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Introduction

People usually learn about a country’s history and culture before studying its
political system and the parties competing for power. This book takes an alterna-
tive approach, examining different countries’ political parties in order to better
understand their political culture and the issues of greatest contention within
their societies.
Coalition governments in parliamentary systems are the starting point through

which each country’s study begins. Hence, this book illustrates how study of the
parties vying for power provides insight into a country’s cultural values, societal
divisions, and issues of greatest contention among its people. There are a number
of very good volumes on various aspects of coalition research. Such books are
usually written for those with a special interest in the subject of coalitions and
generally require a broad understanding of parliamentary government and dif-
ferent types of electoral systems. These books are often based on research
topics such as coalition dynamics, political negotiating, and portfolio allocation.
Much of the research uses large-n quantitative analyses of data to test theories
relating to ministerial decision-making behaviour (Moury 2013), strategic inter-
actions between parties within a coalition (Müller and Strøm 2000), and the link
between a coalition’s parties and the policies pursued by the government (Laver
and Budge 1992).
This book, however, uses the political parties in coalition governments and their

parliamentary opposition to provide practical illustrations of many of the princi-
ples taught in comparative politics. In so doing, the book helps bridge a gap
between introductory-level comparative politics texts and more advanced research
on coalitions. Hence, this book is especially useful for mid- to upper-level under-
graduate and graduate students. In addition, the chapters in this book also provide
valuable background material for research on coalitions in parliamentary democ-
racies and single-country comparative studies.
In multiparty parliamentary democracies, governments are typically composed

of a coalition of parties that represent certain segments of their countries’ com-
peting interests and societal divisions. Coalition negotiations, following national
elections, require parties accounting for a majority of parliament’s members to
reach agreements – formal and informal – on national policies and determine

1



which parties will be in charge of the government’s ministries that oversee policy
implementation. Consequently, a lot can be learned about a country’s social, eco-
nomic, and cultural divisions by analysing the composition of its governing coa-
lition and the parties in the opposition.
Through examination of the parties in parliamentary governments in twelve

countries, this book demonstrates the ways in which study of governing coali-
tions provides insight into numerous aspects of countries’ political actors, socie-
tal divides, political culture, competing interest groups, and changing values.
Each chapter examines the electoral system, the ruling party, its formal and infor-
mal partners in government, and its parliamentary opposition, in a different
country. Thus, the chapters illustrate how the parties reflect each country’s
social, geographic, and ideological divisions and their significance in public
policy debates. The policy principles that determine whether parties are able to
cooperate in forming and sustaining a coalition government reveal important
aspects of a country’s political culture and the issues that most concern that coun-
try’s citizens at a particular point in time. In many of the countries, changes in the
constellation of parties in government are emblematic of shifting national values
and important political, demographic, and economic changes.
In postelection coalition negotiations, parties seek to obtain the ministerial and

parliamentary committee positions that will enable them to affect the policies most
important to their constituents. The number of political parties and the type of con-
stituents they represent are largely a factor of institutions that are often based on
a country’s unique history and culture. Furthermore, the varying degrees to which
portfolios for defence, immigration, or welfare, for example, are sought by parties
in different countries is indicative of broader issues within a country’s political and
social debates. Similarly, changes in the value of coalition payoffs, such as the
ministries of industry, agriculture, or environment, also reveal shifts in a country’s
demography, economy, and political culture.
Additionally, study of the parties that are outside of the coalition, and either

informally support the government or serve as the parliamentary opposition, pro-
vides further insight into that country’s political and social rifts. The factors
that cause a party to join or eschew a parliamentary government frequently go
beyond the policies that they advocate. The differences between coalition and
opposition parties are often illustrative of a country’s ethnic, religious, or socio-
economic schisms. These factors will be elucidated in the comparative analyses
of twelve countries studied in this book. The different parties in coalitions, and
their rivals in the opposition, are analysed in terms of the ways in which they
reflect each country’s: political system, political actors, political culture,
public policies, and political economy.

References

Laver, M. J., and Ian Budge (eds.) (1992) Party Policy and Government Coalition.
New York: St. Martin’s Press.

2 Introduction 2



Moury, Catherine (2013) Coalition Government and Party Mandate. Abingdon, UK:
Routledge.

Müller, Wolfgang, and Kaare Strøm (eds.) (2000) Coalition Governments in Western
Europe. New York: Oxford University Press.

Adams, James, Michael Clark, Lawrence Ezrow, and Garrett Glasgow (2006) “Are Niche
Parties Fundamentally Different from Mainstream Parties? The Causes and the Elec-
toral Consequences of Western European Parties’ Policy Shifts, 1976–1998.” American
Journal of Political Science 50 (3): 513–529.

Bäck, Hanna, Marc Debus, and Patrick Dumont (2011) “Who Gets What in Coalition
Governments? Predictors of Portfolio Allocation in Parliamentary Democracies.” Euro-
pean Journal of Political Research 50 (4): 441–478.

Bakker, Ryan, Catherine de Vries, Erica Edwards, Liesbet Hooghe, Seth Jolly, Gary
Marks, Jonathan Polk, Jan Rovny, Marco Steenbergen, and Milada Anna Vachudova
(2012) “Measuring Party Positions in Europe: The Chapel Hill Expert Survey Trend
File, 1999–2010.” Party Politics 21 (1): 143–152.

Baron, David P., and Daniel Diermeier (2001) “Elections, Governments, and Parliaments
in Proportional Representation Systems.” The Quarterly Journal of Economics 116 (3):
933–967.

Baron, David P., and John Ferejohn (1989) “Bargaining in Legislatures.” American Polit-
ical Science Review 83 (4): 1181–1206.

Bergman, Torbjorn (1993) “Formation Rules and Minority Governments.” European
Journal of Political Research 23 (1): 55–66.

Browne, Eric, and Mark Franklin (1973) “Aspects of Coalition Payoffs in European Par-
liamentary Democracies.” American Political Science Review 67 (2): 453–469.

Budge, Ian, and Hans Keman (1990) Parties and Democracy: Coalition Formation and
Government Functioning in Twenty States. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Carroll, Royce, and Gary W. Cox (2012) “Shadowing Ministers: Monitoring Partners in
Coalition Governments.” Comparative Political Studies 45 (2): 220–236.

Clark, William Roberts, and Matt Golder (2006) “Rehabilitating Duverger’s Theory:
Testing the Mechanical and Strategic Modifying Effects of Electoral Laws.” Compar-
ative Political Studies 39: 679–708.

Diermeier, Daniel, Roderick I. Swaab, Victoria Husted Medvec, and Mary C. Kern (2008)
“The Micro-Dynamics of Coalition Formation.” Political Research Quarterly 61 (3):
484–501.

Downs, Anthony (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy. New York: Harper Row.
Duverger, Maurice (1964) Political Parties. London: Methuen.
Estlund, David (ed.) (2012) The Oxford Handbook of Political Philosophy. New York:
Oxford University Press.

Evans, Matt (2007) An Institutional Framework for Policymaking. Lanham, MD: Lexing-
ton Books, Rowman & Littlefield, Inc.

——— (2018a) “Analyzing Payoff Salience in Coalition Allocation: Ministers, Deputy
Ministers, and Committee Chairs.” Government and Opposition: 25.

——— (2018b) “Policy-Seeking and Office-Seeking: Categorizing Parties Based on
Coalition Payoff Allocation.” Politics & Policy 46 (1): 1–28.

Gamson, William A. (1961) “A Theory of Coalition Formation.” American Sociological
Review 26 (3): 373–382.

Giannetti, Daniela, and Michael Laver (2005) “Policy Positions and Jobs in the Govern-
ment.” European Journal of Political Research 44 (1): 91–120.



Hamilton, Alexander, and James Madison (1787) Federalist No. 51: “The Structure of the
Government Must Furnish the Proper Checks and Balances Between the Different
Departments.” U.S. Congress.

Kedar, Orit (2005) “When Moderate Voters Prefer Extreme Parties: Policy Balancing in
Parliamentary Elections.” The American Political Science Review 99 (2): 185–199.

Kim, Dong-Hun, and Gerhard Loewenberg (2005) “The Role of Parliamentary Commit-
tees in Coalition Governments: Keeping Tabs on Coalition Partners in the German
Bundestag.” Comparative Political Studies 38 (9): 1104–1129.

Laakso, Markku, and Rein Taagepera (1979) “‘Effective’ Number of Parties: A Measure
with Application to West Europe.” Comparative Political Studies 12 (1): 3–27.

Laver, Michael, and Ian Budge (eds.) (1992) Party Policy and Government Coalition.
New York: St. Martin’s Press.

Laver, Michael, and Norman Schofield (1990) Multiparty Government: The Politics of
Coalition in Europe. New York: Oxford University Press.

Laver, Michael, and Kenneth Shepsle (1990) “Government Coalitions and Intraparty Pol-
itics.” British Journal of Political Science 20 (4): 489–507.

Lijphart, Arend (2012) Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in
Thirty-Six Countries. 2nd ed. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Locke, John (1949) Of Civil Government: Two Treatises. London: Dent.
Lowery, D., A. van Witteloostuijn, G. Péli, H. Brasher, S. Otjes, and S. Gherghina (2013)

“Policy Agendas and Births and Deaths of Political Parties.” Party Politics 19 (3):
381–407.

Martin, Lanny W., and Georg Vanberg (2004) “Policing the Bargain: Coalition Govern-
ment and Parliamentary Scrutiny.” American Journal of Political Science 48 (1):
13–27.

Matravers, Derek, Jonathan Pike, and Nigel Warburton (2006) Reading Political Philos-
ophy: Machiavelli to Mill. New York: Routledge.

Meguid, Bonnie (2005) “Competition Between Unequals: The Role of Mainstream Party
Strategy and Niche Party Success.” American Political Science Review 99 (3):
347–360.

