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% U AR H Elffr F"[ﬁ?‘}*‘\% ( Georgetown University ) fi*
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v | w BE
pg | wwan | Do | e | cge
Antigua
and 1980-2004 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004
Barbuda
. 1916-1963
Argentina 1989-2003 1960-2004 | 1983-2004 | 1980-2004
. 1951-1966
Bolivia 1979-2002 1960-2004 | 1979-2004 | 1980-2004
. 1945-1950
Brazil 1989-2002 1960-2004 | 1994-2004 | 1980-2004
. 1914-1949
Colombia 1958-2002 1960-2004 | 1966-2004 | 1980-2004
. 1923-1928
Costa Rica 1932-2002 1960-2004 | 1970-2004 | 1980-2004
1932-1952
Chile 1964-1970 | 1960-2004 | 1964-2004 | 1980-2004
1993-1999
Dominica | 1975-2000 | 1975-2004 | 1975-2004 | 1980-2004
1940-1948
Ecuador 1956-1960 | 1979-2004 | 1979-2004 | 1980-2004
1979-1988
El 1950-1956
Salvador | 1962-2004 1960-2004 | 1972-2004 | 1980-2004
1972-1976
Grenada 1984-2003 1984-2004 | 1984-2004 | 1980-2004
1966-1978
Guatemala 1985-2003 1966-2004 | 1985-2004 | 1980-2004
Guyana 1964-1985 | 1964-2004 | 1964-2004 | 1980-2004
Honduras | 1981-2001 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004
Jamaica 1944-2002 | 1960-2004 | 1967-2004 | 1980-2004
Mexico 1929-2000 | 1960-2004 | 1964-2004 | 1980-2004
. 1924-1974
Nicaragua 1984-1990 1960-2004 1980-2004
1952-1964
Panama 1984-1988 | 1960-2004 | 1984-2004 | 1980-2004
1999-2004
Paraguay | 1953-2003 | 1960-2004 | 1968-2004 | 1980-2004
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1962-1963
Peru 1080.2000 | 1960-2004 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004
Dominican | 1434 9004 | 1960-2004 | 1966-2004 | 1980-2004
Republic
San Kitts | 1980-2001 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004
San 1974-2001 | 1974-2004 | 1974-2004 | 1980-2004
Vicente
Santa
Cicia | 1974-2001 | 1979-2004 | 1979-2004 | 1980-2004
. 1967-1977
Surinam | ;o0 ">000 | 1969-2004 | 1969-2004 | 1980-2004
Trinidad V-1 ) 961 5001 | 1960-2004 | 1966-2004 | 1980-2004
Tobago
Uruguay gggéggi 1960-2004 | 1966-2004 | 1980-2004
Venezuela | 1958-2004 | 1960-2004 | 1968-2004 | 1980-2004
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[ W*]JE'Jﬁ[asﬂmﬁFfﬂj i — (B AT T A [
i H HEISRPY odds ratio [ =345 55 4T o X5 RTR
@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ”@ﬁ@ﬁ”wﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ
(2) 4% - FETHIR - ASPH KEEHEIT,

#ﬁfwmﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁfFﬂﬁV*@ Jiiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
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.ijﬁié%i%é}ﬂmt*iiﬁﬁ%ﬁggﬁ$ﬁﬁ%%§§gﬁﬁ$ | (-5329) ©'
HIE U R AL (10082) » SR
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%E’EF}HTE[F[,}»NQ%( (gl S50 coefficient: -.9986, t-value=-3.20;
1 it coefficient: -1.1128, t-value=-2.99 )75 [t~ #1=
{1 ST fIVR-square ffi i 1) SR » ]l 2 [ 7 A RO
A [~ [ R I 1 S R B 6 (R ok
2 Adj R?:0.1146 vs. = T #4553 5 Adj R?: 0.0156 ) o [K=> "
'[‘H&FF”’ [BEHR I WREAVTROTNN - SR E OB N
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N - S AR TR o = RURIPE ERL R T SR
T e E R N e ’EJTTIHE VAR ~ R SR
POl A & Fr RS A AR (collinearity ) o S5

CHREE > VIF i 12.1 gﬂﬂiiwﬁﬁﬁj[ﬂ;ﬁ%
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SRR 5‘@’?’*‘@%‘@ f*ﬁ’ SN O I
SRS H AV B BN VR

