COMPARATIVE POLITICS

Institutions of
Participation and
Representation In

Democracies




INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS AND KEY
QUESTIONS

Orvis and Drogus suggest that virtually all
[democratic] regimes allow some degree of
participation and representation, if only to
shore up their own legitimacy or at least the
appearance of it.
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We can have democracy in this
~country, or we can have great
wealth concentrated in the hands
j: of a few, but

we can't have both.
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IS."DEMOCRACY".
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Regimes differ
dramatically,
however, in the
degree to which
they seek to "=
control and limit "\ AFORM OF/

. . . REPRESENTATIVE DEMOCRAGY
participation and

representation.




COMPARATIVE POLITICS

Elite theorists argue that modern electoral
democracies in reality give limited power to those in
marginalized

positions; elites dominate
the national discourse,
control major institutions,
and influence voters more
than voters influence who
is in office.

PVE SAID IT BEFORE AND I'LL SAY IT AGAIN,

DEMOCRACY SIMPLY
DOESNT-WORK-
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Another question regarding participation and
representation: Why do people participate in
politics in the first place?

Democracy is not a spectator sport,
it's a participatory event. If we don't
participate init, it ceases to be a
democracy.

— Michael Mesre —
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Democracies must Individuals are
resolve this unwilling to engage
collective action In a particular
problem: activity because of

their rational belief

Democracy has proved only that the that thel r Ind IVId ual
Kidalineload)  octions will have
ruling themselveps. Oﬁwce théy besllieve Ilttle or no
that, thsy make wlonderfully effeCtyet When
submissive slaves. they a” fall tO aCt, a”
suffer adverse

consequences.
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A fix?

Political
Institutions can
help overcome
the collective
action problem.

All political institutions are
manifestations and materializations
of power; they petrify and decay as

soon as the living power of the

people ceases to uphold them.
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A final important question: What influence do
Institutions (electoral and party systems) have
on political leaders behavior? What incentives
do they give leaders? Do these incentives
encourage leaders to promote more
participation and representation, or less?

Political leaders or governments owe
their position partly to force and partly
to popular election. They cannot be
regarded as representative of best
elements, morally or intellectually, in

their respective nations.

— Albert Ecnstein —

AZQUOTES
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The Electoral System

Electoral Systems - Formal, legal mechanisms
that translate votes into control over political
offices and shares of political power.
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ELECTORAL
SYSTEMS AND
PARTY SYSTEMS

A STUDY OF TWENTY-SEVEN
DEMOCRACIES, 1945-1990
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HOW TO STEAL AN ELECTION

Single-Member 1 ] .
District (SMD) SENEN !ﬂ

sEus
Electoral system in
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Plurality Voting, RN
Explained The receipt of the

most votes, but
not necessarily a
majority.

electionscience.org
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“First Past the Post” (FPTP)

An SMD system in which the candidate with a
plurality of votes wins.

The red candidate wins
with 32% of the votes

...but 68% of votes were
for the other candidates

First Past The Post (FPTP)
This is a majority voting system in which the ‘winner takes all
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Virtual Representation

When voters’ views are represented indirectly in
the legislature by their chosen party’s
candidates who have been elected in districts
other than their own.

In England the practice of "virtual”
representation provided reasonably
well for the actual representation of

the major interests of the society,

and it raised no widespread

objection.

) )
— Bernard Bai Jyn. —
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Proportional Representation

Electoral system in which seats in a legislature
are apportioned on a purely proportional
basis, giving each party the share of seats
that matches its share of the total vote.

PROPORTIONAL
REPRESENTATION

\ /  /

PROPORTION OF VOTING PROPORTION OF

VOTES SYSTEM SEATS
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Mixed, or Semiproportional

An electoral system that combines single-
member district representation with overall
proportionality in allocation of legislative seats
to parties; Germany is a key example.
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Formal Institutions:

Political Parties and Party Systems
Party Systems - the

number of parties
and their relative
Institutional strength

PoLTiCAL PARTIES
PARTY SYSTEMS
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Clientelism

The exchange of
material
resources for
political support.
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Populism

Populist Parties \») ResearcH
A political “style” or DEMOS research finds
: four types of populism in
IdeOIOgy European political parties

emphasizing a
united “people”
pitted against
corrupt elites,
denying divisions
among the people,
and often led by a




COMPARATIVE POLITICS

Dominant-Party
Dominant Party System System

 The same party consistently gains a sufficient

number of seats in the parliament to stay in power Pa rty SyStem N Wh ICh
for long periods of time. mu |t| ple pa rties
Other parties are allowed to exist and participate eXlSt but the same
in elections but have limited influence. .
o o e daminant st [vses Conaart & one wins every
n some cases a dominant part loses support and .
becomes a competitor in a multy party system. election and
Examples: Peoples Action Party in Singapore, gove rns
Congress Party in India .

continuously.
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Two-Party System  existing *W‘";';;'ST“"E'A"
Party system in which t“.u;.:r;.::l:ﬂ:nte \

Only one

only two parties are f“‘“" power  How the i

{loser gets
able to garner two-party nothing)
enough votes towin  Fewerparties  System

: flourish perpetuates
an election, though ‘ itself
Strategi
more may compete; . N '.r::;l_t:lng“:ndte X
. . c v r e "was
the United ngdom support discourages ::fttl:::ﬁﬁu;:.w vote' theory

and United States formation “ do not view

of minor as viable

are key examples. turties
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Multiparty System

Party systems in
which more than
two parties could

* Provides broader " Cause parties to form potentially win a

representation of the coalitions, which can

people. dissolve easily. national election

More responsive to the = Failure of coalitions d
will of the people. can cause instability in an gOvern'

government.

