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[Il. Conditionari si cunostinte prerechizite

Inscrierea la cursul de fata nu este conditionata de promovarea anumitor cupseailatil.

Cu toate acestea, wrederea intelegerii si a parcurgerii cu usurinta a acestui curs seargtom
parcurgerea in prealabillamatoarelor cursuri : Sistemul politic romanesc, Partide si sisteme

de partide sau politici electorale.

IV. Descrierea cursului
Acest curs introductiv “n domenii uflanpiolliiariicz e

studemiSiinaciupal el e concept e, teorii sitrmodel e

! Suport de curs realizat de Lect. Univ. Dr. Bag Mihai Radu. FSPAC, UBB Cluj si actualizat de cercet.dr.
Daniela Angi, FSPAC, UBB.
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ale modului de utilizare acestora. Accentul cade asupra strategil de | ucr u si e
domeniusiapi nci pal el orstuguul de eaaliahaliza co
redus de cazuri si analizaenp ar at i vt a u rcaeuri. Astielpdpre exemgplu,e d e
accentul va ctdea aategilprrda compardra kuituriitpoliticeiar r S i
lucrarea Iui Robert PuthainAMa ki ng Democracy Worko (1993)
model ilustrativpentru un studiu de caz in acest domeniu, iar lucrarea lui Ronald Indlehart

Culture Shift (1990) va fi ut | | emtru €a model ilustrativ pentru un studiu comparativ cu

un numktr mare de cazuri de analizt.

La sfOrsitul semestrului studen$Sii trebuie s
-"nSeleagt conceptele fundamentale “~n comj
-fie familirizaea®iricuspriamoirpgalrel el e di sci
-f i asimilat principalele tehnici de anal |
-fie capabili st realizeze un studiu comp:

Concepte de bazametoda comparatiei, studiu de caz, sistem politic, sistestitutional,
institutionalism, democratie, pliarhie, autoritarism, totalitarism, sistem electoral, formula
electorala, sisteme electoralea j or i t ar e, sisteme electorale |
mixte si semipr opor $Si on al e, culteral politicarparticipatvh, i caltura politica
dependenta, cultura politica parohialeyltura civica, partid politic,sistem de partide,

tranzitie, politica (publica), natiune, nationalism, multietnicitate.

V. Organizarea temelor in cadrul cursului
Cursul este organizat in 2 module, fiecare din nhéichd la randul luiorganizat in 3 teme

principale:

Modul 1 : Politica Comparatai o perspectiva de ansamblu
Tema 1. Introducere : politica comparata ca si disciplina
Tema 2. Logica si metoda comparatiei

Tema 3. Orientari si tendinte actuale in metodanparatiei

Modul 2 : Politica comparata in stiintele politice

Tema 1. Compararea sistemelor politice



Tema 2. Compararea sistemelor electorale

Tema 3. Compararea sistemelor de partide

PentruModulul 1: Politica comparata T o perspective de anasamblustudentii se vor
concentra asupraotitelor de curs din prezentul support de curs, iar peuCprimit la
materialele aferente modulului letv gasiexemple de studii comparate, ce va faciliteaza

intelegerea a ceea ce inseamna politica comparata.

Pentru Modulul 2 : Politica comparata in stiintele politice studentii vor fi ugati sa
consulte CBul primit. Majoritatea materialelor reprezinta scheme de analiza comparata a
sistemelor politice, electorale si de partide.

VI. Formatul si tipul activitatilor implica te in curs

Studentii trebuie sa participe la cele 2 intalniri din cadrul programului de inaatala
distanta. Pentru fiecadkn aceste intalniri studentii vor trebui sa realizeze cate o tema de casa
relevanta pentru modulul discutat gadrul intalniribr. Aceste teme vor fi furnizate prin e

mail cu 0 saptamana inainte in data stabilita.

VII. Materiale bibliografice obligatorii

Gabriel Almond, et. alComparative Politics Today: A World Vielwongman, 2003

Rod Hague si Martin HarrogComparative Governent and Politics Ed. A 5a. Palgrave
Macmillan, 2004

Dahl, Robert APol i ar hi i |l e: p dasitlnsttutulgEaropean, 2000 opozi Si e,

VIII. Materiale si instrumente necesare pentru curs

- calculatoare (PC), materiale demonstrative

IX. Politica de evaluare si notare
- 40 % temele pe parcursul semestrului
- 60 % exameul final

X. Elemente de deontologie academica

Ve

Notiunea delagiats e def i nest e n conformitate cu norn
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Uni versi t-Badliyaic @8abes

(http://fspac.ubbcluj.ro/resurse/formularegulamente/reqgukticesi-deontoloqgicey

Plagiatul si tentativa de frauda la examen se sanctioneaza cu nota 1 la acest curs si expunerea
cazului " n sedinta @Oaatdneirdstrativie copegpunzatoare.| uar ea ma

Frauda la examenul final se pedepseste cu eliminarea de la examen.

XI. Studenti cu dizabilitati
In cazul unor studenti cu dizabilitati motorii sau intelectuale pot fi contpetatresa de e

mail in vedereaasirii uné solutii in vederea oferirii de sanse egale acestora.

Modul 1. Metoda comparatidi o perspectiva de ansamblu

Scopul si obiectivele

In cadrul acestui modul se urmareste familiarizarea studentilor cu ceea cenageditica
comparata. Astfela finalul acestui modul, studentii vor gasi pasis la urmatoarele intrebari
Ce sste comparatia ? De ce politicamparata ? Cum comparahCare este logica

comparatie?

Tema 1. Introducere : politica comparata ca si disciplina

Provenind din latinescutomparato, cu sensul d e eficchdendgehul deui r e a
Acompadeséemmeazt AoperaSia mentalt de apropi

scopul det emmiinirf esrias aenkar dintre el e. Me t
cktut ar ea e x pdrn corap@rareai lor ¢ualpeticeateab s i gen, asembLntt
contrastante. Ea eGne éstecbmppSabimbtob§i ne
fizice, a datelor identice, sigure si pur obiective. Este n@etode s en Si al £t " n caz

umane, acolo unde nu se pot efectuaexpane nt e r i gur oas e@@.r aAd a&dars,i

gbtsit doamdnicwmlSicke " n fil osof,i a ns oscti tanah& eslie psod

EseanlSti “"n ori ce ogmpwdialSi aat i insPiafmnd,, "~ nai nt
confruntarea faptelor desdr s e , preal abil dedaj amead sepatat
deosebirilor, grupar ea | o rinterpretareagse fustificarea s i c
similaritbtSilor si di ferenSelor dintrte fapte
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un fenomen local, aunor regul aritdtSi tendenSi al e S

generalizatoare si funcS$Sie explicativt.

Materia politicilor comparate se refera, in mod evident, la compararedalifeelemente ale
sistemelompolitice si cautareaalexplicatii atat pentru diferentele cat si asemanaxikdante.

