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FOREWORD

Each year the Legislative Research Council receives information requests for
miscellaneous facts and figures regarding the Legislature and its committees. This
document compiles some of those miscellaneous facts and figures for the Eighty-sixth
Legislature and compares them with previous Legislatures.

If anyone has any suggestions on additional information that might be included in this
document, please forward your comments to the Legislative Research Council.

David Ortbahn and Marjorie Pirnat of the Legislative Research Council staff compiled and
organized the data for this document.
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2010 ELECTION RESULTS

There were 30 general election contests for House seats and 24 general election contests
for the Senate in 2010. There were also nine primary election contests for the House and
five primary election contests for the Senate. This compares to 35 House general election
contests and 34 Senate general election contests and 20 House primary election contests
and 11 Senate primary election contests in 2008. Ten legislative districts had full
Democratic and Republican slates for the House in the 2010 general election, 21 less than
in 2008. Of the 22 unfilled slates for the House, five were missing two Democratic
candidates, three were missing two Republican candidates, nine were missing one
Democratic candidate and five were missing one Republican candidate. There were 11
Senate races unopposed -- three Democrats were unopposed and eight Republicans were

unopposed.

In the 2010 general election, the voters of the state elected 29 Republicans and six
Democrats to the Senate and 50 Republicans, 19 Democrats, and one Independent to the
House of Representatives. However, one Democratic senator-elect switched parties before
the 2011 Legislature making the total in the Senate 30 Republicans and five Democrats. In
comparison to the 2010 Legislature, the election resulted in a gain of nine seats by the
Republicans in the Senate and a gain of four seats by the Republicans in the House of
Representatives. Table C reviews the political control of the governorship and the
Legislature since 1901. Graphs 1 and 2 show the political control of the House of

Representatives and the Senate since 1957.

Twenty-two of the representatives were elected by five percent or less of the general
election vote. Only one senator had a narrow victory margin of less than five percent.
Twenty-two senators were unopposed or had victory margins of more than 26 percent. The

margins of victory for 2010 are compared with previous elections in Graphs 3 to 5, inclusive.

The election in 2010 resulted in a total of 10 legislators being defeated for reelection -- five
representatives and five senators. Among those defeated, Representative Gerald Lange

had 18 years of legislative service; Representative Quinten Burg had 10 years of legislative



service. The average legislative tenure of senators defeated in a reelection bid was 4.4
years. The average legislative tenure of representatives defeated in a reelection bid was 6.8

years.

There were 13 senators and 22 representatives who did not run for their previous positions.
Four of these senators were term limited and eight representatives could not run for the
House of Representatives because of term limits. Of this group, two senators ran for the
House of Representatives and both were elected. Ten representatives ran for the Senate;
and all were elected. The tenure of the senators not running for reelection was 9.7 years.

The average tenure of the representatives not running for reelection was 6.4 years.

The result was a net loss of 33 legislators from the 2010 session for a legislative turnover
rate of 31 percent. This data is compared with similar data from previous election years in
Table A. Table B compares 2010 with other post-election years as to the amount of

legislative experience lost from the previous legislative term.

Those with at least four terms of legislative service not seeking reelection to the Senate
were: Senator Tom Dempster, 8 years; Senator Dave Knudson, 8 years; Senator Gene
Abdallah, 10 years; Senator Julie Bartling, 10 years; Senator Margaret Gillespie, 10 years;
Senator Ben Nesselhuf, 10 years; Senator Jim Peterson, 10 years; Senator Gary Hanson,
12 years; Senator Scott Heidepriem, 12 years; and Senator Frank Kloucek, 20 years.
Senators Abdallah, Dempster, Kloucek, and Knudson could not be reelected to the Senate

because of term limits.

Those with at least four terms of legislative service not seeking reelection to the House of
Representatives were: Representative Joni Cutler, 8 years; Representative Thomas
Deadrick, 8 years; Representative Ed McLaughlin, 8 years; Representative Ryan Olson, 8
years; Representative Tim Rave, 8 years; Representative Tim Rounds, 8 years;
Representative Bill Thompson, 8 years; Representative Bill Van Gerpen, 8 years; and
Representative J.E. "Jim" Putnam, 23 years. Representatives Cutler, Deadrick, McLaughlin,
Olson, Putnam, Rave, Rounds, and Thompson could not be reelected to the House of

Representatives because of term limits.
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TABLE A

