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A Data and main case

A.1 Sources and descriptive statistics

Table A.1 provides summary statistics and sources for key district-level variables used
in the analysis of the vote for the protectionist tariff and subsequent votes on the intro-
duction of PR in Switzerland. Recall that the unit of observation is the administrative
district (Bezirk in German and district in French). Data on popular votes and district
characteristics based on the 1900 population census are from the comprehensive database
on referendums and social structure compiled by Linder, Bolliger and Ziircher (2007).
While there are 186 districts, the number of observations is 183 because in the original
votes dataset districts within the cities of Geneva and districts within the city of Basel
are merged.

Data on the agricultural structure of the district, the structure of industry, and
skills were humanly coded from district-level tables of the first business/firm census (Be-
triebszdhlung) conducted in 1905 and whose results were published in multiple volumes
over multiple years. The firm census covers all sectors and economic establishments,
including family farms of at least 0.5 ha. Variables concerning the structure of indus-
try were coded from volume 1 on establishments and people working in them (BFS,
1906, 1907 a,b,c,d,e, 1908). Concerning agricultural structure, the Gini of land inequality,
the share of land used for meadows and pasture, the average farm size were calculated
from volume 2 on agriculture (BFS, 1910). Proxies for skill were calculated from vol-
ume 3 on industry (BFS, 1911). While the Historical Statistics of Switzerland database
(https://hsso.ch/en) includes canton-level data on several of these variables, it gener-
ally does not provide the more fine-grained district-level data for the period under study.
Hence we coded the original district tables of the firm census, which are available in PDF
format from the Swiss Statistics Office (Bundesamt fiir Statistik, BFS), with the help of
research assistants, and then calculated the specific variables of interest.


https://hsso.ch/en

Table A.1: Descriptive statistics for key district-level variables

Mean Std.Dev.

Popular votes'

Vote for protectionism (general tariff of 1903)  0.64 0.23
Vote for PR (1910) 0.44 0.21
Vote for PR (1918) 0.64 0.20
Common factor, votes 1897-1902 0.00 1.00
Demographics from Population census of 1900°

Agricultural workforce (share) 0.43 0.20
Population (logged) 9.51 0.73
German speakers (share) 0.66 0.42
Protestants (share) 0.54 0.40
Language fractionalization 0.11 0.12
Religious fractionalization 0.19 0.15
Agricultural structure from Firm census of 1905°

Land inequality (Gini) 0.52 0.15
Land used for meadows and pasture (share) 0.72 0.16
Average farm size (ha.) 9.22 6.19
Composition of industrial employment from Firm census of 1905
Women 0.31 0.13
a. Food 0.10 0.07
b. Clothes 0.17 0.09
c. Building 0.35 0.17
d. Textiles 0.19 0.24
e. Paper 0.01 0.02
f. Chemicals 0.01 0.03
g. Metal 0.15 0.17
h. Print 0.02 0.03
i. Water 0.01 0.01
k. Institutions (prisons, monasteries) 0.00 0.01

Skills from Firm census of 1905°
Apprentices in vocational school (share) 0.40 0.04
Observations 183

Notes:

1 Source: Linder, Bolliger and Ziircher (2007). Factor scores were calculated by authors and exclude tariff and PR, votes.
2 Source: Linder, Bolliger and Ziircher (2007). Fractionalization scores were calculated by authors.

3 Source: Calculated from district-level tables of 1905 firm census, volume 2 on agriculture (BFS, 1910, Table 16, pp.
364-483).

4 Source: District-level tables of 1905 firm census, volume 1 on establishments and the number of people employed in them
(BFS, 1906, 1907a,b,c,d,e, 1908).

5 Source: Calculated from district-level tables of 1905 firm census, volume 3 on industry (BFS, 1911). Shift-share measure:
share of apprentices who receive professional training in a vocational school in a given sub-industry at the national level
(BFS, 1911, Table 8, pp. 116-129) weighted by the sub-industry employment shares at the district level.



To give a sense of the primary data, Figure A.1 provides a two-page extract of the
district-level Table 16 (pp. 364-483) from volume 2 of the firm census on the agricultural
sector (BFS, 1910). The extract covers three districts (Affoltern, Andelfingen, Biilach)
in the canton of Zurich. The table is labelled in German (left page) and French (right
page). Columns 1-4 of the table lists the number of farms according to six different size
categories and the overall area in each category. This information is used to calculate
the average farm size and the Gini coefficient. The latter is calculated with the gini.wtd
function from the R package dineq (Schulenberg, 2018). Columns 6-28 report the use of
the land, from which we calculate land used for meadows and pasture, as a share of all
land use for agriculture in the district.

Figure A.1: Extract from firm census of 1905, vol. 2, on agriculture

o Der bewirtschaftete Boden nach nd Benltzungsart. 365
Tabelle 16. Terres exploitées, réparties d'apris lewr dlendue 2 de culture ou dutilisation. Tableau 16.
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A.2 Switzerland during the first globalization

In this section, we extend the discussion of Switzerland during the first globalization.
Over the course of the 1800s, the new transportation technologies had given way to a
global market, where trade was the defining economic policy issue in the second half
of the nineteenth century. The great debates were “about whether and how countries
should join the global market” (Frieden, 2006, 4). A number of important changes in the
international political economy at the end of the nineteenth century had paved the way
for a protectionist turn in Europe. This, in turn, fueled conflict over electoral institutions.

The decline in transportation costs due to steamships and the expansion of railroad



networks exposed domestic producers to competition in commodities such as grain and
textiles (Findlay and O’Rourke, 2006; Rogowski, 1989). The subsequent rise of agricul-
tural tariffs in Germany and other European economies from the early 1880s reduced
the market for Swiss producers and, along with the depression of 1870, drove up support
for protectionism in the agricultural sector and parts of industry (Gruner, 1956; Humair,
2004).

Shortly thereafter, the federal government, dominated by the Free Democratic Party,
proposed a sweeping new tariff law. Historically, the Free Democratic Party was the party
of national unity and liberalism, identified emblematically with the 1848 constitution and
its 1874 revision. In economic terms, it represented a mix of agricultural, commercial,
and industrial interests. In the 1890s, it took a protectionist turn benefiting farmers and
some industries (Emmenegger and Walter, 2022).

The stated goal of the tariff was to substantively increase protection for Swiss pro-
ducers. The government also argued that making higher tariffs the new status quo policy
would enhance its bargaining position when negotiating bilateral trade agreements with
other countries. As noted in the main text, the proposed tariff law was significantly more
comprehensive than the existing 1891 law and the government stated that the new gen-
eral tariff law would increase tariff “on a large part” of positions (Bundesblatt 1902, 488;
also see Humair 2004, 669-676). Specifically, from a total of 1,113 product categories, the
proposed policy increased tariffs on 48% of positions, it left 39% unchanged and tariffs on
the remaining positions were lowered or saw mixed change (13%). The new law entailed
a strong increase in agricultural protection, increasing the tariffs on agricultural products
between 75% and 200% compared to the 1891 law (Humair, 2004, 673). From a compar-
ative perspective, by 1913 (the closest year with available cross-national data) tariffs in
Switzerland stood at about 14.7% for foodstuffs and at 9.3% for industrial manufactured
goods (in terms of ad valorem equivalents). These tariffs are considerably higher than
in free-trade Britain at the time and just somewhat below Germany: the Swiss rates
correspond to about 67% and 93% of the German rates (Findlay and O’Rourke, 2006,
395-403, 443-445).

The Catholic-Conservative Party also supported increasing the tariff. Its strongholds
were in catholic areas that were on the losing side of the short 1847 civil war, and it
repeatedly clashed with the government during the cultural wars of the 1870s and 1880s.
By the early 1890s, the conflict with the Free Democratic Party had diminished, without
disappearing entirely, and the party was included in the executive (Bolliger and Ziircher,
2004).

