.038 0.13 4.8
Historic Direct Democracy Index 1875 2.5 1.4 0 1.2 3.9 4.5
Vote Share Liberals 1680 0.1 0.19 0 0 0.14 0.82
Vote Share Radicals 1680 0.42 0.36 0 0 0.7 1
Vote Share Socialists 1680 0.02 0.056 0 0 0 0.37
Vote Share Democrats 1680 0.079 0.21 0 0 0 1
Vote Share Conservative Catholics 1680 0.37 0.4 0 0 0.77 1
Vote Share Others 1680 0.014 0.069 0 0 0 0.67
Turnout 1663 0.48 0.22 0 0.32 0.65 1.3
Share Agricultural Sector 1799  0.66 0.24 0.015 0.5 0.85 1
Share Industrial Sector 1799 0.23 0.2 0 0.065 0.35 0.9
Vote Deviation PARL-MUN 1875 0.34 0.12 0.099 0.24 0.43 0.7
Ideological Deviation MUN-MP 1875 0.47 0.4 0.00017 0.17 0.66 4.2
Ideological Deviation MUN-PARL 1875 0.4 0.44 0.00029 0.15 0.49 5
Ideological Deviation MUN-medianMUN 1875 0.39 0.41 0.00057 0.13 0.47 4.9
Extreme Municipality 1875 0.25 0.43 0 0 0.5 1

12



A1l1l.4 Full Model Output

Table A3: Strategic Vote for the Adoption of the Popular Initiative

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Constant 59.36*°*  61.03***  68.22*** 59.21%**
(6.19) (5.94) (8.41) (11.55)
(|0mun = Omed MP| = [Omun — Omed Mun|)  107.43***  89.68***  89.37*** 66.01***
(7.66) (7.51) (7.51) (7.92)
~ Share Agricultural Sector 1.66 -472  -472 =289
(5.54) (5.35) (5.35) (5.14)
Share Industrial Sector 12.53 7.72 7.78 11.11
(7.04) (6.78) (6.78) (6.51)
" Extreme Municipality ~ 16.50"**  16.43* 9.96***
(1.36) (1.36) (1.37)
" Hist Direct Democracy Index 294 -5.48%
(2.46) (2.64)
" Electoral share Radicals 593
(7.95)
Electoral share Socialists 129.01***
(13.41)
Electoral share Democrats 67.91%*%
(9.74)
Electoral share Conservatives 30.94***
(8.00)
Electoral share Others 2.05
(11.72)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE v Ve v v
Log Likelihood -7931.56 -7859.80 -7857.28 -7004.80
# Municipalities 1783 1783 1783 1622
# Electoral District 44 44 44 43
# Cantons 24 24 24 24
G?Elecwmlmsmct 96.07 83.83 86.44 71.89
Uémmn 210.56 195.18 182.62 219.66
2 404.42 374.06 374.06 318.79

UMunicipality
***p < 0.001; **p <0.01; *p <0.05, HDDI: Historical Direct Democracy Index value for the canton, Local labor
market structure: Employment shares in first and second sectors. Party vote shares for Radicals, Socialists,
Democrats, Catholic Conservatives, and others. Constant included but not shown.
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Al1l.5 Robustness

In the manuscript we rely on hierarchical models to estimate partial correlations between ballot box
support for the initiative and various explanatory factors. Here, we will show that these results can
also be shown when relying on a fixed effects models. Specifically, we introduce a fixed effect for each

electoral district to restrict the analyzed variance.

Table A4: Alternative Model Specification

Model 1 Model 2 Model 4
(|0mun — Omed MP| - |0mun — Omed Mun|)  106.18%**  89.24*** 62.18%**

(7.80) (7.63) (8.04)
Share Agricultural Sector 2.54 -3.65 -0.98
(5.59) (5.40) (5.18)
Share Industrial Sector 15.08% 10.31 13.98%
(7.13) (6.87) (6.58)
Extreme Municipality 16.37%** 9.22%%*
(1.37) (1.38)
Electoral share Radicals -16.63
(11.57)
Electoral share Socialists 121.44%**
(15.11)
Electoral share Democrats 78.98***
(13.94)
Electoral share Conservatives 25.63*
(11.85)
Electoral share Others -7.43
(14.68)
District FE v v v
R?2 0.10 0.17 0.31
Adj. R? 0.08 0.14 0.29
Num. obs. 1783 1783 1622

***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05

In a next step, we also show the estimation results for an alternative specification where we interact
the two distance measures to show that the coefficients associated with the two distance measures
remain significant even when we allow for the interaction. In this specification, the interaction term
captures ideologically extreme municipalities. In Table A5, one can see that the substantive results

remain unchanged as do the significance levels.
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Table A5: Robustness Check with Interaction

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 61.91%** 62.46*** 69.55%** 59.91***
(6.12) (5.93) (8.42) (11.42)
(|0mun — Omed MP| - |Omun — Omed Mun|)  104.92%**  89.82***  89.52%** 66.56***
(7.56) (7.47) (7.47) (7.88)
Apun, Mun X Dmun, M P 3.61%** 2.27%** 2.27%** 1.92%**
(0.50) (0.50) (0.50) (0.46)
" Share Agricultural Sector =~~~ -220 = -6.53  -6.53 = -4.63
(5.48) (5.33) (5.33) (5.13)
Share Industrial Sector 8.78 5.85 5.92 9.30
(6.96) (6.75) (6.75) (6.49)
" Extreme Municipality 7 14.89%*F T T14.82%F*F g8 **
(1.40) (1.40) (1.40)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -2.90 -5.37%
(2.46) (2.60)
" Electoral share Radicals ~ ~ 77777518
(7.85)
Electoral share Socialists 129.32***
(13.32)
Electoral share Democrats 67.06***
(9.62)
Electoral share Conservatives 31.21%**
(7.90)
Electoral share Others 3.15
(11.62)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE v v v v
Log Likelihood -7905.36  —7849.25 -7846.75  —-6996.02
# of Observations 1783 1783 1783 1622
# of Electoral Districts 44 44 44 43
# of Cantons 24 24 24 24
szlectommist”.ct 84.56 80.01 82.35 68.39
Olranton 212.36 197.96 186.46 214.98
393.35 370.03 370.02 315.77

U}Municipality

***p <0.001; **p <0.01; *p <0.05
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Al1.6 Model Estimates with Additional Structural Information

Table A6: Robustness Check with Additional Structural Variables

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

(10mun — Omed 0P| - [Omun — Omed pan])  56.58*  66.12°°*  65.26""*  58.00***
(8.08) (7.93) (7.88) (8.09)