Mill, John Stuart (1986) On Liberty. Buffalo, NY: Prometheus Books.
Munck, Geraldo, and Richard Snyder (2007) “Debating the Direction of Comparative Pol-

itics.” Comparative Political Studies 40 (1): 5–31.
Powell, G. Bingham, Kaare Strøm, and Melanie Manion (eds.) (2018) Comparative Pol-

itics Today: A World View. 12th ed. New York: Pearson.
Raabe, Johannes, and Eric Linhart (2015) “Does Substance Matter? A Model of Qualita-

tive Portfolio Allocation and Application to German State Governments Between 1990
and 2010.” Party Politics 21 (3): 481–492.

Rawls, John (1971) A Theory of Justice. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Riker, William H. (1962) The Theory of Political Coalitions. New Haven: Yale University

Press.
Strøm, Kaare (1990) “A Behavioral Theory of Competitive Political Parties.” American

Journal of Political Science 34 (2): 565–598.
Tannenbaum, Donald (2012) Inventors of Ideas: Introduction to Western Political Philos-

ophy. Boston: Wadsworth.
Thies, Michael F. (2001) “Keeping Tabs on Partners: The Logic of Delegation in Coali-

tion Governments.” American Journal of Political Science 45 (3): 580–598.
Wardt, Marc van de (2017) “Explaining the Effective Number of Parties: Beyond the

Standard Model.” Electoral Studies 45: 44–54.



Warwick, Paul V., and James N. Druckman (2001) “Portfolio Salience and the Proportion-
ality of Payoffs in Coalition Governments.” British Journal of Political Science 31 (4):
627–649.

——— (2006) “The Portfolio Allocation Paradox: An Investigation into the Nature of
a Very Strong but Puzzling Relationship.” European Journal of Political Research
45 (4): 635–665.

Bäck, H., M. Debus, J. Müller, and H. Bäck (2013) “Regional Government Formation in
Varying Multilevel Contexts: A Comparison of Eight European Countries.” Regional
Studies 47 (3): 368–387.

Bebnowski, D. (2015) Die Alternative für Deutschland: Aufstieg und gesellschaftliche
Repräsentanz einer rechten populistischen Partei. Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Best, V. (2015) Koalitionssignale bei Landtagswahlen: Eine empirische Analyse von 1990
bis 2012. Baden-Baden: Nomos.

Bräuninger, T., M. Debus, J. Müller, and C. Stecker (2019) “Die programmatischen Posi-
tionen der deutschen Parteien zur Bundestagswahl 2017: Ergebnisse einer Expertenbe-
fragung.” In M. Debus, M. Tepe and J. Sauermann (eds.), Jahrbuch für Handlungs- und
Entscheidungstheorie, Band 11 (pp. 93–113). Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Däubler, T., and M. Debus (2009) “Government Formation and Policy Formulation in the
German States.” Regional and Federal Studies 19 (1): 73–95.

Decker, F. (2011) Parteien und Parteiensystem in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland. Stutt-
gart: Kohlhammer.

Dittberner, J. (2005) Die FDP: Geschichte, Personen, Organisation, Perspektiven. Wies-
baden: VS.

Faulenbach, B. (2012) Geschichte der SPD: Von den Anfängen bis zur Gegenwart.
München: Beck.

Gallagher, M. (1991) “Proportionality, Disproportionality and Electoral Systems.” Elec-
toral Studies 10 (1): 33–51.

Hall, P. A., and D. Soskice (2001) Varieties of Capitalism: The Institutional Foundations
of Comparative Advantage. New York: Oxford University Press.

Inglehart, R. (1977) The Silent Revolution: Changing Values and Political Styles Among
Western Publics. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Laakso, M., and R. Taagepera (1979) “Effective Number of Parties: A Measure with
Application to West Europe.” Comparative Political Studies 12 (1): 3–27.

Laver, M., and K. Benoit (2015) “The Basic Arithmetic of Legislative Decisions.” Amer-
ican Journal of Political Science 59 (2): 275–291.

Lewandowski, M. (2015) “Eine rechtspopulistische Protestpartei? Die AfD in der öffen-
tlichen und politikwissenschaftlichen Debatte.” Zeitschrift für Politikwissenschaft
25 (1): 119–134.

Linhart, E. (2017) “Politische Positionen der AfD auf Landesebene: Eine Analyse auf
Basis von Wahl-O-Mat-Daten.” Zeitschrift für Parlamentsfragen 48 (1): 102–123.

——— (2018) “Coalition Building on the Federal and on the Länder Level in Germany.”
In A. Albala and J. M. Reniu (eds.), Coalition Politics and Federalism (pp. 33–51).
Cham: Springer International.

Linhart, E., J. Raabe, and P. Statsch (2019) “Mixed-Member Proportional Electoral
Systems – the Best of Both Worlds?” Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and
Parties 29 (1): 21–40.

Linhart, E., and S. Shikano (2009) “Ideological Signals of German Parties in a Multi-
Dimensional Space: An Estimation of Party Preferences Using the CMP Data.”
German Politics 18 (3): 301–322.



——— (2015) “Koalitionsbildung nach der Bundestagswahl 2013: Parteien im Span-
nungsfeld zwischen Ämter-, Politik- und Stimmenmotivation.” In K.-R. Korte (ed.),
Die Bundestagswahl 2013: Analysen der Wahl-, Parteien-, Kommunikations- und
Regierungsforschung (pp. 457–484). Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Linhart, E., and N. Switek (2018) “New Coalition Forms as Alternatives to CDU-SPD
Grand Coalitions on the German Länder Level” (Conference paper, 22–25. August
2018, 12th ECPR General Conference, Hamburg).

Lipset, S. M., and S. Rokkan (1967) Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-National
Perspectives. New York: Free Press.

Marschall, S. (2018) Das politische System Deutschlands. 4th ed. München: UVK.
Pappi, F. U., A. Becker, and A. Herzog (2005) “Regierungsbildung in Mehrebenensyste-

men: Zur Erklärung der Koalitionsbildung in den deutschen Bundesländern.” Politische
Vierteljahresschrift 46 (3): 432–458.

Pappi, F. U., A. Herzog, and R. Schmitt (2006) “Koalitionssignale und die Kombination
von Erst- und Zweitstimme bei den Bundestagswahlen 1953–2005.” Zeitschrift für
Parlamentsfragen 37 (3): 493–512.

Raabe, J., and E. Linhart (2018) “Which Electoral Systems Succeed at Providing Propor-
tionality and Concentration? Promising Designs and Risky Tools.” European Political
Science Review 10 (2): 167–190.

Saalfeld, T. (2005) “Germany: Stability and Strategy in a Mixed-Member Proportional
System.” In Michael Gallagher and Paul Mitchell (eds.), The Politics of Electoral
Systems (pp. 209–229). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Stifel, A. (2018) Vom erfolgreichen Scheitern einer Bewegung: Bündnis 90/Die Grünen
als politische Partei und soziokulturelles Phänomen. Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Switek, N. (2015) Bündnis 90/Die Grünen: Koalitionsentscheidungen in den Ländern.
Baden-Baden: Nomos.

Walter, F., C. Werwath, and O. D’Antonio (2011) Die CDU: Entstehung und Verfall
christdemokratischer Geschlossenheit. Baden-Baden: Nomos.

Zolleis, U. (2008) Die CDU: Das politische Leitbild im Wandel der Zeit. Wiesbaden: VS.
Zolleis, U., and J. Schmid (2015) “Die CDU unter Angela Merkel – der neue Kanzler-

wahlverein?” In O. Niedermayer (ed.), Die Parteien nach der Bundestagswahl 2013
(pp. 25–48). Wiesbaden: Springer VS.

Baumgartner, F. B., and B. D. Jones (2015) The Politics of Information. Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press.

Bovens, M., and A. Wille (2017) Diploma Democracy. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Breeman, G., and A. Timmermans (2012) “Myths and Milestones: The Europeanization

of the Legislative Agenda in the Netherlands.” In S. Brouard, T. König and O. Costa
(eds.), The Europeanization of Domestic Legislatures. New York: Springer.

Browne, E. C., and M. A. Franklin (1973) “Aspects of Coalition Payoffs in European Par-
liamentary Democracies.” American Political Science Review 67: 453–469.

Crepaz, M., and A. Lijphart (1995) “Linking and Integrating Corporatism and Consensus
Democracy: Theory, Concepts, and Evidence.” British Journal of Political Science
25 (2): 281–288.

Daalder, H. (1974) “The Consociational Democracy Theme.” World Politics 26 (4):
604–621.

Hendriks, F., and T. Toonen (2002) Polder Politics: The Re-Invention of Consensus
Democracy in the Netherlands. Aldershot: Ashgate.

Jones, B. D., and F. B. Baumgartner (2005) The Politics of Attention. Chicago: University
of Chicago Press.



Kriesi, H-P. (2010) “Restructuration of Partisan Politics and the Emergence of a New
Cleavage Based on Values.” West European Politics 33 (3): 673–685.

Lijphart, A. (1968) The Politics of Accommodation: Pluralism and Democracy in the
Netherlands. Berkeley: University of California Press.

——— (1999) Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in Thirty-
Six Countries. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Louwerse, T., S. Otjes, and A. Timmermans (2018) “The Netherlands: The Reinvention of
Consensus Democracy.” In E. De Giorgi and G. Ilonszki (eds.), Opposition Parties in
European Legislatures: Conflict or Consensus? London: Routledge.

Louwerse, T., and A. Timmermans (2019) “Coalition Politics in the Netherlands: Old
Solutions to New Problems.” In T. Bergman, H. Bäck and J. Hellstrøm (eds.), Coalition
Governance in Western Europe. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Moury, C. (2012) Coalition Government and Party Mandate. London: Routledge.
Müller, S., and T. Louwerse (2018) “The Electoral Cycle Effect in Parliamentary Democ-
racies.” Political Science Research and Methods, October: 1–8.