In contrast, the younger Social Democratic Party opposed the new tariff in the name of
consumer interests, similar to the position of labor in most of Western Europe (Rogowski
1989, ch. 2; Emmenegger and Walter 2022). Beyond possible income effects, workers
benefited from free trade through lower consumer prices on food and industrial products.
While the law was passed by both chambers of parliament, opponents tried to stop it by
calling for a popular vote —the referendum on the general tarift— in 1903.

Economic interest groups understood the need to organize at a mass level in order to



defend their interests at the ballot box. The tariff issue in particular provided farmers
with the incentives to organize nationally. By the time of the referendum on the general
tariff in 1903, the Farmers’ Association (Bauernverband) was recognized as the leader of
the protectionist camp, willing to mobilize across the country in support of protection
(Gruner, 1956; Humair, 2004; Neidhart, 1970).

In turn, a cross-class coalition between the Social Democratic Party, labor unions,
hotel associations, and export-oriented industries such as clock-makers formed a “League
against the Tariff” to mobilize opposition against the law. They successfully requested
a national referendum on the general tariff. The powerful Industry Association (Indus-
trieverein) did not take a unified position on the tariff, acknowledging differences across
different industries (Humair, 2004, 36-44, 128-138, 667-694). Divisions were apparent
at the peak level. Some producers of machinery as well as cotton producers in East
Switzerland were leaning toward the protectionist tariff, though this was not monolithic.
Export-oriented parts of the metal industry (that used the abundant factor, capital,
intensively) were against higher tariffs. Capital-intensive clock-makers and silk and em-
broideries, concentrated in the West, tended to be pro-trade (Gruner 1956, 31-35; Humair
2004, 36-44, 128-138, 657-69). Historical accounts of elite differences suggest various rea-
sons for this, including differential capital intensity, as well as firm heterogeneity and
product differentiation within industries in the wake of the 1870s recession and rising
tariffs among European neighbors Humair (2004).

The evidence presented in the next section shows that, at the mass level (where
producers or capitalists are a small minority) the agricultural cleavage plays a central
role (also after adjusting for industry effects). Based on the literature on the period
(Rogowski, 1989; Findlay and O’Rourke, 2006; Gruner, 1956; Humair, 2004) and our data
analysis, we think that the factor endowments model of trade has significant purchase
to explain the cleavage between agriculture and labour. At the mass level, the main
cleavage was between agriculture (based on scarce land) and abundant labor. In line
with this, a seminal study of Swiss trade politics at the time emphasizes “class struggle”
(Humair, 2004, 676). Industrial workers were also consumers, who had additional reasons
to want trade in the wake of rising food prices. In sum, the agricultural population was a
central pillar of support for protection relative to industrial workers and urban consumers.
That said, below we also explore and discuss further the possible role of industry level
differences in shaping support for protectionism.

Political parties were also polarized on electoral reform. The latter part of the nine-
teenth century saw repeated attempts to reform the national electoral system used for the
lower house (National Council) of the federal assembly. As in several other countries at
the time, before the introduction of PR in 1919 Switzerland used a majoritarian electoral
system with multi-member districts and run-off elections, with the last run-off decided
by plurality rule (Gruner, 1978). Through its majority in the lower house, the Free
Democratic Party (Freisinn) controlled the drawing of electoral districts within cantons,
and gerrymandered its parliamentary majority in the face of rapid industrialization and
the rise of the working class and the political left, and opposed the introduction of PR



(Emmenegger and Walter, 2021; Gruner, 1978). Given the majoritarian electoral system
and gerrymandered electoral districts, the Social Democratic party was severely under-
represented in the lower chamber of parliament. Between 1890 and 1908, its seat share
was one-third or less of its vote share. It also suffered from a highly inefficient translation
from votes into seats, which it attributed to the winner take-all nature of the electoral
system combined with the partisan drawing of district boundaries by the incumbent Free
Democratic Party, and campaigned in favor of PR. In section C, we provide additional
examples from historical newspaper sources of how party elites explicitly linked the issue
of trade policy to the issue of electoral reform.

B Additional results

B.1 Agriculture and the protectionist vote

In this section, we provide quantitative evidence that agriculture was a central pillar
of the protectionist camp. We use regression analysis to test the relevance of agricul-
ture in support for the protectionist camp in the 1903 referendum on the general tariff.
Empirically, our baseline model takes the following form:

Vi = BiAi + f(Xi)By + 0c + € (B.1)

where V! is the vote share in support of the general tariff (1903) in district i, A4; is the
share of the agricultural workforce in the district (from the 1900 census), and f(X;) is
a control function including a matrix of district-level control variables and ¢, are fixed
effects for cantons. In this specification, canton fixed effects capture differences in the
political-economic environments between cantons, such as canton political institutions,
culture, and critical historical junctures. District-level controls are the same as in the
main text. They account for the structure of the population, agriculture, industry, skill
formation, and popular votes on issues other than trade and the introduction of PR.

The estimation results in Table B.1 show that the relationship is robust to accounting
for canton fixed effects (model 2) and to sequentially adding district-level controls (mod-
els 3-5). The most conservative estimate (model 1) suggests that a ten percentage point
increase in the size of the agricultural sector is associated, on average, with a six per-
centage point increase in the vote for protection. The estimate is fairly precise. The 95%
confidence interval is clearly bounded away from zero, covering a range of 4-8 percentage
points. With canton fixed effects and all controls, the estimate is somewhat larger. We
also find the same pattern when we use the DSLR model that relaxes functional form
assumptions (model 6).

In additional analyses discussed below, we further explore the robustness and hetero-
geneity of these results.



Table B.1: Agriculture and protectionism

Vote for protectionist general tariff (1903)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

OLS OLS OLS OLS OLS DSLR

Agricultural workforce 1900 (share) 0.60* 0.75* 0.84* 0.87" 0.88° 0.73"

(0.09) (0.07) (0.12) (0.10) (0.10) (0.10)
Canton fixed effects v v v v v
District controls: Population census! v v v v
District controls: Agricultural structure? v v v
District controls: Industrial structure® v v v
District controls: Skill formation* v v v
District controls: Other votes® v v
R? 0.27 0.70 0.77 0.83 0.83 n.a.
Observations 183 183 183 183 183 183

Notes: Coeflicient estimates from district-level OLS regressions (cols. 1-5) and double-selection lasso regression (DSLR,
col. 6), which allows for interactions between all district controls and second-order polynomials (it selects 32 out of 255
possible control terms). The dependent variable is the yes vote share in the referendum on the general tariff (1903). Robust
(heteroskedastic-consistent) standard errors in parentheses.

! Log of population, German speakers (share), Protestants (share), language fractionalization, religious fractionalization
(from 1900 census).

2 Land inequality (Gini), pastureland (share), average farm size (calculated from 1905 firm census).

3 Composition of industrial employment (10 subsectors, textiles is baseline), share of women (calculated from 1905 firm
census).

4 Share of apprentices attending vocational school (calculated from the 1905 firm census).

5 First-dimension factor score from other popular votes 1897-1902 (excluding tariff and PR votes).

*p < 0.05 (two-tailed tests)

Between industry variation. An auxiliary analysis explores the relevance of vari-
ation between different industries in the second sector for the vote for protectionism in
1903. The baseline specification regresses the protectionist vote on the share of the agri-
cultural workforce, the share of the workforce in the second sector, and the composition of
employment in the second sector based on ten industries (food, textiles, clothing, build-
ing materials, paper, printing, chemicals, metal, water, production in institutions), with
textiles as the reference category. While not the focus of this study, this specification
some sheds light on the question of whether between-industry variation (as captured by
industry size in terms of relative employment) matters for the protectionist vote condi-
tional on the overall size of the industrial sector. It also provides a robustness check for
the impact of agriculture.