In stiintele socialeinformatia este mai greu de obtinut decat in cazul stiintelor naturale, si
chiar si insituatiile in care aceasta este abta, precizia masurarii este mult mai s¢aze
aceea, in contédal stiintelor sociale, metodaomparativa este esentiala in explicarea unor

fenomene si relatii, care nwipfi analizate direct sau prmetodele specifice pozitivismului.

Modal itate de abordare stiinSifichtimaktant
met oda compashaSierigrei mult mai vechi “n go©
asupratipurdt r de const i tipuge sufletdlun omeaso) wrBaieede adreetarea
structurii statelor, examinarea i st emat i ct a clasifcares tformelorSdei | or
guver ntmont de ckttre Aristotel ,n mgilesyieiedzt i

politice.

Clasificarea sistemelor de guvernare sc ompar area regi mderi | or
atunci , una abnstantemle evocasiepitpoliicé. Astfel-aldungul timpului,
perspectiva-acacmmait-adaduorhi zsi rSti-rme ttoedoorl eotgiiccob i mp
menitt st ekpideesebsileadinranfenomenejeo!| i ti ce | a scart
regional t, naSional t, sau l ocal L. De al t f e
fenomenel or politice "~ 1 fhtcuse peluluhalXdX%i s de

lea, & af ifimentceea omeneasct nu stie cum st oper

Coment ©nd, <cttre slfeCa,siafuilr maeZiod ud @ndiatlo r>
d e c ton americani printre care, Gabriel A. Almond, G.ilggham Powell, Jr. si Rxert
J.Mundt-,au aj uns st c o drepitndckeul metodaogi@lar m&i ade i st
Pentru acesti autori, comaea trecutului si prezentulpir opr i e nasSi uni cu
nasSiuni ajutt “n procesel eendSee i e viam sutdirten &4 iie l.
Examinarea politicid.i al t or uwpmaliemdtivelSripolitcee r mi t €
sirel evti, totodatt, sol uSii la nivelarlatwi e $Si

faciliteaztestaral et eacreimelnera, schi mbtrii S i moder



Analiza politica comparata:

A Ilnclude multe segmente ale stiintelor pol
legde, politici publice, etc.

A Analiza politica c ompaaremetodolegcpecifica s au ma i
formeaza un grupropriu-zis de concepte specifice unei anumite discipline

A Este o or-meaddlogicagdepasnd miveluriide analizéiorale sau locale, si

ajungandpana la la a avea o vocatie sisteani

Motivele pentru folosirea metodei comparative:

A Prin comparatie se ajunge i ndulrfog dondachlda i gat o

intelegeredenomenelor politice

A Clasificarile ajuta si | a e v mhidebinesaraua c e st o

de portivitsi nepotrivit, la pozitionarea lor in succesiunearistinteleasa in sens mai larg
Motivele interesul ui pentru studibhine comp

"ntemei at e. Heywawd, Ande esyl ipdntdutclasifidarean siseemelor

politceseexpl ct prin doutr @od, vel a<inf ipcamad este u

“"nSel egebla aut .) p olCiat,i cdienaagsldtr figtdavteeranntstiiii n S
"nSel egerteaestr podiO@midint & yun firqgtespe 0 mp ar ar e dat c
faptul ui ct metodele expebilmental domant il én
politicului. Nu este posibilt, daeguvgrnullid £ t
Statel oi pghetéecani postazt a abandonktrii sep:
st dact sistesmupr awimuPdistt ‘amr URSS "n condi S
generaSi e mai devr eme.

Cn consecinSt, compaefmcpeatrce stpdnemdOif TCa

societata@eusisep@loitt ifatce experi enen.pr.ec@m I uwm
simil ar it t &arctecse possti a dii Ifier’'emtSr e col ecSi il e de

di st inrggsemmifiai sinons emni fi capirece€npacest avansa

anumitt mbsurt, teorii, i poteze si concepte.
Cncercarea sdest@a mel asidfei cawmnducere este, asad
t r e b daceen predesulemp ar a grniediodmei S i sistemati c. Al {
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este facilitareee val ¢ Br.i iCu alte cuwwisrctra,pt’i v&eleesdger esat
judectSil e nor ma teiestsunt legatetcu agdiet despbee putkaefis p € e
Numai o abordare comparativit poate permite
precum: < ar putea fi bine recep®iranat £ nsiRu’s
S i " n stdtetcemuriiste® *, € ar putea India abandothaefe al i s mu | “In favo.
sistem unitar or regionaldendependen$St? >, sau, ar putea Re

scrist > si o declaraSie a drepturilor?o.

De ce comparam?
A De ce comparam? Ce est e ia® Gupna ggem cazubile?Cu m f
Cum interpretam rezultatele? toate acestea sunt intrebari importane din cadrul analizei

politice comparate

A Giovanni Sartori sustine c aicgircorglatiacimrenp ar at

fenomenefundamentarea cauzalitat@xtragerea unor concluzii mai generale

A Cum alegem unitatile pe car e ideet accmugpaar am?
face cu una saceeasi structura, deci comparatia nu este necesara. Daca doua urtitati su
extrem de diferite din toaggunctde de vedere, din nou, este imposibila comparatia. De aceea,

unitatie supuse compararii trebuiefgintr-o oarecare masura asemanatoare dar si diferite.

Exista asadar en multe posibilitati:

1. unitati care sunt asemanatoare pe cel putin o dimendamneliferite pe restul
dimensiunilor (deexemplu analiza comparativa a fostelor tari comuniste, din perspectiva
consolidarii democratice)

2. unitati care sunt asemanatoare din multe perspective, dar cel putin o dimensiune
variaza (de exempladministratialocala din doua orase din acelasi judet, cu o populatie
asemanatoare din multe puncte vedere, dar unul dintre orase contine o minoritate etnica
relavanta, in timp ce celalalt este agendin punct de vedere etnic)

3. aceeasi unitate, dar la momentéemte de timp (de exemplu evolutia sistemlui

electoral in Romaniancepand cu 1989, sau evolutia sistemului de impozitare a veniturilor)



4. studiul de caz poate fi considerat ca parte din metoda comparativa deoarece de cele
mai multe ori,analiza este gicturata potrivit unor abordari teoretice prealabilegantrast cu
care se realizeazudiul de cai si, deci, implicit se realizeaza o comparatie

Potrivit lui Peter Mair (cf. Carpinschi) politicile comparate se constituie sga domeniu care

functioneaza ldrei niveluri relationate intre ele:

1. studiul diferitelor tari
2. comparatia sistematica intre tarcu scopul de a identifica si explica diferente si
asemanatri

3. se refera la metodavirtutile si limitarile metodei comparative.

Tema 2. Logica si metoda comparatiei

Politol ogul Il talian Giovani Sartoei Sopupbtbi
i mportantceompadeéem? e, fce este comparabil ?206 s
pentu a contr ol a, Sarteridagpuma e” Gi oebamne. RaSiunea
obl i ga$i aasdverifica. Darocapoatediu pus procesul ui compar

compara orice dpili adtek Lin?t iRESpunseib bpré ae atce adH
nuanSat. nDiifterSiit edwente comparabil e “n ceea
i ncomparabile “n ceea ce privest esimddread:n pr opr
toate punctele deedere, practicavemde f ace cu o0 s-dimpguncrdevedgent i t at

comparatvrcu o eskesem8i é€icati vi.