Schendelen, M. P. C. M. van (1984) “Consociationalism, Pillarization and Conflict-
Management in the Low Countries.” Acta Politica 19 (1): 169–175.

Timmermans, A. (2015) “The Moving Stages of Public Affairs in the Netherlands.” Inter-
est Groups & Advocacy 4 (1): 25–39.

——— (2018) “Lobbybrieven en het regeerakkoord.” Res Publica 60 (3): 181–205.
Timmermans, A., and G. Breeman (2012) “Morality Issues in the Netherlands: Coalition
Politics Under Pressure.” In I. Engeli, C. Green-Pedersen and L. Thorup Larsen (eds.),
Morality Politics in Western Europe. Houndmills: Palgrave Macmillan.

Weaver, R. K., and B. A. Rockmann (1993) Do Institutions Matter? Government Capa-
bilities in the United States and Abroad. Washington, DC: Brookings Institution.

Andeweg, Rudy B., Lieven De Winter, and Wolfgang C. Müller (2008) “Parliamentary
Opposition in Post-Consociational Democracies: Austria, Belgium and the Nether-
lands.” The Journal of Legislative Studies 14 (1–2): 77–112.

André, Audrey, Sam Depauw, and Kris Deschouwer (2015) “Changing Investiture Rules in
Belgium.” In Bjørn-Erik Rasch, Shane Martin and José Antonio Cheibub (eds.), Parlia-
ments and Government Formation: Unpacking Investiture Rules (pp. 49–66). Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Billiet, Jaak, Bart Maddens, and André-Paul Frognier (2009) “Does Belgium (Still) Exist?
Differences in Political Culture Between Flemings and Walloons.” In Marleen Brans,
Lieven De Winter and Wilfried Swenden (eds.), The Politics of Belgium: Institutions
and Policy Under Bipolar and Centrifugal Federalism (pp. 50–70). London:
Routledge.

Depauw, Sam (2003) “Discipline: Government Party Discipline in Parliamentary Democ-
racies: The Cases of Belgium, France and the United Kingdom in the 1990s.” The
Journal of Legislative Studies 9 (4): 130–146.

Deschouwer, Kris and Kurt Richard Luther (2004) “From Consociation to Federation:
How the Belgian Parties Won.” In Kris Deschouwer and Kurt Richard Luther (eds.),
Party Elites in Divided Societies: Political Parties in Consociational Democracy
(pp. 73–107). London: Routledge.

——— (2012) The Politics of Belgium: Governing a Divided Society. London: Macmillan
International Higher Education.

Deschouwer, Kris, Jean-Benoit Pilet, and Emilie van Haute (2018) “Party Families in a
Split Party System. In Kris Deschouwer (ed.), Mind the Gap: Political Participation
and Representation in Belgium (pp. 91–112). London: Rowman & Littlefield.



De Winter, Lieven (2005) “Belgium: Empowering Voters or Party Elites?” In Michael
Gallagher and Paul Mitchell (eds.), The Politics of Electoral Systems (pp. 417–432).
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

De Winter, Lieven, and Patrick Dumont (1999) “Belgium: Party System(s) on the Eve of
Disintegration?” In David Broughton and Mark Donovan (eds.), Changing Party
Systems in Western Europe (pp. 183–206). London: A&C Black.

De Winter, Lieven, and Patrick Dumont (2000) “Parliamentary Party Groups in Belgium:
Subjects of Partitocratic Dominion.” In K. Heidar and R. Koole (eds.), Behind Closed
Doors: Parliamentary Party Groups in European Democracies (pp. 106–129). London:
Routledge.

——— (2006) “Do Belgian Parties Undermine the Democratic Chain of Delegation?”
West European Politics 29 (5): 957–976.

De Winter, Lieven, Patrick Dumont, and Arco Timmermans (2000) “Coalition Formation
and Governance in Belgium: Of Government Gospels, Evangelist, Followers and Trai-
tors.” In K. Strøm and W. Müller (eds.), Coalition Government in Western Europe
(pp. 300–355). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

De Winter, Lieven, and Caroline Van Wynsberghe (2015) “Kingdom of Belgium: Par-
titocracy, Corporatist Society, and Dissociative Federalism.” In Wolfgang Rensch
and Klaus Detterbeck (ed.), Dialogues on Political Parties and Civil Society in
Federal Countries (pp. 40–69). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

De Winter, Lieven, and Wouter Wolfs (2017) “Policy Analysis in the Belgian Legislatures:
The Marginal Role of a Structurally Weak Parliament in a Partitocracy with No Scien-
tific and Political Tradition of Policy Analysis.” In Marleen Brans and David Aubin
(eds.), Policy Analysis in Belgium (pp. 129–150). Bristol: Policy Press.

Eurobarometer, Standard 89 (2018) Public Opinion in the European Union. Brussels:
European Commission.

Faniel, Jean, Corinne Gobin, and David Paternotte (2017) Les mouvements sociaux en
Belgique, entre pilarisation et dépilarisation, Les @nalyses du CRISP en ligne, 6
décembre. www.crisp.be.

Govaert, Serge (2015) “Hart boven Hard et Tout autre chose.” Courrier hebdomadaire,
CRISP (2262).

Lehmbruch, Gerhard (2003) “Proporzdemokratie: Politisches System und politische
Kultur in der Schweiz und in Österreich.” In Verhandlungsdemokratie (pp. 16–58).
Wiesbaden: VS Verlag für Sozialwissenschaften.

Lijphart, Arend (1981) Conflict and Coexistence in Belgium: The Dynamics of a Cultur-
ally Divided Society. Berkeley: Institute of International studies, University of Berkeley.

——— (2012) Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in Thirty-
Six Countries. New Haven: Yale University Press.Lits, Marc (2009) “Media in
Belgium: Two Separate Public Opinions.” E-book Rethinking Belgium. www.rethin
kingbelgium.eu/rebel-initiative-files/ebooks/ebook-3/Lits.pdf.

Luther, Kurt Richard (2004) “A Framework for the Comparative Analysis of Political
Parties and Party Systems in Consociational Democracy.” In Kris Deschouwer and
Kurt Richard Luther (eds.), Party Elites in Divided Societies: Political Parties in Con-
sociational Democracy (pp. 73–107). London: Routledge.

Moury, Catherine (2013) Coalition Government and Party Mandate: How Coalition
Agreements Constrain Ministerial Action. London: Routledge.

Müller-Rommel, F., and G. Pridham (1991) Small Parties in Western Europe: Compara-
tive and National Perspectives (Vol. 27). London and Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publi-
cations Ltd.

http://www.rethinkingbelgium.eu
http://www.rethinkingbelgium.eu
http://www.crisp.be


Sinardet, Dave, Lieven De Winter, Jérémy Dodeigne, and Min Reuchamps (2018) “Lan-
guage Identity and Voting.” In Kris Deschouwer (ed.), Mind the Gap: Political Partic-
ipation and Representation in Belgium (pp. 113–132). London: Rowman & Littlefield.

Walgrave, Stefaan, Frédéric Varone, and Patrick Dumont (2006) “Policy with or Without
Parties? A Comparative Analysis of Policy Priorities and Policy Change in Belgium,
1991 to 2000.” Journal of European Public Policy 13 (7): 1021–1038.

Arian, Asher, and Michal Shamir (2008) “A Decade Later, the World Had Changed, the
Cleavage Structure Remained: Israel 1996–2006.” Party Politics 14 (6): 685–705.

CBS (2018) Statistical Abstract. edited by Central Bureau of Statistics. Jerusalem: Israeli
Ministry of the Interior.

Evans, Matt (2007) An Institutional Framework for Policymaking. Lanham, MD: Lexing-
ton Books, Rowman & Littlefield, Inc.

——— (2010) “Electoral Reform and Political Pluralism in Local Government.” Party
Politics 16 (3): 394–413.

——— (2011) “Exacerbating Social Cleavages: The Media’s Role in Israel’s Religious-
Secular Conflict.” The Middle East Journal 65 (2): 234–250.

——— (2014) “Democracy, Legitimacy and Local Government Electoral Reform.” Local
Government Studies 40 (1): 41–63.

——— (2018) “Parties’ Foreign Policy Approach and the Outcome of Coalition Alloca-
tion Negotiations: The Case of Israel.” International Politics 55 (5): 655–677.

Hazan, Reuven Y., and Abraham Diskin (2009) “The Parliamentary Election in Israel,
February 2009.” Electoral Studies 28 (4): 654–657.

Israel Democracy Institute, IDI (2015) “The Elections for the 20th Knesset.” Accessed
July 8, 2018, https://en.idi.org.il/israeli-elections-and-parties/elections/2015/.

Kenig, Ofer (2015) “Israel’s 34th Government: A Profile.” The Israel Democracy Insti-
tute. Accessed July 8, 2018, https://en.idi.org.il/articles/5190.

Knesset (2018a) “Basic Laws.” https://knesset.gov.il/description/eng/eng_mimshal_ye
sod.htm.

——— (2018b). The Electoral System in Israel. Knesset.gov.il.
Leon, Nissim (2016) “The Covert Political Ethnicity of the Kulanu Party.” Israel affairs
22 (3–4): 664–682.

OECD (2017) “Women in Politics.” OECD. Accessed October 4, 2018, https://data.oecd.
org/inequality/women-in-politics.htm.

Peretz, Don, and Gideon Doron (2000) “Sectarian Politics and the Peace Process: The
1999 Israel Elections.” Middle East Journal 54 (2): 259–273.

Aasland, A. (1997) “The Baltic Countries Revisited: Living Conditions and Comparative
Challenges: The Norbalt Living Conditions Project.” Compilation of Papers Presented
at the Seminar Baltic-Nordic Living Conditions Research, Fafo Institute for Applied
Social Science, Oslo, December, 5–7.

CSB (2019) “Resident Population by Citizenship.” Accessed March 5, 2019, http://data1.
csb.gov.lv/pxweb/lv/iedz/iedz__iedzrakst/IRG109.px/table/tableViewLayout1/?rxid=
d8284c56-0641-451c-8b70-b6297b58f464.