Share of Catholics 12.28*** 9.90***
(2.37) (2.51)
Population Denisty (log.) -0.30 -0.32
(0.64) (0.63)
Share of German-Speakers -12.06**  -8.36**
(2.75) (2.88)
Extreme Municipality 9.51*** 9.91*** 9.37*** 9.13***
(1.36) (1.37) (1.37) (1.37)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -4.20 -5.56* -4.25 -3.66
(2.39) (2.65) (2.59) (2.42)
Share Agricultural Sector -1.30 -3.22 -3.05 -2.04
(5.12) (5.20) (5.12) (5.17)
Share Industrial Sector 12.50 11.46 11.11 12.68
(6.47) (6.55) (6.48) (6.50)
Electoral share Radicals -0.93 -6.17 -4.13 -0.92
(7.77) (7.98) (8.16) (8.01)
Electoral share Socialists 123.54**  129.06***  130.44***  125.54***
(13.31) (13.43) (13.46) (13.42)
Electoral share Democrats 62.55%** 67.93*** 64.80*** 61.40%**
(9.64) (9.77) (10.17)  (10.04)
Electoral share Conservatives 29.62°** 30.75%*F 32.52%%F 30.83***
(7.80) (8.03) (8.22) (8.06)
Electoral share Others 5.76 1.83 4.33 6.40
(11.52) (11.74) (11.84) (11.69)
Constant 47.21%%* 58.94*** 64.42*** 52.77***
(11.16)  (11.60)  (11.63)  (11.52)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE v v v v
Log Likelihood -6989.84 -7004.22 -6993.47 -6983.27
# of Municipalities 1622 1622 1622 1622
# of Electoral Districts 43 43 43 43
# of Cantons 24 24 24 24
UzElectoralDistrict 70.39 72.78 91.47 87.59
2 167.66 221.28 192.04 158.27

O Canton
2

314.63 318.87 314.68 312.68

UMunicipality

% p < 0.001; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05
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A1l.7 Turnout as Outcome Variable in Models

Table A7: Robustness Check on Turnout

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 0.41*** 0.42*** 0.33*** 0.39**
(0.06) (0.06) (0.10) (0.12)
*(|0mun = Omed MP[ - [Bmun = Omed Mun]) 0207~ 012 012 0.01
(0.06) (0.06) (0.06) (0.07)
~ Share Agricultural Sector 009 006 006 005
(0.04) (0.04) (0.04) (0.04)
Share Industrial Sector 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
(0.06) (0.06) (0.06) (0.06)
" Extreme Municipality | 0.07°** ~ 0.07***  0.05***
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Hist Direct Democracy Index 0.03 0.02
(0.03) (0.03)
" Electoral share Radicals -0.08
(0.07)
Electoral share Socialists -0.19
(0.12)
Electoral share Democrats 0.11
(0.08)
Electoral share Conservatives 0.04
(0.07)
Electoral share Others 0.13
(0.10)
Canton RE Ve v v v
District RE Ve e v v
Log Likelihood 636.33 654.17 652.24 605.22
# of Municipalities 1643 1643 1643 1484
# of Electoral Districts 38 38 38 35
# of Cantons 20 20 20 20
J%’lectoralDistT'icts 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
O mtons 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
)

0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02

UMunicipalities
***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05
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A1l.8 Turnout as Additional Control Variable

Table A8: Robustness Check with Turnout as Control Variable

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 54.97**  60.30**  62.86***  59.40***
(6.78) (6.41) (9.59) (12.97)

(10mun = Omed MP| = |Omun — Omed Mun|)  103.46***  84.11***  84.02***  59.71***

(3.37) (3.26) (3.26) (3.19)
" Share Agricultural Sector 090  -6.08  -6.04 = -435
(5.79) (5.56) (5.56) (5.31)
Share Industrial Sector 10.38 4.68 4.79 8.26
(7.38) (7.06) (7.07) (6.76)
" Extreme Municipality ~~ 18.09**  18.06%*  11.74***
(1.45) (1.45) (1.45)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -1.09 -6.06
(2.97) (3.31)
" Electoral share Radicals -5.16
(8.32)
Electoral share Socialists 129.32***
(13.60)
Electoral share Democrats 72.21%%*
(10.14)
Electoral share Conservatives 31.75%*F
(8.35)
Electoral share Others 1.60
(12.17)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE Ve v v v
Log Likelihood -7251.39 -7175.45 -7173.38 -6353.20
# of Municipalities 1627 1627 1627 1472
# of Electoral Districts 38 38 38 35
# of Cantons 20 20 20 20
o%lecwmlmsmct 96.54 87.31 87.82 79.28
J%anton 233.19 192.81 204.81 263.46
2

414.06 378.25 378.24 320.04

0Municipality
***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p <0.05
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A1.9 Model Estimates on Sample Without Socialist Candidates

Table A9: Robustness Check on Sample Without Socialist Candidates

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 59.85*** 61.89*** 67.947**  64.99***
(6.85) (6.54) (8.85) (12.68)

(|9mun = Omed MP| - |Omun — Omed Mun|)  134.88°**  110.20°**  109.82***  77.96***

(9.34) (9.14) (9.15) (9.10)
~ Share Agricultural Sector 111 -611 -6.10  -7.17
(6.22) (5.95) (5.95) (5.58)
Share Industrial Sector 3.55 -0.93 -0.85 0.51
(8.46) (8.06) (8.06) (7.59)
" Extreme Municipality 1646~ 16.39***  10.15***
(1.42) (1.42) (1.43)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -2.45 -5.48*
(2.44) (2.66)
" Electoral share Radicals -8.39
(9.17)
Electoral share Democrats 68.14***
(11.25)
Electoral share Conservatives 28.89**
(9.20)
Electoral share Others -0.65
(12.90)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE Ve v v v
Log Likelihood -5713.08 -5647.92 -5645.61 —5550.87
# of Municipalities 1283 1283 1283 1283
# of Electoral Districts 39 39 39 39
# of Cantons 21 21 21 21
82.69 67.27 70.53 94.14

0_2

FElectoral District
0_2

g}anton

193.26 184.47 176.58 195.57
O Municipality 408.25 370.04 369.99 322.96
***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05
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A1.10 Model Estimates on Sample With Low Competition Municipalities

Table A10: Estimates on Sample with Low Competition Municipalities

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 52.14*** 53.64*** 62.98*** 41.70*%
(6.95) (6.76) (9.62) (13.27)

(|9mun = Omed MP| - [Omun — Omed Mun|)  121.38***  104.58***  104.17***  63.18***

