
Parties and Electoral Competition: Theory and Evidence



Theory: Political convergence theorem

Electoral competition with two office-seekers candidates

If the electorate has single-peaked political preferences, there is a unique Nash equilibrium

1      αν  ( ) ( )

1( , )   αν  ( ) ( )
2

0     αν ( ) ( )

m A m B

A B m A m B

m A m B

W g W g

P g g W g W g

W g W g




= =




Mechanism: Centrifugal forces

…it is dominant strategy for both parties to choose gM



Dates of Greek elections after 1974

November 17, 1974 October 10, 1993

November 20, 1977 September 22, 1996

October 18, 1981 September 4, 2000

June 2, 1985 March 7, 2004

June 18, 1989 September 16, 2007

November 5, 1989 October 4, 2009

April 8, 1990 May 6, 2012/ June17, 2012



Political agendas of the parties: How do we measure them?

Comparative manifesto project (CMP)

https://manifestoproject.wzb.eu/ 

• Measure pre-electoral agendas for different time periods

• Seven policy dimensions (i.e., economy, international relationships etc).

• Left/Right scale where -100 denotes extreme left and +100 extreme right

Median voter political preferences: How do we measure them?

Opinion polls. Eurobarometer  (self placement and/or vote in the previous elections)

http://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm
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Τοποθέτηση ΠΑΣΟΚ και ΝΔ στη κλίμακα αριστερά-δεξια 

-50.00

-40.00

-30.00

-20.00

-10.00

.00

10.00

20.00

30.00

40.00

50.00

1974 1977 1981 1985 1989 1989 1990 1993 1996

ΠΑΣΟΚ

Νέα Δημοκρατία

-50.00

-40.00

-30.00

-20.00

-10.00

.00

10.00

20.00

30.00

40.00

50.00

1974 1977 1981 1985 1989 1989 1990 1993 1996

Τοποθέτηση ΠΑΣΟΚ και ΝΔ στη κλίμακα αριστερά-δεξια 

Διάμεσος Ψηφοφόρος

ΠΑΣΟΚ

Νέα Δημοκρατία



.00

1.00

2.00

3.00

4.00

5.00

6.00

7.00

8.00

1974 1977 1981 1985 1989 1989 1990 1993 1996

Θέσεις κομμάτων για την ανάγκη κρατικής παρέμβασης στην οικονομία 

ΠΑΣΟΚ

Νέα Δημοκρατία



.00

1.00

2.00

3.00

4.00

5.00

6.00

7.00

1974 1977 1981 1985 1989 1989 1990 1993 1996

Θετικές θέσεις των κομμάτων για τα εργατικά συνδικάτα 

ΠΑΣΟΚ

Νέα Δημοκρατία



.00

2.00

4.00

6.00

8.00

10.00

12.00

14.00

16.00

18.00

20.00

1974 1977 1981 1985 1989 1989 1990 1993 1996

Θέσεις των κομμάτων για το κράτος Πρόνοιας 

ΠΑΣΟΚ

Νέα Δημοκρατία



.00

1.00

2.00

3.00

4.00

5.00

6.00

7.00

8.00

1974 1977 1981 1985 1989 1989 1990 1993 1996

Αντι-ιμπεριαλιστική ρητορική των κομμάτων 

ΠΑΣΟΚ



-60

-50

-40

-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

30

40

1945 1950 1951 1955 1959 1964 1966 1970 1974 1974 1979 1983 1987 1992 1997 2001 2005 2010

Conservative Party Labour Party

Στοιχεία από το Ηνωμένο Βασίλειο



-60

-50

-40

-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

30

40

1945 1950 1951 1955 1959 1964 1966 1970 1974 1974 1979 1983 1987 1992 1997 2001 2005 2010

Conservative Party Labour Party Median Voter

Στοιχεία από το Ηνωμένο Βασίλειο



Evidence: Relevant Econometric studies

1) Adams et al. (2004) "Understanding Change and Stability in 

Party Ideologies: Do Parties Respond to Public Opinion or to 

Past Election Results?" British Journal of Political Science

34(4):589-610. 