Multiparty Systems

= Give voters more
choices at the polls.
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Duverger’'s Law
Institutionalist argument by French political scientist
Maurice Duverger
that SMD electoral US Political Duopoly
systems will produce e
two major parties,
eliminating smaller
parties.
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Civil Society

Social Capital - Social networks and norms of
reciprocity that are important for a strong civil
society.
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Interest Group Pluralism

Interest group system in which many groups exist to
represent particular
interests and the
government remains
officially neutral ~>
among them,; -
the United States is a g,,f.;.i.'ﬁ:ﬁi}i#{‘;ﬂ.,..p <2
key example. ' Ll A rmesuman i
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Neocorporatism

Also called societal corporatism; corporatism
that evolves historically and voluntarily rather
than being mandated by the state; Germany is
a key example.

Fascism should rightly be called Corporatism,
as it is the merger of corporate and
government power.

(Benito Mussolini)

izquofes.com
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Peak Associations
Organizations that bring together all interest groups
In a particular

sector to influence and
negotiate agreements
with the state;

In the United States,

an example is the AFL-CIO.

BEFORE UNIONS CAME ALONG,

DAY WAS “BRING YOUR

CHILD TO WORK DAY.”

AFL-CIO
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State Corporations
Corporatism mandated by the state; common in

fascist regimes.

The corporate State considers that private
enterprise in the sphere of production is the
most effective and useful instrument in the

interest of the nation. In view of the fact

that private organisation of production is a
function of national concern, the organiser

of the enterprise is responsible to the State
for the direction given to production.

— Benide Musssline —

AZ QUOTES
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Concluding Thoughts and Questions...
Citizen participation and
representation

are at the heart -
of democracy, which leferent t es Of

deally gives each  Citizen Particigation
citizen equal voice L,

and power. VOTE

This is a basic questlon that we must look at
when understanding a country’s government.
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The reality is that
| don't often participate no set of
Institutions can
translate
participation
Into
representation
and power in a
way that treats

ey
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But when

ldo |l expect a i |]U"
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The most fundamental question about institutions of

participation and representation is which system,

if any,

facilitates greater
participation and
better
representation.

ELECTION DAY

—— w-‘

P.T.A. MEETING

iPHONE RELEASE DAY

TS
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Those systems that are more open to diverse
organizations and viewpoints seem to create

greater participation: Dingmetaila plofn
aren't you participating ???
1. Multiparty Systems ;
2. PR Electoral Systems Va un
3. Pluralist Interest-Group @#* | -- _ 4

: o J'"
- iy - %

Systems © (7 InsTiTuTIONS T CMIZENSE
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AM I THE ONLY ONE AROUND

Fy

HERE |
\ 4 | L.

“T was educated once —
it took me years to get over it.”

- Mark Twain

THAT THINKS BOTH ni'mqg_:_._l_gnnms ARE BAD
FOR THE[COUNTRYJJTHAT BOTH[HAVE DONE BAD
J0BS WHEN|IN'OFFICE2R

¥ -

Institutions that allow much
representation of diverse
Interests often make it more

T
]
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Institutions affect YEAHIEYOU'COULD'DO'YOUR 10BS

representation
and participation
of marginalized
groups even
more that they do
average citizens.

THAT,DBEGREAT
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Ethnic or racial minorities and women are often
unrepresented in large, catch-all parties or
interest groups controlled primarily by the
dominant groups in a society.

"ONE FAILED ATTEMPT AT.A SHOE BOMB, AND WEALL
TAKE OFF I]UHJEI![I_IES AT THE AIRPORT.

L
¥ tr, Tt
e L]

THIRTY-ONE SCHOOL SHOOTINGS SINCE COLUMBINE
AND NO CHANGE IN THE REGULATION OF GUNS."
JOHN OLIVER cikalsh
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ELITISM PLURALISM

rules?” question N

goes back to the l I
classic debate * (, A e
between I
pluralists and % MM I

elite theorists:
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Do modern democracies really provide
government in which average citizens have
effective power, or do elites’ abilities to gain
direct access to decision-makers, shape the
political agenda, and influence (or control) key
institutions mean that they really rule?

< Second Thought ] Q

HOME VIDEOS PLAYLISTS COMMUNITY CHAN

Why The US Is Not A
Democracy

306K views - 1 month ago
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So, what do citizens

MEMEE’ &%%Tgﬁ do when they find
WAHS%FEWH‘I that available

parties, interest
groups, and other
institutions fail to
represent them
adequately?
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.

Well, then they may
choose to make
demands outside
institutions’
bounds, the realm
of what
comparativists
refer to as
“contentious
politics.”