LEGISLATIVE TURNOVER

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

Senate
Number of senators not
running for reelection 13 13 12 5 11 13

Average tenure in years of senators
not running for reelection 13 9.6 11 11.6 115 9.7

Number of senators defeated
in reelection bid 1 2 2 6 5 5

Average tenure in years of senators
defeated in reelection bid 4 6 4 7.6 6 4.4

Total number of senators
not returning 14 15 14 11 16 18

Average tenure of senators
not returning 12.4 10 10 9.5 9.8 8.2

House
Number of representatives not
running for reelection to the House 29 20 19 15 32 22

Average tenure in years of
representatives not running
for reelection to the House 10.1 6.6 5.6 7.6 6.9 6.4

Number of representatives
defeated in reelection bid 7 5 4 6 2 5

Average tenure in years of
representatives defeated
in reelection bid 2.6 3.2 2.3 5 11 6.8

Total number of representatives
not returning to the House 36 25 23 21 34 27

Average tenure in years of
representatives not returning
to the House 8.6 5.9 5.0 6.9 7.1 6.5

Total Legislature
Number of representatives
elected to Senate 10 9 8 2 10 10

Number of senators elected to House 5 1 1 1 1 2

Total number of legislators
not returning 35 30 28 29 39 33

Percent of legislator turnover 33% 29% 27% 28% 37% 31%



TABLEB

NUMBER OF TERMS SERVED BY INCUMBENT LEGISLATORS

NOT RETURNING TO LEGISLATURE

Senate
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TABLE C

POLITICAL CONTROL OF S.D. GOVERNORSHIP & LEGISLATURE (1901-2011)

GOVERNOR SENATE HOUSE
YEAR REP. DEM. REP. DEM. Others | REP. DEM. Others
1901 X 39 1 5|79 5 3
1903 X 41 3 1176 6 5
1905 X 41 2 2| 87 2
1907 X 38 7 80 9
1909 X 39 6 95 9
1911 X 33 11 1199 4 1
1913 X 33 11 1] 88 14 1
1915 X 35 10 85 18
1917 X 35 10 91 12
1919 X 43 2 90 10 3
1921 X 44 1 94 4 5
1923 X 34 9 2|84 10 9
1925 X 34 10 1]85 11 7
1927 X 29 16 81 21 1
1929 X 33 12 83 20
1931 X 31 14 79 24
1933 X 16 29 33 70
1935 X 14 31 40 63
1937 X 22 23 66 37
1939 X 30 5 62 13
1941 X 31 4 65 10
1943 X 31 4 69 6
1945 X 35 0 72 3
1947 X 35 0 71 4
1949 X 27 8 64 11
1951 X 29 6 66 9
1953 X 35 0 73 2
1955 X 29 6 57 18
1957 X 18 17 48 27
1959 X 15 20 43 32
1961 X 23 12 57 18
1963 X 26 9 58 17
1965 X 18 16 1|45 30
1967 X 29 6 64 11
1969 X 27 8 59 16
1971 X 24 11 46 29
1973 X 17 18 35 35
1975 X 16 19 37 33
1977 X 24 11 48 22
1979 X 24 11 48 22
1981 X 25 10 49 21
1983 X 26 9 54 16
1985 X 25 10 57 13
1987 X 24 11 48 22
1988 X 25 10 48 22
1989 X 20 15 46 24
1991 X 18 17 45 25
1993 X 15 20 42 28
1995 X 19 16 46 24
1997 X 22 13 48 22
1999 X 22 13 51 19
2001 X 24 11 50 20
2003 X 26 9 49 21
2005 X 25 10 51 19
2007 X 20 15 50 20
2009 X 21 14 46 24
2011 X 30 5 50 19 1




THE EIGHTY-SIXTH LEGISLATURE

AGE

The age of legislators serving in the Eighty-sixth Legislature was slightly older than those
legislators serving in the 2009-2010 legislative term. In 2011, 14 legislators (13.3%) were
between twenty-four and thirty-five years of age; 18 legislators (17.1%) were thirty-six to
forty-five; 18 legislators (17.1%) were forty-six to fifty-five; 31 legislators (29.5%) were

fifty-six to sixty-five; and 24 legislators (22.9%) were sixty-six years of age or older.

By comparison, 16 legislators of the Eighty-fourth Legislature were between twenty-four and
thirty-five years of age; 16 legislators were thirty-six to forty-five; 20 legislators were forty-six
to fifty-five; 38 legislators were fifty-six to sixty-five; and 15 legislators were sixty-six years of

age or older.