At unci c©nd caracteristicile a dout entitt
compar aSiian dpe/rianret £ s i |l i psitkt de sens. Rezul
adut sauulnae emt int taZiel asnt ,t i mp, par Si al ase

entittétSmpar ashiinlte.coA campani d a” $3eammi aa at £, i

anumit punct de vedere; araporta " n per manenmd$Hd er @ntSmelr i o et e s &

ma i multe entitb$Si. Cumcee apeatse¢e )t operLmiSr e
i nstanSt, cum compar tm? EXxIi s tepere d stfategieiune2 p o s
analizec ompar ative dar, Il mpor toadnotlto gdicn r Lumdante &
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perspectivei individualizante si c el e generalizante "~ n ctut a

echilibrate si contextuale.

Etapele cercetarii comparativel si cercetarea comparagivirmeaza aceleasi etape ca orice
cercetare irdomeniul stiintelor sociale:

1. definirea subiectului, a temei de cercetdreincadrarea intun domeniu Si
subdomeniu al stiintelot
politice inclusivinterdisciplinaritate si transdisciplinaritate

2. formularea ipotezeldr pe baza unei literature contaik anterior

3. operationalizarea concepteldr cat se poate de precisa, intrucat in cazul
comparatiilor conceptele pot sa
aiba diferite intelesuri in functie de unitatile analizate

4. delimitarea campului de cercetéralegerea cazurildr conform temete cercetare
si a ipotezei, daraspunzand si constrangerilor date de existenta datelor

5. selectarea datelor si alegerea mastirilaici se vorbeste de echivalenta functionala
(aceasta reprezingmsirea unor masuri echivalente ca inteles in fiecarardtatile de aaliza
i de pilda, daca vrem saasuram participarea politica in lume in anul 1980, votul in Franta
nu are aceeasi semnifiGata votulin Romanial trebuie gasite masuri echivalente. In Franta
anului 190, votul reprezinta implicareaetaenilor in alegerea leaderilor politici si
exprimarea prefereinteldor pentru un set de politiggromovate de fiecare candidat sau
partid. In Romania, votul reprezandoar o manifestare fortata a atasamentului fata de
regimul communist. Unii cercetatorsustin ca m Europa Centrala si de Est, timpul
comunismului, o manifestare a participarii politice ar fi apartenenta la miscari demezist
De cele mai multe ori gasirea unor masuri care sa sadmvalente din punct de vedere
functional estedificila si este necesara o intelegere in profunzime a tuturor unitatilor
comparate.)

6. interpretarea dateldrfie prin metode apartinand epistemologiei pozitiviste (metode
empirice cantitativesau calitative), fie prin metode interpretative.

7. constructia nui modeli abstractizarea si generalizarea rezultatekimand cont de
limitele date denumarul de cazuri, incadrarea lor temporala, siadologia de adunare a
datelor folosita.



8. constructia de tipologii si taxononiiiconsiderand in prealabil clasiérile pre
existente, si justificandevoia de a le modifica.
9. evaluarea si predictiadin nou tinand cont de limitarile studiului, si de

contextualizarea fiecarui studi¢cf. Carpinschi)

Metode principale folosite in analiza comparativa

1. Studiile de caz

Cn studiile de caz, obiectivul e gpised sduar ni z a
uneitemedemdi ar gt audi enSt: de pil dt, studierea
examinga ea unei foe \VSsRArwkSH € gidu me r aarrbmea. HDu pStc acrurno w
anul 1969, studiledeaz au o contrabuou8neasmpobpeaapboblLiti

este frLaeauper sipeadctiivikt cceo mmpea r aas i @pzunldr padidularel e s ¢ r i

poate fi evaluattténanalkmenhce mabobrl aongsdr ubc
putem da o explicaSie valabilt unueneraleaz pa
veri ficaliolnd extn evarCiui alte cuvinte, un singu
ales,pat e of avalde&ixlpd g tcratSr i detaliate pentru ter
SUApentruregim| prezi den Sifale,v oJd aupSd mai anopdeerrtnriw £ r i i 0
Australia pentru republicanisthu f eder al , S tmodel de stabititatenpiblt m @ L. e ¢
Tailanda pentru felul s pnuncsarlea Scirriizkag S A sn aenud i
anilor 690, Benin pentru studiul democratizt
informaSional globadt aplupmecar i meet or ga

Natura problemennalizate este, de asemenea, un factor important pentru a decide
dact un studinw del oazeapensau un cosuprar ati s
unor date structurate sau sistemicer at t silPelass¥ha u mai mul te sanse
sistemul politic se dovedeste dejavaeaa 0 matri ceesmé vensastrat@md
gener al S i relevant de pxpétieemeSk ppeéEMc tleat
Studi i de caz alpsiste@uul poltiaicuns & fy paenentele sau partidele
suntg,enemr al , ma i rel evante pentr uleansgmte spect
ideol ogPekrspecé) va comparati vt este favori za
fLtcutx Meber "nclatsudi Wespke eticile religio
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afecteazt comportamentsiudileslecazse peotceheéepzioceas

subiectul acceptat deja “n cadrul discipline

Exista mai multeipuri de cazuri:

C a z u eentatieel qazumptipiee
cazur i |Teargse asteapta sapdevimacazuri tipice in viitor

o To Io

c a z ur iilcazuricexceptioaatetsiatipice
A ¢ az ur iildestul de rar bolositd testarea teorieni condtiile cele mai putin

avantajoase.

2. Comparatiile focalizate

Situate " ntre studiilke demparadésiiipluan afl a zaluiar
modal i tikrStidreacdSeé une al e unui mi ¢ numkbr de f
procespoliticdintrun numkr SkreidusCale mai adesea, numter u
trei, 0O compain afigel br hardastaedapus Ageend mpar a

dinamict “"ntre factotr-0 Sarmbhu Ipat i int @GN @ ledxre

aptrea studi ul clasic al | ui Hugh Hecl o pri\
dev ©Or st bt si a cOstigurilor supli mendrehide " n M
autorul , fostopraicapal ul agent al proiectthr.i

R. Kudrl e si T. Mar mor au compacuitate "n 19
socialt " n WA assi aCagmancdat at ct prezenSa el e
ideologiei pate nal i ste explircédi aavel adiel echmdit ui el i |

programelor de dezvoltare din Canada. Si Samuel Lipset a cormpa@&0 stadiul culturilor
politice “"n SUA si Canadal eexeVok®w8domarfer a
americane bazate pe | ibertatea i nomparatélual Lt .
sistemelor politicedintrun mi ¢ numbir “ce cPint ext ul desf Ltsu
importante revol uSi i deorhad d ri ectei, c et, r aprza cSa 9 e moderr

cul turii politice si transformkri "~ n nivelul
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ComparaSiile focalizateistomotrisénsindiadifed,clt ®ar di

posibile analogilda st ori ce ca metodt de prognozt. Desi
anumte aspecte ale prezentuluipte mt na te anumaSii Cstacesee
condi Sii ,sedeiomfelce aoastor si pvaeS8edenstctonsee
SsitumriSezeént e. Dar , trebuie st evalutm crit
validitatea analogiei. Numai astiplut em evi ta anal ogi i | dticei st or i

gresite si concluziile strategice eronate.