2) Kluver and Spoon (2014). “Who responds? Voters, Parties 

and Issue Attention” British Journal of Political Science 46, 

589-610. 



How do we work when we have to read an empirical paper?

STEP1:

*Dependent Variables (LHS) : How do we measure?

Party’s agenda (ideology) : usually RILE (left-right) scale (let’s say from 0-10)

STEP2:

*Key explanatory/ Independent variable (RHS): How do we measure?

Ideology of the median voter : usually RILE of the median voter (Eurobarometer 

or other polls)

STEP3

What is the set of countries and years?

*DATA: Panel 18 European countries over the period 1972-2011

STEP4

What is the theoretical hypothesis? The sign of the coefficient?

(i.e. the expected the relationship between LHS and RHS)



Simple relationship: When the effect of a variable (X) on another  (Y)is 

“unconditional”

Example: Y=a+bX, Derivative: dY/dX=b 

b>0 is positive for a positive relationship between X and Y

b<0 is negative for a negative relationship between X and Y

BUT in this case the effect of X on Y is always b (is “unconditional”) and therefore a

conditional effect diagram will not make any sense. If you experiment by trying to

figure out a conditional effect diagram in such a case you will see that the function is

always constant and equals to b.



Conditional  relationship : When the effect of a variable (X) on another  (Y) depends on 

a third variable (Z)

Example: Y=a+bZX, Derivative: dY/dX=bZ

So in this case the effect of X on Y is not a constant term and depends (is “conditional”)

on the size of Z. In this case a conditional effect diagram provides useful information

since it allows us to investigate the effect of X on Y for different values of Z. If you

experiment by constructing a conditional effect diagram in such a case you will see that

the effect of X on Y (i.e. bZ) is “conditional” that means is a function of Z.

Note: The coefficient of the multiplicative term bZ that we obtain in the simple

estimations (the Tables) is “the effect of X on Y for the average level of Z (in our

sample)” whereas the conditional effect diagrams provide information for all the

alternative values of Z.



Adams et al. (2004) "Understanding Change and Stability in Party Ideologies: 

Do Parties Respond to Public Opinion or to Past Election Results?" British 

Journal of Political Science 34(4):589-610. 



Econometric Model







Όταν η κοινή γνώμη μετατοπίζεται κατά μια μονάδα στη κλίμακα 1-10
αριστεράς/δεξιάς, τα κόμματα που δεν ευνοούνται αλλάζουν κατά 0.8
μονάδες την ατζέντα τους ακολουθώντας την κοινή γνώμη



Kluver and Spoon (2014). “Who responds? Voters, Parties and 

Issue Attention” British Journal of Political Science 46, 589-610. 

HYPOTHESIS 1: The more attention voters paid to a given policy issue in the previous 

election (t − 1), the higher the attention that parties pay to this issue in the 

current election (t0).

HYPOTHESIS 2: Large parties will be more responsive to voters than will small parties.

HYPOTHESIS 3: Government parties will be less responsive to voters than will 

opposition parties.

HYPOTHESIS 4: Across issue areas, niche parties will be no more responsive than other 
parties; however, they will be more responsive to voters on their own issues.



How do we work when we have to read an empirical paper?

STEP1:

*Dependent Variables (LHS) : How do we measure?

Party issue attention 

The attention that political parties pay to policy issues is measured as the

percentage of quasi-sentences devoted to a certain issue area

STEP2:

*Key explanatory/ Independent variable (RHS): How do we measure?

Voter issue attention

STEP3

What is the set of countries and years?

*DATA: Panel 18 European countries over the period 1972-2011

STEP4

What is the theoretical hypothesis? The sign of the coefficient?

(i.e. the expected the relationship between LHS and RHS)







Example: Y=a+bZX/ Derivative: dY/dX=bZ

So in this case the effect of voter issue attention on party issue attention is not a

constant term and depends (is “conditional”) on the party size.

In this case a conditional effect diagram provides useful information since it allows us to

investigate the effect of X on Y for different values of Z. If you experiment by constructing

a conditional effect diagram in such a case you will see that the effect of X on Y (i.e. bZ)

is “conditional” that means is a function of Z.







Πόσες όμως είναι οι διαστάσεις της πολιτικής;


