
APPENDIX A. MEASURES AND CODING

Parties

Party Office Orientation. Measure based on Laver and Hunt (1992) expert surveys. Experts were asked to evaluate each party on a twenty-point scale using the following question: “Forced to make a choice, would party leaders give up policy objectives in order to get into government, or would they sacrifice a place in the government in order to maintain policy objectives?” The variable ranges from 1 to 20, with higher values indicating more office oriented party behavior. Parties not listed in the Laver and Hunt (1992) data were coded as neutral (10). This variable was incorporated in the CSES data by assigning its values to all respondents who identify with political parties. 

Party Position toward the Constitutional Status Quo. Index based on two items from the Comparative Manifestos Project data. (1) ‘Constitutionalism: Positive,’ which indicates “support for specific aspects of the constitution; use of constitutionalism as an argument for policy as well as general approval of the constitutional way of doing things”, and (2) ‘Constitutionalism: Negative,’ designed to capture “opposition to the constitution in general or to specific aspects; otherwise as ‘Constitutionalism: Positive,’ but negative.” To create an overall party position toward constitutional status quo in a political system, we subtracted the percentage of ‘Constitutionalism: negative’ statements from the percentage of ‘Constitutionalism: positive’ statements. Higher values in the resulting variable indicate a more positive party position toward the constitutional status quo in a political system. This variable was incorporated in the CSES data by assigning its values to all respondents who identify with political parties. 
Party Seat-Vote Disproportionality. The difference in the percentage of legislative seats and votes received in previous national election. Higher (positive) values indicate that a party received a higher percentage of seats than its percentage of votes; lower (negative) values show that a party received a lower percentage of seats than its percentage of votes, while 0 values indicate exact proportionality in translating party votes into seats. This variable was incorporated in the CSES data by assigning its values to all respondents who identify with political parties. 

Party Legislative Size. % of party seats in national legislature. This variable was incorporated in the CSES data by assigning its values to all respondents who identify with political parties. 

Party Ideological Extremity. Using information from the CMP data, calculated as absolute distance between a party’s left-right position and the median voter’s left-right position in a country.  This variable was incorporated in the CSES data by assigning its values to all respondents who identify with political parties. 

Voters

Satisfaction with Democracy. Based on the CSES survey question: “On the whole, are you very satisfied, fairly satisfied, not very satisfied, or not at all satisfied with the way democracy works in (country)?” Not at all satisfied (0), very satisfied (3). 

External Efficacy. Additive index based on two CSES survey questions: 1) “Some people say that political parties in [country] care what ordinary people think. Others say that political parties in [country] don’t care what ordinary people think. Using the scale on this card, where would you place yourself?” 0’Political parties in [country] don’t care what ordinary people think’, 4’Political parties in [country] care what ordinary people think’; 2) “Some people say that members of [Congress/Parliament] know what ordinary people think. Others say that members of [Congress/Parliament] don’t know much about what ordinary people think. Using the scale on this card, where would you place yourself?” 0’Members of [Congress/Parliament] don’t know what ordinary people think’, 4’Members of [Congress/Parliament] know what ordinary people think.’ The Cronbach’s alpha between the two survey items is .62, suggesting that they could be combined into a single index. The resulting variable ranges from 0 to 8, with higher values indicating higher levels of external efficacy. 

Party Identification. Based on the CSES survey question: “Do you usually think of yourself as close to any particular political party?” Yes (1); no, don’t know (0). 

Party in Government. Based on two CSES survey questions: “Do you usually think of yourself as close to any particular political party?” If “Yes,” “What party is that?” Individuals’ responses to these questions were matched with information from the European Journal of Political Research on cabinet composition at the time of the CSES survey to create a dichotomous variable, where 1 indicates than an individual identifies with a party in government, and 0 otherwise. 

Left-Right Self-Placement. Based on the CSES survey question: “In politics people sometimes talk of left and right. Where would you place yourself on a scale from 0 to 10, where 0 means the left and 10 means the right?” Left (0), right (10). 

Individual Left-Right Extremism. Absolute distance between individual respondent’s left-right position and country median. 

Age. Actual age of respondent (in years). 

Gender. Male (1), female (0). 

Education. The highest level of education attained. Respondents were coded on a 1 to 8 scale, with higher values indicating higher levels of education. 

Income. Based on the CSES survey question on household income; the variable ranges from 1 to 5, with higher values indicating a higher income. 

Married. Based on the CSES survey question: married or living together (1), otherwise (0).  

Unemployed. Based on the CSES survey question about current employment status: unemployed (1), otherwise (0). 

Economic Evaluations. Based on the CSES survey question: “Would you say that over the past twelve months, the state of the economy in (country) has gotten better, stayed about the same, or gotten worse?” Gotten worse (0), gotten better (2)