(9.09) (9.12) (9.12) (9.17)
~ Share Agricultural Sector ¢ 858 299 291 342
(6.26) (6.15) (6.15) (5.75)
Share Industrial Sector 21.85** 18.28* 18.20* 20.65**
(7.86) (7.67) (7.67) (7.20)
" Extreme Municipality 12417 12317 6.97*%*
(1.57) (1.57) (1.54)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -3.88 -3.98
(2.88) (2.39)
" Electoral share Radicals 6.22
(10.93)
Electoral share Socialists 122.52***
(16.48)
Electoral share Democrats 36.08
(20.51)
Electoral share Conservatives 41.98%**
(11.03)
Electoral share Others 10.79
(14.88)
Canton RE Ve e v v
District RE v v v v
Log Likelihood -5449.04 -5417.22 -5414.35 -5307.24
# of Municipalities 1236 1236 1236 1236
# of Electoral Districts 40 40 40 40
# of Cantons 23 23 23 23
O ctoral District 54.99 38.75 40.14 76.23
2

296.91 286.42 270.00 145.76
371.26 354.76 354.72 305.85

O Canton
0.2
Municipality
***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05

A1.11 DModel Estimates with ‘Noisy’ Measures of Ideological Positions

We re-estimate the models with modified ideological measures. We first use the original estimates,
Omun and Op;p, and then add random noise to the measures. Finally, we re-estimate the models. To
generate the random noise we draw from a normal distribution with mean 0. The variance of the noise
is based on the actual variation we find in the ideological measures. In both cases, the municipalities

and the MPs, we take a third of the standard deviation to be the standard deviation of the noise

20



component.

e;l,?;bii = emun,i +
pi o~ N (4=0.0% = 145 V(Oun)

The above identities show how the noisy measure is derived and we follow the same procedure for the

measures of the MPs. The following table shows the estimation results based on these noisy measures.

Table A11: Robustness to Noisy Measures

Constant 59207 60.90"*  69.96"*  63.46""
‘ ' (6.50)  (6.20)  (8.86)  (12.10)
(Bmun = 025 ] = [Oum — 02 ) 67.80%%  45.98%%*  45.83*** 3512+

Share Agricultural Sector 4.17 -2.76 -2.81 -1.91
(5.70) (5.50) (5.50) (5.21)
Share Industrial Sector 11.25 6.35 6.37 10.92
(7.26) (6.97) (6.97) (6.61)
" Extreme Municipality — 17.73%%  17.64**  9.58*%*
(1.41) (1.41) (1.40)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -3.69 -6.33*
(2.61) (2.78)
" Electoral share Radicals . -11.50
(8.35)
Electoral share Socialists 128.57***
(13.74)
Electoral share Democrats 67.95**
(10.32)
Electoral share Conservatives 32.12%**
(8.45)
Electoral share Others 1.42
(12.13)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE Ve v v v
Log Likelihood -7987.01 -7910.19 -7907.34 -7027.90
# of Observations 1783 1783 1783 1622
# of Electoral Districts 44 44 44 43
# of Cantons 24 24 24 24
U%lecwmmmrict 88.80 76.21 78.67 92.81
O umion 268.00 241.74 220.33 238.30
)

430.44 396.00 396.00 326.95

UMunicipality
***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05
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A1.12 Model with Ideological Gap between Municipality and Local MP

Table A12: Robustness Check: Including Distance Measure to Local MP

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 57.01***  59.93***  66.94***  57.75%**
(6.13) (5.94) (8.37) (11.49)

(|9mun = Omed MP| - |Omun — Omed Mun|)  105.63°**  89.65***  89.34***  66.34***
(7.62) (7.50) (7.51) (7.92)

abs(@mun - eLocal Mp) 7.58%** 3.32% 3.30% 2.50
(1.59) (1.58) (1.58) (1.50)
~ Share Agricultural Sector 018  -509  -510 = -3.24
(5.51) (5.35) (5.35) (5.14)
Share Industrial Sector 11.33 7.40 7.46 10.77
(7.00) (6.77) (6.77) (6.51)
" Extreme Municipality ~~ I1581%% 15747 94TY*
(1.40) (1.40) (1.40)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -2.87 -5.31%
(2.43) (2.60)
" Electoral share Radicals -5.43
(7.90)
Electoral share Socialists 130.07***
(13.40)
Electoral share Democrats 66.53***
(9.73)
Electoral share Conservatives 31.27%**
(7.96)
Electoral share Others 2.33
(11.68)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE v v v v
Log Likelihood -7918.91 -7856.22 -7853.73 -7002.08
# of Municipalities 1783 1783 1783 1622
# of Electoral Districts 44 44 44 43
# of Cantons 24 24 24 24

103.30 86.76 89.46 70.56
189.37 187.02 174.90 212.58
399.44 373.32 373.32 318.60

0_2
FElectoral District
2
O Canton
0.2
Municipality
***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p<0.05
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A1.13 Breaking the Main Explanatory Variable into its Components

Table A13: Breaking the Main Explanatory Variable into its Components

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 60.08*** 60.78*** 67.51%*% 56.74***
(5.94) (5.89) (8.42) (11.23)
abs(Omun — OmedianrrP) 106.65***  96.98*** 96.69*** 73.48%**
(7.32) (7.47) (7.47) (7.92)
abs(@mun — Omedianmun) —87.90***  —-83.95***  —83.68*** —-63.24***
(7.47) (7.44) (7.44) (7.84)
Share Agricultural Sector -6.94 -7.87 -7.87 -5.76
(5.33) (5.29) (5.29) (5.11)
Share Industrial Sector 5.20 4.78 4.86 8.16
(6.74) (6.69) (6.69) (6.45)
Extreme Municipality 9.21%** 9.16*** 4.62%*
(1.66) (1.66) (1.61)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -2.75 -5.04*
(2.48) (2.55)
Electoral share Radicals -3.02
(7.71)
Electoral share Socialists 131.88***
(13.20)
Electoral share Democrats 65.59***
(9.42)
Electoral share Conservatives 31.70%**
(7.74)
Electoral share Others 5.36
(11.48)
Canton RE v v v v
District RE v v v v
Log Likelihood -7847.72  -7831.05 -T7828.61 -6984.61
# of Municipalities 1783 1783 1783 1622
# of Electoral Districts 44 44 44 43
# of Cantons 24 24 24 24
O ctoral District 79.67 79.75 81.91 62.79
O amton 204.73 199.14 189.77 208.23
)

368.99 362.88 362.88 312.15

U]Wunicipality
***p <0.001; **p <0.01; *p<0.05
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A1.14 Cantonal Population Size as Additional Control Variable

Table A14: Cantonal Population Size as Additional Control Variable

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Constant 110427 112.32%F 12744  89.34
(42.24)  (40.35)  (40.52)  (45.98)

