Kvantitativni pristupy ke
studiu stranickych systému




Pocet stran

- 3 hlavni pristupy

1. Sartoriho koncepf
relevantnich stran"

2. Matematicke formule
3. Arbitrarni rozhodnuti




RaeUv index frakcionalizace

- Douglas Rae
- 2 kritéria:
- PocCet stran
- Velikost stran

- F=1-2 (31)2
- Max. = T(velké mnozstvi stran)
- Min. =0 (jedna strana)



- S5stran: A, B, C,D, E
~ Kazdd ze stran zisk 20 % manddato
- Vysledek: 22222



- F=1-(0,2%+0,2%+0,2%+ 0,2%+ 0,29
- F=1-(0,04+ 0,04+ 0,04+ 0,04+ 0,04)
- F=1-02=08



Priklad: CR — volby do PSP CR 2013

~ CSSD: 50 mandatd
-  ANO: 47

- TOP 09: 26

- ODS:16

~ KSCM:33

- KDU-CSL: 14

~  Usvit: 14



- F=1-(0,25%"0,24?" 0,132 0,08%* 0,17%* 0,07%* 0,07?)
- F=1-(0,0625+0,0552+0,0169+0,0064+0,0272+0,0049+0,0049)
- F=1-0,178 =0,822



Priklad: CR — volby do PSP CR 2017

- ANO: /8

-~ ODS:25

- Pirdti: 22

-  SPD: 20

~ KSCM:15
-~ CSSD: 15
~ KDU-CSL: 10
- TOPOQ09:7
~ STAN: 6



Efektivni pocet stran

- Laakso, Taagepera 1979
N=1/1"_ PIQ,

- Snadnéjsi interpretace



- B 15 %
— G 15 %
D 15 %
— B 15 %

0,16+0,0225+0,0225+0,0225+0,022
5=1

ENP=1:025=4

ENP =1:0,5144 =1,9

— A, 70 %
- B 10 %
- Corii 8 %
= D 8 %

e 4%



olinaruv index

- ENP stejny pro systém
- 2strany (51 % a 49 % )
- vice stran (prvni 70 % a 6 stran s 5%)
~ Juan Molinar 1991
-~ Lépe odrdzi tfi prvky stranickych systému
1. Velikost vitézné strany
2. Rozdil mezi dvéma nejvétsimi stranami

3. Stupen koncentrace mensich stran



olinaruv index

N=1/1"_ P2 (ENP)



Polarizace

- |deologickd vzddlenost mezi stranami

- Zpravidla na skdle levice-pravice
~ podstata stranickych systému (Sani and Sartori 1983)

- 3 metody
1. Expert surveys-judgments (Castles, Mair 1984)
- Chapel Hill Expert Survey (od 1999 cca kazdé 4 roky)
2. PrOzkumy mezi volici &i elitami stran
3. Obsahovd analyza stranickych dokumenty
- Comparative manifesto project



General Questions on European Integration

Q1: How would you describe the GENERAL POSITION ONM EUROPEAN INTEGRATIOM

that the party leadership took during 20197
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Q9: During 2024, how important or SALIENT were LIBERTARIAN/TRADITIONAL issues to the parties
4

2024 Chapel Hill Expert Survey - Czech Republic
in their public stance?




SciencesPo

2024 Chapel Hill Expert Survey - Czech Republic

Q10: And finally, please tick the box that best describes each party’s OVERALL IDEOLOGY on a

scale ranging from 0 (extreme left) to 10 (extreme right).

J§;
- |

O0O00000000O0
O0O00000O000O0 i

ANO

00000000000 5
Q0000000000 -
O000000000O0-
O000000000O0 =«
O000000000O0 -
Q0000000000 i
00000000000 -
Q0000000000 -
O000000000O0 -
O000000000O0 -



SciencesPo
2024 Chapel Hill Expert Survey - Czech Republic
Q8: Some parties may BLUR positions, by taking vague, ambiguous, or contradictory stances on

libertarian/traditional issues. During 2024, how BLURRY was each party’s position on
LIBERTARIAN/TRADITIONAL issues?
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Figure 5: The Czech Republic’s Party System, 2007 and 2014
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EU integration:
® opposed *® infavor * neutral
Graphs by tima point of evaluation
From Competition to Polarization: How Populists Change Party Systems to
Concentrate Power. Milada Anna Vachudova University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill 22 October 2017




Volatilita (tekavost)

- Electoral volatility
-~ POv. pfirodni védy

-~ Analyza presunuU voli¢ské podpory pro jednotlivé
strany v Case (volby)



2 Urovné analyzy

- Individudlini (hrubd volatilita,
gross volatility)

1. party switching
2. overall volaftility
3. fotal volatility
- Agregovand (Cista
volatilita)
~ tzv. PedersenUv index