Table B.2 reports the results. Model 1 is the baseline specification, subsequent models
add canton fixed effects (model 2), district level controls from the 1900 census (model
3), additional controls regarding the structure of agriculture, skills, and other popular
votes (model 4), and a double-selection lasso regression with agriculture as the treatment
variable that allows for arbitrary interactions between all controls in the treatment and
outcome equation (model 5). Across all models, we can reject the joint null hypothesis
that differences between specific industries do not matter (the p-value for the joint signifi-



cance test is less than 0.05 in all models). In models 1-3, we also see that some individual
differences between industries are statistically significant. For example, the estimates
suggest that the metal industry (producing tools and machinery) was less protectionist
compared to the textile industry.

This finding is not necessarily at odds with factoral models of trade, to the extent
that it is based on differences in capital intensity. Standard factoral arguments posit that
protection benefits (and trade harms) owners of factors with which a given country is
relatively scarcely endowed, as well as producers that use the scarce factor intensively
(for instance, producers in the cotton industry). In contrast, protection harms (and
trade benefits) factors with which the country is abundantly endowed, and producers
that use the locally abundant factor intensively (producers of machinery used in optics).
It is also consistent with historical accounts emphasizing that the cotton industry turned
to protectionism after the 1870s recession whereas export-oriented parts of the metal
industry (e.g., watchmakers) were against higher tariffs (Gruner 1956, 31-35; Humair
2004, 657-694). To be clear, this specific difference is no longer significant at the 5 percent
level when all controls are entered in the most demanding OLS specification (model 4).

Most importantly for our purpose, accounting for industry differences does not change
the estimated impact of protectionism as a central and broad-based pillar of support for
protection. Tellingly, the industry shares on their own are not selected as controls in the
DSLR model (model 5). It should be noted that compared to Table B.1, the models in
Table B.2 make a different inter-sectoral comparison focused on agriculture vs. the third
sector rather than on agriculture vs. all other sectors. Qualitatively, the findings are the
same. There is a substantively important and precisely estimated positive relationship
between the size of the agricultural sector and support for protection. In Table B.2 the
agriculture coefficient increases and approaches one in most specifications.

Heterogeneity. Using interactive OLS regression models, Table B.3 looks at possible
sources of heterogeneity in the relationship between the size of the agricultural workforce
and support for the protectionist general tariff in the 1903 popular vote. The main
quantity of interest is the agricultural workforce interacted, sequentially, with possible
district-level moderators: the share of protestants, religious fractionalization, land in-
equality (Gini), land usage (the share of land used for meadows and pasture; the variable
is called pastureland), and average farm size. All specifications include the constituent
terms of the interaction and the same district-level controls used in Table B.1. Across
all five models, we find that the interaction terms are substantively small, and not very
precisely estimated. In none of the five specifications can one reject a null hypothesis of
no heterogeneity at conventional levels of significance. The results underscore that the
link between agriculture and the protectionist vote cut across other cleavages, notably
religion, and it also varied little with the structure of agriculture, including land inequal-
ity, which plays a prominent role in a strand of the political economy literature on the
development of democratic institutions.



Table B.2: Agriculture and protectionism: between-industry variation

Vote for protectionist general tariff (1903)

N O C) R ) (5)
OLS OLS OLS OLS DSR

Agricultural workforce 1900 (share) 1.26*  0.95* 1.10* 1.12* 1.25*

(0.25)  (0.19) (0.20) (0.23)  (0.22)
Industry 1900 (share) 0.90*  0.29 0.40 0.38

(0.38) (0.27) (0.27) (0.28)
Industry: Food -0.05 0.09 -0.00 4.84

(0.18) (0.12) (0.13) (3.27)
Industry: Clothes 0.56*  0.07 0.06 8.56

(0.17) (0.14) (0.15) (5.69)
Industry: Building -0.10  -0.17 -0.15  -4.73

(0.18) (0.12) (0.12) (3.01)
Industry: Paper 0.98* 0.70 0.62 4.47

(0.47) (0.43) (0.45) (2.53)
Industry: Chemicals -0.46  -0.19 -0.22  -4.09

(0.41) (0.23) (0.22) (2.58)
Industry: Metal -0.30*  -0.37" -0.39* -4.59

(0.09)  (0.09) (0.09) (2.77)
Industry: Print 1.14* 135" 1.24* -5.91

(0.46) (0.45) (0.38) (4.69)
Industry: Water 0.88 1.27 1.14 -4.33

(0.74) (0.75) (0.63) (3.56)
Industry: Institutionalized 0.94 -0.02  -0.33  12.26

(0.64) (0.67) (0.53) (8.53)
Canton fixed effects v v v v
District controls: Population census! v v v
District controls: Agricultural structure? v v
District controls: Skill formation® v v
District controls: Other votes® v v
R? 041 077 082 083 n.a.
Observations 183 183 183 183 183
Joint test industry (p-value) 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 n.a.

Notes: Coeflicient estimates from district-level OLS regressions (cols. 1-4) and double-selection lasso regression (DSLR,
col. 5), which allows for interactions between all district controls and second-order polynomials. The dependent variable is
the yes vote share in the referendum on the general tariff (1903). Employment shares in 10 industries: textiles is baseline.
Robust (heteroskedastic-consistent) standard errors in parentheses.

1 Log of population, German speakers (share), Protestants (share), language fractionalization, religious fractionalization
(from 1900 census).

2 Land inequality (Gini), pastureland (share), average farm size (calculated from 1905 firm census).

3 Share of apprentices attending vocational school (calculated from the 1905 firm census).

4 First-dimension factor score from other popular votes 1897-1902 (excluding tariff and PR votes).

*p < 0.05 (two-tailed tests)



Table B.3: Heterogeneity: Agriculture and protectionism

Vote for protectionist general tariff (1903)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

OLS OLS OLS OLS OLS
Agricultural workforce (AF) 0.886*  0.874* 0.866*  0.882"  0.864"
(0.102)  (0.101) (0.102) (0.103) (0.103)
AF x Protestants -0.043
(0.074)
AF x Religious fractionalization -0.063
(0.072)
AF x Land inequality 0.063
(0.062)
AF x Pastureland -0.029
(0.060)
AF x Average farm size 0.063
(0.055)
Canton fixed effects v v v v v
District controls: Population census v v v v v
District controls: Agricultural structure v v v v v
District controls: Industrial structure v v v v v
District controls: Skill formation v v v v v
District controls: Other votes v v v v v
R? 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.83
Observations 183 183 183 183 183

Notes: Coefficient estimates from district-level OLS regressions.
referendum on general tariff (1903). All variables are z-standardized. Robust (heteroskedastic-consistent) standard errors

in parentheses.

! Log of population, German speakers (share), Protestants (share), language fractionalization, religious fractionalization

(from 1900 census).

2 Land inequality (Gini), pastureland (share), average farm size (calculated from 1905 firm census).

3 Composition of industrial employment (10 subsectors, textiles is baseline), share of women (calculated from 1905 firm

census).

4 Share of apprentices attending vocational school (calculated from 1905 firm census).
5 First-dimension factor score from other popular votes 1897-1902 (excluding tariff and PR).

*p < 0.05 (two-tailed tests)
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The dependent variable is the yes vote share in the



B.2 Trade and the popular vote for PR

In this section, we provide further discussion of extended DSLR model specifications
and include partial regression plots (Figure B.1) for the results presented in the main
text (Table 1). We also provide additional analyses based on alternative controls for
issue bundling (Table B.4 and B.5), instrumental variables (Table B.6), and municipal-
level data (Table B.7). Each analysis is discussed below.