(Gmun = Omediannr P = 1Omun — Omedianmun|)  106.88%%*  89.11***  88.64***  (5.81***
(7.68) (7.52) (7.53) (7.93)

log(Cantonal Population) -4.50 -4.53 -5.12 -2.56
(3.69) (3.52) (3.43) (3.80)
Share Agricultural Sector 1.93 -4.44 -4.40 -2.72
(5.54) (5.35) (5.35) (5.15)
Share Industrial Sector 12.81 8.01 8.11 11.28
(7.04) (6.78) (6.78) (6.52)
Extreme Municipality 16.51**  16.42*** 9.97***
(1.36) (1.36) (1.37)
Hist Direct Democracy Index -3.42 -5.78*
(2.42) (2.71)
Electoral share Radicals -6.47
(7.98)
Electoral share Socialists 128.80***
(13.42)
Electoral share Democrats 67.91%*%
(9.75)
Electoral share Conservatives 30.24***
(8.06)
Electoral share Others 1.57
(11.74)
Canton RE Ve v v v
District RE v e v v
Log Likelihood -7928.59 -7856.80 -7854.02 -7002.32
# Municipalities 1783 1783 1783 1622
# of Electoral Districts 44 44 44 43
# of Cantons 24 24 24 24
O ctoral District 96.62 83.84 86.46 71.82
O anton 204.08 188.85 170.41 228.16
2

404.39 374.04 374.02 318.78

U]Vfunicipality

***p <0.001; **p<0.01; *p <0.05

24



A1.15 Examples of Data Sources

Olibgatorijfhes Publifationgmittel ber Gemeinden Ugnacy, Jona, Gidenbad), Shmerifon, St. Gallenfappel, Ernetdhwil und Gommigwald.
34. Fnfiegang, (®rud und Berlag von K Dbeti)o[g:r in Uznad).) fMittwod, den 20. Novembes 1889,

5‘::1::@“:&‘?;%:, s ol i 3 2. e B . B T e s 0 gy o Sl
Bei Ml! elhg;n Bin &bﬂ‘ Fe. 6. —, Yojabel. Br;g‘ 60 /‘]' T ‘FE : ub((pm 5&“%?‘3 tubl‘t:[t die Hfﬂm{m&lng: 5}hthulc oder deven Reum
MB uslan oftoerein)  jed m v mit + ajabel en MWiederholuugen
B % ) l' ‘ umm: ”ﬂ M 93' ) ! 8 a:;ig\; \unfragm b:mﬁ u u[gm\)rnbt Snferate mitffen 10 &8, in Brief-
Qk mugmhlm findet am Dimﬂa\] unb %ul{u Aoend flatt unb ‘8 tn mn Unfranki

marfen fiir Ridantwort entbalten, tte Sendungen werden nidt
Beritdfidtigt, —

Figure 7: Newspaper with published vote outcome on the front page (St. Gallen, 1889)
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Dag Plebissit vom Sonntag Hat gegen uns ent=
fdjieden : Gine Hleine Mehrheit der ftimmenden Sthiweis
erbiirger Dat fanftionict bag Bunbdesgefess iiber Scymlde
Betreibung und Qonfurs. Mit tiefem Bedauern, aber
ohne Bitterleit beugen wir ung vor dem ausgefprodenen
Willen ves Souverains.

Wir Haben das Gefey in guter Treue, als itbereugs
ter @egner, betdmpft; aber unfere Oppofition Batte nidjts
mit , Obfteuttion” ju thun, fie galt vielmehr einem nadh
men\‘nﬁhd;m Begriffen hocdft ummllfnmmmm, ben Sitten

De it

unb die ‘Jluknnnmle ber Rantone grﬁbln{; berlegenden
.‘lsutlﬂmnm

' ,Die Minverheit Hat fi) den Befehliiffen ver
Meheheit gu filgen, ift das oberfte politijhe Gebot in
ber Republif: ed wird audy von der gewaltigen Minder-
Beit der 217,000 Berrerfenden ofne Widerftand einge=
halten merden, obtohl fie aud) Deute wod) dad nun an=
genommene efef filr ein verfehltes, unglildlides alt.

RNicht Summznmcbrﬁzu it bes E}!cdjt:a $Probe.
Sie fann bies um fo weniger. in der bom.

immer mehr verfhwindet, b. §. aud) ber Armuth und
imfi Der el it

17. Rovember fein, nls die mmd fiir Grreidung des
genannt  werden
miiffen; war bnd) bie mropnganbu filr bag ®efe in ber
Teten Beit vollig auf bag politifde Gebiet hiniiber=
gefpielt worden und gur Tonfeffionellen Berhebung, mit
bem ,Jefuit im @Giitterli”, ausgeartet. Der entfachte
Fanatismus Hat den unbefangenen Blid getritbt, den fonft
tlaren, tubig iiberlegenden Berftand Taufender vermiret,
— TMioge be3 Didters Wort nidht wahe werden und
bag Bolt menm!é llugm
D ungliidfel’ gc Stunde, da dag Frembde

&n M:I: ftill begliitten Thilec fam,

Der Gitten einfad) Drdnung ju 3uftnrcu

Dad Wiitd'ge fheidet, andece Beiten Fommen.”

Modte nidt einteeffen, was der Godgejdhiste Jurif
und Demoleat Dr. Shmid im Stinderalh bei Behand-
lung be8 Gefeses vorafnend duperte, daf die ,Annahme
bes Gefebies jafrelang eine tiefe miﬁftimmung im Bolte
Bervorrufen terde.”

©eit dem vevolutiondren Sibertiner 3. ,E} Rouffean
gilt swar der Grundfag: die Mehrheit ift immer im Recht,
bie Minderheit immer im Unredit. @oihe hingegen jagte:
»Ulle3 Grofe und Gejdeidte eriftict in der Minoritdt.
@3 ift nie bavan gu benfen, dap die Vernunft populdr
tetde, unbd im Fernern: ,Nidhts ift widerwodirtiger al3 die
Majeritit, benn fie Defteht aus mweniger frftigern Vors
gdngern, au3 Sdelmen, die fich atfommobdiven, aus Sdwa=
den, bie fi) affimiliten, und aus der Maffe, bie nad-
trabt, ofne im Gexingften ju wiffen, was fie will.”

Jenen ungeduldigen Chriftenfeelen aber, welde diefen
Gieg bes Herrenthums fiber dag BVolfsthum faft
nidt berwinden fénnen und an einer hohern Weltord«
nung faft weifeln mddten, rufen wiv ju: berubigt Cud,
bie Bume wadfen nirgends in den Himmel! Denn,
fagt Jung-Stilling :

Baé Gott audy immer fiden mag,
Stimm alle8 ofne Mucren an:

as du erleiden muft, ¢8 lag

S feinem gottlid weijen %lan

* Der eidgeniifife Sthuldenvogt Fommt!