Dunsdorfs, Edgars (1992) “Kārļa Ulmaņa dzīve.” In Ceļinieks, Politiķis, Diktators,
Moceklis. Riga: LVI.

Hellman, Joel S., Geraint Jones, and Daniel Kaufmann (2000) Seize the State, Seize the
Day: State Capture, Corruption, and Influence in Transition. Washington, DC: The
World Bank.

Ikstens, Jānis (2003) Partiju finansēšana: Latvijas pieredze pasaules kontekstā. Rīga:
Baltijas Sociālo zinātņu institūts.

http://data1.csb.gov.lv
http://data1.csb.gov.lv
https://data.oecd.org
http://data1.csb.gov.lv
https://data.oecd.org
https://knesset.gov.il
https://en.idi.org.il
https://en.idi.org.il


——— (2009) “Patronage and Party Development in Latvia.” In Žaneta Ozoliņa and
Iveta Reinholde (eds.), Laba pārvaldība (pp. 176–203). Rīga: Zinātne.

Ikstens, Jānis, and Andris Runcis (2011) Founding Elections in Latvia. Berlin: Sigma
Edition.

Laakso, Markku, and Rein Taagepera (1979) “Effective Number of Parties: A Measure
with Application to West Europe.” Comparative Political Studies 12 (1): 3–27.

Pabriks, Artis, and Aldis Purs (2013) Latvia: The Challenges of Change. London: Routledge.
Sartori, Giovanni (1976) Parties and Party Systems: Volume 1: A Framework for Analysis

(Vol. 1). Cambridge: CUP Archive.
Satversmes tiesa (2016) “Satversmes tiesas atziņas.” Jurista vārds 49(952): 12.
Šilde, Ādolfs (1976) Latvijas vēsture 1914–1940: valsts tapšana un suverēnā valsts

(Vol. 8). Daugava: Atlantas apgāds.
UNDP (2001) Latvija. Pārskats par tautas attīstību 2001/2002: Sabiedriskās politikas

process Latvijā. Rīga: UNDP.
Aylott, Nicholas (2003) “After the Divorce: Social Democrats and Trade Unions in

Sweden.” Party Politics 9 (3): 369–390.
Aylott, Nicholas, and Niklas Bolin (2007) “Towards a Two-Party System? The Swedish

Parliamentary Election of September 2006.” West European Politics 30 (3): 621–633.
——— (2019) “A Party System in Flux: The Swedish Parliamentary Election of Septem-

ber 2018.” West European Politics. DOI: 10.1080/01402382.2019.1583885
Bäck, Hanna, and Johan Hellström (2015) “Efter valet 2014: Regeringsbildningen och det

inställda extra valet.” Statsvetenskaplig Tidskrift 117 (2): 261–278.
——— (2018) “Kris i regeringsfrågan.” In Sören Holmberg och Katarina Barrling (eds.),

Demokratins framtid. Stockholm: Sveriges Riksdag.
Backlund, Anders, and Hanna Bäck (2018) “Sverigedemokraterna och regeringsfrågan.”

In Lars Nord et al. (eds.), Snabbtänkt: reflektioner från valet 2018 av ledande forskare.
Sundsvall: DEMICOM, Mittuniversitetet.

Berglund, Sten, and Ulf Lindström (1978). The Scandinavian Party System(s). Lund:
Studentlitteratur.

Bergman, Torbjörn (1993) “Formation Rules and Minority Governments.” European
Journal of Political Research 23: 55–66.

——— (1995) Constitutional Rules and Party Goals in Coalition Formation: An Analysis
of Winning Minority Governments in Sweden. PhD thesis, Department of Political
Science, Umeå University.

——— (2000) “Sweden: When Minority Cabinets Are the Rule and Majority Coalitions
the Exception.” In W. Müller and K. Strøm (eds.), Coalition Governments in Western
Europe. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Brommesson, Douglas (2010) “Svenska kristdemokrater i förändring: från konfessionellt
universella till sekulärt partikulära.” Statsvetenskaplig Tidskrift 112 (2): 165–175.

De Lange, Sarah (2012) “New Alliances: Why Mainstream Parties Govern with Radical
Right-Wing Populist Parties.” Political Studies 60 (4): 899–918.

Gomez, Raul, Laura Morales, and Luis Ramiro (2016) “Varieties of Radicalism: Examin-
ing the Diversity of Radical Left Parties and Voters in Western Europe.”West European
Politics 39 (2): 351–379.

Hinnfors, Jonas (2006) Reinterpreting Social Democracy: A History of Stability in the
British Labour Party and the Swedish Social Democratic Party. Manchester: Manches-
ter University Press.

Hylén, Jan (1991) Fosterlandet främst? Konservatism och liberalism inom Högerpartiet
1904–1985. Stockholm: Norstedts Juridikförlag.



Kitschelt, Herbert (1994) The Transformation of European Social Democracy. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Krook, Mona Lena (2009) Quotas for Women in Politics: Gender and Candidate Selec-
tion Reform Worldwide. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Laakso, Markku, and Rein Taagepera (1979) “Effective Number of Parties: A Measure
with Application to West Europe.” Comparative Political Studies 12 (1): 3–27.

Lindbom, Anders (2010) “Moderaterna och välfärdsstaten.” Statsvetenskaplig tidskrift
112 (2): 143–152.

Lindvall, Johannes, Hanna Bäck, Karl Dahlström, Elin Naurin, and Jan Teorell (2017)
Samverkan och strid i den parlamentariska demokratin. Stockholm: SNS Förlag.

Lipset, Seymour M., and Stein Rokkan (1967) “Cleavage Structures, Party Systems, and
Voter Alignments.” In Seymour M. Lipset and Stein Rokkan (eds.), Party Systems and
Voter Alignments: Cross-national Perspectives. New York: Free Press.

Loxbo, Karl (2014) “Voters’ Perceptions of Policy Convergence and the Short-Term
Opportunities of Anti-Immigrant Parties: Examples from Sweden.” Scandinavian Polit-
ical Studies 37 (3): 239–262.

Mudde, Cas (2007) Populist Radical Right Parties in Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Nilsson, Torbjörn (2004) Mellan arv och utopi: Moderata vägval under hundra år,
1904–2004. Stockholm: Santérus förlag.

Oesch, Daniel, and Line Rennwald (2018) “Electoral Competition in Europe’s New Tri-
polar Political Space: Class Voting for the Left, Centre-Right and Radical Right.” Euro-
pean Journal of Political Research 57 (4): 783–807.

Oskarson, Maria, and Marie Demker (2015) “Room for Realignment: The Working-Class
Sympathy for Sweden Democrats.” Government and Opposition 50 (4): 629–651.

Polk, Jonathan, Jan Rovny, Ryan Bakker, Erica Edwards, Liesbet Hooghe, Seth Jolly,
Jelle Koedam, Filip Kostelka, Gary Marks, Gijs Schumacher, Marco Steenbergen,
Milada Vachudova, and Marko Zilovic (2017) “Explaining the Salience of Anti-
Elitism and Reducing Political Corruption for Political Parties in Europe with the
2014 Chapel Hill Expert Survey Data.” Research & Politics 4 (1): 1–9.

Rovny, Jan (2013) “Where Do Radical Right Parties Stand? Position Blurring in Multidi-
mensional Competition.” European Political Science Review 5 (1): 1–26.

Statistics Sweden (2018a) “Members in the Riksdag by Party, Sex and Election Year.”
www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se/sq/69509.

——— (2018b) “Elections to the Riksdag – Results, Percentage of Votes by Party mm
and Election Year.” www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se/sq/67784.

Sundström, Mikael, and Malena Rosén Sundström (2015) “Centerpartiet – samling efter
den ideologiska stormen.” Statsvetenskaplig tidskrift 117 (2): 203–218.

Tilton, Tim (1991) The Political Theory of Swedish Social Democracy: Through the
Welfare State to Socialism. Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Bergman, Torbjörn (1993) “Constitutional Design and Government Formation: The
Expected Consequences of Negative Parliamentarism.” Scandinavian Political Studies
16 (4): 285–304.

Christiansen, Flemming Juul (2018) “Denmark: Strengthened Opposition, Yet High
Levels of Cooperation.” In Elisabetta De Giorgi and Gabriella Ilonszki (eds.), Opposi-
tion Parties in European Legislatures (pp. 35–52). Oxon: Routledge.

Christiansen, Flemming Juul, and Helene Helboe Pedersen (2014) “Minority Coalition
Governance in Denmark.” Party Politics 20 (6): 940–949.

http://www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se
http://www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se


Gamson, William A. (1961) “A Theory of Coalition Formation.” American Sociological
Review: 373–382.

Hansen, Kasper Møller, and Rune Stubager (2017) “Folketingsvalget 2015-oprør fra
udkanten.” In Oprør fra udkanten (pp. 21–40). København: Djøf Forlag.

Juul Christiansen, Flemming, and Erik Damgaard (2008) “Parliamentary Opposition
Under Minority Parliamentarism: Scandinavia.” The Journal of Legislative Studies
14 (1–2): 46–76.

Klemmensen, Robert (2005) “Forlig i det danske folketing 1953–2001.” Politica 37 (4):
440–452.

Lijphart, Arend (2012) Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in
Thirty-Six Countries. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Müller, Wolfgang C., and Kaare Strom (2003) Coalition Governments in Western Europe.
Oxford: University Press on Demand.

Pedersen, Mogens N (1979) “The Dynamics of European Party Systems: Changing Pat-
terns of Electoral Volatility.” European Journal of Political Research 7 (1): 1–26.

Rommetvedt, Hilmar et al. (2013) “Coping with Corporatism in Decline and the Revival
of Parliament: Interest Group Lobbyism in Denmark and Norway, 1980–2005.” Com-
parative Political Studies 46 (4): 457–485.

