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2006 177 144 138 6 68 59 11 - - - - - - - R
Mandate 5 3 2 0 - - - - - - - -
% 81,36%| 87,34%| 3,80% 47,22% 40,97% 7,64% - - - - - - - -
2010 187 158 144 14 81 63 0 - - - - - - - R
Mandate 5 3 2 0 - - - - - - - -
% 84,49%| 91,14%| 8,86% 56,25% 43,75% 0,00% - - - - - - - -
Vergleich +9,03% | +2,78% -7,64 %
2006 558 397 361 36 332 - 29 - - - - - - - -
Mandate 9 9 - 0 - - - - - - - -
% 71,15%| 90,93%| 9,07% 91,97% 8,03% - - - - - - - R
2010 534 426 397 29 397 - 0 - - - - - - - -
Mandate 9 9 - 0 - - - - - - - -
% 79,78%| 93,19%| 6,81% 100,00% 0,00% - - - - - - - R
Vergleich + 8,03 % -8,03 %
2006 1204 1056 940 116 940 - - - 0 - - - - - -
Mandate | 14 14 - - - 0 - - - - - -
% 87,71%| 89,02%| 10,98% 100,00% - - - 0,00% - - - - - _
2010 1225 998 946 52 805 - - - 141 - - - - - R
Mandate | 14 12 - - - 2 - - - - - -
% 81,47%| 94,79%| 5,21% 85,10% - - - 14,90% - - - - - _
Vergleich -14,90 % + 14,90 %
2006 3951 3072 2990 82 1544 473 97 357 276 77 78 79 9 0 0
Mandate | 21 13 3 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 77,75%| 97,33%| 2,67% 51,64% 15,82% 3,24%| 11,94% 9,23%| 2,58% 2,61% 2,64% 0,30% 0,00% 0,00%
2010 4364 3160 3096 64 1842 0 97 532 364 0 0 0 0 208 53
Mandate | 22 15 0 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 1 0
% 72,41%| 97,97%| 2,03% 59,50% 0,00% 3,13%| 17,18% 11,76%| 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 6,72% 1,71%
Vergleich +7,86% | -15,82 % -0,11 %| +5,24 % +253%|-2,58%| -2,61%| -2,64%| -0,30%| +6,72% | +1,71 %
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2006 2288 1914 1842 72 1595 56 50 83 58 - 0 -
Mandate | 17 17 - 0 -
% 83,65%| 96,24%| 3,76% 86,59% 3,04% 2,71% 4,51% 3,15% - 0,00% -
2010 2163 1849 1806 43 1557 0 46 138 35 - 30 -
Mandate | 16 15 0 1 0 - 0 -
% 85,48%| 97,67%| 2,33% 86,21% 0,00% 2,55% 7,64% 1,94% - 1,66% -
Vergleich -0,38%| -3,04% 0,17 %| +3,14 % -1,21 % + 1,66 %
2006 345 295 283 12 283 - - - - - - 0
Mandate 7 7 - - - - - - 0
% 85,51%| 95,93%| 4,07% 100,00% - - - - - - 0,00%
2010 353 320 310 10 261 - - - - - - 49
Mandate 7 6 - - - - - - 1
% 90,65%| 96,88%| 3,13% 84,19% - - - - - - 15,81%
Vergleich -15,81 % +15,81%
2006 54 47 45 2 45 - - - - - - R
Mandate 4 4 - - - - - - -
% 87,04%| 95,74%| 4,26% 100,00% - - - - - - _
2010 51 41 38 3 38 - - - - - - R
Mandate 4 4 - - - - - R _
% 80,39%| 92,68%| 7,32% 100,00% - - - - - R N
Vergleich + 0,00 %
2006 147 141 138 3 138 - - - - - - N
Mandate 5 5 - - - - - - -
% 95,92%| 97,87%| 2,13% 100,00% - - - - - - -
2010 176 147 146 1 146 - - - - - - N
Mandate 5 5 - - - - - - -
% 83,52%| 99,32%| 0,68% 100,00% - - - - - - -
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+ 0,00 %
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100,00%
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100,00%
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100,00%

Vergle

ich

+ 0,00 %

2006
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3
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100,00%

93,75%
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100,00%

2010
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100,00%
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92,44%
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2010

1111

1018
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Vergleich + 0,00 %
2008 454 365 340 25 340 - - - - - - - - - - -
Mandate 8 8 - - - - - - - - - - -
% 80,40%| 93,15%| 6,85% 100,00% - - - - - - - - - - -
2010 535 444 428 16 428 - - - - - - - - - - -
Mandate 9 9 - - - - - - - - - - -
% 82,99%| 96,40%| 3,60% 100,00% - - - - - - - - - - -
Vergleich + 0,00 %
2006 0 0 0 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - -
Mandate 0 0 - - - - - - - - - - -
% 0,00% 0,00%| 0,00% 0,00% - - - - - - - - - - -
2010 7 7 7 0 7 - - - - - - - - - - -
Mandate 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - -
% 100,00%| 100,00%| 0,00% 100,00% - - - - - - - - - - -
Vergleich + 100,00 %
2006 | 13429 | 133| 11063 10411 652 8619 588 187 440 334 77 78 79 9 0 0 0
82,79% 5,65% 1,80% 4,23% 3,21% 0,74% 0,75% 0,76% 0,09% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00%
2010 | 13651 | 134| 11077 10640 437 8884 63 143 670 540 0 0 0 0 238 53 49
83,50% 0,59% 1,34% 6,30% 5,08% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 2,24% 0,50% 0,46%

|GESAMTERGEBNIS: | +0,71% | -506% | -045% [+2,07% | +187% [-0,74%] -0,75% | -0,76% | -0,09% | +2,24% [+0,50 % |+ 0,46 % |




