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Zakladni otazka

2 nereformovalo?

3oy se reformovalo?

tli jako neco, co
0 je | predmetem této
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rad souvisi s
historickym
vyvojem
spolecnosti
insfitfuce (v€etné
volebnich
pravidel)se mu
pfizpUsobuii

Shugart: ano,
fad hodné souvisi
s vykonnosti
volebniho
systému, ktery je
nahrazovdn




Benoit: spise ne, je to
dosti nahodily proces,
ktery nastava, kdyz
volebni systém dobre
: nemaximalizuje zisk
Katz: ne, je 1o téch, kdo ho mohou

pomerne zmeénit

nahodily
proces, zdlezi
na aktérech,
kteri reformu
provadi
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Renwick: Klicove je
identifikovat aktéry, kteri
mohou reformu proveést, to
naznaci, jak moc snadno ji Ize
proveést (vice rozhodovacich

-
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Pro¢ se reformuje: ruzna spole¢enska
usporadani vyzaduji ruzna rozhodovaci
pravidia (Colomer)

PzNA volebni

HO pomoci dari




Empiricky vyzkum (Colomer
2005)

pouze tam, kde jsou
avadény tam, kde jiz pred
anické konfigurace

nerneho systému obvykle

. sys’remu se zvysuje




ProC se reformuje
(Shugart)

V4

reforma uskuteCnéna, musi se
uhy faktoru:

genchich.




gerentni faktory

® b s dysfunkci volebniho systému, ktery
cformovan. Dysfunkci je rozuménao
2schopnost volebniho systemu
ayslené dusledky.
® xmi dusledky systému
N odukce akceschopné
R produkce opozice,
gne do jedné

Sdni
systému

s
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sMmni* volebnl systemy

® garta a Wattenberga

Yy zavdavaiji z
[dky k reformé Castéji

MOU existovat
dimenzi




ranickd dimenze

ky k reformé:
soresentative, pomeéerne systémy

absolutné vétsinoveé)
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ostranickd dimenze
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I<y vznikaji u volebmch systému,
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Mezistranicka odchylka od efektivity




Kontingencni fakiory

O jini aktéri

Inherent — | Anomalous — | Alternation to disadvantaged party | = | Reform process
conditions outcomes

(outcome contingencies) Initiation of process by
Results not as Manifestations of which new electoral
expected from systemic failure system may be adopted
normative model
of electoral Pro-reform vote to be cultivated
system 9 9

(act contingencies)




e reformuje (Katz 2005: Pro€ méni
e pravidla hry, v niz vyhravajie)

o/

b z doby T se domnivaiji, ze jejich vitézstvi ve
je ohrozeno

a0ji Uplnou kontrolu nad procesem
i byt vhucena

[nstituci noveho udelu (new deal
anikne predchozi vetsina a

eformy a podcenuiji jeji
stémove logiky

o vice




RroC se reformuje (Benoit 2004):
gaximalizace mandatu

Bhapes Wiy

on Vioters)

Dipes each party ln
Q expect. to gain
more sents with
Ey than with FqT

Does Q = a bloc
heve sufficient fat
power to pass FyT




Renwick: klicove je, kdo kontroluje
reformu

[ T B N N W N P e T B B |

Does the majority of
politicians retain control?

Figure 1.2. Types of electoral reform.

: lose control
Yes Partially No a:
Electoral reform conceived as: Judicial decision judges
redistributive efiicient ES‘::ren_al External external
. : impaosition actors
interaction
Elite
. Elite .
majority Elite—mass Mass ordinary
. . settlement : X os
imposition interaction imposition citizens




BAOC se reformuje (Renwick

201 L)

© a lepsl Aby hrac&i méli lepsi

alues) vysledky ve hie
(power)

orma pro volice
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N\ esobecke” reformy

N\ 1 Ck

Table 2.2. Values in electoral reform

Aspects of reform

Values Outcome Act
1 Demaocracy (a) Fair distribution of seats {k} Democratic process
(b} Avoidance of anomalous of system choice
results (1) Constitutional
(c) Fair distribution of power process of system
(d) Representation of society choice

{e) Voter choice

(£} Accountability of governments

{g) Accountability of individual
politicians

{h)} Checks and balances

(i} Encouraging effective political

parties
(j} Simplicity
I1 Stability (a} Avoidance of inter-group {b) Avoidance of
canflict conflict/deadlocl
over choice of system
11T Governance (a) Efficient decision-making

{b} Effective scrutiny of decisions
{c) Avoidance of corruption
{d) Avoidance of maney politics
IV Policy outcomes (a) Economic policy objectives
V Constituency {a) Quality of constituency service
service
VI Identity {(a) Affirmation of links with
national tradition
(b) Affirmation of links with
favoured states
VII Practicability  (a) Administrative simplicity




B bccke' reformy

Aspects of reform

Objectives Cutcome Act
[ Voter (a) Imporiance of candidate-, (b) Answering voters’ desire
preferences party-, and leader-centred for reform
competition (c) Avoiding reforms seen as
illegitimate
IT Votes {a) Psychological effect |
(b) Intra-coalition candidate
distribution (coalition effect)
III Seats (a) Mechanical effect '
IV Office (a) Ensuring favourable coalition (b) Retaining/securing
dynamics coalition allies ,
V Influence  (a) Enhancing party’s intra- (c) Securing cther policy goals

coalition influence
{b) Splitting one’s opponents

(d) Retaining legitimacy
{e) Minimizing transaction
costs

{b) Individuals

Aspects of reform

Objectives Outcome

Act

V1 Re-election (a) Fit between system and

personal FEsources

VII Intra-party
power

VIII Influence in
political system

(a) Intra-party power of

system

backbenchers and leaders
(a) Reconfiguring the party

{b) Answering voters’
desire for reform

{c} Avoiding reforms seen
as illegitimate

{(b) Building personal credit
within the party

(b) Attracting potential
allies in other parties




ProC se nékdy nereformuje ani kvuli hrdcum
8l K VUl hodnotdm (Benoit-neinstrumentdlni
motivace)

Necedens
N tory
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Rotencial vysvetlit vyznamné

ey posledni doby

® e MOCH Inherentni a
kontingencni faktory

®
® Francie 1985
® Olfdlie 1993

® / Zeland 1993
® 0 1994




Ml O: Funguje to doopravdye
Ovan: min, nez se mysli.
yitelnych pod inherentni @

mene systematické, precenuiji
yalo, podcenuiji ty, kdy byl

vysledky®).

N horizontu.

oripsat




B [cr-Donovan: duvody

g latentni duvody pro reformy
nout hodnot jako
M tivita)

LUCI Na aktéry
oimi tolik
-




Co si precist

a podnétd. Praha,

od a kap. 1-3, s. 1-85, Cambridge:

s¢ In Gallagher M.-
Press, pp. 57-78 (22 s.)