Skjæveland, Asbjørn (2009) “Modelling Government Formation in Denmark and
Beyond.” Party Politics 15 (6): 715–735.

Strøm, Kaare (1990) Minority Government and Majority Rule. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Aardal, Bernt (ed.) (2003) Velgere i villrede. Oslo: Damm.
——— (2007) Norske velgere: En studie av stortingsvalget i 2005. Oslo: Damm.
Bale, Timothy, and Torbjörn Bergman (2006) “Captives No Longer, but Servants Still?

Contract Parliamentarism and the New Minority Governance in Sweden and New
Zealand.” Government and Opposition 41 (3): 422–449.

Bergman, Torbjörn (1993) “Formation Rules and Minority Governments.” European
Journal of Political Research 23: 55–66.

Bergman, Torbjörn, and Kaare Strøm (eds.) (2011) The Madisonian Turn: Political
Parties and Parliamentary Democracy in Nordic Europe. Ann Arbor, MI: University
of Michigan Press.

Beyme, Klaus von (1970) Die parlamentarischen Regierungssysteme in Europa. Munich:
Piper.

Björnberg, Arne (1939) Parlamentarismens utveckling i Norge efter 1905. Uppsala:
Almqvist & Wiksell.

Bondevik, Kjell Magne (2006) Et liv i spenning. Oslo: Aschehoug.
Budge, Ian, and Hans Keman (1990) Parties and Democracy: Coalition Formation and

Government Functioning in Twenty States. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Gamson, William A. (1961) “A Theory of Coalition Formation.” American Sociological

Review 26: 373–382.
Heidar, Knut (1983) Norske Politiske Fakta 1884–1982. Oslo: Universitetsforlaget.
Knutsen, Oddbjørn (2004) “Voters and Social Cleavages.” Chapter 4 In K. Heidar (ed.),

Nordic Politics. Oslo: Universitetsforlaget.
Laver, Michael, and Norman Schofield (1990) Multiparty Government: The Politics of

Coalition in Europe. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Laver, Michael, and Kenneth A. Shepsle (1996) Making and Breaking Governments.

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Lyng, John (1976) Mellom øst og vest: Erindringer 1965–1968. Oslo: Cappelen.



Narud, Hanne Marthe (1996) “Electoral Competition and Coalition Bargaining in Multi-
Party Systems.” Journal of Theoretical Politics 8 (4): 499–525.

——— (2003) “Hvem skal styre landet? Velgernes syn på regjeringsalternativene ved
valget i 2001.” In Bernt Aardal (ed.), Velgere i villrede (pp. 185–206). Oslo: Damm.

Narud, Hanne Marthe, and Kaare Strøm (2000) “Norway: A Fragile Coalitional Order.” in
Wolfgang C. Müller and Kaare Strøm (eds.), Coalition Governments in Western Europe
(pp. 158–191). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

——— (2011) “Norway: From Hønsvaldian Parliamentarism back to Madisonian Roots.”
In T. Bergman and K. Strøm (eds.), The Madisonian Turn (pp. 200–250). Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press.

Narud, Hanne Marthe, and Henry Valen (2007) Demokrati og ansvar: Politisk represen-
tasjon i et flerpartisystem. Oslo: Damm.

Nordby, Trond (2000) I politikkens sentrum: Variasjoner i Stortingets makt fra 1814 til
2000. Oslo: Universitetsforlaget.

Rasch, Bjørn Erik (2004) Kampen om regjeringsmakten. Oslo: Fagbokforlaget.
Rokkan, Stein (1970) Citizens, Elections, Parties. New York: David McKay.
Stavenes, Torill, and Kaare W. Strøm (2018) “Norway: Towards a More Permissive Coa-
lition Order.” Paper presented at a conference at Lund University, May 17–18.

Strøm, Kaare (1990) Majority Government and Minority Rule. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

——— (2000) “Delegation and Accountability in Parliamentary Democracies.” European
Journal of Political Research 37 (3): 261–289.

Strøm, Kaare, Ian Budge, and Michael J. Laver (1994) “Constraints on Cabinet Formation
in Parliamentary Democracies.” American Journal of Political Science 38: 303–335.

Valen, Henry (1973) “‘No’ to EEC.” Scandinavian Political Studies 8: 214–226.
——— (1994) “Norway: A Storting Election in the Shadow of the EU.” Electoral Studies
13: 169–179.

Valen, Henry, and Hanne Marthe Narud (2007) “The Conditional Party Mandate: A
Model for the Study of Mass and Elite Opinion Patterns.” European Journal of Polit-
ical Research 46 (3): 293–318.

Valen, Henry, and Stein Rokkan (1974) “Norway: Conflict Structure and Mass Politics in
a European Periphery.” In Richard Rose (ed.), Comparative Electoral Behaviour. New
York: Free Press.

Amorim Neto, O. (2003) “Portugal: Changing Patterns of Delegation and Accountability
Under the President’s Watchful Eyes.” In K. Strøm, W. Muller and T. Bergman (eds.),
Delegation and Accountability in Parliamentary Democracies (pp. 552–572). Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Amorim Neto, O., and M. C. Lobo (2009) “Portugal’s Semi-Presidentialism (Re)Consid-
ered: An Assessment of the President’s Role in the Policy Process, 1976–2006.” Euro-
pean Journal of Political Research 48 (2): 234–255.

Bale, T., and T. Bergman (2006) “Captives No Longer, but Servants Still? Contract Par-
liamentarism and the New Minority Governance in Sweden and New Zealand 1.” Gov-
ernment and Opposition 41 (3): 422–449.

Barreto, A. (2011) “Social Change in Portugal.” In Antonio Costa Pinto (ed.), Contempo-
rary Portugal (pp. 193–224). New York: Columbia University Press.

Baum, M., and A. Espírito-Santo (2012) “Portugal’s Quota-Parity Law: An Analysis of Its
Adoption.” West European Politics 35 (2): 319–342.

Belchior, A. M. (2008) “Party Policy Representation in Portugal.” South European
Society and Politics 13 (4): 457–476.



Cabral, M. V. (2000) “O exercício da cidadania política em Portugal.” Análise Social:
85–113.

Cunha, C. (2008) “Few but Pure Good Members Are Preferred to a Mass Party: The Por-
tuguese Communist Party’s Continued Orthodoxy.” In U. Backes and P. Moureau
(eds.), Communist and Post-Communist Parties in Europe (pp. 193–214). Berlin: Van-
denhoeck & Ruprecht.

Elgie, R. (1999) “The Politics of Semi-Presidentialism.” In R. Elgie (ed.), Semi-Presidentialism
in Europe. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Fernandes, J. M., P. C. Magalhães, and J. Santana-Pereira (2018) “Portugal’s Leftist Gov-
ernment: From Sick Man to Poster Boy?” South European Society and Politics 23 (4):
503–524.

Frain, M. (1997) “The Right in Portugal: The PSD and the CDS/PP.” In T. Bruneau (ed.),
Political Parties and Democracy in Portugal: Organizations, Elections, and Public
Opinion. Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

Freire, A. (2002) “Realinhamentos eleitorais, 1983–1999: estruturas sociais, economia e
voto partidário.” Análise Social: 121–149.

Gallagher, M. (1991) “Proportionality, Disproportionality and Electoral Systems.” Elec-
toral Studies 10 (1): 33–51.

Huntington, S. P. (1991) The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century.
Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press.

Jalali, C. (2007) Partidos e democracia em Portugal: 1974–2005: da revolução ao bipar-
tidarismo. Lisboa: Instituto Ciencias Sociais.

Leston-Bandeira, C. (2004) From Legislation to Legitimation: The Role of the Portuguese
Parliament. London: Routledge.

——— (2009) “Dissent in a Party-Based Parliament: The Portuguese Case.” Party Pol-
itics 15 (6): 695–713.

Leston-Bandeira, C., and J. M. Fernandes (2015) “Parliamentary Investiture Rules in Por-
tugal’s Semi-Presidential Democracy.” Parliaments and Government Formation:
Unpacking Investiture Rules: 217–232.

Lijphart, A. (2012) Patterns of Democracy: Government Forms and Performance in
Thirty-Six Countries. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Lisi, M. (2016) “U-Turn: The Portuguese Radical Left from Marginality to Government
Support.” South European Society and Politics 21 (4): 541–560.

Lobo, M. C. (2005) Governar em democracia. Lisboa: Imprensa Ciências Sociais.
Lobo, M. C, and P. C. Magalhães (2011) “Room for Manoeuvre: Euroscepticism in the

Portuguese Parties and Electorate 1976–2005.” South European Society and Politics
16 (1): 81–104.

Magalhães, P. C. (2005) “Disaffected Democrats: Political Attitudes and Political Action
in Portugal.” West European Politics 28 (5): 973–991.

——— (2011) “Elections, Parties and Policy-Making Institutions.” In Antonio Costa Pinto
(ed.), Contemporary Portugal (pp. 225–248). New York: Columbia University Press.

——— (2017) “A Tale of Two Elections: Information, Motivated Reasoning, and the
Economy in the 2011 and 2015 Portuguese Elections.” Análise Social 52 (225): 736–758.

Magone, J. M. (2000) “Portugal: The Rationale of Democratic Regime Building.” In W.
Muller and K. Strøm (eds.), Coalition Governments in Western Europe (pp. 529–558).
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

McDonnell, D., and J. L. Newell (2011) “Outsider Parties in Government in Western
Europe.” Party Politics 17 (4): 443–452.



Moury, C., and A. Standring (2017) “‘Going Beyond the Troika’: Power and Discourse
in Portuguese Austerity Politics.” European Journal of Political Research 56 (3): 660–679.

Pinto, A. C. (2006) “Authoritarian Legacies, Transitional Justice and State Crisis in Por-
tugal’s Democratization.” Democratization 13 (2): 173–204.

Reis, R. (2013) The Portuguese Slump and Crash and the Euro Crisis (No. w19288).
National Bureau of Economic Research.