Pedersenuyv index

- Predchozi prace
= Rose and Urwin (1970)
- Asher and Tarrow (1975)

- MEéritko pro presuny volebni podpory pro polifické
strany mezi volbami

A pit _ pi’r ) pi’r—l

- TNC'=% ° A pifl
= TINC =total net change

- V="7,%TNC
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35 33 23 24
16 18 25 22
23 11 29 23
11 13 10 15

1984: (5+3+2+12+2) /2 =12
1988: (7+15+7+18+3) /2 =25

1992: (3+1+3+6+5) /2=9



vV
KDU-CSL
Usvit
Ostatni

22,1
20,2

16,7
11,3
10,9

18,8

20,5
/.7

18,7
12,0
14,9

6.8
6,9
12,5



Hrubd vs. Cista volatilita

- Vztah neni zcela zAvisly
- Vysokd hrubd voldatilita a souCasné nizka Cistd volatilita

» teoretickd moznost: nulovd Cistd volatilita, ale 100% hrubd volatilita

= dokonaly bipartismus: obé strany si vyméni volice, ale volebni zisky zUstanou
shodné

-V praxi: vysoky stupen korelace



Empirickeé studie

= Richard Rose and Derek Urwin (1970)

- pionyrskd studie volebnich presunU v Evropé 1945-1970
= — vysoka mira stability
- Pedersen (1979)

- Analyza 1948 -1977

- Velké rozdily mezi zemémi
= NOR a DEN - vyssi volatilita
- GER a FRA - niZzsi volatilita



ecaersenovda Stuc

Period National [No. of election

Country 1948-59 1960-69 |1970-77 |average |[Periods

Switzerland 1.9 3.7 6.4 4 6
Austria 4,1 3.9 3.1 3.7 8
United Kingdom 4.4 5.2 7.9 5.9 8
Finland 4.4 6.9 9.1 6.8 8
Sweden 4.8 4.3 6.6 5.2 o
the Netherlands 6.3 7.9 12,7 9.1 8
Belgium 7.9 10,3 5.5 7.9 o
Italy 10,3 8.0 6.8 8.4 6
Ireland 10,9 6.8 5,0 7.9 8
Norway 3.4 5.2 17.1 8.1 7
Denmark 5.5 8.9 18,7 11,0 12
Germany 15.2 9.5 4.9 9.8 7
France 21,8 11.9 10.6 16,8 7
Period average 7,8 7,3 9,2 8,1 -
No. of election|36 34 33 - 103

periods




Empirické studie

- Maria Maguire (1983)
= Lane and Ersson (1997)
- Dalton, McAllister, Wattenberg (2000)
= Drummond (2002)
- Od konce 60. a 70.let — frendy k vyssi mire volatility



Posun v perspektive

- 1970 Rose and Urwin

- Nutné vysvétlit stabilitu

- 1979 Pedersen

- Nutné vysvétlit stabilitu v nékterych zemich a nestabilitu
Vv jinych zemich

= 2006 Russell J. Dalton

- Nutné vysvétlit vSeobecnou nestabilitu

- Stranickd identifikace — pro vysvétleni stability
- Volatilita — pro vysvétleni nestability



Kritikka Pedersenova indexu

- stejnd vahu zméné v podpore stran bez ohledu na
to, jak velkeé tyto strany jsou

- 40-35% X 6-5%
~ index odrdzi 2 zmény zpUsobené:
1. Voli¢i (zména preferenci)

2. Elity stran (odstépovani novych stran od existujicich,
ustavovani novych stran a sluCovani starych stran)

- Index - méfi 2 odlisné zdroje volatility a v dusledku je
smesuje



Ndstroje na rozliseni volatility zpUsobené

>

>

O

@)

zménou preferenci volicu

Zménou volebni nabidky stran

Sarah Birch (2003): party replacement

podil hlasU ziskanych novymi stranami

vypocet: pouze strany, které se ucCastnily obou voleb

Mainwaring et al. 2010; Powell, Tucker 2013

dekomponuije Pedersendv index na 2 slozky:

Vnitrosystémovd volatilita

@)

zpUsobend presunem podpory mezi stranami, které soutéZzily ve dvou po sobé jdoucich
volbdch

vnésystémova volatilita

o

o

zpUsobena vstupem novych stran a zanikem starych stran

Nové strany : nulovd podpora v prvnich volbdch, zatimco zaniklé strany maiji nulovou
podporu v druhych volbdch



3. Bartolini a Mair (1990)

o Vnitroblokovd X meziblokovd volatilita

o rozc€lenéni na levicové a nelevicove strany
o  Mair (1997)

o Vvolatilita mezi stranami jednoho bloku: volatilita mezi
wprateli*

o volatilita mezi bloky: volatilita mezi ,,nepratel