Mit 241,281 Ja gegen 212,959 Nein — alfo mit
droadjer Mehrheit — Haben die Landvogtliden ge=
fiegt. ®erade gum Jubel ift diefes Refultat filr die Sieger
nidt; denn von ben 22 Kantonen Haben 13 mit Mehr=
Beit verworfen und unr 9 angenommen. Unter diefen
9 figuriven die jwei Gewalitantone Jiirid) und Waabdt
mit aflein gegen 90,000 Annehmenden, zu denen fidy nod
Steuenburg gefellt, fo baf die 2 frandfijden Kantone mit
vem induftrielen Jiivich allein faft die Hilfte der ,Ja”
lieferten.  Jn allen anbern Rantonen waren die Sympa=
thien filr den Scjulbenbogt nidht grop und nur dber un=
gebeuven Ugitation bon Seite der Advofaten und Bureau=
traten ift €8 ju verdanfen, daf einige freifinnige Rantone
eine jdmwace Mehrleit fiie Annahme ju Stande bradjten ;
teitaus ber gropte Theil bes Sandvolfes in den meiften
Santonen Hat den ,,Gmbul%{djulhmltﬂﬁtt" bzmnrfen
TWohl am ift bag i

ift aud) nuv wieher Mittel jum Jwede, indem er, durdh
Teine lnmonnltn Gdymnlm mefhr gebinbert, den reifenden
bas hrer exleidhtert.

“Die in den Candgemeinden anfiifigen RKrdmer, Hanbdmer=

fer und Bauern tonnen dann den armen Fabrifarbeitern
und andern Mittellofen freditiren, wifrend der nod) fre=
biffihige Mittelftand von den groBeren Hanbelsplisen aus.
Beimgejucht und abgesapft wird, b3 aud) er an Maras=
mus ju Grunde geht. Die Wirfung Hievon wird man
nod) nidht am evften Tage verfpiiren, und aud) nidt
im erften Jahre; aber fie fommt, langfam aber fidher.
Die Lofung des Bolfes mup daber trop allbem fein :
Front gegen alle Bentralifation! Front
gegen die bon Bernaus uns jid aujdbrangende
Bureaufratie und Gewaltherridaft!

Cidgend([fifches.

— Gibgenifjifdjes Wappen, Tie Fefitellung des eidgen.
Wappens  ijt -ciner der Gegenftinde, mwelder in nadjter Seffion
die Bundesberfammlung beDGtigen ird. Der Bundebrat be-

antregt nun den cidgendififchen ulbm in Grnmuung De8 Tage
fugm slr[d)!uhls vom 4. Suli 1 bag_eidaendfiiide Siegel
und Mappen beteeffend, g newuﬁm ,Das Bappen der Ed-
gc|w|"mld;nft ift im votfen Selde cin aufeedted, freiftehendes tocifes
b (ﬁ b nm unter fid) gleidhe Arme je cin eméét:[ langer al8
e
Gidgendfijdjes Cnﬂlwenfeﬂ in Frouenfelds. Die Ehrens
qaben Defragen berelts 44,202 .

— Un die u Fr. 48 600 peranjdlagte Bachlorrettion
in ©dannis, jowie an die ju Fr. 12,500 veranfdhlagte
Berbauung des Fibibacies bei Hundweil werden 40 °/,
%nnbesbrihna (zemnmgt

— Gdjmnggel. In jiingfter Beit mird der Sprittidmuggel
durdy ﬂﬂanutr, ﬁmmn und felbft fhulpfichtige Kinder im Berner
Sura febe frounghaft betricben. Am Sritag ulmfdm bie ‘m:hsu
in Bonjol einen gehniabrigen fnaten, - weldyer 10 Liter Schnaps
an cinent écmh(u gelicfect batte. Man Tlag, m Dicied Gemerbe

m Sura tic cine Seudje um fidy gmf: und die daran Bethei-
I!gtcn jeder cI]r[niym Arbeit entrodhne.

— 42!/, Millionen {’yran!eu. Wir lefen in ber
,Meuen  Biivdher Beitung”: ,Beim diesjdfrigen eidgen.
Biidget bilbet ber Voranfdlag des Militdrdepartements
ben Hauptangiehungspuntt mit 42,490,806 Fr. Auzgaben.
O Du unentmegter Redner und Sparer Hertenftein!
Du biitleft ben Tag iiber feine freudige Stunde unbd bes
RNadts teinen Sclaf mehr gefunbden, wenn Du mit folden
Biffern bor die Buudegverfammiung fitteft treten miiffen.
Am Sdlufje feiner Biidgetbetracdyiung fragt bas Jiircer
Blatt: ,Wie joll die Wiedexrerftellung ved Gleidigervichtes
exfolgen?” unbd anhwortet: ,Wir denfen, dap bie Shub=
30lner bas Tegept fchreiben mbchten” und die — Staats=
monopoliffenr, fiigen wir bei. Dann find wir ginglig
im €umpf.

St. @_aE[d}es.

Berhandlungen de3 Grofen Rathes.
Sigung bom 18. Nov.
Der Priifivent Dr. Jung wirft in feiner Er=

fonjt freifinnigen Aargau. Die gejammte Preffe ved Kan=
tons, mit Ausnafhme von 1 ober 2 fleinen Lofalblittern
Datten mit Ginmuth it den neuen Meffias ,Shulven=
bogt” Partei genommen — [elbft die fonferbative ,Bote
faft ift roie Saulus unter ie Propheten gefommen —
o baf bie Gefeesfreunde aus bem Aargau jum boraus
prophegeiten, diejer Santon merde eine grofe Mehr=
3ahl Jofager fefern. Statt beffen nun ift gerade das
Gegentheil Gerausgefomnmen; bie grofe Mehrheit fat Nein
gefagt. Des war brab vom Aargauer Volf!

Die Bentraliften werden 3war jubeln iiber diefen Sieg,
wenn’s aud) nur ein Pyrehusfieg ift, denn ihre Sade
Dat Hiemit einen gewaltigen Sdritt borwdris gethen,
sum Ginfeitsftaat; aber die Freunbe ber fantonalen
Freibeit und Selbftftindigleit werben ihr Antlip mit

einen Blid auf die lebten gefebaeberijen
Atbeiten des Grofien Rathes. Das Strafengejels, tveldes
auf feinen Wiverfprud) gejtohen, entjprecie ofjendar einem
mitfligen Bediirfnifje des Lanbes. Thbge die Crefutive
bet Handfabung der vielen Sompetenzen, welde ihr das
®efels einvdiumt, eine gliidlidle Hand Haben. Redner be=
rilfet die Berfaffungsrevifion. €5 fei hier nicht am Plage,
fidh itber die Biele verfelben auszufprecien; dagegen jdlieRt
fih der Redner dem jdjon an anberer Stelle ausgefpro=
denen ®edanfen an, daf e5 troh groper Sdjwierigleiten
bei allfeitigem gutem Willen miglich jein werde, die Sadje
3u einem erfpriepliden Biele ju fiijren. Wenn aud) in
Folge ber Revifionsbervegung untecdeffen mancie Avbeit
bes Grofen Rathes liegen bleiben miifle, fo diizfen mwir
ung bod) dringlidjen Avbeiten nidt entziehen, 3. B. der
Fbrderung hes ‘lliglﬁnue» — Den feit det lesten Sibung

