A voting experiment on the input and
output of electoral systems and voter
satisfaction

Carolina Plescial & André Blais?

IDepartment of Government, University of Vienna

2Department of Political Science, University of Montréal, Canada

12. October 2018



HUFFPOST

Our Voting System Isn't Just Unfair - it's
Tearmg Our Country Apart

S e wen e he,. derStandardat , inand » Parament

[ T ———— }% International  Inland  Wirtschaft Web  Spot  Pan
- : : '

']-lli‘-{-,llllf Hf‘l]('f”'\(i unfair \‘01\”}_—’, Parteien Bundeslander  Sachpolitik Parlament Bl

system must change msw=== Wahlrechtsreform: Biirger sollen an zwei

Why the Electoral College is the
absolute worst, explained Tagen wihlen kénnen

. MARIA STERKL [ 4 | P

worm
== lariiber
Should the Australian Electoral System be |2 - o " . "
Changed? Consultmmocu pure, ma & ora di cambiare
MPs set to debate changing ]lnmm 8 b
voting system to proportional
representation

American democracy’s built-in bias
towards rural Republicans

LONLINE

= ELPAIS

'Hay que n.parllr los votos de otra forma?

IR —

Wie das deutsche Wahlrecht
reformiert werden kann

Die P Funfpry

e oL AT I

Grde, Uberhangmandare,

imme: Viele Wahler

tsche Wahirecht nicht
sichtighsit

@ Frank Decker stortvor

laCostituzioneffo
BT TN

Ouando la legge elettorale non aiuta il Paese Wien braucht ein gerechtes Wahlsystem

=

Une




The impact of the electoral rules on voter satisfaction: the
story thus far

Voter satisfaction with elections = satisfaction with democracy

o More votes my party = higher satisfaction with democracy

o More proportional the system = higher satisfaction with
democracy
o Many (un-)answered questions:

2 More parties, more satisfaction?
2 More proportional the system or more proportional the outcome?
Qo ...



Aims of our project

@ Disentangle the effect of the inputs and outputs of electoral rules
on voter satisfaction.

@ Inputs: party supply and type of vote.
@ Outputs: (own) party performance and proportionality.

@ Examine voter satisfaction with specific aspects of electoral
systems:
@ party supply
@ voting rules
@ election outcomes
@ vote-to-seat conversion
® (overall) electoral system.



The research design of our project using PUMA data

Vignette experiment with two segments (mimic the stages of
elections)



Vignette experiment with two segments (mimic the stages of
elections)

The research design of our project using PUMA data

Categorical
Low

o First segment: respondents vote: 4 (2x2) voting scenarios
High

Ordinal
3; vote for one party only
5; vote for one party only

3; ranking all parties
5; ranking all parties




The research design of our project using PUMA data

Vignette experiment with two segments (mimic the stages of
elections)

o First segment: respondents vote: 4 (2x2) voting scenarios

Categorical
Low

Ordinal
3; vote for one party only
High

5; vote for one party only

3; ranking all parties
5; ranking all parties

o Second segment: results announced: 4 (2x2) result scenarios

Low High
Low 14%; disproportional 14%; proportional
High 44%; disproportional 44%; proportional




Example of voting scenario

LINKS MITTE RECHTS
t @ ® @ i
hohe Steuern und niedrige Steuern und
dafiir viele Sozialleistungen dafiir wenige Sozialleistungen

Bei dieser Abstimmungsregel konnen Sie nur eine Partei auswahlen, indem Sie das zugehdorige
Kastchen ankreuzen.

LINKS

MITTE

RECHTS

L0




First segment

Satisfaction with party supply & voting rules

party supply voting rules
5vs.
3 parties | T : —C—
ranking vs. 1
one vote | o ——
‘ 1 ‘ i 1 ‘
-5 0 5 1 -5 0 5

Satisfaction with...



Example of result scenario

PARTEI STIMMEN % SITZE %
LINKS 14% 14%
MITTE 41% 41%
RECHTS 45% 45%
Summe  100% 100%




Second segment

Satisfaction with the electoral results & proportionality of the rules

election results convertion votes to seats
high vs.
low vote count | ¢ ¢
proportionality vs. |
disproportionality o ———
T t T ™ T t T T
-5 0 5 1 -5 0 5 1

Satisfaction with...



Satisfaction with the electoral system

overall electoral rules
5vs.
3 parties | 0
ranking vs.
one vote |
high vs.
low vote count ] 0
proportionality vs.
disproportionality °
T T
-5 0 5

Satisfaction with...‘



Summary

More parties = more satisfaction.
More choice = no more satisfaction.
Higher party performance = more satisfaction.

Higher proportionality = more satisfaction.
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More generally, the findings indicate that citizens can distinguish
between different aspects of the voting rules.



Extension: going comparative
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Results specific to Austria?

©

No, same results in Sweden (similar electoral system used in
Austria) (work conducted with Hogstrom John)

Results specific to (Austrian and Swedish) proportional system?

©

Data collection currently under way in UK (majoritarian system)
and Ireland (STV system)
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