R AR A

Model AR iﬁi TREIELE]
Variable (country specmc model )
Model 1 | Model 2 Model 1 Model 2
2.1001 1.3366
\ e g 19 1.5840 .9447 (1.99) ** (1.54)
GDPH =¥ (1.83) * (1.33) 1.5841 0.9447
(1.83) * (1.33)
-2.0010 -1.0082
1 Hsp gk -.6988 -5329 (-1.29) (-1.04)
CF RS (-0.77) (-0.82) -0.6988 -.5329
(-0.77) (-0.82)
-.5439
e 2506 (-0.63)
SRR (0e3) 0.2506
(0.63)
-1.1128
N, -.9986 -2.99%**
Brasad (-3.20) *** -.9986
( -3.20 ) *kk
Within: Within:
0.99 0.2176
R-square and 0.0584 0.1752 Between: Between:
IAdj R-square 0.0156 0.1446 0.017 0.0149
Overall: Overall:
0.058 0.1752
N 70 85 70 85

S ¢ (* p<0.1, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01) ?

Yo RS H B RS R R TR I%%T 7 R,
ERES Mﬁfmwwépﬂwmwﬁtzﬁ' #3 £ 5 (GDP Growth
Rate) @ 2L 24 & L 3F » 2 RARE L F R i_mf—i

L

R R f»\ﬁ - f)" st XL (within-group ) A 47 ekl o2
B = /% (between group) A& F7 engl & g t-value o
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(3) AEPINPVZ A Y

F s RV R AT SOV ’ilj‘ yiPacek &
Radcliff (1995) fUprkif[15r2, » S HsH rﬁ%lt.’* TR
OBy o }Z\F"y ,;t7 R R Ty (4SO R Y,J [ A He
P 032 %m VR SR + i
{;ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁ%ﬁj 3 fﬁ}“%{ﬂ%@r(dummy variable ) F'J, Eﬁ;n?l’ﬁgn\;
WIS IO - ) F R R SRR A -
AR A L S N fFJ:{r‘FI)EJ FITRLE —L}li’ - CREUE R
(coefficient: 1.1202, t-value:-1.92) » [l Papsmdzfifl]] 1 5! B,
i o SR TR iR O R T S S BRSNS o ST
BRI 5 E AL o SR T A AR
1 A 25 Jﬁufé@ﬁﬂﬂﬂ‘@'wﬁ AT - B p S
RS o D E SRR SR (T B (R s PR
A0 1 IE'F“FJJT“ PRI RETR 2 }ZLF:[ o TP
TR JtPacekﬂlRadcllffE\J} 9=

2 GDP®E % 9P > A Pk SRS £ e i 88k (growth dummy) % 15 %
4% FAzph, 4 g ¥ (improvement dummy ) 5 1

uGDPm;,uw %236 chpchrg ¢ 0 215 B A ER @R T
SEERAE o T - 23 0 MR G 36 BAAAN EN Aok L £
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FZ ARSI SR o R Y

F 1A %Eﬁﬁ[% fifl t-value
GDPrya 20151 0.86
GDPHaR MRS | ) 3550 0.636
TR (og) . 7
FH 111202 -1.92%+
FHAIIIEST | 6 0.27
R-square W: 0.2209, B: 0.0117

(Z) PR p N ST ¥ B oy

(1) JUISEHgHE]

R Al A B W MRRLR P EAR N R A7) A
iy S T Ze g R T 753 Frplte P £ [l
B I Dk L GRAE IS IR ~ F BRI - 1
MRS IR K G 280~ Hi- ﬂ@ﬂﬁrﬁ‘p& Loy Hi)
53 et CHOPBLEIIIAD) = o SRy - S s 2 g (e
ot AR - - 1H1E'EJ7§L'H’{ TS JUTER 1 - Aot
S PR I RO - 9t R g PR 106 78
TIRIFOAS > SR P R T T o PR SO
FRIVAYL rgﬁu[ggﬁ[%t I L éi.fﬂj PRI F=55 P Ay
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FHOE o IR PET AT S Al o
AP VR PUFERS PRI