DSLR models. As additional specification to mitigate concerns about confouding,
Table 1 in the main text presents results from the double-selection lasso linear regression
(DSLR) introduced by Belloni, Chernozhukov and Hansen (2014). The DSLR is more a
more general approach to selecting variables for the control function that addresses the
common problem that the researcher must select control variables from a large set and
there is uncertainty about which variable and variable transformations are appropriate.
It relaxes the assumption of perfect variable selection. Specifically, the model enables us
to relax the assumption that the district-level control variables enter the specification in
a linear way. For instance, perhaps land inequality has a non-linear effect, or population
size should be interacted with religious fractionalization. There are two problems when
aiming to address this. First, it is hard to know the right functional form of the controls.
Second, there are more possible control terms than observations. Given their theoretical
importance, all models include canton fixed effects. If we allow for interactions between
all district variables as well as squared terms, there are 255 potential control terms.
Given the sample size, controlling for all confoudners is impossible, and naively including
a large subset can lead to invalid infereneces and imprecise estimates. We are thus faced
with a common tradeoff between “controlling for very few variables which may leave us
wondering whether we have included sufficient controls for the exogeneity of the treatment
and controlling for so many variables that we are essentially mechanically unable to learn
about the effect of the treatment.” (Belloni, Chernozhukov and Hansen, 2014, 638).

The DSLR introduced in Belloni, Chernozhukov and Hansen (2014) provides a solution
to this tension that adds flexibility to the usual approach of intuitive variable selection,
by allowing the relevant control set to be found by the data from among a large set of
controls. The model first selects a set of control variables that are useful in predicting
the main explanatory variable using Lasso methods. Second, it selects additional controls
that predict the dependent variable. Then it uses OLS regression to estimate the effect of
agriculture on protectionism using all control terms selected in the first two steps. This
two-step approach is designed to mitigate omitted variable bias, and not —as in variable
selection methods for prediction— to provide the best prediction of the outcome variable.
Importantly, in the first step the model also considers variables that predict the main
explanatory variable, because a relevant confounder may drive the explanatory variable
but have a moderate impact on the outcome. The DSLR approach includes as a special
case standard OLS with all controls entering in a linear way.

Partial regression plots. To illustrate the cross-sectional estimation results re-
ported in the main text in Table 1, Figure B.1 provides partial regression plots of the

11



estimated relationship between the vote on the tariff and the vote on PR. Panel (a)
plots the relationship after factoring out the variation accounted for by canton fixed ef-
fects (model 1 in Table 1). Panel (b) plots the relationship net of fixed effects and all
district-level controls (model 3 in Table 1).

Bundling. Here we present additional analyses to rule out policy bundling as an
alternative explanation. First, the analysis reported in Table B.4 controls for the average
district-level vote share of all votes between 1897-1902 (except trade and PR) endorsed
by Social Democratic Party, as indicated by Linder, Bolliger and Ziircher (2007). This
includes referendums where the party took a clear stance in favor. The results are nearly
identical to the ones in the main text. Second, the analysis reported in Table B.5 sep-
arately includes all nine other votes as controls. Needless to say perhaps, this is fairly
demanding given the data. The results again show a substantively and statistically sig-
nificant relationship between the vote on trade and votes on PR.

IV analysis. In an additional analysis reported in Table 1, we use an instrumental
variable (IV) approach to jointly estimate the link from the employment in agriculture
in 1900, which is used as the instrumental variable, to support for protectionism in the
popular vote on the general tariff of 1903, which is the explanatory variable of interest
that is instrumented, and support for the introduction or PR in 1910 and 1918, respec-
tively. This serves two purposes. First, an analytical value of the IV specification lies in
formalizing the linkages between factor endowments, support for trade protection, and
the vote on PR. The Two-Stage Least Squares (2SLS) regressions enable us to estimate
the link between support for protectionism and subsequent support for PR when focus-
ing on variation in support for protectionism stemming from variation in the agricultural
workforce. Second, given concerns about ecological inference the IV also aims to mitigate
concerns about measurement error.

A valid instrumental variable must be relevant and satisfy an exclusion restriction.
We already know from the analysis in the prior section B.1 that we have a relevant first
stage. This is confirmed by the F-statistic reported in Table B.6. The exclusion restriction
requires that the instrument is independent of unobserved confounders and only affects
the referendum vote on PR through popular support for protectionism. We argue that the
exclusion restriction holds approximately in the sense of Conley, Hansen and Rossi (2012).
While the instrument is not randomized, the assumption of exogeneity is conditional on
canton fixed effects and rich district-level controls. The second part of the exclusion
restriction requires that the instrument (i.e., share of the agricultural workforce in 1900)
only affects the referendum vote on PR (in 1910 and 1918, respectively) through popular
support for protectionism. As an approximation, this assumption is plausible because
we have strong theoretical priors that trade policy preferences are a central mechanism
through which the instrument shapes mass preferences about electoral reform, given the
importance of trade policy at the time. In Online Appendix B.3 below, we also provide
auxiliary evidence suggesting that several potential direct mechanisms are less likely to
be important. For instance, it was not the case that agricultural places were generally
in favor of status quo policies. Of course, exclusion restrictions are not directly testable
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and as such are frequently controversial. It is not impossible to come up with a story
suggesting a violation. To go beyond dogmatic priors and relax the assumption that
exclusion must hold exactly, we added a sensitivity test based developed by Conley,
Hansen and Rossi (2012). The basic idea is to relax the exact assumption by allowing
for some violations and simulate how they affect the estimation results. As we will see,
the results are robust when relaxing the strict exogeneity assumption.

Table B.6 reports estimation results. The instrumental variable estimates confirm
the results based of the OLS and DSLR estimators. Both in 1910 and 1918, there is
a substantively important and precisely estimated negative link between support for
protectionism in 1903 and support for PR. The IV estimates are fairly close to the DSLR
estimates reported in the main text. Figure B.2 plots the result from a sensitivity analysis
based on the local-to-zero approximation approach to IV inference when the exclusion
restriction does not hold exactly (Conley, Hansen and Rossi, 2012), as implemented in the
Stata command plausexog (Clark and Matta, 2018). Under the approximation, the IV
estimate is the sum of the standard IV estimate (assuming exclusion) plus an arbitrary
violation of the assumption that is simulated across a plausible range of the parameter
space using a Gaussian prior on the effect of the instrument on the outcome in the
structural equation. For both PR votes, the analysis reveals that IV estimates are robust
to sizeable violations of the exclusion restriction (in either direction), ranging from -0.1 to
0.1. Across the whole range, the estimates are negative and the 95% confidence interval
is bounded away from zero. Altogether, the IV provides useful robustness check against
the models presented in the main text, which rely on somewhat different assumptions.

