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Zakladni otazky vyzkumu volebniho
chovani

Kdo se ucastni voleb?
Existuji socialni nerovnosti v ucasti?
Jake instituce podporuji Ci omezuji ucast?

Kdo hlasuje pro konkrétni strany/typy stran?
Proc lidé hlasuji pro konkrétni strany/typy
stran?

Heterogenita voliCu: Jaka je role politické
informovanosti ve volebnim rozhodovani?




Hlavni volebni instituce ve vztahu k Ucasti

= zpusob registrace
= volebni cenzy a doCasné prekazky
= povinnost hlasovani

= zpusob hlasovani



Zpusob registrace

= automaticky provadena statem vs. dobrovolna -
vliv na zpusob vypoctu volebni ucasti VAP/VEP
= voli¢ské seznamy, zahrnuti mrtvych volicu ...

§ 4

Volici jsou zapsani ve stalych seznamech voli¢l, popfipadé ve zvlastnich
seznamech voli¢u.

§ 5 Staly seznam

Staly seznam je veden podle zvlastniho zakona.

§ 28 Seznamy volicl

1) Staly seznam voli¢u vede obecni ufad pro volice, ktefi jsou v této obci pfihlaseni

k pobytu.

2) Obcan, ktery po sestaveni stalého seznamu volicd nabude nebo pozbude prava

volit, bude do tohoto seznamu zapsan nebo z ného vyskrtnut. Kazdy voli¢ miuze byt
zapsan pouze v jednom stalém seznamu voli¢u nebo dodatku stalého seznamu

volicu (dale jen "seznam").



Volebni cenzy

= drive: pohlavi, barva pleti, vzdelani, gramotnost,
prijem, danova povinnost, sluzba v armade.
" nyni:
(1.) statni obCanstvi, vojaci v zahranici, jedinci ve
vykonu trestu - argumentace sdilenou identitou v

podobé jazyka a narodnosti a vazbou na komunitu //
neni dani bez zastoupeni

(2.) VEk, pravni zpusobilost - argumentace
rozumovymi schopnostmi

(3.) ochrana zdravi lidu (karanténa) — argumentace
zdravotnimi riziky



Povinnost hlasovat

hlasovani jako povinnost vs. hlasovani jako pravo
povinnost ucasti vs. povinnost hlasovat

sankce (vysveétleni, pokuta, odebrani
obCanskych prav a dokumentu, prace ve
verejnem sektoru)

mira vyzadovani/uplathovani

Zvysuje ucast nebo se zavadi v zemich s
vysokou ucasti?



Zpusob hlasovani

= volebni systemy se klasifikuji predevsim podle
mechanismu, kterym jsou hlasy prevadeny na
mandaty

= prevod hlasu na mandaty urcuiji: volebni
formule, velikost volebniho obvodu a podoba
hlasovani (electoral formula, district
magnitude, ballot structure)

» forma kandidatky: prisné vazana, vazana,
otevrena, volna

= pocet hlasu, kterymi voli€¢ disponuje: 1, 2,
vicenasobny pocet; kategoricky a ordinalni



Vyvoj volebni ucasti (1945-2015)
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Poznamka: Primér za vSechny volby v daném roce.

Zeme s demokratickymi volbami od roku 1945 (N=20).
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Vyvoj volebni ucasti (1990-2017)
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Poznamka: Pramér za vSechny volby v daném roce.
Postkomunistické zemé s demokratickymi volbami od roku 1990 (N=10).



Vyvoj volebni uéasti v CR (1990-2018)
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mnstituce / celkova
makro kontext volebni ucast agregovana uroven

A

vnimani voleb individualni uroven

jedincem / volebni Gcast
socialni jedince
charakteristiky

» pozorovany vztah
..................... » hypotetizovany vztah

Tyka se napfiklad vlivu zpusobu registrace, povinnosti hlasovat, socialnich
a ekonomickych charakteristik jako mira nerovnosti, ekonomicka
vyspelost, gramotnost Ci velikost zeme.



Model vlivu instituci na volebni Ucast
se zprostredkujicim efektem
politickych stran

instituce / celkova
makro kontext volebni tcast agregovana uroven

vnimani voleb individualni uroven

jedincem / volebni ucast
socialni jedince
charakteristiky

» pozorovany vztah
.....................  hypotetizovany vztah

Tyka se napfiklad vlivu volebniho systému, tésnosti volebniho vysledku,
stranického systemu.



Volebni ucast: klasicky agregovany model

H D P Variables B (Error)

] North America —-9.50°"" (2.28)
Ve| | kOSt popu|ace South America ~82277  (234)
Aftica B3R (3.41)
Asia ~2.42 (2.25)
Oceania 6.57"" (2.71)
" A 1160 GDP per capita (log) 283777 (0.68)
pOVI n n a u CaSt Size of population (log) —-2.57""" (0.80)
Switzerland —34.55""" (4.23)
roz hOd n OSt Compulsory voting 10.4177 (1.48)
~ 2 4 Decisiveness 7.70°7 (2.05)
vek pro aktivni VP Vot P v
b4 s PR 482" (1.79)
pOmerny VS Disproportionality x PR —0.33"7 (0.14)
. . . Closeness —(. 147 (0.06)
disproporcionalita VS Number o patis (log) 8oy (366
One-party majority government —(.25 (1.95)
Constant 32.11 (13.37)
tesnost vysledku N 276
Adjusted R® 0.57

pocet stran v systemu gt a1 o0 10 el sgnifontatthe 003 evh
Jedno—barevna Vlada significant at the 0.01 level.