Trauer berhiillen, ben jeber Sduitt ur
ift ein ©dritt ndher jum Grabe ber Freifeit und ver
TWohlfahet des Eleinen Boltes. Das Ileine ZBnIl ja_ muf
ven ,Staat” durd) Acbeit, Fleip und =

Hidber (Mels) u. Biivge
(Mosnang) witd ein tﬁrenber RNadyeuf gewidmet. Lefterer
geforte dem @rnsen Wm’e feit 1851 (aljo volle 38 Jafre)
etreist den betben

Halten, wiifrend bag Heer der Bureautraten fich an bdie
wofibefiellte Table d'hote de8 Staated fest und das im
Sdymeife feines Angefidhtes arbeitende Vol verhofnt.
Die Zah! der Staatsangejtellten vermehrt fidh ja wie die
@ngeclinge und bag Gude bom RLied wird fein: Reide
und Arme wie in Cngland, wdhrend bder Mittelftand

25

SKollegen die ﬂbl\ﬁ)t (;f)mlﬁtamgung dued) Erheben von
ben Sien.

Auj Untrag des Regicrungs-Raihes werden die Neu=
mahlen von Gemeindammann Deli (Melg) uud Bej.~
Ridter Grob (Mosnang) genehmigt und die Sewihlten
beeidigt.
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Genilleton,
13 —_—
Lola.
Sovelle von RN, Kbiig.

erold fom Sola entgegen und veidte ifr bie
anb.
5@{“: verftbrten Mienen verfimbdeten, baf etmad
Yufergemdhulices fid) eveignet.

»Qola, Dy wirft erfdiittert jein — die Frau Ses
nator ©traten ift in biefer Nadt ploylidy geftorben.
Gin Herzidlag Bat iGr Leben j@nell geendet. Meine
Mutter ift su Jngeborg gegangen, um fie gu trdften
unb ibr beiguftehen.”

Qola begriff it gleidy bie Miglichleit eines fol=
den jdnellen Slages.

,Die Frau Senator, bie nod geftern in liehens=
witcbigiter Weife die Honneurs madte, die fo uner:
mitdlig ifre Gifte gu lingerm Bermeilen ndtbigte
Ontel, ¢8 ift mir foft unmdgli, miv die untechals
tenbe Dame mit ifren fdnellen, beinahe Haftigen Ve
wegungen febt al8 ftarve Leide ju Denlen

,Und bennody ift 8 o, mein Sichling! Gerabe

die merodje Haft, die fid) in bem gangen Wefen Frau
Gtratens in legter Beit ausprdgte, eridjien miv bes
forgnifiereegend und Yief micy das Sehlimmite befitech
ten. Sie war frilher — zu ded verftorbenen Senaz
tors Beiten — eine fehr Tebensluftige Frau; e fiel
ihr fdwer, fig mit einem Male von ber Gefelihaft
suviidgugichen.  Deswegen Tub fie nody haufig Gdfte
in ihr Haus, obwohl ihre Mittel ihr ein Leben im
grofen Styl, wie fie € friber gu filhren gewdhnt
war, nidgt mehr geftatteten. @8 fiel mir auf, baf
fie in Tegter Beit bejonders viele Gefelljaften gab;
vielleigt fithlte fie ihre Rrdfte Hwinden und wollte
— um fid felbfE qu beteiigen — gerabe Ynbern den
Beweis gu liefern, bda fle durdhaus nidt fo framt
fet, a8 man glaubte. Sie gab fih aud) geftern
Miife, cine nie ermiibende, aufmertfame Wirthin ju
fein, aber i) fah 8 ihr wobhl an, welde Ueberminds
ung €8 ifr Toftete, iy aufvedt gu erfalten.”

»Die arme Jngeborg!” tlagte Lola; dabei Hatte
fle bad Rbpiden in bie Hand geftiigt und blidte
fhwermitthig vor fid Bin.

rm i wahren Sinne des Worted eridjien ihr
bie Freundin, und fie felbft Gatte fich nidyt geicjent,
fie gu bevaubem! lnb mun Gatte ber Beflagenss

26

werthen a8 Gefdict, aud) mod) bdie eingige Stith®
bie fle bisher gehabt, entrifjen.

a8 war ihr geblichen ? Gin einfames, liebeleeres
Dafein |

Bielleiht Hoffte fie, bak der Mann, den fie liebte,
nun in ber Stunbe der Nothy gu ihv flehen wiirde,
um fle mit feiner Liebe filr ihren Verlujt su entfdhas
bigen.

»Arme Jngeborg!”  wicberholte fig Lola immer
wieder; unb ihre fleine Hand wehrte die Redjte bes
Dottors ab, die biefer auf ifr Blondhaar gelegt.

RKarl Hevold Gob a8 Kinn Lolas ju fih empor
unb fdaute fragend und vorwurfoooll in ihre Augen.

#Lolal Wasd that id) Dir, baf Du mid fo talt
von Dir abwehrt ¢*

Duntle Gluth firbte Lolas Gefigt. ,Ontel, ber
ugenblid ift dledyt gewdhit. Wie egoiftifd wire
8, nur an un gu benfen! Mid) bewegt Jngeborgd
Gefdhict tiefer, ol8 Du vielleiht benten magjt. Ale
felbitifdhen Ridfigten miiffen in den Hintergrund tres
fen, gegenitber einem fo eviittternden Greignif Jn-
geborg fteht und nabe genug, um von und mit gutem
Reht Theilnagme fordern ju Lonnen. "

Figure 8: Newspaper with published vote outcome on the front page (Grisons, 1889)
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Le
" second,

remier chiffre est celui des oui, le
celui des non.
CANTON DE VAUD.
District d' Aigle.
Aigle, 600, 28 ; Corbeyrier, 43, —;
m,ml Yvorna 188, 5; Bex. 67& 33
7 aney-MnrcIes, 7h, 3;
lon, 376 11; Ormont-dessus, 88, 14 ; r-
mont- dmous, 174, 22; Villeneuve, 206, 3;
Chessel, 26, — ; Noville, 100, 1; Rennaz,
(6,—-; Rochn, 73, 6
District &’ Aubonne.
Aubonne, 269, 12 ; Bougy-Villars. 58, 3 ;
Fuh 88, 2; St-Livres, 107, 15 Ballens,
A l 130, 2; Berol i
Bwrs, 291 l5 Mnllans 107 ' GlmeI 183
12; Longu-od, 69, 1; archlssy, 81. 7;
Montherod, 58, &; Pizy, 19, St-Geor-
gos 93, —; St Oyenx 35 1; S:\lbnz, i,

District @’ Avenches.
Avenches , 260, 8; Donatyre, 21,
Fwnng 80,8 0Ieyrss,67 3 Cudrefin, 406
sllenvs, 102, —; Chabrey, 53 2;
Champmartu, 7, —; onshnlmo, 48 -}
Montmaguy, 49, — ; Mur, 36, —; Ila-
mand-dessus, 6, — anlm-le-Gnnd 88,2.

