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Measure institutions on majoritarian-consensus line 

Definition of democracy 

 1 majority        2 

 2 largest majority possible 

10 differences, 2 clusters 

Explanation of 2 clusters: federal, 2 shortcomings, solution  3 

No new distinction of 2 types of democracies    5 

Current view of consensus type (3)      6 

Plan per chapter        7 
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Woodrow Wilson, exported model 
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 UK 1. one-party executive, few exceptions 

  2. cabinet > parliament, 2 conditions, cause = two-party system 

  3. two-party system, periods, one-dimensional 

  4. majoritarian election-system, disproportions, benefits, PR-trend 

  5. interest group pluralism, exception, 2 reasons 

  6. centralized gov., (4), 2 exceptions 

  7. unicameral legisl., deviation, near-unicameralism 

  8. constitutional flexibility 

  9. no judicial review, 2 exceptions 

  10. dependent central bank 
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Majoritarian = undemocratic (Lewis) 
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Homogeneous vs heterogeneous societies     32 
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1. broad coalition cabinets, magic formula S, B linguistic groups 

2. exc.-legisl. balance, S separation, B give-and-take 
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3. multiparty system, S, B, plural societies, S, B 

4. PR 

5. interest group corporatism, liberal corp., 3 elements, S 

6. decentralized gov., S, B 

7. bicameralism, 2 conditions, S, B weak bicameralism 

8. constitutional rigidity, S, B 

9. judicial review, deviation S, B 

10. independent central bank, S, B 

EU (institutions)       42 

 1.   broad coalition cabinets, commission 

2. exc.-legisl. balance, commission, council 

3. multiparty system, in parliament, fragmentation 

4. PR, parliament, method (2) 

5. interest group corporatism, trend to corporatism 

6. decentralized gov. 

7. bicameralism, 2 criteria, council > parliament 

8. constitutional rigidity, 1957, unanimity 

9. judicial review, European Court of Justice, creative approach 

10. independent central bank, 1998, political deal 
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1945 (or +) – 1996 
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 Dahl, Lincoln 

Criterion 1: democracy in 1996, Freedom House    49 

4 borderline cases       50 

  right to vote not so early, small states     52 
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1
: stable democracies in 1996 (2 reasons): 20 years, 19 years 53 

 Interrupted democracies, democracies excluded, “but” 

°Diverse democracies, 3 waves of democratization (Huntington)  55 

 First group (1940 democratic)     57 

 + diversity 

  Degree of societal division (5 shortcomings, 3 comments) 

  Socioeconomic development (HDI)    59 

  Population sizes      60 
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 Correlations 
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Cabinet (ch.6) 

 Typical, best correlation 

 Classification of cabinets, definitional problems 

� party system, 2
nd

 best correlation    63 

two-party system, 2 direct benefits, but contradiction 

   indirect advantage, but   64 

°Effective Number of Parties       65 

Solution (Sartori, 3, relevant parties), + rules for counting 

But (2)         66 

Solution (Blondel, number + size) 

4 categories, but       67 

Solution (Laakso, Taagepera, N, index of fragmentation)    

 68 

°Closely Allied Parties [2->1]      69 

 Definition: party, but 

 4 criteria, +        70 

 But         71 

 Solution 

°Factionalized Parties [1->2]       72 

 Parties not unitary, as separate parties 

 Challenge        73 

 Solution 

°The Party Systems of Thirty-Six Democracies    74 

 Mean 

 Range         75 

 Trends 

°The Issue Dimension of Partisan Conflict     78 

 How to determine? (4 guidelines) 

 7 dimensions (H/M)        79 

  (1) Socioeconomic 

  (2) Religious       82 

  (3) Cultural-ethnic      83 

  (4) Urban-rural      84 

  (5) Regime support      85 

  (6) Foreign policy 

  (7) Postmaterialist      86 

°Issue Dimensions and Party Systems     87 

 Number of issue dimensions 

 Expected link (2) 

 Correlation N and I       88 

 Formula (3, +)        89 
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One-party majority vs broad multiparty (most important, best correlated) 

2 differences (number, parliamentary support base) 

 Minimal winning cabinets 

 Oversized cabinets 

 Minority, undersized cabinets 

°Coalition Theories        91 

 Confidence from Parliament 

 Predictions (easy when 1 majority party) 

1. Minimal winning coalitions    92 

a. Parties maximize power 

b. Majority party, no majority party   93 

2. Minimum size coalitions 

a. Full power-maximization theory 

b. One prediction     94 

3. Smallest-number-of-parties coalitions 

a. “Bargaining proposition”, few parties 

4. Minimal range coalitions 

a. Minimizing number of “spaces“ (=Mwc+) 

5. Minimal connected winning coalitions   95 

 a.   adjacent on policy scale + devoid unnecessary partners 

 b.   neighbors 

6. Policy-variable coalitions 

 a.   impose policies (legislative) > holding executive 

 b.   core party = median party, pivotal party 
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 Policy-based theories > policy-blind theories 
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  Time perspective 

  Information effect -> incertainty 
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  Defend country      100 

 Minority coalitions, institutional features 
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 Genuine minority cabinets (11%) 

 “Majority governments in disguise” (89%) 

 +, +, -> consensus model 

°Presidential Cabinets 

 2 adjustments 
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  Presidents need legislative support only for proposed laws 105 