Municipal-level results. A further analysis draws on new data on municipal-level
referendum results. Changing the unit of analysis provides an informative robustness
check because employing fixed effects at lower level of aggregation can lead to changes in
relationships based on unobservables. While canonical votes data is at the district level
(Linder, Bolliger and Ziircher, 2007), an ongoing project is compiling municipal level data
for historical referendum votes from a range of sources (Emmenegger et al., 2023). For
the vote on the general tariff and the vote on PR in 1910, their data covers approximately
80% of the municipalities (there is no data for the canton of Aargau and votes are largely
missing for the cantons of Bern and Freiburg; there are also missings in other cantons).
While the advantage is that municipalities are located at a more disaggregate level than
districts, further mitigating concerns about ecological inference, the disadvantage is that
missingness may not be at random and we do not have municipal-level census data.
However, using municipal-level data we can account for district fixed effects, and thus
verify if the negative relationships between support for tariffs and the introduction of PR
holds across different municipalities within districts. As shown in Table B.7, the estimates
at the municipality level are very similar to the ones at the district-level. Standard errors
are smaller. Given the large variation in municipality size, some specifications use the
voting population (cols. 4-6) as weights.
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Figure B.1: The association between support for the protectionist tariff and the intro-
duction of PR
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Notes: The partial regression plot in panel (a) factors out canton fixed effects, and the slope of the fitted
line corresponds to the trade coefficient in model 1 of Table 1. The partial regression plot in panel (b)
also accounts for all district-level controls included in model 3 of Table 1.
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Table B.6: Jointly modeling agriculture, protectionism, and support for PR

Vote for PR (1910)

Vote for PR (1918)

(1) (2) (3)

(4) (5) (6)

2SLS 2SLS 2SLS 2SLS 2SLS 2SLS
Protectionist vote (1903) -0.263*  -0.375° -0.414* -0.280" -0.511* -0.380"

(0.133) (0.103) (0.097) (0.122) (0.092) (0.098)
Canton fixed effects v v v v
District controls: Population census® v v
District controls: Agricultural structure? v v
District controls: Industrial structure® v v
District controls: Skill formation* v v
District controls: Other votes® v v
First-stage F-Stat 48.3 105.3 4.7 48.3 105.3 74.7
R2 0.22 0.53 0.81 0.20 0.70 0.81
Observations 183 183 183 183 183 183

Notes: Coefficient estimates from district-level Two-Stage Least Squares (2SLS) regressions, which instrument the pro-
tectionist vote with the size of the agricultural sector in 1900. The dependent variable is the yes-vote share in favor of

introducing PR in each referendum (1910 or 1918). Robust (heteroskedastic-consistent) standard errors in parentheses.

! Log of population, German speakers (share), Protestants (share), language fractionalization, religious fractionalization

(from 1900 census).

2 Land inequality (Gini), pastureland (share), average farm size (calculated from 1905 firm census).

3 Composition of industrial employment (10 subsectors, textiles is baseline); share of women (calculated from 1905 firm

census).

4 Share of apprentices attending vocational school (calculated from 1905 firm census).

5 First-dimension factor score from other popular votes 1897-1902 (excluding tariff and PR).

*p < 0.05 (two-tailed

tests)

17



Figure B.2: Sensitivity of IV estimates to local violations of exclusion restrictions

(a) 1910 PR vote
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Notes: The graphs plot instrumental variable estimates of the effect of support for protectionism on
support for the introduction of PR relaxing the assumption that the exclusion restriction holds exactly
with 95% confidence interval based on the local-to-zero approximation of Conley, Hansen and Rossi
(2012), as implemented in Stata by Clark and Matta (2018). The approach allows for non-zero effects
of the instrument on the outcome not working through the support for protectionism. The analysis uses
a Gaussian prior on the effect of the instrument on the outcome in the structural equation. On the
x-axis, the parameter § captures the magnitude of the mean violation of the exclusion restriction. The

estimation assumes that the error follows a normal distribution with mean § and variance §2. The IV
estimate is plotted on the y-axis.
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Table B.7: Municipal-level estimates: Protectionism and the PR vote

Vote for introduction of PR (1910)

O ) ) N € B () B (O
OLS OLS OLS WLS WLS WLS
Protectionist vote (1903) -0.44" -0.31" -0.24" -0.40" -0.46" -0.40"

(0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02) (0.05) (0.03)

R? 0.19 0.44 0.68 0.23 0.43 0.72
Observations 2,091 2,091 2,091 2,091 2,091 2,091
Canton fixed effects v v

District fixed effects v v

Notes: Coefficient estimates from municipal-level OLS regressions (cols. 1-3) and weighted least squares (cols. 4-6). The
dependent variable is the yes-vote share in favor of introducing PR in 1910. Robust (heteroskedastic-consistent) standard
errors in parentheses.

*p < 0.05 (two-tailed tests)

B.3 Agriculture and popular votes

Status quo bias. One potential alternative explanation for the results of the panel
analysis in the main text is that people in the agricultural sector are generally opposed
to changing the status quo across policy issues. In other words, they are conservatives
with a small “c¢” and the introduction of PR is just another instance of status quo bias
and has little or nothing to do with trade. However, turning to other popular votes shows
that the status quo explanation does not hold up to closer scrutiny. Figure B.3 provides
partial regression plots illustrating the relationship between the share of the agricultural
workforce and four selected popular votes, after factoring out canton fixed effects. In all
three votes other than the introduction of PR in 1910, the powerful Farmers’ Association
favored the policy proposal changing the status quo. In each of these votes, there is
a positive and statistical significant relationship between the share of the agricultural
workforce and the yes vote share in the referendum. Beyond panel (a), which displays
the vote on the general tariff already discussed in detail above, panel (b) includes the
vote on the the law about the commerce of food and consumer products in 1906. The
law regulates the commerce and quality control of food and other consumer products
(Bolliger, 2010b). Panel (c) includes the 1907 military reform, which increases the length
of mandatory training for conscripts and allows the use of military against striking workers
(Bolliger, 2010a). Another example not covered here is the 1903 vote on the constitutional
reform proposal to change the apportionment criteria for federal elections to be based on
citizens not residents.

Detailed cross-sectional analysis of 1910 and 1918 vote on PR. The panel
analysis reported in the main text focuses on the within-district variation in agriculture
and support for PR in order to account for time-invariant district heterogeneity as well as
period effects using two-way fixed effects. As a complement, Table B.8 reports the results
of a cross-sectional analysis, separately for 1910 and 1918, focusing on the between dis-
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trict variation. While evidently unable to account for district fixed effects, these models
can control for district characteristics from the 1905 firm census, which is not available
as a panel, including for factors like land inequality and skill formation as possible mech-
anisms of economic development and modernization (Boix, 2003). Moreover, we include
again the first-dimension factor score on other popular votes, which include key economic
development issues like public education, railroads, and banking. Again, we find that a
larger share of the agricultural workforce is linked to significantly lower support for PR.
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Figure B.3: The relationship between the share of the agricultural workforce and selected

popular votes
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Notes: Each partial regression plot shows the relationship between the share of the agricultural workforce
and a popular vote as the dependent variable, after factoring out canton fixed effects. The line of best
fit is the slope coefficient on the share of the agricultural workforce. In the votes shown in panels (a)
- (c¢), the Farmer’s Association supported a change of the status quo. Panel (a) shows the relationship
between the agricultural workforce (from 1900 census) and the vote on the protectionist tariff of 1903,
the slope coefficient (0.75 with s.e. of 0.07) corresponds to model 2 in Table B.1. In panel panel (b),
the vote is on the the law about the commerce of food and consumer products in 1906, and the slope
coefficient is 0.56 (s.e. of 0.07). In panel (c), the vote is on the military reform of 1907, and the slope
coefficient is 0.32 (s.e. of 0.06). In panel (d), the vote is on the introduction of PR in 1910, and the slope

coefficient is 0.30 (s.e. of 0.09).
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C Qualitative evidence from newspapers

The main text quotes a newspaper article discussing the link between the represen-
tation of economic policy issues, prominently the tariff and consumer prices, and the
issue of adopting PR or not leading up to the 1910 referendum on PR. Here we provide
additional examples along with the the original newspaper articles in full.

Figure C.1 reproduces the page from Social Democratic newspaper Berner Tagwacht
with an article reporting on a rally in favor of the introduction of PR during the 1910
referendum campaign. The main text quoted the opening paragraph summarizing the
political speech as follows:

At the beginning of his speech, the speaker recalled the current inflation, from
which people are suffering. This emergency is largely the fault of our current
government and our legislative body. He recalls the unjust tariff and price
policy. That is why the Swiss people should finally pull themselves together
and ensure a different, better electoral system.