3. Tabelele de adevar
i se refera si folosesc la data de natura calitatig® accentueaza valilel dihotomice,
nominale sordinale

Tabel el e skke caothesttirt ui e ca o facumbk eabnbbht i
Scopul lor ested escoperirea cauzelor dei prineconmparargpe r e a
variabilelor din multitudinea studilod e c a z . Tabelele de adevtir
independente si dependente de asemenea, cu o seriecdea |l i fi cati ve, pr e
Apar Si al o0, Anuo, (de eaxte nepel us,a ud aacutvadabiliefe aarrtk ) e <
numerice care sunt asociate analizelor stat:i
Stri).

Tabelele demeadevisi a@dis$ieonati zeazt propozi
de cazuri pas©Obdl L asomkeil narea si comparar ea
Fiemar e combinaSirepre zantadtil ed e-sad ec o mb it uapii @

A now r i et ¢’ punitabek Astfeli cazueld i n r eal i tatea politict

prin succesiunea afirmaSiilor, parSialittSil

4. Abordarile statistice
T se refera si folosesc date de natura cantitdtiveriabile numeace 7 de nterval si de
rapoarte. Trebuiavute in minte limitarile impuse de cuantificarile si metodsthgistice de

analiza a datelor.

Analizele statistices u nt frecvent utilizate "~ n, poddt,i c
perceperea unei imaginior ect e asupra rolul ui S Il i mi tel o
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acest contex , probl ema rdaeioo engitice, iinclusiv sabistide,esi a, metodei

este mereu acctewalelt £rn i p rsdtditiHecEiell urorei.realBnC a r u |
Mattei Dogan-, este tras de trei cai: teoria, date s | met oda .nuDaaclte ao egit t«
aceeasi vVvitezt, carul se poata ¢ogebpdaBBi [ nbdan

politicilor comparate.

In ultimele trei decenii, dau | flutur®©nd steagul dmeted®t o
cal ul careatketarpewmpri ai ce, iar cal ul teori ei
din h a m. Exi sttt apotbLiii ¢cni doompawuvuadte un serio
meb d t , “n emewri al , c € nc «ald matodologia, oréscut saaducat i .
statistict, al gebréi aletcosio miseé | i fips§ adbp@tioomng iu ¢ e s
entuziasm de o serie de politologi comparatisti. Dar acest cal prinepsa acomodat ,
noul domeniu, cu cel da | doil ea cal , cel de tracti une
neprel ucr at . treil@g®tal- det al georei-, & | este concurengsSi

individualist. Lui nui pl ace < fi,cipulefer&tabnseptel eo. Re
ultimele decenii, importantul avans @Iim d i t de met osdiol coogn sat rsutcagiias t
nu a fost contrabal ansat de un pr prglucerea as e mt

efectileor a date

Din pktcat e, prea des etxesuceh$tiitdet sst ade ci
unei ma i clare " nSelegeri a r eal elddpuse duor p o
decenii NormamtT.deUphof f si re&sistemeansodialedcaluma n :
setk ecuasSi.i araeamerirtauleoceli e gpreSaicel a al rel e

aplicadiferitelemetde de anal i zéces at hazetde dabpriresocarease
i nformaSi il otatyesimr Janhéekar ea ahpborateas tsfeerlvi ™ nucn@tr

diverse si, “"n special, | a investigarea unor

Tema 3. Orientari si tendinte actuale in metoda comparatiei

Orice strategie de cercetare depile modal it atea aborkdrtirlioir tser
problemelor ridicatec al i t at e a |l potezeltoarst@ae eur MRedat i a
pr obl e metezteietc. tpoliticilegamparapot fi considerat¢ " n mbksura “n car e

maniera desqoit i vibg ©nadt ie x i g e n Semmehessiumpid, | daeSicdii deir e a
practict a filosofiei, ori teoriei politice.
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Cn aceastt calitate, politicile comparat

multiplele tipuri si variantele sisteme pdlii ce din perspectiva unor &

si compromis, piere si legitimare, echitate piust i Si e, eficacitate si
procese, structur. S i f u n c Sd cercetaré pentru Bmalizau | t L
c 0 mp aarsigtémelor politice. Din multitudinear i ent L r i | or s tendi n$S:

universul politicilor comparate, trei par a fi cele mai importanten st i t uSi onal |
devel opmental i smul Bri maeeomasat et b $ icdoermazhtb e md &
interesul pe analizatructuref unc Si onal t a instituSiilor dif
monarhc sau republ isceami,p rperze zdiedeSn Qilal ,par |l ament
doua maniert |dka gelsdredarferfaclidued eir mtae rteesor p i il o
soci al e, dezvol tbrii isti, modtereiatmamni ool i de c
pe primele dout, mani fest©nd aceeasi leddeschi

schimbbrii

l nstitu$iafost @mientsgemwcdas x cl usi vt "~ n pol idwipdi lad ¢
doil ea rtzObdiecrmmandisalu. de analizt 7| constit
const t uSi il or stARtebloe maotciccad ealt asiect ae,anal i z
principal, studierea instigui i | or democrmutierei:i dirmttre bu8bsai

raporturile dintre executiv, legislativ si judiciad,i nt r e na$i umeernarea st at
centralt si cea | oc al tral cdntralizeer sedessentglizaanaldsi uni t

siadmi ni straSie etc.

Politicile comparate pfr &3 wupSar ke x aim sntairteua
instifumgiSee -cuafmod@il ettt Silor “n caerde func:
pr ef e rmoaraBce sirdef or mi st esenepimsizO©Ondun vedere,
autoritare, pcum s spectrul a me @riginil$ potiticilor comparate ot a | i
sunt, virtual, identice cu cele ale teoriei polit e . Se poat e tsepgaomae C L
(filosofia) politictkt si pol it trecelela eontboitfep ar at e
analizast ruct ur i i puterii S i a instituSiiidor ac:¢

sociale, la imaginarea celerai bune formed e guv ér ,sim@na educarea ¢c

Sspiritul ewsiciviceeuSil or etic
I nstituSitaextrasBr smbuke din g@modinea tdabsigeread & tSii
i mper i i | or atoutai, dirhprinhete @nalize corhparagépctuae de Aristotel. Se

stie ct fiposeplbal oantiipoml agi eguveprabm®©nt @ar
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concepSia sa, er a& aplIni clauome at coirviicldnadea tet.z 0 nE x |
poate degener a & pe pbtaterdam oligarhie, sidd )md wrca RiSd ce |
degenera,la ©nid,u “n demagogi e.