Rt B || v
Divided yml, yzu'l’l...ynlllvlvl
Country 1 :
United Y2 Yona2-Ynna2
Presidential Country 2 Divided Yin21r Yop 21 Y21
Democrac . - g
Y United :;‘!Jé;ﬂ Y2z Yon22-Ynn22
Divided Yz YouzaYnpsa
Country 3 : GDPHY
United | = |Yinsor YonsoYngae
Divided | ... v | Y1210 Yopag-Ynpan
Country 4 %Eﬂﬁf 124, ! i
United | B=HE| Yo 401 Yopaoe Y2
Parliamentary Country 5 Divided ‘;ﬁij‘ yﬂ2,5,1’ y2|2,5,1"'yn9|2,5,1
D - ~
s United yH2,5,2’ y2|2,5,2"'yn10|2,5,2
Divided Yips1r Yazsa- Y261
Country 6
United ymyz, y2l2‘6’2...yn12|2’62

(2) AHE=EDAE
Fre o BRI T IRIpUAEE 15 (= 50 2 28>
= PR ) o UM R ORI clarity ) 2 S0
AN ICERL PR FESHI T2 R gReER
@@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ% Fre ¢¢mﬁﬂwgwEHﬂ%@®ﬁa
m PEPHF R BB Eﬂaﬂﬁl Hi e PG R 6T I L
w%fr R R O
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F T R - Hf?FEVFh}’“E AR ST AT © i ’Suﬂﬁﬂ
F,[ES«' 2 EE L éﬁ’:ﬁ'%ﬂf@i ﬁ’%[ﬁﬁ"ﬁm#‘ LR
YAV EIRYET TR E R [SE“J%?ﬂ [N A Al

° [Filf Eﬂ'? [ [E | B B SE AT prom [~ ] SR
[E3:7 K %F,“/ ’iﬁ[ﬂjl[ﬁ{m [ESRES ?IW FLI ] B g Ay A
T B Ffil,l Fllzﬁ’?‘fﬁ{%ﬁ“ SR ‘“&IF‘%E%'F R
S Ay F[ES«IF* 1% Hpy ik e T (coefﬁcnent -18.24,

t-value: -2.45) ==& FIH H Syt T Aghs Flfﬂ Eﬂ]‘ E
( coefficient; -5.6235, t-value: -1.69 ) -
AT PR RSB HH R
Subject: Countries
Model Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
-1.1137 -.9478 -1.5434
e (-2.92)*** | (-2.39) *** | (-3.15)***
Bt 1.2224 ~8923 _.8844
(-3.83) (-1.86) * (-1.79) *
2.1551
e (0.38)
AR 1.054
(0.27)
-21.7423 -18.24
B (-1.81) ** (-2.45) **
R
SeE e e 728 753331
(-1.33) (-1.20)
2R LA E - fhent LG e p (within group) A 45 el g
t-value » @ T X 28p) = B (between- group) A& F7 engl & 2 t-value o
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ESURINGE: 1))
Subject: Countries
Model Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
[ES:«' F’T IS 6.5894 .0011
(1.54) (0.56)
1.2045 -.0018
(0.93) (-0.72)
A DU 5 T -5.6235
S &l (-1.69) *
-.609
(-0.81)
R-square W:0.2774 W:0.3024
B:0.1704 B:0.2092
N 82 82

B+ (*p<0.1, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01)

+ Y Eﬂ*”‘”iﬁﬁiﬁ'@%%\' P R 2 IR PR N
P g R A P iRy A N?%J&i}‘l%%[ J TS B RLER
’Fﬁ#ﬁrﬂﬁf Y [ANBe F ﬁuf—é‘“f/‘ﬁi&‘*ﬁy "5”\% 7IJ[E!5““‘€?*
[ AP F e el A J—L}lFVF'J (1 I SRR R =
EIF e S0 P - L*"”“;J!?&L&”F{]‘?l?ﬁ“‘ﬁﬁﬂfﬁ@\fﬁ'riL“*@ﬂ?JHl
TEERYET] 2 IR SRR SCPVRIFES S > AT
RSl 2 P %’T ST PR e U SR
Ik lﬁx%""’ﬁﬁ@‘“‘*%&ﬁﬁ TR E PV E s e IR A
E'B“'ﬁ [Py [Pyt e o l*iﬁ&'f Sﬁﬁxp (B
TRLEEE - *EJ (= R A MG AR MR LA U [ o TR
SHEE T 1840 = ) i i I ﬁi?ﬁ«‘ﬂ JP‘?HQIE SR AT
[Eﬁilﬁ%ﬁ'lé’?‘é?%*l/ﬂdﬁj 1 ﬂﬁgwrﬁ ( patron-client relation)
ffl H R L P (Schmidt 1974) « B ER JE’?EM;(F [R5

