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 Today, 15 minutes: 

1. V-Dem 

2. Global Trends - Political Parties 

3. Regional Trends + Countries of Special Interest 

4. Does It Matter? 

 

  Q&A 



1. V-Dem Goals 



Electoral “Core” & 6 Democratic “Properties” 

Electoral 

Liberal 

Majoritarian 

Participatory 

Deliberative Egalitarian 

 Consensual 

Varying Democratic Core Values 

Existing 
Indices 



 

   329 Indicators 

 

 
 152 Factual   177 Non-factual 
       (1 coder/indicator)           (5 coders/indicator) 
 

 

                                  15.5 million data points 

174 countries, 1900-2012 (+60 countries 2013-14) 



Main Data Collection Effort 2012-2014: 

Dec. 2014:   168 countries finished  2,156 Country Experts 
  37 Regional Managers 164 Country Coordinators   

  15.5 mn data 

Funded: 168 Countries 



 





2. Global Trends 



1.5

2

2.5

3

M
a

in
 p

a
r
ty

 i
n

d
ic

a
to

r
s

1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

year

Party organization Party linkages

Legislative party cohesion Candidate selection - national/local

Legislature investigates in practice Lower chamber legislates in practice

Global trend, 1900-2012

Development of main party indicators

Legislative Party Cohesion: 
highest -> downward trend 
after 1990 

Party Organization: up in 
two waves, WWII and 1990s 

Party Linkages: modest 
increase in the 1940s and 
1990s 

Lower chamber 
legislates/investigates: down 
1920 – 1950, improvement  
after 1990 

 



2. Regional Trends + Countries 



 Europe&NA: Top of the 
crowd (as expected) 

 Africa: increase with 
decolonization & 
democratization  

 North Africa & Africa: 
Largest deficits 

 Asia & Latin America: Doing 
somewhat ok. 

 Post-Communist: 
downward trend after 
democratization 
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 Clientelism: Common with 
clientelistic linkages in all 
regions, except for Western 
Europe and North America 

 Latin America:  
Democratization lead to more 
policy-linkage 

 Africa: Very clientelistic and 
democratization no 
improvement… 

 North Africa: down after 
1950; extreme clientelism – 
reason to problems with Arab 
Spring? 

1

2

3

4

P
a

r
ty

 l
in

k
a

g
e

s

1900 1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

year

Eastern Europe and post Soviet Union Latin America

North Africa Sub-Saharan Africa

Western Europe and North America Asia

Global

Development by region 1900-2012

Party linkages



 Policy linkages more policy-based in South Africa and Brazil 

 Increasing clientelism in Uganda after 1996 and Guatemala 1994 

 Ghana -> improvement after 2000, still issue 
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 Exception: Western Europe & 
North America 

 Post-Communist Countries: 
lowest scores -> sharp 
increase 1990 

 Rest: Upward trend after 
1960s and 70s, but still – rare 
to hold executive to account 
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Legislature investigates in practice
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Legislature investigates in practice

  Putin’s Russia: power of the opposition drops drastically 

 Ukraine: many drastic changes between 1990 – 2012 

 Guatemala, Bosnia and Herzegovina: low levels 

 



Yes. 
Parties in legislature strong enough  
to hold the executive accountable  

matter 

17 



The effect of Legislature Investigates the Executive on Varieties of Democracy 



 
Yes. 

Institutionalized parties   
matter  

19 



The effect of Party Institutionalization on Varieties of Democracy 



Concluding remarks 

• Parties matter for democratization 

• Party linkages & Holding executive to account  

– two key weak areas to focus on 

• Sub-Saharan & North Africa generally most problems with 

parties, all indicators 

• Variation within all regions, eg: 

– Uganda and Guatemala both significant problems with clientelism 

– Guatemala and Bosnia-Herz. significant issues with 
parties/legislatures holding executive to account 

 

 



 

www.v-dem.net 

      
 Thank you… 

 

        Q & A  
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