Abordarea | ui Aristot el este empirinsesbul sictno
furnizeaziunoverstuail h¢Snermati vk, "n sénstl cCt
raSi ugerai ialsal e: miujsitad.c akreal icz2za icamparatt r
interesantt wédedrien npeutnocdto!| ey i c, deoarece se

caracter sociologic, economic si psihologic.

Developmentalismul & noile politici comparate. Centrate pe problemele resterii
economi ce,s odce zavicel tstir immo d e rproil 24 riicii molmptair ad e
al doilear Lt zboi +maon dinaloentlundseut sub numele developmentalism

Expresiea optimismului ma general caracteristic acestperioade, optimism generat de

perf or man $ dadhmlogiset victonslSaaudprcao f as ci s mulégate des i s p
procesul decoloni zktrii, di conmparatepcenstiture toteed p s mu |
specifsthria comparativismul ui politol ogic.
model Ltrii @©®epbpcebeboe g8k modernizare prin cat

“ncep stcdok@mnadesaecii sttt iill €N dcont @ixttaitl e. di f
ideologice si culturale siasensibil Si | or de radSiim nrad s isalu, reetlnigc
dezvol tdiErii S i S ubdeozrv odit Laiiiit espeétifck avaized preornac g
proceselor de dezvoltare sond e r ni zare au kensobitartpprebrcaop
orizontul developmentalismului anilor 50, 60, ai secolului al¥x.

Neoi nst it ueSsitoen atle rsnmeun u | prin car e ilescelerdae s e mne
recente siactveyunuma “n pol iticile comparate.ciCnp Mmar
s e poate nsepouinnest ctuSi onamambismaudi eesde ionstit
developmentad m, aptrutt “ nbethrama ofirevebuSiieni stiir
deosebire d@ nst i t uSi onnaoluils murd s tciltausSid@tneall @ ssi f oh D el
obSinute prin cercetbtril etrdd tsar emodeswmprzar |
prel ucr e alzd caitativensi calitativeCn t i mp ce v alisrhseu | i n
mul Sume a cu descrierza corsdtittussii o maul Ls aa

institu$Sionalism este deschis soci odtaawgd ei s
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si multifactoriale;e | caut t, “n per maariabiefgtdependeatp celet ur i | e

independente. Analizaneoi nsti tuSi onal t poat e uti liza,
comportamentului aotilor individuali sicolectvangr ena $Si " n vi aSa pol it
O altt deschidere I mpor trerftelr Lta tmoeaoaan s tliat

acestuia deamnalfiizatecdmpantat tn a si stemiel or p

priveasat pmrdopgr ct rceap osrptecd d i gdl istii,ca nori cktr e

compartrii . cAnieadnerta, pdbd ipxemplpat tesde | mpact
puterilor - | egi sl ati vi, e e{ utaiswip,r aj pdeekeisail eud o rl u
contextul unei guverntri dewemrietal maiStpn eeGau [x
primuluimi ni str u, ma i ales dupt prest digpicher. ipr ez
Anal i za pSouleidtiiac,k “dni nt radi Sia statul ui buntst
schimburverite "~ n ludngenuilv ulecsenu wenostat.eSm pol i
lista ar putea continua. Important eftea pt u | ct neoinstituSional:

Amul ezreecalpgea £LSi |l e s ocediCnlde a'nm| mizag @ riesi,tciwlaaFii ot n
social e si psihice alelipopaudesSelee , daz nalmt cra
moder ni z Lt Prinire tgmelé detintereseabordate de neéoind u Si onal i s m, m ¢
rol ul instituQ@idimionrn sstraSukui plseb|l lad ei mphé mah
politiclorpu b | i cid ;e maaltii Y el osrc h'inmblau pet;a rpeearctSriu | e
|l a provoctr i | e elgaton wamaniloc politiiisip i rrod rud Si e i “n d
social t si moderni zar ealgalriat icd v;i cd waradlerma cp G
studilecompar ati ve pe baza drre edpi@ismulsindastrial sit i c e ;
democpaiSliament ar t; tranzi Sia de | @mopegafBuej
cercetobrriizloent’unn al egeriibraSpoa8te: cacapbmcatl

Intrebari de autoevaluare:

1. Cum se aleg unitatile de analiza daca vrem sa facem analiza comparativa?

2. Cum se poate aplica conceptul de echivalenta functionala in analiza comparativa a tranzitiei
democratice

in EuropaCentrala si de Est?

3. Care ar fi institutiile politice carea preta unui studiu comparativ?

4. Care este importanta contextului istoric in efectuarea de analize comparative?

5. Cum alegem metodologia adecvata unei analize comparative?
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Modul 2: Politica comparata in stiintele politice

Tema 1. Compararea sistemelor politice

1. Exempls
Flaton (Fepublica) — dpurd dz Aristetel (Politica) — clasificares tputlor de constimdi in fucnte Aachiavelli (Discourses Upon the First Ten Bools
vernsmant in fucnde de dpul de de muarul celor care conduc =i de scopul wmarit (Tespective of Titus Livy) — principiu de clasificars a reginmirilor
persoans — ipotetic (pu face comparati bunasrares umm, & catorva i a celor muld). Se bazeaza pe polinice este: disoibumia puterii
azandu-ze pe daz realz) obzarani ale reginmrilor polidoe ale vTeni
Formele “bune” de regim politic se pot degrada.
Drescrieres lud & gerationala — lawm Politeia este o sintezs inwe “olizarhia” =i “democratie” — inme
moment dat copii decide ca cel mai bogate si purerea celor mmlii.
importat lncrm penon e sont onomrile —
| Timarhia. etc
Pl t Tipul de regim . .
ato Machiavelli
- Blonarchy
Arvistocracy Bun Dresradat Cne
BEEEQ/
Ti h Tyranny
ImMarciy Unul Fegalitatea Tirania \L
Honor
\}/ Aristocracy
3 Best
thgHChy Cativa Aristocrada Oligarhia
\}/ Oligarchy
Few
Demn cracy Mlulti Politzia DernoCcrana
Feopls Democracy
\I/ People
Tyrann
¥r ¥ Anarchy
i
Eobert Dahl - Poliarhiile (1971)
Full ———
:ﬁ"l';:_;r'_'"::r Folyarchies
I__IJ_,_
.-"'-'-H-F
el Likerafizatian
Conteslalads i 2
{pabslic
ecanlefalion]
I
—
I
Wans Inctusive

Right Ea paric

i eleciions ai

Full

Ficure 1.1 Two Theoretical Dimensions

of Democratization

hegemanics

Froure 1.2 Liberalization, Iuclusiveness,
and Democratization
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Arend Lijphart, Consociation and Federation: Conceptual and Empirical Linls
Canadian Journal of Polidcal Science / Revue canadienne de science pelidgue, Vol 12, No. 3.