District de Casstmay

Sévery, 33,
= La Sarraz, 120, 9; Chmlly, 87, 2;

Dizy, 36, &; Eclépens, 9%, 7 Ferrayres,
B85 Lusery, 30, '1; yn’
gmy, 60, 2; P

140, 3

s lle,
17; Hontricher Lo, 3 " Pampigay, 98, 3;
Snllms,69 2' —P—‘,-nyﬂa mom,
4, 2; Bonmm, M 6 Dullens 106,
ldx, 80, 1; Penthaz, b3, - Vul anl-h-
Ville, 68, 3

District d'Echallens.

{ - Echallens, 146, 44; A:um,83 18 Bioley-
Orjulaz, 52, 5 Eola ié-

; 48, 5 ou-
m»—lu’u, Jo, Oulens, 6, 6;
f: unl:alomy, illars.] le-Ten'au', l!l
+12; Bottens, 75, 13 Breugnynrlomns,
I 2, Cug , 68, 6; Dommartin, 60, l,
'Md.vd alud, 12, —

Jous, 78, Poliez-le-Grand, 98, 7; Palloz

lel 68, 10; Vll]m-’l'larcdln,% l Vuar-
Tons, 143, 5 Essertines,; 119, 2;
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120,
Nu, 99 11; Pnlly,% i Panlhbréu
Rueyru, 48, — Sngnens, 61, —
Dmm:e de Grandson.
, 203, 6; Chlmpazne, 97 57

2 o
2
B
ok
5
F
8
;

; Villars- Burqmn, 61,1; Ste-
toix, ‘ms 19; Bullet, 144, —; Conciss, 446,

- Bonvilars, 66, 2 ; Colc-llss, @, 2}
anmumr 920, 4 Mmmx. 24, e
‘nens, 58, 8", Provence, 52, 1

District de Lausanne.

Lausanne, 4383,207; Pully,304,8; Belmont,
8,3; Epllmgos, 118, 107 Paudex, 40, 1
R Bl, 88, l Cheseaux, 77, 1;

7; Jouxtens- -Mézery, 27 2
lonl lﬁl 1; Prilly, 114, 6; Rsnans, 197, 6

District de La Valiée.
Le Chenit, 624, 20 L'Abba e (Pont), 198,
10; Lo Liou, 348, 1 s (s
District de Lavauz.
Cully, 172, 8 ; Vi, 64, 11 Epesses,
“?‘l, = Fore, ’156,5 ; Grandvaux, 9%,

443 96 Savigay, 193,
SSugho B, 47 Choxhras,plu 4
'"d"", 162, 2; Rivaz, 62, —

District de Morges.
Morges, 448, 92 ; Tolochenaz, —,— ; Col-
2; ler, 73, 5 Aszns,S& 2; Chigay, 27,
5

bl

Echlehens, 68, —;

Monnaz, 29, 3; l\avm:[lu, 36 l Roma-
lul 7. St -Saphorin, 4 Vaux,
Vnﬂlem»le—Ch;lun 57 l Vallie:

nn : Ecublens, HG 5 Brnmhlem,
17, N Bn&smny l38 9; Chavannes, ;
Da nges, 52, 7; dam 47, 19;
nay, 86, 2 Provann 6s, 55 —'Sl Snl m,
82, 4&; Villars-Ste-Croix, 37, 2; Villars-
sous-Yens, 64, 2; Buchillon, 31, 2; Bwy
23,12; Chlrdonney(glégle 13, 2; Danenx,
815 Lavign:

Laull ; l Lussy, 3 CSI Prex 175

ans, 102, 6.

District de Moudon.

Moudon, 436, 32 ; Bussy, ; Chavan-
nes, 79, 2; Hemanchas, 2 ' Emsnngea 39
2; Syens, 39 2; Vucherens, 59 18 ; Lucens,
277,6; Brenles, 58, 2; Chaullss, 20,5
Cnumlles, 77,1; Crsmm, 20, ;
7, 3; Dompierre, 77, 2;
Lonuens 60, 4; Nayrllz, h7 >
23,55 Prévonlo\ln 3, 5 Sarzuns 21, 3;
Vlllars le-Comte, 64, i; St -Cierges, 11, 3;
Bercher, 96,3 ; Bollleus 56,5 ; Ch:pellas
75,3; Correvon, 20, »; Martherenges, 22,
’; Monuublon Chnrdonney,l 29; Ogans,
QO 14 ; Peyres-Possens, 23, 14 ; Sottens, 48,
Tlnerrens, 127, 18 ; Villars-} Msndnz 29,

District de Nyon.

Nyon, 439, 25; Prangins, 67, 9 Be-
guins, 185, 2. Arzier ot lo Muids,” 98, —;
Bassios, 93, 3; Coinsins,
lier, 49, &; Gland, 78, 9; Valld

y—3 Vlcb, 55, 5; Cappel, 62, 3;
Arnex, M n— B Bog:s«Bassey, - -

des-Bois, 10, Commvgny, 4, 2;
Cnns, 73, 10 Founsx 37, lles, —_

36,4;
Gmms,
St-Cer;
Trélax, 85, —.
District & Orbe.
Orbe, 246 42 ; Bavois, —,

2; 'Les Cléss, 53, 2;

, —; Juriens, 68, 4;

l’umler,GO —; Vallorbes, 355 lB BI
laigues, 419, 2; Vnuhon, 166, 25.
District dOron.

Oron-la-Ville, 70, 4; Bussigny 13, —;
Chatilens, 33, 2; Chesalles, 33, —; Eco-
mux. M 3 Emms ), —; Ferlens,
arscon, 5k, & ;Orone-Chts,
39 k Pnlineux 65, —; La Rogivue, 11,
—! Servion, 54, 2 ; Tavemas (les) 20, 1;

Thlolsym Ses) 30, — Vmbroya, 13, 2;
Méziéres, H Carrou ge, 85, or-
celles-le-Jorat. 79 15; Culllyos&glu) 37,8
Montpreveyres, A3 ; Peney
praz, 48, ,Vulhens, Sk 3.
District de Payerne.
Payerne, 743, &; Trey, 85, —; Grand-
our, 151, 5; Chevronx, 77 1; Gorcs]lax,
. 9; Missy, anges, 135, 12

Csrnm 37, 8; cr’..mpu..m, 47,4 Con-

Patit 102 l Eanmu 50 3; arn:nd
43, —; Rossens, 19, —; Sassel, 48, 10; Sé-
deilles,” 52, 2; ; Seigneus, 72, —; Treylor-
rens, 46, — V|Ilars Bramard 39 &; Vil
larzel, 70,
District du Pays-d’Enhaut.