Rodrigues, C. F., R. Figueiras, and V. Junqueira (2016) Desigualdade do Rendimento
e Pobreza em Portugal: As consequências sociais do programa de ajustamento.
Lisboa: Fundação Francisco Manuel dos Santos.

Strøm, K. (1990) Minority Government and Majority Rule. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Van Biezen, I. (2003) Political Parties in New Democracies: Party Organization in
Southern and East-Central Europe. London: Palgrave.

Wiarda, H. J., and M. M. Mott (2001) Catholic Roots and Democratic Flowers: Political
Systems in Spain and Portugal. Westport, CT: Praeger.

Field, B. N., and A. Botti (eds.) (2013) Politics and Society in Contemporary Spain. New
York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Reniu, J. M (2011) “‘Spain Is Different’: Explaining Minority Governments by Diverging
Party Goals.” In R. Andeweg and L. Winter (eds.), Puzzles of Government Formation:
Coalition Theory and deviant Cases (pp. 112–128). London: Routledge.

Stefuriuc, I. (2013) Government Formation in Multi-Level Settings: Party Strategy and
Institutional Constraints. London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Athens Voice (2016) “Αλιβιζάτος-Βενιζέλος-Τσακυράκης: Τρεις συνταγματολόγοι λένε
“όχι” στην απλή αναλογική (Alivizatos-Venizelos-Tsakyrakis: Three constitutional
scholars say “no” to a pure proportional system).” Athens Voice, July 01. Accessed
January 03, 2019, www.athensvoice.gr/politics/132377_alivizatos-venizelos-tsakyra
kis-treis-syntagmatologoi-lene-ohi-stin-apli-analogiki.

Bruneau, Thomas, P. Nikiforos Diamandouros, Richard Gunther, Arend Lijphart, Leo-
nardo Morlino, and Risa Brooks (2001) “Democracy, Southern European Style.” In
P. Nikiforos Diamandouros and Richard Gunther (eds.), Parties, Politics, and Democ-
racy in the New Southern Europe (pp. 16–82). Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity Press.

Clogg, Richard (ed.) (1993) Greece, 1981–89: The Populist Decade. London: Palgrave
Macmillan.

Duverger, Maurice (1954) Political Parties: Their Organization and Activity in the
Modern State. Methuen: Wiley.

Ellinas, Antonis (2013) “The Rise of Golden Dawn: The New Face of the Far Right in
Greece.” South European Society and Politics 18 (4): 543–565.

Gallagher, Michael (2017) “Election Indices Dataset.” Accessed September 26, 2017,
www.tcd.ie/Political_Science/staff/michael_gallagher/ElSystems/index.php.

Hague, Rod, Martin Harrop, and John McCormick (2016) Comparative Politics and Gov-
ernment: An Introduction. 10th ed. London and New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Huntington, Samuel (1991) The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth
Century. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press.

Kalyvas, Stathis N., and Nikos Marantzidis (2002) “Greek Communism, 1968–2001.”
East European Politics and Societies 16 (3): 665–690.

Lijphart, Arend (2012) Patterns of Democracy. Government Forms and Performance in
Thirty Six Countries. 2nd ed. New Haven and London: Yale University Press.

http://www.athensvoice.gr
http://www.tcd.ie
http://www.athensvoice.gr


Lipset, Seymour Martin, and Stein Rokkan (1967) “Cleavage Structures, Party Systems,
and Voter Alignments: An Introduction.” In Seymour Martin Lipset and Sten Rokkan
(eds.), Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross National Perspectives (pp. 1–64).
New York: The Free Press.

Lisi, Marco, and Emmanouil Tsatsanis (2019) “Southern Europe and the Eurozone Crisis:
Political Representation, Party System Characteristics and the Impact of Austerity.” In
André Freire, Melany Barragán, Xavier Coller, Marco Lisi and Emmanouil Tsatsanis
(eds.), Political Representation in Southern Europe and Latin America: Crisis or Con-
tinuing Transformation? London and New York: Routledge.

Mavrogordatos, George Th. (1984) “The Greek Party System: A Case of ‘Limited but
Polarized Pluralism’?” West European Politics 7: 156–169.

Moschonas, Gerassimos (1994) “Η Διαιρετική Τομή Δεξιάς-Αντιδεξιάς στη Μεταπολί
τευση (The Right-Antiright Cleavage in Post-Authoritarian Greece).” In Nicolas
Demertzis (ed.), Η Ελληνική Πολιτική Κουλτούρα Σήμερα (Contemporary Greek Polit-
ical Culture) (pp. 159–215). Athens: Odysseas.

Pappas, Takis (2001) “In Search of the Center: Conservative Parties, Electoral Competi-
tion and Political Legitimacy in Southern Europe’s New Democracies.” In P. Nikiforos
Diamandouros and Richard Gunther (eds.), Parties, Politics, and Democracy in the
New Southern Europe (pp. 224–267). Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press.

Pappas, Takis, and Elias Dinas (2006) “From Opposition to Power: Greek Conservatism
Reinvented.” South European Society and Politics 11 (3–4): 477–495.

Pridham, Geoffrey, and Susannah Verney (1991) “The Coalitions of 1989–90 in Greece:
Inter-Party Relations and Democratic Consolidation.” West European Politics 14 (4):
42–69.

Prosser, Christopher (2016) “Dimensionality, Ideology and Party Positions Towards Euro-
pean Integration.” West European Politics 39 (4): 731–754.

Sartori, Giovanni (1976) Parties and Party Systems: A Framework for Analysis. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Simitis, Kostas (1979) Η Δομική Αντιπολίτευση (The Structural Opposition). Athens:
Kastaniotis.

Siouti, Vassiliki (2018) “Το προπατορικό αμάρτημα των ΣYΡΙΖΑ-ΑNΕΛ (The Original
Sin of SYRIZA-ANEL).” Kathimerini, November 03. Accessed December 20, 2018,
www.kathimerini.gr/993320/opinion/epikairothta/politikh/to-propatoriko-amarthma-twn-
syriza-anel

Spourdalakis, Michalis (1988) ΠΑΣΟΚ. Δομή, Εσωκομματικές κρίσεις και Συγκέντρωση
Εξουσίας [PASOK. Structure, Internal Crises and Concentration of Power]. Athens:
Exandas

Teperoglou, Eftichia, and Emmanouil Tsatsanis (2011) “A New Divide? The Impact of
Globalisation on National Party Systems.” West European Politics 34 (6): 1207–1228.

——— (2014a) “Dealignment, De-Legitimation and the Implosion of the Two-Party
System in Greece: The Earthquake Election of 6 May 2012.” Journal of Elections,
Public Opinion and Parties 24 (2): 222–242.

——— (2014b) “Η Επίσπευση ενός Αργού Θανάτου: Κομματικές Ταυτίσεις και το Τέλος
του Δικομματισμού/The Hastening of a Slow Death: Party Identification and the End
of the Two-Party System.” In I. Voulgaris and I. Nicolacopoulos (eds.), 2012: Ο Διπλός
Εκλογικός Σεισμός / 2012: The Double Electoral Earthquake (pp. 33–60). Athens:
Themelio.

http://www.kathimerini.gr
http://www.kathimerini.gr


Teperoglou, Eftichia, Emmanouil Tsatsanis, and Elias Nicolacopoulos (2015) “Habituat-
ing to the New Normal in a Post-Earthquake Party System: The 2014 European Elec-
tion in Greece.” South European Society and Politics 20 (3): 333–355.

Tsakatika, Myrto, and Costas Eleftheriou (2013) “The Radical Left’s Turn Towards Civil
Society in Greece: One Strategy, Two Paths.” South European Society and Politics
18 (1): 81–99.

Tsatsanis, Emmanouil (2009a) “The Social Determinants of Ideology: The Case of Neo-
liberalism in Southern Europe.” Critical Sociology 35 (2): 199–223.

——— (2009b) “Παλαιές και Nέες Διαιρετικές Τομές/Old and New Cleavages.” In I.
Constantinides, N. Marantzides and T. Pappas (eds.), Κόμματα και Πολιτική στην
Ελλάδα: Οι Σύγχρονες Εξελίξεις /Parties and Politics in Greece: Contemporary Devel-
opments (pp. 35–59). Athens: Kritiki.

——— (2016) “Politics in the Depressed Republic: Transformation and Continuity in
Greece During the Crisis.” Portuguese Journal of Social Science 15 (2): 255–274.

——— (2018) “The Swift Unravelling: Party System Change and Deinstitutionalization
in Greece During the Crisis.” In Marco Lisi (ed.), Party System Change, the European
Crisis and the State of Democracy in Europe (pp. 115–136). London: Routledge.

Tsatsanis, Emmanouil, Andre Freire, and Yannis Tsirbas (2014) “The Impact of the Eco-
nomic Crisis on the Ideological Space in Portugal and Greece: A Comparison of Elites
and Voters.” South European Society and Politics 19 (4): 519–540.

Tsatsanis, Emmanouil, and Eftichia Teperoglou (2016) “Realignment Under Stress: The
July 2015 Referendum and the September Parliamentary Election in Greece.” South
European Society and Politics 21 (4): 427–450.

Tsirbas, Yannis (2016) “The January 2015 Parliamentary Election in Greece: Government
Change, Partial Punishment and Hesitant Stabilisation.” South European Society and
Politics 21 (4): 407–426.

Verney, Susannah (1990) “Between Coalition and One-Party Government: The Greek
Elections of November 1989 and April 1990.”West European Politics 13 (4): 131–138.

——— (2014) “Broken and Can’t Be Fixed: The Impact of the Economic Crisis on the
Greek Party System.” The International Spectator 49 (1): 18–35.

