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Figure 1: Estimates of Discrimination Parameters, 1999 to 2006. The results are
based the class-based model using all votes on trade legislation in the Senate.
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Figure 2: Estimates of Ideal Points of Senators on Trade Policy, 1999 to 2006. The
results are based on the class-based model using all votes on trade legislation in the Senate.
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Figure 3: Coefficient Estimates of Class-Based Model Without Land. The results
are based on all votes on trade legislation in the Senate.
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Figure 4: Coefficient Estimates of Industry-Based Model With Disaggregated
Industry Measures. The results are based on all votes on trade legislation in the Senate.
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Figure 5: Coefficient Estimates Based on Passage Votes on Trade Legislation in
the Senate.
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Figure 6: Coefficient Estimates Based on All Votes on Trade Legislation in the
House.
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Figure 7: Coefficient Estimates Based on Passage Votes on Trade Legislation in
the House.
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Figure 8: Posterior Density Plots and Traceplots for Coefficients of the Class-
Based Model, 1987-1994 . The chains converged with the Gelman-Rubin statistics with
1 or very close to 1.
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Figure 9: Posterior Density Plots and Traceplots for Discrimination Parameters
of the Class-Based Model, 1987-1994 . The chains converged with the Gelman-Rubin
statistics with 1 or very close to 1.

10