EERYN
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PR35 2 H EW[EI D R S PRSP - R
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[ENEEAANE et g V| Bﬂ{%@i Hepo gy %
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e AR kR R PR mji ARG
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BRI ES*‘*%IH# Hepod vl 2 ol B L B
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R S A ]
PR - B B pRE N 2 o T SO PO R 1 AR
ﬁ“UFU[ﬁ)‘“‘iﬂi[ ¥ ﬁ“ﬂﬁ”[ﬁy‘%\ %o NI YRR I**F CaETRES
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fl?i‘ﬂﬁﬂ&' [*]F¥] ﬁfﬂ[ﬁﬁ‘i I*iﬁif[ RS GRFFAEN fLAA ) 2
7S (PR £ PR S EBP F OB FL
B2 = SRR RS = 5 (coefficient: 1.23, t-value: 2.05) ~ 3] €7
7= (coefficient: -1.31, t-value: -1.83) » f AL S 505
( coefficient: -1.22, t-value: -3.74 )» nﬁF*wﬁﬁ‘[J[ﬁS«[ilej‘ﬁ"imf@ﬂ
FYHH E'ﬁﬁéf = R E S ERHIAT R REF 54 0 - SR xﬁﬁp
R R fFIJ [l 2 R I (B ii’ﬁ*ﬁ@ (= ZRT s
5 A (RS - A
mﬂﬁEU“ BN F[ﬁ}«[n‘“—ﬂa?ﬁ_d sk eI
(A TR AT] A5 Eflr lﬁﬂ*ﬁv’@ sEa k] ﬁﬂ@*’iﬁwféﬁﬁ‘“ﬁ%
PEUEA D - TIA  F UT  SEAEE
FPVEF I B *E‘?@?IT SRR

fiofis » [IBEE T SOP g B SR EOYRIF 1 1980
i 4 - Eﬁﬁﬁiﬁ’ﬁ*ﬁ?ﬁ SRR RIS PR 1L
B o SRy o AT RIS RIpAVy S o 8 8 R T A S
tH Pt (%Fﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ[ﬁﬁ‘%‘:’: coefficient: 1.2337,P<0.05,f% % B 116;

JF,&%JﬁjU[E&I%E: coefficient: 0.8269 » P>0.1,55:#4 §y= 57) Avp] 74212
[ Vi@l (*;ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ[ﬁﬁl%& coefficient: -1.3189,P<0.1,f5 74 5 116;

[* PRIl coefficient: -1.1141,P>0.1,f54 B~ 49 ) P R
X 15 B AR s LY 1 R PR - e R
EES Hlfm SRR o - AR TR ﬁfﬂgu[&[j\ FIRE ¥

Byt B L R~ A0 R R L o A E D B R L 0 F
WS R

% = ZAHERP R RS EE E tvalue s B 5 GDP & & (0.83,
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Abstract

Electoral accountability refers to the mechanism that people are able
to use their votes to award or punish incumbent governments based on
their policy outcomes and political performance. Conventional studies
focusing on electoral accountability in Latin America mainly address the
relations between governments’ economic performance and incumbents’
vote share. However, their conclusions are diverse. We argue that this
problem might be due to mistaking levels of analyses, incomplete
datasets, mistakes in model selection, and ignoring the influence from
political contexts. To deal with these problems, in this paper, we collect
electoral results and economic indicators from 28 Latin American
democracies. Then, by applying the mixed effects model, we introduce
political contexts into my empirical analysis and control them as fixed
effects. The statistical results prove that electoral accountability does
exist in Latin American democracies. The results also show that political
contexts influence electoral accountability. Whenever an incumbent
government owns a supermajority in a legislature, it will be highly
accountable for its electorate. Finally, this paper also finds that in
contrast to their counterparts in parliamentary democracies, governments
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in presidential democracies are more accountable to their voters for their
economic performance.

Keywords : electoral accountability, Latin America, political contexts,
vote share.
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