Voulgaris, Yannis, and Elias Nicolacopoulos (2014) “Εισαγωγή: ο Εκλογικός Σεισμός του
2012 (Introduction: The Electoral Earthquake of 2012).” In Yannis Voulgaris and Elias
Nicolacopoulos (eds.), 2012: O Διπλός Εκλογικός Σεισμός (2012: The double earth-
quake elections) (pp. 9–31). Athens: Themelio, Athens.

Ware, Alan (1996) Political Parties and Party Systems. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Bordignon, F., and L. Ceccarini (2013) “Five Stars and a Cricket: Beppe Grillo Shakes
Italian Politics.” South European Society and Politics 18 (4): 427–449.

Chiapponi, F. (2017) Democrazia, populismo, leadership, il MoVimento 5 Stelle. Novi
Ligure: Edizioni Epoké.

Corbetta, P., and E. Gualmini (eds.) (2013) Il partito di Grillo. Bologna: Il Mulino.
D’Alimonte, R., e Bartolini, S. (a cura di) (1997)Maggioritario per caso. Le elezioni poli-
tiche del 1996. Bologna: Il Mulino.

Diamanti, I. (2003) Bianco, rosso, verde . . . e azzurro: Mappe e colori dell’Italia politica.
Bologna: Il Mulino.

Downs, A. (1957) An Economic Theory of Democracy. New York: Harper & Row.
Ieraci, G. (1999) Democrazie difficili: Modelli istituzionali e competizione politica nelle
democrazie instabili. Roma: Armando.

——— (2006) “Governments, Policy Space and Party Positions in the Italian Parliament
(1996–2001).” South European Society & Politics 12 (2): 261–285.



——— (2008a) Governments and Parties in Italy: Parliamentary Debates, Investiture
Votes and Policy Positions (1994–2006). Leicester: Troubador.

——— (2008b) L’Ulivo e la Libertà. Governi e partiti in Italia nella democrazia dell’al-
ternanza. Trieste: E.U.T.

——— (2012) “Government Alternation and Patterns of Competition in Europe: Com-
parative Data in Search of Some Explanations.” West European politics 35 (3):
530–550.

——— (2013) “Gli anni del conflitto: 1968–1972.” In Luca Ricolfi, Barbara Loera, Silvia
Testa (a cura di), Italia al voto: Le elezioni politiche della Repubblica (pp. 181–209).
Torino: Utet.

Ieraci, G., and R. Toffoletto (2018) “From Movement to Party: MeetUp Groups, Policies
and Conflict in the Organisational Development of the Italian Five Stars Movement.”
In Quaderni di Scienza Politica XXV (3): 399–422.

Mény, Y., and Y. Surel (eds.) (2002) Democracy and the Populist Challenge. Basingstoke
and New York: Palgrave.

Morlino, L. (1990) “Crisis of Parties and Change of Party System in Italy.” Party Politics
2: 5–30.

Mudde, C. (2004) “The Populist Zeitgeist.” Government and Opposition 39 (4): 542–563.
Sani, G., and G. Sartori (1978) “Frammentazione, polarizzazione e cleavages: democrazie

facili e difficili.” Rivista Italiana di Scienza Politica 8: 339–361.
——— (1982) “Polarization, Fragmentation and Competition in Western Democracies.”

In H. Daalder and P. Mair (eds.),Western European Party Systems, Beverly Hills: Sage.
Sartori, G. (1963) “Dove va il parlamento?” In S. Somogyi (ed.), Il parlamento italiano

1946–1963. Napoli: ESI.
——— (1976) Parties and Party Systems: A Framework for Analysis. Cambridge: Cam-

bridge University Press.
Gallagher, Michael (1991) “Proportionality, Disproportionality, and Electoral Systems.”

Electoral Studies 10 (1): 33–41.
Gamson, William A. (1961) “A Theory of Coalition Formation.” American Sociological

Review 26 (3): 373–382.
Gandrud, Christopher (2015) “Gallagher Electoral Disproportionality Data: 121 Coun-

tries, 1945–2014.” Accessed March 2, 2019. http://christophergandrud.github.io/Dis
proportionality_Data/.

Kollman, Ken, Allen Hicken, Daniele Caramani, David Backer, and David Lublin (2018)
Constituency-Level Elections Archive. Ann Arbor, MI: Center for Political Studies:
University of Michigan.

1 Not including a few independents.
2 For a more detailed discussion of electoral systems, see Lijphart (2012).
3 For a fuller discussion of cabinets, see Lijphart (2012).
4 See Mill (1986), Locke (1949), Rawls (1971).
5 For more, see Matravers et al. (2006), Estlund (2012), or Tannenbaum (2012).
6 For a thorough analysis of policy-based theories of coalition governments, see Laver

and Budge (1992)
7 For more on extreme or niche parties, see Kedar (2005), Adams et al. (2006), Meguid

(2005).
8 For more on issue ownership in portfolio allocation, see Budge and Keman (1990)
9 See Lijphart (2012) for a more complete summary of minimal winning coalitions.
10 For more on minority governments and cabinet formation, see Laver and Schofield

(1990).

http://christophergandrud.github.io
http://christophergandrud.github.io


11 For more on deputy ministers, see Giannetti and Laver (2005), Thies (2001), (Evans
2018a).

12 For more on committee chairs, see Kim and Loewenberg (2005), Carroll and Cox
(2012).

13 See, for example, Bäck et al. (2011), Warwick and Druckman (2006, 2001), Browne
and Franklin (1973).

14 See, for example, Baron and Ferejohn (1989), Diermeier et al. (2008), Baron and
Diermeier (2001).

15 See, for example, Laver and Shepsle (1990), Strøm (1990).
16 See Bäck et al. (2011), Raabe and Linhart (2015), Evans (2018b)
17 For a comparison of consensus versus majoritarian government see Lijphart (2012),

Martin and Vanberg (2004).
18 For more on comparative politics, see Powell et al. (2018) or Munck and Snyder

(2007).
1 The example is slightly simplified, as the German electoral system knows a further

step of seat allocation to parties’ Länder lists, but it should be sufficient to understand
the basic mechanisms.

2 Developments of the party system are discussed in more detail below.
3 See Section II for some clarifications regarding the relationship between CDU and

CSU.
4 The FDP is commonly referred to as the Liberals in Germany; hence, the two refer-

ences for this party are used interchangeably in this chapter.
5 “Social market” economy is a concept developed by German Christian Democrats

after World War Two as kind of a third way between liberal capitalism and socialism.
Social market economies largely follow the idea of free markets and competition but
accept higher degrees of state regulation. This concept comes close to what Hall and
Soskice (2001) call a “coordinated market economy.”

6 SED stands for Sozialistische Einheitspartei Deutschlands and means Socialist Unity
Party of Germany. PDS stands for Partei des Demokratischen Sozialismus (Party of
Democratic Socialism).

7 At the federal elections of 2017, for example, 17.8 percent of the East German voters
elected The Left with their list votes, while 7.4 percent of the voters in the West did.

1 Tweede Kamer (the House of Representatives) translates to Second Chamber, and
Eerste Kamer (the Senate) translates to First Chamber.

2 The PVV supported a minority coalition from 2010 to 2012.
3 Current estimates are for an agreement by Summer 2019.
4 The only disputes that occasionally arose concerned labour issues in the Port of

Rotterdam.
1 Currently, regional competences include urban planning; environment; agriculture;

local government; housing; developmental aid; and parts of public transportation,
employment, trade, and economy. The communities’ competences include nearly
all educational and cultural matters; parts of health policy; and assistance to families,
the disabled, elderly, and youth.

2 For instance, after six years of negotiations, the federal and regional governments still
did not manage to conclude an agreement prior to the December 2015 Paris summit
on climate change.

3 The Gallagher Index of Disproportionality in 2014 stands at 4.6.
4 Nonetheless, since World War Two, eight cabinets have resigned in order to pre-empt

a no-confidence vote.
5 Belgium has had a few experiences with long-lasting caretaker governments, and that

of 2010–2011 (541 days) was certainly the longest. Formally, a caretaker government
cannot make any major decisions, and it must use the frozen budget of the previous
government. However, when the formation of a new government takes a long time,



critical events may push the temporary government to take action, contingent upon
parliamentary approval. For instance, the Leterme II caretaker government decided
to send F16 fighter planes to Libya.

6 Linguistic groups also have the power to delay legislation that threatens their interest.
If at least three-quarters of the members of a linguistic group (either chamber) intro-
duce an “alarm bell motion,” then parliamentary procedure is suspended. The federal
cabinet must then, within thirty days, propose to the relevant chamber either the orig-
inal bill or an amended version that appeases the aggrieved minority. This procedure
was initiated only once (2010), but was not pushed through to resolution of the
legislation.

7 Until 1995, both chambers had a strong veto power because for a bill to become law,
identical versions had to be adopted by both. As there was no hierarchy between them,
bills sometimes went back and forth through the navette system, without “stopping
rules.” However, strongly disciplined parliamentary parties allowed the government
to push the bills it initiated through both chambers, with few delays.

8 The Belgian Communists only gained significant electoral results in the 1946
elections.

9 During the 1980s, the Communists, the RW, and the UDRT lost parliamentary repre-
sentation, resulting in a small reduction of the party system.

10 Except the post-Maoist PTB-PvdA that gained two seats in 2014 and twelve in 2019.
11 Belgian francophone parties do not have any organizational or programmatic link with

their French counterparts, nor do the Flemish with the Dutch parties, even when the
Flemish for a long time considered The Netherlands as a role model. In Flanders all
demands for “Dutch-speaking re-unification” with the Netherlands have vanished.
Belgian francophone public opinion is still influenced by the French political
agenda (e.g., the attempts to copy Macron’s En Marche movement, and the Gillets
Jaunes movement), as a majority of Belgian francophones follow French media
outlets.

12 Protestants have always been a very tiny majority. Note that other religions exist and
have acquired official recognition and subsidies from the state, that is, the small
Orthodox, Anglican, and Jewish communities (all less than 1 percent) and an expand-
ing Muslim community due to immigration.