  Presidents are one-person, one-party cabinets 

°Unusual Cabinets         106 

 Austria: Mwc over 80% -> oversized coalition 

 US: Token ministers must be ignored     107 

 Japan: Mwc with “partial coalition” -> minority cabinets  108 

°Cabinets in Thirty-Six Democracies      109 

 Overall degree of majoritarianism 

 2 groups on the majoritarian side     110 

°Cabinets and Party Systems       112 

 Relationship: effective number of parties in Parl. / majoritarianism  

°Addendum: Prime Ministerial Power     113 

 Power of prime minister in cabinet 

 Presidential systems 
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 Presidents are elected 

 Collective vs one-person executives     118 
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semi-presidential problem + France, Finland, Israel    121 

°Additional Parliamentary-Presidential Contrasts (but irrelevant)  124 

 Compatibilities vs incompatibilities     125 

 Right to dissolve Parliament 

 Head of State vs Head of Government    126 

°Separation of Power and Balance of Power     127 

 Parliamentary-Presidential is NOT Executive-Legislative relationship 

 Presidential Powers (3 sources) 

  Constitutional powers 

  Partisan support      128 

  Popular election 

 Dependence when based on party support 

 More stable when based on constitutional powers 
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 Parliamentary systems: cabinet durability (Dodd) 

 Cabinet instability is NOT regime instability (+) 

 2 alternatives to determine start and end of cabinets   131 

  Partisan composition as sole criterion 
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Plurality and majority district methods 
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+ few changes 
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  1. Electoral formula      146 

   Plurality rule, Majority formulas (3) 
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   Semiproportional formulas (2)   149 

   No change of formula, exceptions 

  2. °District Magnitude      150 

   Definition 

   Single-member and multimember districts 

   2 reasons for importance 

    Strong influence on disproportionality (opposite directions) 

    Strong impact because varies greatly in PR 152 

   + two levels of districts when PR 

  3. °Electoral Thresholds     153 

   Definition 

   2 ways of barrier, formula 

  °Other Electoral System Attributes    154 

   4. Size of body to be elected, 2 reasons 

    Legislatures with less than 100 representatives 

    Nb of Representatives=Cube root of population 

   5. Presidential Systems    155 

    Effect of effective nb of parliamentary parties 

   6. Malapportionment     156 

    Definition: single-member and multimember districts 

    + possible elimination 

    Rural overrepresentation 

   7. Interparty electoral links    157 

    Definition 

    = apparentement, reduces disproportionality 

°Degrees of Disproportionality 

 Measurement of overall disproportionality 
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  Summing up 

  Index of disproportionality (Gallagher)   158  

  Problem when two sets of votes 

°Electoral Disproportionality in Presidential Democracies   159 

 Important election, tunout levels, disproportional 

 Higher disproportionality      161 

 Geometric mean 

°Degrees of Disproportionality in Thirty-Six Democracies   163 

 Line: PR vs plurality, majority systems, + (p.164) 

°Electoral Systems and Party Systems     165 

 Duverger: plurality methods -> two-party system 

  Mechanical and psychological factors 

 Rae: links between electoral and party systems, all electoral systems 

  Disproportionality 

  Reduction of effective parliamentary parties 

  Minority of votes -> majority pf seats (possible in every system) 

  + stronger tendency in plurality, majority than PR  167 

 + Rae: manufactured majority, earned majority, natural minority 

 Statistical link: Electoral Disprop.and Nb of eff. Parl. Parties 168 

  + gap between 5 and 8 percent    170 

� 2 groups: 

o most of PR + Japan 

o plurality, majotity, impure PR (Greece, Spain), presidential 
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   Interest group system with monopolistic peak organizations 

    (corporatism (‘)) 

Incorporation of interest groups into the process of policy 

formation (concertation) 

Corporatism (‘) is: (Schmitter)    172 

 1. large and few interests goups 

 2. coordinated into peak organizations 

Concertation is : 

 3. regular consultation 

 4. comprehensive agreements, tripartite pacts 

+ ideology of social partnership (Katzenstein) 

Pluralism: 1. Multiplicity of small groups 

  2. absence or weakness of peak organizations 

  3. little or no tripartite consultation 

  4. absence of tripartite pacts 

°The Decline of Corporatism?      173 
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 Since 70ties:  corporatism seems more effective 

More recently: corporatism in decline  

But, more precisely:  efficacy of corporatist structures and frequency 

  is declining, 

it’s only a matter of gedree, 

no overall decline in democracies, 174 

developing onto new areas, 

growth of corporatism in small countries, 

shift: social -> liberal corporatism 175 

   +corporatism: continuity with periodic demise and resurrection 

°Degrees of Pluralism and Corporatism in Thirty-Six Democracies 

 Measure this degree 

 Problems (5)        176 

  Solution: eight basic aspects, five-point scale, 2 periods 

 Problem: 12 developing countries (2)     178 

  Solution: judgments by area experts 

 Description of results       180 

°Interest Group Systems, Party Systems, and Cabinet Types   181 

 No clear connection “type of interest groups” to other 4 variables 
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 Outliers, Italy        182 
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 Primary characteristics = components, definitions of federalism (5) 

 Secondary Characteristics = guarantators (3)    187 

 Fivefold classification:      188 

  Federal vs Unitary 

  Centralized vs Decentralized 

  + intermediate category (semi-federal) 

 Description of results       189 

  Federal       190 

  Unitary 

  Semi-federal (Dahl)      191 

°Other Indicators of federalism and Decentralization 

 Measure by total tax receipts      192 

 Institutional autonomy index (Lane, Ersson)    194 

  -> validation of results found by Lijphart   195 
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 Federalism in: Largest countries 

   Plural societies 

 Congruent vs incongruent federalism (Tarlton) 
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 But: in practice 
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