Makrovysvetleni: socio-ekonomickeé
podminky

velikost zemé: mala zeme (+) / mensi obce a
vesnice

hustota obyvatelstva ~

HDP: uroven a zmeéna (~) / dusledek vysoké
ucasti v ZE ve 20. stoleti

gramotnost: vysoka (+)

prijmova nerovnost ~ / de/mobilizace

podil mensin: vysoky (-) / hlavne v USA, ale i napr.
Slovensku; interakce statusu mensiny a SES




Vliiv HDP na volebni ucast
(Stockemer 2015)
B

=)
oA o
— 2 =
2 - =

[+.0]
< 1 2
fan jan I
<t <
g I I I I g

I
6 8 10 12 12
logGDP per capita logGDP per capita
959 C] = Fitted values 0504 (] = Fitted values
® turnout 9 tumout

Stockemer, Daniel. 2015. ,Turnout in developed and developing countries: Are the two turnout

functions different or the same?“ Political Science 67(1),
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Makrovysvetleni: politické instituce

povinneé hlasovani — vyzaduje sankci
usnadnuijici (facilitatory) instituce — registrace
(USA), hlasovani o vikendu, postou
soubezné volby — témer jakykoli soubeh
dokaze zvysit ucast

volebni system — PR (+)

prezidencialismus — Tavits (2009)

tesnost vysledku (+)

vydaje na volebni kampan (+)

fragmentace ~




Povinnost hlasovat a vliv na ucast
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Podmineny efekt hlasovani o vikendu

Predicted probability of voting
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Quinlan, Stephen. 2015. “Facilitating the Electorate: A Multilevel Analysis of Election Timing,
Registration Procedures, and Turnout.” Irish Political Studies 30 (4): 482-5009.



Vzdalenost k volebni mistnosti v CR (2017)
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Figure 1. Distribution of distances from households to polling stations. Source: CHPS wave | (2015), n = 10,990. Note the area unde
the curve represents all voters (100%) at all distances (<100 m to >3000 m) from the ballot station.

Kudrnag, Ales. 2019. “A Poll Too Far? A Study of the Moderating Effects of Obesity and Poor Health
on the Distance to the Ballot Station and Probability to Vote Relationship.” Party Politics
- s



Vzdalenost a zpusob dopravy
k volebni mistnosti v CR (2017)
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Figure 2. Mode of travel to polling stations by distance traversed. Source: CHPS wave 3 (2017), n (respondents) = 5404. Note that
travel options with estimates of less than 5% (i.e. ballot box came to home, use public transport, and went to polling station from work)
for all distances are not presented for reasons of clarity.

Kudrnag, Ales. 2019. “A Poll Too Far? A Study of the Moderating Effects of Obesity and Poor Health
on the Distance to the Ballot Station and Probability to Vote Relationship.” Party Politics
- s



Vliv primé volby prezidenta na volebni ucast

The Method of Presidential Election and Turnout in Parliamentary Elections

Model 1: Base Model

Model 2: Presidential Power Metcalf

Model 3: Presidential Power Siaroff

Direct election
Metcalf index
Siaroff index
Compulsory voting
District magnitude
Personal vote
Effective number of parties
Closeness

Founding elections
Concurrent elections
Federal

Democracy

GDP per capita (log)
Secondary school enrolment
Life expectancy
Urbanization
Population

Western Europe
Eastern Europe
Constant

R2

N

—6.999%** (1.435)

3.231%%% (0.900)
0.027 (0.019)
—4.838%+* (2.001)
~1.026%+* (0.322)
~0.002 (0.064)
4.800%* (2.281)
5.646 (4.075)
0.747 (1.401)
3.700%** (0.925)
2.404%* (1.119)
—0.123%%* (0.031)
~0.022 (0.123)
0.169%* (0.081)
~0.00001* (0.000)
16.609%** (1.919)
1.733 (1.714)
49.881#+* (13.174)
54
288

~7.182%%% (1.632)
0.081 (0.151)

3.933%%% (0.946)
0.045* (0.025)
~2.709 (2.743)

—1.114%%* (0.346)
~0.002 (0.064)
4.958%* (2.369)
7.209* (4.537)
1.941 (1.887)
3.365%** (1.005)
2.418%* (1.189)
~0.139%%* (0.038)
0.094 (0.221)
0.176%* (0.079)
~0.00001%* (0.000)
16.471%%* (1.819)
1.976 (1.775)

39.815%* (18.115)

.55
282

—-3.932%** (1.093)

_2.548%+* (0.421)
4.420%+* (0.977)
0.024 (0.021)
—3.656% (2.047)
~0.636%* (0.287)
0.002 (0.062)
4.202* (2.504)
6.203* (3.886)
~2.574%%% (1.080)
5.664% %% (1.036)
1.891%* (0.801)
~0.091#¥% (0.029)
~0.052 (0.121)
0.099 (0.085)
~0.00001* (0.000)
16.847%%% (2.076)
~0.625 (1.608)
57.126%+* (10.984)
61
288

Note: Table entries are unstandardized regression coefficients with panel-corrected standard errors in parentheses.
*p<.1. #*p< 01, ***p < 001.

Tavits, Margit. 2009. “Direct Presidential Elections and Turnout in Parliamentary Contests.” Political
Research Quarterly 62 (1): 42-54. doi:10.1177/1065912908317026.
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Otazka

" Jake charakteristiky voleb ovlivhuji vysi volebni
ucasti v CR a jak byste ji zvysili?