The above is our translation from the German text:

Zu Beginn seines Referates erinnerte der Vortragende an die gegenwartige
Teuerung, unter der das ganze Volk leidet. Dieser Notstand sei gréfitenteils
auf das Konto unserer gegenwartigen Regierung und unserer gesetzgebenden
Behorde zu schreiben. Er erinnert an die ungerechte Zoll- und Wucherpolitik.
Deshalb soll sich das Schweizer Volk endlich aufraffen und fiir ein anderes,
besseres Wahlsystem sorgen.

Another article from the same year comes from Der Gritlianer, which was the largest
Social Democratic newspaper and one of the largest newspapers in the country (Drom-
mer and Gruner, 1988, 94-97) and was published in Zurich. Figure C.2 reproduces the
page that contains the article, from which we quoted in the main text, reporting on the
speech of “comrade Walter” before an assembly of workers discussing high food prices.
The speaker attributes the high food prices to the protectionist policy of the federal gov-
ernment and concludes that the adoption of PR is the instrument to change the policy.

In the main text, we quote the concluding statement:

The most important thing is and will remain thorough enlightenment of
the people about our tariff and food policy, which only serves the big capi-
talists, represented by the liberal government, which can only be dealt with
through PR.

The above is our translation from the German text:

Das Wichtigste sei und bleibe aber eine durchgreifende Aufklarung des
Volkes iiber unsere, nur den Groflkapitalisten dienende Zoll- und- Lebensmit-
telpolitik, welche verkorpert sei im radikalen Regiment, dem nur durch den
Proporz beizukommen sei.
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Figure C.3 features the “Appel Aux Citoyens Suisses” published by a trade union
newspaper, Le Prolétaire, as its lead article before the 1910 referendum on the introduc-
tion of PR, quoted in the main text. The article, written in French, asks trade unionists
and all citizens to support the introduction of PR, also because it provides an institu-
tional means to change economic policy, prominently the tariff. Figure C.4 provides a
similar but not identical version of the article in the German language edition of the
newspaper. The frontpage article opens with the argument that the popular vote on the
introduction of PR is an important issue for union members because of its relevance for
economic policy. It then goes on to identify tariffs and the resulting high food prices as
a major problem that would be ameliorated through electoral reform.
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Figure C.1:

1910, p. 5) on speech by comrade Miinch in PR rally:

sammlung.
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Figure C.2: Article in Social Democratic newspaper Der Griitlianer (6 July, 1910, p.
3) on speech by comrade Walter before assembly of workers:
Besprechung von Fleischpreisaufschlag.
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biervon tn Renntnis. gefet. In den zmrou cin
besogen find famtlicge Brauereien von St. G

fen, Tablat und Straubemel, da alle dem
Braverring angehiren.

Gallen. O Jur Hebungy -der Ben
intexeffen ber . gallifdyen Journaliften unb m
- Tidter Yudmerzung bes perfonlichen Tones aus
oer ffenttichen Distujfion fat fid) legten Somn-
tag in fier, mit Redalteur Dr. Rigeli als Pré
fident, ~ein fantonaler Prefverein tonjtituiert,
Mx!n cine Setion bes fdmeisrifen Prepvereing
il

— Baven. (R
Branereiarbeitern in _ber Braverel
Baben vm bie hiefige Arbeiterunion befcploffen,
ben Boylott ilber die Wrauerei Miller
in pm.n verpangen
Baven.  Jur &!ewudaung von Fleifd-
preisaufiglag wnd Brauerjtreit

batte die Arbeiterunion auf geftern Abend eine | L

Qollsverjammlung in den_grohen Faltenjaal
cinberufen. ot jirta 4 Wodyen haben die Meg-
ger bie Bfundpreife aller Fleifforien um 10 K.
geiteigert, was qrofe Unsujricdenbeit namentlicy
bei. der mmmagmumng ercegt Bat.  Der
enoffe Walter, Nedalteur, seigte

ben (¢ sabieek Gridiencncn ben Sulammens
fang ber unaufhBrlichen Preisfieigerung mit der
agratifden Bunbeapolitit, welde die Gremsen
fperrt unter den nicyigften Vortoander, nur um
bie frembe- Ronturren; fernyubalien wnd die
Biehpreife beliebig in bie Hobe treiben u to
nen. * Gr'toies auch nad, dap der ersielte Mehr-
cxlds dem Rleinbauern ftetd nady hirser Jeit vom
Rapitalifien in Form hoherer Jinje und Boden-
pretfe twieber abgenommen wird und ber Baer
Toie jeber anbere Griverbende ein Jnterefie an
billigem mbmsmaxmn( f b ~Geriite bat. Yy
bei der leifder g follte man auf ge-
noffenfdaitlice Gelbipile Bebat fein wnd vor.
erft »kmm Anichlup an die Konfummesgerei
Bafel i Das .Widtigfte fei und bleibe
aber eine durdgreifende Aufflarung bes Voltes
iiber unfere, mur ben Groflapitaliften dienende
3oll- unb Eebendmittelpolitit, weldye vertdrpert
fei im radifalen Begiment, Sem s burd) den
Propors beisulommen fei

Sierauf ging der mznnu iiber sum Bier-
Bohlottund Brauerfireil, bier die Ver
gltniffe, welde unjern Lejern durd) die bis-
berigen Publifationen befannt_find, cbenfalls
idor] Beleuditend wnd an bie Solidaritat aller
“Arbeiter appellierend. Gt tourde durd) ein el
liched und siindendes Rejerat von Genoffe & v
mann, Sefretir der Lebens- und mmuimum,
atbeiter, erginst, deffen Ausfiifrungen fber die
binterliftige Talfit der Brauerren und die un-
menfdlicy fange Arbeitszeit der Bierfifrer be
fonbers grofien Gindrud madten.

An die beiden, je cinfiimdigen, mit febr gro-
fiem Beifall aufgenommenen Referate fiipite
fidy eine Iebhajte Distuffion, welde fiy nur in
suftimmendem Sinne betegte wnb nod) gar
mandyes. Mettwiirdige ilber die Babener Ar-
Beita- und Dmum(unonibuvﬁﬂmﬂt, nament-
Ticp i der Bramerei 1, jutage 5

7

biefer Firma auf bie Strafe gefiellt werde. Das
if gedeben.  Segten Camstag tourhe brc -

al3 fiinfsehn Deputierte ju wiihlen Haben, wer-
ben jerlegt, feinere, mit bier und weniger De-

beitern getiinbigt.
anbetier haben besgalb am Montag bie Mrbeit
niebergelegt.

Sie wbilten midht sujehen, wie der allem An-
ieine nacy febr tampiestuftige Here Horn feine
bt g Paaten teiben ol inbem e i
truppiweife auf die Strafe fiell

Der Boylott ift alfo iiber e obgenamnte
s-ma vesidugt dnb muh it alles Suge burd)- |

et

S e ge z(mnfm wnd faffenbervuter Genoffe,
fein Avbeiter trinte nuv einen Tropjen Bier aud
ber Wttientrauerei Frauenfeld. Der Ramp] muf
aber auf ber gangen Linie quigenommen wer-
ben. Die Unionsvorjtinbe find erjud, fofort
Unionsverfammiungen einzuberufen. ag in
Frauenfeld paffiert ift von_Seife diefer Braue:
Tei, bas it in Der ganyen Schoeis gefdepen. 25
Brogent der Arbeiter find durd) a3 Machtiwort
i ii aufs Pl

1 cin Soge-
m’bndtl nuf 70,000 Ginwobhner fommen;
Druiet van mef als bes e gl Anfprucy
auf cinen Wbgeotbneten mehr. -
Tedmung bed Minifteriums twird die nady bmzm

otdrete weniger entbalten alé bie gegenwirtige.
[ Die giftentabl Hat von jeber bie Borfiche der
Republitaner befeffen, wnd fie ift im Jabre 1889
mur aus Furt vor bem Boulangiamus abge-
f@afjt worben, nadibem bie bon der reattiondren
Rationalverfammiung in_die Berjaffung_ver
Republit cingeidricvene Gingelwabl im Jabre
1885 unterbrildt wotben war. Die borige fam-
‘mer Bat fidy am 8. Rovember 1909 mit 379 gegen
142 Stimmen fiir bie Ginfiirung der Liften-
bl ausgefprodhen und bon den Mitgliedern
ber newen Kamumer find jur Jeit ibrer Kandi-
batur mur 35 offen fitr bie Beibehaltung der

frer_gemworfen.