(Sep., 1979), pp. 498-515,

A CLASSIFICATION OF (CONTEMPORARY AND HISTORICAL.)
CONSOCIATIONS AND FEDERATIONS

Federations

Semifederations

Unitary
Regimes

Consociations

Semiconsociations

Nonconsociations

I Austria I Canada Australia
Malaysia India United States
Switzerland Nigeria Venezuela
West Germany
v A% Vi
Netherdands
Antilles
C\/ll Viil X
Lebanon Ll APronae
Rethertands Seaudbiayiin
Surinam wifecidaBeg

Japan, ctc.)




Samuel Huntington — Compararea civilizatiilor
Alte eviente ale conflictulni intre civilizatii

1. Jonathan Fex, Twe Civilization: and Ethnic Conflict: Ixlam and the West, Journal of Peace Research, Vol 28, No_ 4. (Jul, 2001), pp. 459-472.

Table I.  Ethnic Conflicts by Civilizations

Codd War eva Posr-Cold War eva
[1945-89) (1990-28)
9% af alf G of all
erbnic eihric
Bpe of vonflic Girowps frvalved " conffice™ a conflice®
Civilizarional conflices Islam versus Wesr 13 5.6 19 6.9
[glam wersus non-Wese 41 17.6 49 17.8
West versus non-Islam 20 2.6 16 5.8
Other civilizational conflicts 15 .4 0 7.3
Tioral 329 38.2 104 37.8
Mon-civilizarional conflices  “Wichin Islam 28 12.0 38 13.8
Wichin Wesr 12 5.2 18 6.5
Indigenous minority 39 16.7 40 14.5
Orther non-civilizational conflices 65 27.9 75 27.3
Toral 14 1.8 171 G2.2
Al conflicts involving Islamic groups™ 85 38.3 109 390
All conflicts Involving Western groups”™ 52 22.5 59 21.5
All ethnic conflicts 233 - 275 -

" Percenrages are rounded o the nearese temch.
** Includes conflicts involving indigenous minoriries.



2. Ronald Inglehart; Pippa Norris, The True Clash of Civilizations, Foreign Policy, No. 135, (AMlar. - Apr.. 2003), pp. 62-70.

The Cultural Divide

Approval of Political and Social Values in Western and

Muslim Societies

o < P o
z"-
- P ¥
s0* =
3°
o o= Howmesouwatity
[ o
" > Ao e

“'v Diwocca

Gander Fquality
Religious Leaders
Streny Leaders

Damsacratic idesls

Source: World Valocs Sarvew. poaled sasople 19552001

Democratic Periormancs

LN I M Y

2. Conceptualizare

Dravid Easton — Politcal Sysrem

Darmands
O o et

Foliti cal Environrment

I R.J.Eummel UMDEESTANDING CONFLICT AMD WAR: VOL. 1: THE CONFLICT EELTY, Chapter 31 THE STATE AND POLITICAL STSTEM

THE POLITICAL TRIAMGLE: SYSTEMS AND FOBMULAS

TOTALITARLAMN

[

increasing coercion

LIBERTARLAN AUTHORITARLAN

imcroasing ouathoritoarianism

FIGURE 1.1
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EXCHANGE SOCIETY
—_—
7 [liberarian) -

o bl =t

sooialist

s b
b e Fitarian
e

o

LT T
tetalitarian)

COERCIYE SOCIETY AUTHORITARIAN SOCIETY

FIGURE 31.3

(libervarian)
anarchizt

classical
liberal
LIBERTAR-

welfare LAMISE
liberal conservative

democratic
socialis

SOCIALIGM TAM IS M

CONEAnES T ({13

T
[ alivariam) faseist [(murhorivariam)

FIGURE 31_2
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Politics in one dimension

The political spectram has traditionally been thought of as a simple s fom lefi to rizhe, with visws becoming more and more leftist | = liberal) o ona
end, and more and more rightist | = conservative) to the other

Farthest left Farthest right
Cionception of the palitizal specmny
+ + + ]

Padical Liberal Cenirist Conservative Sandpat Feactonary Fevolutionary
Teactionary

This new char could be expanded from itz one-dimensional form te form a circls, or more strictdy, the ciroumference of a crcle, as if 2 cns-dimensional

line could be curved rather than straight:
Eewlutiocary  Revobntionary reactionary
radical ERDNEX
% %% Reactionary
Radical = %
E % Standpat
= =
Liberal = X
% % Conservative
X x
® EE

mooms Centrist

Politics in two dimensions

In 1970, David Molan created a new innovation in the political specmam. Molan defined the labeling of ideclogy in terms of sovernment invobement. Ha
drew a line across the x-axis to represent government myvolvement I SCONOMIC MATETs, In commerce snd tacation. The farther to the left one moved on
the line. the mare one supported involvement of the government in economic life. The farther one moved 1o the right, the mors one believed thar
mdividusls should be laft alone in zwy parsit measursble in money _ - . and that they should not be handed out freshies by government. Then he drew
another lme, across the y-axis, 1o reprasent the invelvement of the government in personsl behavior — marvers that were not measurable in dollars. The
more one moved down the y-axis, the more one belisved the govermment should meke decisions about what people do, such as whether people could
smoke marijuana, have sex with another man (or another woman), or be drafied The more one moved up on the y-aods, the more one believed in the
personal freedom of the indmidusl. He then obtamed a two-dimensional chart that leoked like this:

R

| | |

| | |

| Liberal Libertarian |
| | |

|

| | |

| | |

| Populist | Conservatve |
| | |

| | |

I | |

‘What was named the Nolan Chart caught on with amarmgz and rapid swccess. The four categonies of liberal, conservative, libertarian and populist bacame
widespread in political discourse and the disgram MNolan drew was widsly drawn and sdapted COme of the most popular adapations of the Nolan Chart en
the Internet is the Political Compass site. which includes one of the many political self-tests you can tzke to place yourself Similar self-tests inspired by
the Molan Charr have been numerons, reflecting the widespread popularity of Molan's idea. The tests come with many different inferpretations a5 to the
namre of the differences between libertarian and anti-lbertanan ideals of govermment, one of which s David Boaz's "Who Should Decida™
mterpretation of the specoum

You may also see it with up and down differently identified:
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| Populist Conservarve
|

or in 3 rhomboid form, with up smictly identified as libertarian and down as populist. Caly liberal and conservative are classed as 1eft or right, an
mprovement that kesps one fom having to classify Falwell-adhering "populists” as left-wing and hippieih-looking Libertarian Party card-camiers at
Mfillion Mlariiuana Mhiarch rallies as right-wing:

! Libertarian)

/" Liberal "/Conservative

V Popalist

Politics in three dimensions
Vozem Chan

Anarcho-syndicalist  Paleo-conservative

Tema 2. Compararea sistemelor electorale
Compararea sistemelor electorale.

Ce sunt sistmele electorale?

23



Definite simpla: asamblul procedurilor si mecanismelor prin care voturile sunt transformate
in mandate.