Chiteau-d'OEx, 375 65; Rougemont, 138,

20 ; Rossiniéres, 103
District de Rall«

Rolle, 230, 1; A]Iaman, 80. & ; Mont,

149, 4 Perro ; Bur-

sinel, 37, — §mm 69, —; Borigay, T3,
o, 'Dulli, ‘32, 4; Essertines, 0%, &
Lmns, 42, 1; Tarugmns, 30, —, szal
34, 1.

District de Vevey.
Vevey, 775,41 ; Corsier, 322, 7; Char-

2

dmu, 129, 7; Corseaux, 70, &; Jongny,
'l'o\lr-d&l’ollz (II) l7& 9 Blonay,
St-Légier-La Chiésrz, 442, 5; Les

Plnnhu Montreux), 221 6; Chatelard (le)
589, 29; Veytaux, 62, 4.
District d'Yoerdon.

Yverdon 4233, 84 ; Cheseaux:] Noréu, 20,
; Belmont, 76 8 ; Ependes, 70, —; Es-
ittet, —, —; Gosuu! 21, 1; Grmy,
62 2 Opnans, 72, 1; Orzens,” 65, 2
Pom, 866 uchy, —, —; Ursi ,M,
‘ala ras-s' Ursins, 55, — ; Champvent,
hamblon, 38, Esun 5*-Cl
unl 49 — llnhod — Honugny,
57, 1; Orges, 50, %; Suscévaz, &6, —
Treywvaznas, 37,— ; Valoyros-s*- Mnnug Vy
Villars-s*-Champvent, 10, 3;
ellos Ia—Molhe, 59, 2; Mollondins, 66, 1;
rrisoules , 20, l, |oley Magnoux, 65, l
Chanéaz, w —; Chavannes-le-Chéne, 80,
—; Chéne-ei-Paquier, k4, 1 : Cronay, 87,
5; Cnarny 49,3; Démorel, 42,1 Don-
noloye, 76, l Mezer ,, 22,25 Prahios, 44,
~—; Rovray, 36 %nlhrs Eponoy, 12, —;
Yvomnd 149, 17

Places d’armes.
Zurich, 16, — ; Thoune, 1.

Aarau, 1, —;

Voici le résultat de la votation, résu-
mée par district :

0UI  NON

Saint-Frangois .
L Cts o 53 %
aint-Laurent 1482 7k
llrlhsuy 289 12
ichy 180 5
hPonxhn:n 9% 5
Vennes . B4 —_—
Chaill; 102 6
Montblesson . . 21 2
Chalet-a-Gobet . 77 10
Montherond . 3 1
‘ernand 30 -_
Cour . 85 1
Totaux : 4383 207

Electeurs inscrits, 9002. — Votauts,
4643.

Elections eomm unales.

Le Comité libéral nous prie d’annoncer
qu'il est étranger a la confection de la
liste soi-disant couservatrice distribuée
hier 2 Pentrée des lieux de vote, pour
I’élection des conseillers communaux.

DEPECHES"

Bale, 17 novembre.
M. Speiser, conservateur, a été nommé
conseiller national par 4323 suffrages.
M. Waulischleger, candidat ouvrier, a
fait 2199 voix.

Paris, 16 novembre.

Aprés D'élection de M. Floguet comme
président définitif de la Chambre, MM. de
Mahy, Develle, Casimir Périer et Peytral
ont été élus vice-présidents.

Outre les projets connus, la déclaration
du gouvernement annoncera des projets
modifiant les droits de succession, exoné-
rant le passif de tous droits et tendant &
rendre la justice plus expéditive et moins
cofiteuse.

Le bruit court dans les couloirs que le
cabinet n’a pas été unanime sur V'oppor-
tunité de Ja ion, et que M. Cons~

Blecteurs
DUSTRICTS werits  OU KON
772 2615 425
307 1780 96
985 981 923
2,0 2283 107
2607 2036 196
93 1852 67
002 5639 253
533 4131 40
75 1896 59
78 9381 168
048 2988 177
036 1924 106
798 2282 163
706 1065 7k
6577 2186 77
967 616 87
507 1059 25
4721 2602 109
3998 3084 A4l
Dy T
Touux: 59888 30386 2063

Il manque les résultats des communes
de Riex, Tolochenaz, Clarmont, Bogis-
Bossey, Chavannes-de-Bogis, Mies, Bavois,
Chavornay, Corcelles, Jonguy, Essert-
Pittet, Suchy et Mathod.

Voici le résultat de la votation par
cantons :

CANTONS oul NON
Zurich 14, 881
Berne 31,
Lug:ema lQ 977
thw | 6!5‘2
Unlerwnld lo-Haut 2
Unurwnld—le-lhs 1,383

laris 1,687
Zoug . . 2460
Fribour, c e 15,253
Bile-Ville . . . 1,126
Bal--Cnmpagne 3,877
Soleurs . 7,628
Schaffhouse . . . 1,139
‘Appenzell (Rh.-ext)) . 6313
Appenzall Rb.int. 2,080

22,308
Gmom —
Argovie 23,608
Thurgovie 7,164

‘essin 8,813
Vaud 2,063
Valais . 13,828
Neuchitel 762
Genéve . .o 8

Totaux : 201,820

Chronique lausannoise.

Voici le résultat pour les bureaux du
cercle de Lausanne :

7

tans, notamment, s'est prononcé contre.

Le 6¢ bureau s’est prononcé pour l'in-
validation de M. du Mesnildot, député de
Valognes. M. du Mesnildot, dans la der-~
niére semaine de la période électorale,
avait fait distribuer aux - électeurs de la
circonscription, avec sa profession de foi
ét ses bulletins de vote, une circulaire
anonyme attaquant la nationalité, la nais-
sance et le nom de son concurrent, M. de
Lagorsse.

Le 41° bureau proposera aussi I'invali-
dation de M. Léouzon-Leduc, député bou-
langiste de la Haute-Vienne.

La révolution du Brésil.

Paris, 16 novembre.

Le ministre des affaires étrangéres n’a-
vait regu samedi a midi, aucune commu-
nication officielle de ses agents au sujet
de la révolution dn Brésil. A la légation
du Brésil, on n’avait recu non plus aucune
communication officielle, mais des avis
venant de pays voisins du Brésil faisaient
incliner les représentants du gouverne-
ment de Rio-Janeiro & considérer comme
trés probable la nouvelle.

Bruxelles, 16 novembre.

D'aprés des dépéches regues par I'Indé~
pendance belge, le mouvement insurrec-
tionnel de Rio-Janeiro ne serait autre
chose qu'un pronunciamento favorisé
par les anciens propriétaires d'esclaves
mécontentés par 'émancipation,

Figure 9: Newspaper with published vote outcome on the front page (Vaud, 1889)
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