Boblottiert ift aud) das Bier der Braueret
Saldenqut, Winterthur, die in Crlen, Veinfel-
ben und Tagerivilen Depots Hat. Boptottiert
ift ferner das Bier aller Brauereien, die dem
Ring angehdren.

Genffen bed Rantons! %, veranfialtet
Berfammlungen, befpredit Mittel und MWege, wie
ber 110)11011 mbglidjt wirtfam durdhgefitrt wer-
ben fann.

Weidet jegt fdhon ben siugmua aus den
Ringbrauereien. D t Brauereiar-
beifer it cin Sampj bu ac(umim (dyrnmenydnn
beiteridaft.

aadt.

— gaufanne. et Gemeinderat

1000 Fr. an die Hodrwaferbeidadigt
Wallis.

Jn Ried fiiigte das3 Fimmerwert e
Dades ber im Bau befindligen Sirde cin.
Bwei Arbeiter wurben fdiver, 7 oder 8 anbere
Tweniger et verlegt.

DeuBige

Ausland.
Bom Tage.

Prompi, wie er s verjprodyen, hat Briand
au fran;dfiiden ﬁnmmcr ben Guiwurf
gefepes eingereidit.
@:ﬂe“n ift beffer, als nnﬂ) den frilheren Pref-
notigen ju erwarten war. Griiillt er audy nidt
bie Anforderungen bes reinen Proporzes, fo
na[;ul ex fid) demijelben dodh fehr bedeutend, und
r tann on ber Sammer, deven Mehrheit bm
‘bnrbllﬂlnbhﬁ ift, nody umgejtaltet werben.
m fo mebr, alé Briand jeinen (Zlmnuri Itblg-
a: als Distujfionsvoriage cingebradt fat und
besbalb aus der Wablrejorm feine RKabinetts-
frage madhen wird. Jmmerbin jeigt fdhon der
cine. Umftand, daf die jegige Fafung der Re-

etreten; bie Tegtere ift alfo be-
its formlicy yum Tobe verurieit

Bhe bie Ginfignmg ber Becpiltnthoal be-
fteht feit einigen Jabren cin Komitee, bas fehr
rilrig gewefen ift und in der ﬂ\'ﬂabnu“ Gigung
bom 8. November, am Scluf der grofen Wabl-
reformbebattc, ¢3 durchaefest bat, dap bie Kam-
mer ficp mit 281 gegen 235 Gtimmen fiir die
| Ginfiibrung ber Berpiltmiswabl audiprad.
Walrend des legten Wabllampies Haben fich,
nu et Bufommenfelfang ber Regleeung, van

wiblten Abgeoroneten 271 filr die
mrl:aunmunw berpilidhtet wnd in der meuen
Runae bat 9 foert fic bie Bectlmiztoas]
e Gruppe aebilbet, bie jegt 330 Mitalicder
mn 5as it bie. Biajoriiat ber fammer, fo
baj alfo ber Sieg ber Verhltmiswall bereils
alg gefidert Betradbtet werben fann. Diejen Gr-
fol berbanfen bie Aninger der Verhltnismwabl
wefentlicy ber Giite iprer Sade; fie felbit Haben
fréilic) burd) ibre beftindige Agitation biel dagu
beigetragen, dap i Ginficht in bie Ungeredtige
feit bes bisherigen Majorsivitems in immer
toeitere Streife gebrungen ift.

‘Die Beraltmismwabl-Grupbe fat beim Beg
ber Seffion ben Bejblup gejapt, nidht mur fiir
bie Berhiltniswabl einguireten, jonbern audy
ben Untrag ju ftellen, dap die Stommiffion, die
ben Gt ber Salleclors pamubernien oty
nidt moch bem bisherigen Syftem der Aus-
Tofung in ben Woteifungen, fondern gty
Rammer felbft unter Ynwendung ber Verhilt-

teien aufgeftellt werden, gewalt werde. Der
nizag ift eingebracyt und dabin ertweitert Wwor-
ben, daf alle grofen Stommiffionen auf diefe
Tegtere Weife gewdbls werden follen. Am ver-
gangenen Freitag ift m nmmg in der Kammer
beraten und mit 357 gegen 220 Stimmen ange-
| wommen motben. - Biber fat bel ber Sast ber
Rommiffionen ber reine Sufall gefpielt; ot
Toutde fiir einen Gefegenttoutf, der bie Majoritat
et Sammer fiir fidy Datte, eine gegnerifdhe Som-

ift, afé nady dem

qewiblt, und baufig find vor

warter war, baf mmnn b ot gropen Sntee

berte. Gegen legteee oied ber Dicebontott mit
allet Strenge durcygefiibrt, Gin terniges Schluf-

tt bon Metallatbeiterfetretdr SaHli, der
feine Berujsgruppe befonders. eindringlicy jur
qunnnalwn b Slbarit mit hm semuem
aufjotderte — unb bie widtige, von gea
nvunm betberiel Ly:m«ms Perugte Berjamm.
Tung war gefcloffen.

§

Thurgau.

— Grauenfelp. Heuté Mittrwod, abends §
U, finbet im ,Sbreuz* die Fortjegung der Ge-
netalverfamming bom legten Sreitag Rt

Radgbem die grundfaglicien Fragen fiir
neue Unionsftatut erledigt find, wird bie artitel-
weife Beratung beginnen miiffen.

Hoffentlich wird ficy der , Rreus -Saal neuer-
bings su den mmugm Berhandlungen fiillen,
um fo mebr, als

208 | cinem pfiem, bag in eimgenen

bie ridtigen Scliifje atanatn
Bat, und pab er Beepecy in Geantee auf
guten Wegen
‘Der Gafiur] 6ldgt aus jegt o vor, bas
Mandat der Deputierten bon bier auj fed?
| Jabre 3u vertingern und bie Sammer teifieife,
namlicy alle jwei Jabre mit einem Drittel, u
emneuern, body Wwird diefer Teil des Entrourfes
wabrideinlid) abgetrennt und einem befonderen
Gefets vorbebalten werden, fo dap der Enttourj
Iebiglicy der Reform des Wablverjahrens ge-
wibmet ift. Und swar il er die Liften-
wabl unb auferbem ble BerAltnis.
Wwahl- cinfiibren, die legtere allerdings nady
SPuntten nidt
gans einwanbditet ift, b3 aber dodh den Grund-
fag_der Verbiltniswabl Har und deutliy jum
usbrud bringt.
Seit Ty bejtelt in Branteeidy bie Ginel.
bibe

i ¢in nenct’ @tabim getreten ift. ein Mann

— Bierboylott. G5 fei benn! Die Brauerei-
befiger, bie fidh unter bie Fittide der 4 geld-
hmgnam ‘Wbbolaten begeben haben, wollen Den

Sampi.