Componente: 1ljormula electorala (matematica), 2ptructura votului (votantii aleg liste
sau candidati/ un alegator alege o singura lista sswsingurcandidat sau manulti/multe),

3) magnitudinea districtului (cati reprezentantpot fi alesi intrun district electoral), 4)
pragul electoral (numarul minim de voturi care trebuie castigat pentru a primi cel putin un

mandat).

Sisteme de vot:
1. majoritare = sisteme uninominale (magnitudinea districtului = 1)

1.1.1 cu majoritate simpla sau pluralitate simpla (first past the post sau wakasr
all) - Canada, India, UK, USA

1.1.2 cu doua runde de scrutiny (run off) castiga cel care in primul tur de scrutin are
majoritak absoluta (50%-+1) din voturi, daca niti candidat nu ajunge la acest prag, atunci
primii doi candidati cel mai bine plasatanicipa la un al doilea tur dgcrutin, si castiga cel
care obtine cele mai multe vetu(majoritate simpla)i pentru alegereacamerelor
parlamentului in Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Bangladgstbados, Belize, Bhutan,
Botswana, Dominica, Ethiopia, Ghana, Grendddia (Proportional representation in upper
house), Jamaica, Kenya, Malawi, Malaysidexico, Federated States of idvbnesia,
Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Pal@apua New Guinea, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint
Lucia, Saint Vincent and th&renadines, Samoa, Singapore, Solomon Islands, South Korea,
Swaziland Tanzania, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tuvalu, UgandaetlStates (except for
Louisiana), Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe sau pentru alegere presedintelui Argentina,
Austria, Bulgaria, Finlanda, Franta, Ghana, Portugalia, Rom@roatia, etc.

1.1.3 votul eliminator (exhaustive ballot) castiga cel care inyrior de scrutin are
majoritate absoluta (50%-+1) din voturi, daca nigicandidat nu ajunge la ac@sag, atunci
candidatul cu cele mai putine voturi esteninate si se organizeaza ahdoilea tur; daca nici
in al doilea tur nici un @ndidat nu cagia o majoritateabsoluta, din nou candidatul cu cele
mai puine voturi este eliminar si sgganizeaza un al treilea tur, si asa mai depgaaiha cand
un candidat castigaajoritatea absolutia Presedintele Parlamentului European

1.1.4 votul preferentialiffstant runoff voting (IRV)) fiecare alegator isi ordoneaza
candidatii in ordinea preferintelor; castiga cel cal#ine o majoritate absoluta deturi
(50%+1)i Australia (Senat), Tasmania.
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2. proportionale (PR) (magnitudinea districtului >1, se aleg liee de candidati)

ehected candafates aad by transfernng voves from low-placed candidates

Largesy rémuiders waethod Paviases Ouworn Coamrries esmpioying
Awand 2 seat 1o esch panty for LR -Hare W Austna {lower|, Belgium {lower),
CRETY uain it T8 80181 of seaes. Dremark {ligher . Germasy (higher),
ga fill any unfilled sats, rweward Fealy (higher)
!r".';.'ﬂ" reminders (sco LR-Droop Wit 1) Giresce (lower)
LR dmperiali Wr+2) Ltaty {lower)
Sogwens
Highert averapes method Viordanie nak divisor (et five divisoer Cownieivs esyrlo ving
Auand waats soquentially 1o the Imperali e 12 1L15.2253 Belgmm (muncpal chections)
rartin according o the ‘average’ g0 L2344 Austria (h Belgsen (Righee), Fi
oth pary s o i e itdnd ' France (1908, leckind (igharh s, M
by the ath divisor from a m’. Netherbansds. Portugal, Spain,
precribed soquence, where
(o~ 1) is 1he number of seats it Maosdsficd Samte-Lague (e ~S$yT* 5,214,357 5,643 Denmurk {lower), Nosway, Swoden
Fas ulready wom fver Tuble 1) Saiote. Lageé W1 13,509 Denmark {higher from 1945 to 1953)
Equal proporuons =11 0,141,245 346,447  USA (for allocating Representanives 1o sistes)
Danish in -2 L4727 10,13 Denmark {for awarding swts withm parties)
Adann L 01,234 -
Siogle ransfevable sove methnd Couniries employmg
Candidates wath Droop quota are ehected. Unfiliod seats are filled by transferring surplus voles from Ieddand, Males

Fip. 1 Eleveu sear alfocssssn merbods

Note In masy countrsss, different formac are ssed for awanding seits ot constituency leved and at natlonalregsonal fevel, designated bere by lower and
Righer er respectivedy. flne L en i divisor s 1. v = yotes s = sears

Sowrce for kst cotemen: Mchael Gallagher. Michad Laver and Peter Mair, Represonmurive Government (n Western Ewrope (New York and Loadon: McGiraw- Hill,
19925 p. 156, Thoamas T Mackic aod Rchand Rose, The Meerannioml Aleanac of e roned Hisrory, 3nd edn {Londan: Macssilan, 1991)
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3. Sistemele mixte

TABLE ] Aliocation of Sears by Fargest Remainder Method with the Droop
Quaora
Full quotas
Party Votes {first stage seais) Remainder Further seats Toial seats
A SO, 000 3 10,000 o 3
» 28,000 1 11,333 (o] ]
[ 12,000 o0 12,000 1 1
Total 100,000 -4 33,333 1 S

Nose There are 100,000 votes and 5 scouats, 5o the Droop quota is 100,000/6, that is, 16.667.

TABLE 2 Allocation of Scaly by Sainte-League Highest Average Morhod
Party Votes Votres divided Votes divided Vores divided Toral sears
by first divisor by second By thirad
1> divisor (3) divisor (5)

-~ GO,000 60,0001 20,000 3) 12.000¢(a = ) 3

P 28,000 22X Q002 9.333 1

=4 12,000 1200003 = ) 1
Total 100 000 s

Nose: The oumbers in brackets after the pariies’ vote totals indicate the award of n scat; thas
Party A is awardod the frst scat. party # the second, and so on, with o te for the foarth seat.

Threshold of exclusion Threshold of representation
— maximum vote share — minimum vote share
with which it is possible with which it is possible
NOot 1o win a scat 1o win a seat
Ws =7 — 1)
ITmporiali highest aversges 2> + 3) 2w 42— 1)
D Hondt 14s+ 1) 1ds+—p— 1)
STV 174= + 1) o
Modified Sainte-Lagud 1.4 2y —p + 2.4) 1.4/Cxs + 1. 9p —2.3)
Pure Sainte-Lague 1A 2 — p + 2) VA 2y + p — 2)
Daanish 135 — 2p + 3) 17435 + g — 3)
LR -ITmperiali 14 + 1) [y 2y
LR-Droop 14= + 1) 2/p(s + 1))
LR -Hare G — 1) ps Vpy

Pase. 2 T Hreshiolds of wxclusioe amd reprereritation wder seat allocaiion et

Somrce for $"Hondt, purs and modified Sainte-Eagas and LR-Hare thresholds: Lijphart and Crhibe
berd, “Thresholds and Payoffs' . p. 225
Norer: pdenotes nurmber ©F parties, s Bumber of scats.

