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Abstract

No event gathers anywhere near the public and media attention as does the United States Presidential Election. Publicity and advertising begins more than a year in advance of election night. Some of the most
discussed topics of the election season are swing states. Since presidential elections are generally won by pretty close margins, the following election could be determined by how a few select states vote. Swing
states are states in which the popular vote Is consistently won by only a few percentage points, so candidates tend to focus their campaign efforts on these regions specifically.

However, as we have learned in the most recent presidential election (2016), many of the largest news outlets were completely wrong in their estimates and forecasts. Very few people predicted the eventual outcome
of the election, and | intend to find out why.

Rather than simply relying on which states could flip, | take data more precisely on a county level of areas that actually did flip. Along with this data, | plan to match and compare it with non-conventional
determinants/characteristics of each swing county. Many news outlets/reporters tended to focus on race, income, religion, or education. Instead, | turned to dominant employment industries and voter
turnout/participation rates.
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