13 Although negotiations in the regions conclude more quickly than in the federal arena
(the latter includes more parties and contentious issues), as long as government for-
mation in both cases occurred simultaneously, efforts were often made to synchronize
the final phase of multilevel government formation (i.e., the nomination of ministers),
following the informal principle that deals regarding one level become valid only
when there is agreement at all levels.

14 During the eleven bargaining rounds needed to form the Di Rupo government (2010–
2011), nine parties were actively involved in one or several rounds.

15 In spite of high density, the trade-union movement is traditionally ideologically hetero-
geneous. The Catholic ACV-CSC (Algemeen Christelijk Vakverbond – Confédération
des Syndicats Chrétiens) counts more members than the two other unions together. The
socialist ABVV-FGTB (Algemeen Belgisch Vakverbond – Fédération Générale du
Travail de Belgique) comes in second, with the small liberal trade union (ACLVB-
CGSLB) third.

1 As of the submission of this chapter for publication, the coalition was weakened by
the exit of a six-member party. Following elections in April 2019, political deadlock
among the eleven parties resulted in new national elections scheduled for five months
later.

2 For more information on Israeli political parties, see Israel Democracy Institute
(2015)



3 As indicated earlier, the number of ministers changes frequently with different coali-
tion agreements.

4 The Likud, other right-wing parties, and a large segment of Israeli society refer to the
area by its biblical names: Judea and Samaria. This chapter will use the term more
commonly used in international discussion: West Bank.

5 It is also criticized for West Bank construction by many foreign governments who see
it as an obstacle to peace with the Palestinians.

6 The term Palestine is a relic from the Romans and was not used by Jews, Arabs, or
Turks prior to the British occupation.

7 Israel also took the Golan Heights from Syria, but that area does not have a Palestin-
ian population.

8 The PLO was founded in 1964, prior to the war, but increased attacks in subsequent
years.

9 Sometimes referred to as national-religious.
10 This is similar to immigration policies of many European countries and Japan, that

grant citizenship based on ethnic ancestry.
11 Approximately equal to the OECD average (OECD 2017).
12 One female MP broke away to form her own one-person faction in 2017.
13 Though the party’s predecessor, the National Religious Party, did have a female MP

as early as 1959.
14 The first Arab women MPs were in majority Jewish parties Meretz (in 1999) and

Labour (in 2006), and the first Arab woman MP to represent an Arab party only
appeared in 2009.

15 See Hazan and Diskin (2009), Arian and Shamir (2008), Peretz and Doron (2000).
16 Labour split from the (now defunct) Zionist Union just prior to the election.
1 According to the Swedish succession rules before 1980, only men could become mon-

archs. The three queens in history who ruled over Sweden have each been the widow
of Sweden’s king.

2 In 2018, the Social Democrats won 100 seats, well below the 166 they won in 1982 or
as recently as 2002, when they won 144 seats.

3 The Feminist Initiative has so far failed to pass the electoral threshold for parliamen-
tary representation, but has won a seat in the European parliament.

4 This was a potential conflict for the government coalition of the Alliance parties. A
clash was avoided by passing the matter to parliament and the Alliance parties, allow-
ing their MPs to vote their conscience.

1 James Madison was president of the United States at the time that the Norwegian
Constitution was drafted but did not directly influence this process.

2 The 1814 Constitution denied Jews and members of Catholic orders access to
Norway, a provision that caused major controversy in the following decades. The pro-
hibition against Jewish immigration was lifted in 1851, but remarkably the ban on
Catholic orders remained in place as late as the 1950s.

3 In addition, two smaller and largely regional parties have gained parliamentary repre-
sentation in recent decades: Folkeaksjonen Fremtid for Finmark (The Popular Move-
ment for the Future of Finnmark (1989) and Tverrpolitiske Folkevalgte, also called
Kystpartiet (the Coastal Party) (1997 and 2001).

4 The Progress Party was originally Anders Lange’s Party, named after its founder.
5 In 1971, the critical issue was Norwegian EC membership. Ten years later, it was

abortion, whereas in 1990, it was once again EU membership. All other cabinets
prior to 2001 had, however, formed “without a hitch.”

6 Note, however, that this measure, because it counts the bargaining period from the
date the government tenders its resignation, effectively underreports the duration of
postelectoral bargaining. By convention, the outgoing administration does not
tender its resignation until the new parliament has convened. Thus, when a losing
government after an election has indicated that it will resign, the parliamentary



calendar leaves an interim of several weeks during which unofficial negotiations can
take place. This has happened in 1997 and on several previous occasions.

7 The two other cases, in 1971 and 1972, were both complicated by the European Com-
munity membership issue.

8 The exceptions are the national unity governments during and immediately after
World War Two.

9 Since parties also tend to have extreme preferences (relative to their coalition part-
ners) on the dimensions they “own,” Budge and Keman’s approach in many cases pre-
dicts that portfolio allocation should favour parties that are preference outliers. Laver
and Shepsle (1996) instead argue that portfolios should be allocated to parties that are
centrally located in a policy space, that is, the median party on the relevant policy
dimension. Norwegian portfolio allocation has tended to follow Budge and Keman
rather than Laver and Shepsle.

10 When the first durable nonsocialist coalition was formed in 1965, there was an intra-
coalition battle over the Ministry of Church and Education. The Liberals, as well as
many members of other coalition parties, were reluctant to yield this portfolio to the
Christian Democrats (Lyng 1976, 16–41), who had the post as one of their top objec-
tives. The Christians did eventually prevail, but only after a serious tug-of-war with
the Liberals.

11 Note that since the 1980s, the ministerial structure of Norwegian governments has
increasingly been in flux, so that some of the ministries mentioned above no longer
exist in their original form.

1 See Magone (2000) and Amorim Neto (2003) for previous excellent treatments on the
topic.

2 In Portugal, the Social Democrats are a centre-right party.
3 A comparison in the concluding chapter of this book shows Spain currently has a

slightly lower disproportionality index. Among the countries in the book, Greece and
Italy have higher levels of disproportionality, though Italy’s electoral system is different.

4 For example, Israel has a 3.25 percent threshold. Spain has 3 percent threshold.
5 After Portas’s resignation in 2016, a new leadership emerged under Assuncao Cristas

with several party cadres that have been nurtured under Portas.
6 In a previous coalition, in 2002, then President Sampaio vetoed Paulo Portas as a

potential Foreign Affairs minister due to the Christian Democrat’s still ambiguous
position on Europe.

7 Data have been obtained from the European Union’s Public Opinion Portal at http://ec.
europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/Chart/getChart/chartType/line
Chart//themeKy/19/groupKy/102/savFile/196?fbclid=IwAR12atWkgAYK3e2MJ
mpL7ByO7cRrwSKHUVuvgbJ58P7s_wTBvLqxlO9-F4s

8 We only include ministerial posts in these calculations. Junior ministers have not been
included.

9 The Socialists joined coalitions with the Christian Democrats (1978) and the Social
Democrats (1983–1985).

10 Guterres presided over one of the most robust economic expansion cycles in Portugal,
which permitted his government to expand the welfare state.

1 Despite that title, the president is only head of government but not head of state. That
distinction is currently held by King Felipe VI.

2 In Spain, the no-confidence vote is constructive: it must include an alternative prime
minister candidate in order to avoid political instability. Thus, parties need to reach a
double agreement: both in removing the incumbent prime minister (and cabinet) and
in the appointment of a new prime minister and cabinet.

3 Although there are proposals to reform the electoral system that advocate replacing
the provinces with the ACs as electoral districts, none of the major parties has
shown interest in addressing this debate. Some scholars calculate this would lead to

http://ec.europa.eu
http://ec.europa.eu
http://ec.europa.eu
http://ec.europa.eu


greater parliamentary fragmentation and, therefore, less political power for the Social-
ist Party and the People’s Party.

4 Those advocating a reform of the Senate argue that it should be twofold: a change of
its method of election to become a chamber appointed by the regional governments or
the parliamentary assemblies of the ACs, and second, having it responsible for han-
dling all territorial legislation. This would create a new political framework where
political parties and regional governments would have the opportunity to deal speci-
fically with territorial issues, according to their real political power in their AC.

5 This was a citizen movement formed following a demonstration in Madrid on May
15, 2011, convened by various groups. There were a series of peaceful protests
throughout the country, with the intention of promoting a more participatory democ-
racy away from the bipolar political spectrum of the Socialist Party-People’s Party,
critical of the power of banks and corporations, and demanding an “authentic division
of powers” to improve the democratic system. It brought together various civic groups
with different slogans, such as the May 15 demonstration: “We are not puppets in the
hands of politicians and bankers” and “Real Democracy NOW! We are not merchan-
dise in the hands of politicians and bankers.” Following the worldwide mobilization
on October 15, 2011, the activists who were part of the encampments and assemblies
began to create civil society groups. Likewise, new political parties, such as Podemos,
formed in 2014.

6 They label Socialist Party and People’s Party “old politics,” in the sense of lack of
renewal, gender bias, being disconnected from citizens’ demands, serving the eco-
nomic lobbies instead of population, and so on, and repeat claims used by the 15M
movement that used the slogan “they do not represent us.”

7 Since the electoral reform of 2004, the representation of women has increased from
34.8 percent in 2004; to 34.6 percent in 2008; 33.1 percent in 2011; 40.3 percent
in 2015 and 41.4 percent in the 2016 elections.

1 It skipped the election held in 2009.
2 Duverger also found that use of a two-round voting system also tends to encourage the

formation of multiparty systems that produce patterns of bipolar competition between
two relatively stable coalitions.

3 LAOS subsequently disappeared from Parliament.
4 In 2019 Greece and the former Yugoslav Republic of North Macedonia settled a

decades-long dispute over the name Macedonia.
5 As of the writing this chapter, the trial is still ongoing.
1 The Italian Supreme Court invalidated the law that provided the winning party with

bonus seats in 2017.
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