When {p — 1) s 5, the threshold of exclusion is 1ds + 1) for all methods except Imperials
nighest averages. where It remalos at 270 + 3.

When s={(p—1)=s2, the modified Sainte-Lague threshold of exclusion s
L4108 — 0.2 + 1.6),

Under egqual proportions and Adams, winning just one vole guarantoess representation,
provided thore ars as many »cats as partics. Undes these conditions cash has o threshold
of exclusion of zero and a threshold of representation of one vote.

For STV. “vote” sefers 1o first preferences only. We are no longer i the 5
that all transfers remain within the party fold,




rasued  Thvestolds of Exchstoe for Given District Magnitedes and TabLe s Threolds of Representation for Given Disteict Magnitides and

Nibersof Compeitng Parties i o v, et —
e ——— Imperial
l:pcb:h . g highest LR- LR
aresge D'Hoadt peral Drovp. Mod S LR-Hare PueSL. Dansh e Nrerap Dtiondt Iipuriahl Droop ModSL LR-Hare PuseSL Dunish
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Irand 1 . 9
A ; ; ? - =] p=} 16 I 1 83 89 4% 67 4R
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Electoral Systems and Democracy in Central Europe, 1900-1994
Timos Simeon Jriernational Pelitical Science Review / Revue insernationale de science politigiue, Vol. 18, No. 4, Elections and

Parlismants in Post-Comnmmnist East Cenmral Europs

Electoral Systems and Demacracy in Central Furope, 9901994

Appendix

TABLE 1. Electoral Syitems in Central Eurape._

Electoral systems
Proportional Majoritarian Mixed

Poland 1989

Poland 1991
Czechoslovakia 199041992
Hungary 1990/1994
Albama 1991

Albama 1992

Bulgaria 1990

Bulgaria 1992

Fomania 1990/1992

x
x
4
x
X
X
x
X
X
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TaBLE 2. Afbanian FParlicomentary Eleciions.

Partics Wl on Seats
% Fer, k-

F5 March and 7 I¥ Aprid JH0F (240 seats)

Albanian Workers Party LN | 165 RLE §
Democratic Party IR.7 75 31.2
Ohmonia .7 5 20
Mational Verterans Commitbee 2 1 LI 3
Bepublican Party .1 4] 0
Agrarian Party 0.0 o o
(All non-represented partics 4.1 (] m
2829 AMarch 1992 (240 seats)
Democratic Party G20 92 657
Socialist Paruy 25.7 38 27.1
Social Democratic Parny +.3 7 5.0
Linity Party of Human Rights 2.9 2 1.4
Hepublican Party 31 1 o7
{All non-represented parties 1.7 iy L]
TanLe 3. Bulgarian Parliameniary Elections,

Farties Wieatas Beate

] k. W
Fir -‘?Jn'nr FEMND (FINF seais)
Bulgarian Socialist Party +5.5 2011 52.7
Inien of Democratic Forosa 365 144 R TEN]
Movement tor Rights and Froedomes 5.8 23 .7
Mational Agrarian Union T 165 (b
Fatriotic Workera Farty LR | I oz
Social emocratic Pariy o4 1 L1 4
Independents L] 4 1.0
(Al non-represented parties A6 o [L)]
1.7 Otober FR20 (240 seais)
Union of Democratic Forces el | 11 E 20
Bulgarian Socialist Parcy 33.1 105 44
Movement for Righis and Freedoms 7.5 24 10
Bulgarian Agrarian Union-Unived 3.8 o o
Bulgarian Agrarian Union-MN.Pocikoy 3.1 4] 1]
sos-Conter 3.2 4] i
sps-Liberals 2.8 o 0
Kimngdom of Bulgaria Confederation 1.8 1] L1
Bulgarian Business Bloo 1.3 o i
Bulgarian MNational Radical Party 1.3 o L)
(Al non-represented parties) 24.9 0] L1




TaBLe 5. Hungarian Parliamentary Flections.

FPartics

Votes (9%)
Ist round no.

Scats

3

25 March, & April 1990 FHungary (386 secats)
Hungarian Democratic Forum

Alliance of Frece Democrats
Independent Smallholders Party
Hungarian Socialist Paruwy

Alliance of Young Democrats
Christian Democratic Peoples Parcy
Hungarian Socialist Workers Party
Hungarian Social Democratic Party
Agrarian Alliance

Entreprencurs Party

Patriotic Electoral Coalition
Candidates endorsed by various parties
Independent candidates

(All non-representcd partics

229 Aday 1994 FHHungary (386 seats)
Hungarian Socialist Party

Alliance of Free Democratrs
Hungarian Democratic Forum
Independent Smallholders Party
Christian Democratic Pcoples Party
Aldliance of Young Democrats
Workers Party

Republican Party

Agrarian Alliance

Flungarian Justice and Life Party
Hungarian Social Democratic Parcoy
Entreprencurs Party

National Democratic Alliance
Green Party of Hungary

(All non-representecd parties
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Tame 7. Ro 1ian Parliomentary Elections.

Parties Votes Scats

% no, %
20 May 1990 (387 seats)
National Salvation Fromt 66.3 263 67.9
Hungaran Democratic Union of Romania 7.2 29 72
National Liberal Party o4 29 7.2
Ecological Movement of Romania 2.6 12 3.1
National Peasant Christian Dem Pary 2.5 12 3.1
Alliance for Romanian Unity 2.1 9 23
Democratic Agrarian Party of Romania 1.8 9 23
Romanian Ecological Party 1.6 a 1.3
Socialist Democratic Romanian Party 1.0 5 1.2
Social Democranc Romanian Party 035 2 0.5
Democratic Center Group 0.4 2 0.5
Other parties 7 0.2
Representatves designated by national minoritics 9 23
27 September 1992 (387 seats)
Democratic National Salvation Frome 27.7 n7 0.6
Democratic Convention of Romania 20.0 B2 240
National Salvation Fromt 101 43 2.8
Party of Romanian National Unity 7.7 30 8.7
Hungarian Democratic Union of Romania 14 27 749
Greater Romania Party 38 16 46
Socialist Labour Party 3.0 13 38
Democratic Agrarian Party of Romania 29 0 (4]
Natiomal Liberal Party 25 0 O
Romanian Fcological Movement 23 0 0
Republican Party 1.7 0 0
Representatives designated by national minorities 09 0 0
(Al non-represented partics 1.9 0 a)
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Tema 3. Compararea sistemelor de partide

Compararea sistemelor de partide

Russell J. Dalton, "The Historyf ®arty Systems," in Dalton, Citizen Politics: Public Opinion
and Political Parties in Advanced Western Democracies, 2nd ed. (Chatham, NJ: Chatham
House, 1996), pp. 14964

I. Old politics, cleavages and parties
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