


partisan composition of the legislature responds to changes
in voter preferences. Although closely related concepts
exist — including the competitiveness of the electoral
system, the probability that an incumbent will lose a
reelection bid, the frequency of marginal seats, and the
swing ratio — we find electoral responsiveness to be the
most direct representation of the relevant theoretical
concept of interest. Our empirical results indicate that
redistricting (whether partisan or bipartisan) tends, on
average, to increase electoral responsiveness. Redistricting
does this by shaking up the political system and creating
high levels of uncertainty for all participants. Moreover,
when redistricters draw lines by jointly maximizing the
advantages to their party and their incumbents, they create
additional uncertainty, and also produce a direct increase in
responsiveness by attempting to gain partisan advantage by
creating more districts with smaller likely victory margins.

Partisan bias is the degree to which an electoral
system unfairly favors one political party in the translation
of statewide (or nationwide) votes into the partisan division
of the legislature. Politicians, journalists, some judges, and
many political scientists believe that political parties in
control of redistricting produce sizable effects on the degree
of partisan bias in the electoral system, resulting in impor-
tant political consequences. But this bias tends to be smaller
than what would be expected if there were no redistricting
at all.
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