un folfen fie in faben. $Wir nehmen den
bingeworfenen. Fepdebandidu aui. Die r-
beiterfdhaft Frauenjelds Hat in einer impofanten
Berfammbung legten Freitag befdloffen, fojort
Den Bovlott fiber bas Bier ber Attienbrauerei
Frauenfeld ju verbangen, fobald ein WArbeiter

|aeieben ift.

wapl; n die Wahlbe:
sitte, ‘on b ebes cinen Sogearbncie WAS:

Y durdidnitilicy 70,000 Gintoobner oder |T¢
15,000 Wabler fol ein Abgeordneter fommen;
€3 gibt aber Wablreife, die mebr ald 30,000,
unb anbere, die Weniger alé 10,000 Wabfer 3ah-
fen. Diefe’ Ungleidyeit, die eine Ungeredtigtec
barftell, ift einet ber Griinde, warum jhon lange
bie Abicaffung ber @(n;emmm berlangt wird.
Gie foll mun durd) die Liftenwall etfegt werden,
bie aud) im Briandiden Gefegesentivurj vor-
Den Wabltreis foll das Departe-

ment bifden; grofere

n getade bicjenigen
Deptierten ausgedlofien oorben, ble. n pes
| eteffenben @arge ble tompetentefio Bexsicler
. at natiteliy die Parlamentage-
mam wefentlidh erfdwert und verwiret. Jept
foll 3 beffer werben.
mer, fagt der ,Gidcle’, ,bebentet eine rabdilale
Reform  der Rammerfitten und einen Um-
jdwung, deffen gute Wirhmgen bald im ganzen
Lanbe ju verpiiten fein muhem Die Parieien
werden fidy. leidyter veri bie Stommif-
longatbeit ioirh grinbliger, oic Gefege beffer
werben.*  Da die fommiffionen im Verhltnis
jur Stirte der Parteien gewibit werden follen,
fo ift ber Bef@lup der Sammer audy etn Steg
ber Verhaltnizwahl, der den Hinjtigen Sie
berfelben bei ber Wablreform berbiirgt.

nigwat nad Liften, die von den einaelnen Pax- | L

Der Bejilup der fam- | I

“Aargau.

Stiirte ber verjdjiedenen Bertretenen Gruppent
nady bem Proportionalverfahren ju waglen ijt,
Jnjolge bes brobenven Gijenbaperausfians

1| 5e3 befcylop ber Minifterrat, auf Boridlag ded
Ded

R’xl:gﬂmlmmti, bie Gifenbahnen im Falle
usftandes su milifarifieren und bad
| gefamte &:(enbabnmmnnt unter bie Fapne ju

Gyjtem gewiipite Rammer. etiwa swangiq Abge- [FE1I0 T

Die llteriwrﬁlntuun in Franfreid.
Sn bem geflern vormittag abgebaltenen Tis
nifterrat !l!h‘k(t ber Arbeltsminifter, er fonne

penfionsgefeyes im Saufe bes Jahres 1911
utigen Yusgaben in globo angeben, Die bayu
erforderliden Rredite wecoen auf 45 Wilionen
Franten gefcit. Finangminifier Godery Lindigt
an, e werde ber Bubgeifommiifion vom Ditober
b Borfdldge ber Gintinfte jur Decung diefes
Betrages unterbreiten,

Finnlands Gude
ift mat aud) formell bejtitigt. Der Zar unters
gtiﬁnetz ben Ulag, der die bereitd angetiinbigte
SAufhebung ves Staatajetretariats von Finnland
betrft, bas | iiber ein Jahrhundert beftand. Den
Minifter des Jnnern wurbe mit der Fithrung
her Staatsfachen i Finland beauitagt.
Damit ift die Erdroffelung vollendet.

Diinens
Das newe fabinett ift gznum Minifterpris
fibent ift _der- Folfething-Abgeordnete Glaug
Derntjen, Minifter ves Aeufern Graj Alefelde
Saurbig.

Bahuungliid bei Dayton.

25 Meilen fUdlid von Dayton Rieh ein
samu;u mit einem Giiteryug jus
fam: . Die Lotomotiven biumten fih gegen
e od auf und bicjenige bes Gilterpuges fube
in mebrere bes Perfone
Durd einen Gepidwagen und einen Rouders
wagen brang fie in einen TWaggon, bet mit Frouew
unb Rinbern befegt wae. Hlles fiiirpte gujammen,
mebrere Sagen entleifien. 31 Leiden find
berelts geborgen, 8 folen 87 Rerfonen verlegt fein.

Jus dem gmiustdmt

©onntag . Qul, nagmittags

ifre_Halbjahresveri a6, Uud diejew Wnlah
e id) ben westen @enoffen wibedingtes Grjdeinen
freunbdt ans Gers legen. Die Witigteit der Trale

Rollegen vom Bortanbe vor, weidjen wir sderkin nidh
fo LeiGt entbebren modien.  Gemmer geigen Wic an, dak
wns_gleidjeitia Genoffe Rudolf, Wminifizator bes
JBritioner* aus 88vid), wit einem Heinen feferat e
freen wi. et ol tlo am wifien Sonsios,
aud) wenn eter verlodend [Gon we, unjere Ges
el vy eenn. Sie tamn gewi§ fein, daf
e Srdiun bab moglie 1, st e Bedie
vafd) vonftatten geben.

Sangenthal. m Rontag, nacmitiags Yalb2 by,
verunglddte auf tragiide Weife Johann Spydiger,
Gauionneur, G war im Begeife, bie Pierde eimgue
fpamnen, biefelben fGeaten aber b ies

u Bl am b i bie Rdec

eber

it e grefe B e Bt b en 0iivies

Gopn. a:u ieber bes , bem ex Lange

Sapre m.\m. werben II- e e St o

:;Tmlml m bei ber Beerbigung bie lepte Gore exe
fen.

Frantreid wird der erfte Grobftant fein, der die
Berhiltmiawad! einfiibr.

Frantreidy.
Jn-ber Rammer verlas Benoif, der Frer.
ber I&mpnqimmhc, bem die Gegner ber Wapl:

Bricftajten bn Revattion.

6. ©., Gpur, ie uns, Bitte, besastiges
300 5l s Chusse. Cigeline’ i i s
wabnlig nux — Progandeohungen.  Sie verfesen w
jeweilen alfo gany wnndtig in ,Sdreden”!

reform vormarjen, ec Gabe bie Sab! feiner An:
Jangee Dbetrcher, cine Sie oon. 819 Ageorh
neten, bie fid fiir bie Berbal niswall vepflictet
baben. Gin eimgiger erhob Ginforud; es bleiben
alfo in brr Rammer 318 Proporsireunde,  die
bereits bie Mebrbeir darfellen.

WG Teile Shnen wit, 205 id) den Selien Mm

Satan, e Bethes e, (o 16l fin] Sape

ebraude, und bin damit fehr ufrieden.
Srummenadier, Rigtersimil.

4 hs;lgj- rinilie Seguife aue annymunrnum

Die Rammer nahm in ihrec
mit 425 gegen 59 Stimmen einen Antrag Breton
an, wonad) bie aus 64 Deputierten beitehende
SRommiffion fiir bas allgemeine Wablrechtsgejes

, und bemweifen
S e gofe mmmm und rsmmmn i enen
aferRatao, Mare
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. Available from www.e-newspaperarchives.ch/7a=
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Figure C.3: Lead article in trade union newspaper Le Prolétaire (15 October 1910,
p. 1) on PR vote of 1910: “Appel Aux Citoyens Suisses”. Available from www.
e-newspaperarchives.ch/7a=d&d=SDT19101015-01.2.2
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Figure C.4: Frontpage article in trade union newspaper Der Proletarier (15 October
1910, p. 1) on PR vote of 1910: “Gewerkschafter und Proporz”. Available from www.
e-newspaperarchives.ch/?a=d&d=VHT19101015-01.2.3
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