Reuben Kline

Proposal for “Democracy and Its Development” Conference

1/27/2006

The Laakso-Taagepera (1979) index (L-T) has long been the standard measure used when one’s goal is to “count” the effective number of political parties within a polity. Its longstanding dominance, however, has not rendered it impervious to criticism. In fact, Taagepera has himself pointed out some of its shortcomings. He is joined by others who have noted that, given certain distributions of legislative seat-shares, the L-T takes on values which seem to be counterintuitive with regard to the actual number of parties which would be legislatively effectual.

Dumont and Caulier (2003) urge researchers to use a type of power index, which they call the “effective number of relevant parties.”  This index is based on normalized Banzhaf scores, which capture and weight the coalitional potential of each party based on the number of minimum winning coalitions into which it can enter. I propose to use this approach to estimate average cabinet duration in established democracies. I will follow the model and methodology developed in Taagepera and Sikk (forthcoming), but substitute of the Banzhaf power index scores for the more standard Laakso-Taagepera Index. 

Taagepera and Sikk note that there are many treatments of cabinet stability in the game theoretic literature, but these do not offer any specific numeric predictions. I propose that, through the use of the Banzhaf Index and its subsequent application to the aforementioned problems addressed in the empirical comparative institutions literature, I will create a valuable connection between these two literaures.  

The specific model tested will be that cabinet duration, C, depends on the effective number of parties. Namely, C=k/Nb where k is an empirically determined constant and Nb is the effective number of relevant parties. To do so I will use data based on Lijphart (1999) and revised and extended by Taagepera and Sikk.