The Eighty-sixth Legislature is compared to previous legislative terms in Graphs 6 to 8.
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GENDER

Twenty-one women were elected to serve in the 2011-2012 legislative term. This was the

same number of women that had served in the 2010 Legislature. The 14 women

representatives and seven women senators make up 20.0 percent of the total Legislature.

Across the United States in 2011,

23.4 percent of the state lawmakers were women. Table

D shows the number of women that have served in the Legislature since 1923.
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TABLE D

NUMBER OF WOMEN LEGISLATORS

Year House Senate
1923 1 0
1925 4 0
1927 1 0
1929 0 0
1931 0 0
1933 1 0
1935 0 0
1937 0 1
1939 1 0
1941 0 0
1943 0 0
1945 0 0
1947 0 0
1949 0 0
1951 1 0
1953 3 0
1955 2 0
1957 1 0
1959 2 0
1961 3 0
1963 2 0
1964 2 0
1965 3 0
1967-68 2 0
1969-70 2 0
1971-72 3 0
1973-74 4 1
1975-76 7 5
1977-78 8 2
1979-80 6 3
1981-82 8 3
1983-84 12 3
1985-86 11 4
1987 16 5
1988 17 5
1989 13 8
1990 13 7
1991-92 15 11
1993-94 14 7
1995 14 5
1996 14 6
1997-98 13 5
1999 9 5
2000 10 5
2001 11 5
2002 11 6
2003-04 13 4
2005-06 14 3
2007-08 13 5
2009 13 7
2010 14 7
2011 14 7

NOTE: First woman legislator: Representative Gladys Pyle (Beadle) (1923)
First woman senator: Senator Jesse Saunders (Pennington) (1937)
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EDUCATION

The educational background of the Eighty-sixth Legislature is displayed and compared to

previous legislative terms in the following graphs.

GRAPH 11
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OCCUPATION

Four senators in the 2011 Senate (11%) were engaged in farming, ranching, or other form
of agribusiness. Seventeen (49%) of the senators were engaged in business and five (14%)
of the senators were engaged in professions. Six of the senators (17%) were retired or
semi-retired from their occupations. This occupational data is compared with previous years
in Graph 15.

GRAPH 15
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Twenty-five representatives in the 2011 House of Representatives (36%) were engaged in
business. Fifteen of the representatives (21%) were farmers, ranchers, or otherwise
involved in agribusiness. Eleven of the representatives (16%) were engaged in professions.
Thirteen of the House members (19%) were retired or semi-retired from their occupations.

The occupational data is compared with previous years in Graph 16.
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GRAPH 16
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TENURE

The 2011 Senate included 18 new senators. Thirteen of the new members had previous
legislative experience. Ten of these new Senate members were representatives in 2010.

The new senators comprised 51 percent of the entire Senate membership.

The average length of legislative service prior to 2011 by all senators was 5.8 years. The
Republicans had an average of 6.1 years of prior legislative service, and the Democrats'
average prior legislative service was 4.4 years. The greatest length of prior legislative
service by a senator was 23 years. This data is compared with data from previous

legislative terms in Table E and Graph 18.
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GRAPH 17
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Twenty-seven new representatives served in the 2011 House of Representatives. For 20, it
was their first experience as legislators. Seven had served in the Legislature in the past.
Two of the new House members were senators in 2010. These new representatives
comprised 39 percent of the entire House of Representatives membership. Twenty-two of

the representatives were beginning their second term and 9 were beginning their third term.

The average length of prior legislative service of all House members was 3.7 years. The
Democrats had an average of 5.4 years of prior legislative service and the Republicans'
average prior legislative service was 3.1 years. The greatest length of prior legislative
service by a representative was 20 years. This data is compared with data from previous

legislative terms in Table F and Graph 19.
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TABLE E

PRIOR LEGISLATIVE SERVICE OF SENATE MEMBERS
(in years)

1999-2000 2001-2002 2003-2004 2005-2006 2007-2008 2009-2010 2011-2012

Average prior
legislative service
per senator 7.7 7.4 6.5 6.3 6.2 5.7 5.8

Senate Democrats
average prior
legislative service 8.0 9.8 10.9 6.8 5.3 6.6 4.4

Senate Republicans
average prior

legislative service 7.5 6.2 4.9 6.1 6.8 5.0 6.1

Greatest length of prior

legislative service 28 22 20 14 16 18 23
GRAPH 18
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