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FINZ [0 RS e R 0 2SS T R
" PR RLAL S IS E R R, - iy 1998 &V
% U AR H e Elffr F"[ﬁ?‘}*‘\% ( Georgetown University ) fi
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R AP A, PR AR SRR P TR

v | w BE
pg | wwan | P | 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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-0 (G&)
pg | mwen | POUF | pmmee | s
ARET ;%E" f%" FI <
1962-1963
Peru 1080.2000 | 1960-2004 | 1980-2004 | 1980-2004
Dominican | 1444 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 | 1005000 | 1969-2004 | 1969-2004 | 1980-2004
Trinidad V1) 961 5001 | 1960-2004 | 1966-2004 | 1980-2004
Tobago
1926-1971
Uruguay | Josa.o00s | 1960-2004 | 1966-2004 | 1980-2004
Venezuela | 1958-2004 | 1960-2004 | 1968-2004 | 1980-2004
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A - 2 'JHCYE YpIE= s ,SIJJHU@ fﬁb"ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬂj
ﬁ%'?J[Efﬁffﬁﬁéﬁfﬁrﬁ‘@ﬁ@ o i o IR ,ST“‘
’5!’?? J?FHEZFA[ Tl ﬁéﬁfﬂﬁﬁ%?ﬂ@fﬁﬂﬁ”l BT
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RS P SRS S BIAVRYE o A oI MR ] ek
FOARIRABA TR RS R - R IFIFY FRBReE (5 -
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FE e TR [ PURIARIESRE o W S A R
RS S B2 1 R R
F HDFHE O RS > T UL AL LR
B0 I 2 A O SRR © RIS 9 o AR
[ W*]JE'Jﬁ[asﬂmﬁFfﬂj R — (B AT P fAg [~E E
i H HEISRPY odds ratio [H]fomgh =345 55 4T o x5 RTR
@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ”@ﬁ@ﬁ”wﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ
(2) %% - FETHIR - ASPH KEEHEIT,

#ﬁfwmﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁfFﬂﬁV*@ Jiiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
1953 P72 E A g o &@@w% HOT 953 AT 1o BT
.ijﬁié%i%é}ﬂmt*iiﬁﬁ%ﬁggﬁ$ﬁﬁ%%§§gﬁﬁ$ | (-5329) ©'
HIE - U AR AL (10082) » TR
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F 1% (AR ER A5 2 coefficient:. 2506, t-value=0.25; ﬁi EREIfEL
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2 BB i B C 0 5562 coefficient: -.9986, t-value=-3.20;
1 it coefficient: -1.1128, t-value=-2.99 )75 [t~ #1=
ﬂﬁuArmpmswmm@pIﬁ%lw@”%pﬁ@f+m TEY
AR (OB RO T ES R ORI 0 6 (LY
> Adj R?:0.1146 vs. == T 9 ¥ % Adj R?: 0.0156) - [Xj "
'[‘H&FF”’ [BEHR I WREAVTREOINN - SR E OB N

e i Y S VR AT TR B R B
SRR WP’*W‘W”jHW@%%iﬁﬁ'ﬁ@
TR M - 2 BRSO e
g R PR RS @fzﬁié VAR ~ R S
Pkl 2 A piOH s (collinearity ) o AELHFHAR

TR > VIF i 12.1 gﬂﬂiﬂ{ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@%

s Y ﬂﬁﬁp* I Lirrpﬁclﬁ CET- mﬁ“iﬁi R EIfBL
T b R R wﬂw’wﬁiﬂﬁﬁjW%ﬂﬂ
W@%3%W%§ DPHAL5 TDRTEBIA 28 5 ST 2 5
5L SRR A 3 025 BTSSR CURAR » AT
{SEA ﬁh"ﬁﬁy AR A R AR - g RN
B BB R ER - R D AR R
w@@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@#ﬂ%%ﬁ i 25 [ X
T PG - S BT SO
”E

F\J TR E [f' Eﬁ I EnEE ,.NT&EIEHI‘“#M&@J%’]@IA‘T%&
5= ?wiﬁ%ﬁ%%M%@@%ﬁ$¢% RSt SR E S
BRI D P SRR S B A p N B R R U

BRI T~ T R N S RS TE  © d
o TS ynf[ﬁgﬁ[ﬂutf EF"&EJEJ%@@B & $
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il 5‘@’?’*‘@%‘@ f*ﬁfﬁ’ SR R O
SRSV B BN VR

R AR A L

Model AR iﬁi RACEIASLE ]
Variable (country speC|f|c model )
Model 1 | Model 2 Model 1 Model 2
2.1001 1.3366
C 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 (063) 0.2506
(0.63)
-1.1128
N, -.9986 -2.99%**
KA (-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) ©

Pl S BREOT RS T RS R TR AT R T 7 kL
Foohw R R L SWA LA t*ﬁm%‘ﬁ—f (GDP Growth
Rate) @ LR % 2 & < 37 » 10 R ARIE 1 20 0 a8 ¥ gL o

0 & Ha) e u’;z\ﬁi - 1‘)" b Lkt ow o (within-group ) A 45 chal 5 g
A = /% (between group) A 45 gl & 2rt-value o
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(3) EPI PV A TR

ER S RV EIAT T SOV f\Lj\ J[iPacek &
Radcliff (1995 ) fi J@rﬂllﬁrﬁ s P H rﬁ%lt.’*‘ 7 A
AEY2E o E\F[‘y ’ft7 RSP R Y B Y,J [ A He
PO HUE %u; CELRH o 8D b R ¢¢ B
{;Mﬁ%ﬁj 3 fﬁ}é{ﬂ%‘@r(dummy variable ) F'J, Eﬁ;n?’l’ﬁgn\;
Ry RO 2 iy TR %@Efz A A o
SyFEEN IR B = fg.ﬁfm?@fwn fﬁi’ — R BRI
(coefficient: 1.1202, t-value:-1.92) » il Papsmdzfifl]] 1 5! B,
1 = gl o3 Ao e P g X 2*"'?7 BIAVAS T o BT
HUEE A I S R SR IS T A PR AYERR]
[l % gw Jﬁuféﬁinﬂﬁﬂjﬂiéﬁw L RS- T
B R oy DR TS (R (SRR - R
0= 1 IEF”FJﬂﬁ UL BT - 2 BUE o I M
T RLT }F\, tPacekﬂlRadcllffp\Jj; 9= o

2 GDP®E % iIPE > A Pk RS £ b i 28k (growthdummy) % 15 %
2 ¥ xd3pk, 2 o g %8 (improvement dummy) 5 1

uGDPm;,uw %236 chpchrg ¢ 0 215 B A E R @R T
SEERAE o T - 23 0 MR G 36 BAAN TN A avE L £
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FZ AR RN SRR o R Y

F 1A %Eﬁﬁ[% fifl t-value
GDPry 2 20151 0.86
GDPHaR MW | ) 3550 0.636
TR (og) . 7
FH 111202 -1.92%+
FHAFIIIET | 6 0.27
R-square W: 0.2209, B: 0.0117

(Z) PRIt I B R oy

(1) JUFSegE]

R Al A B W MRRLR PR R A7) A
iy RIS E e b s T 753 Frplne [ £ [l
BT pl 1R p T TGRSR R ~ B Rl > 1)
MRS K GersE 28T~ - Lf@fuﬁ“ﬁ‘ﬁ& Loy Hi )
53 et CHOPBLEIIIAD) = o SRy - ST oS! 2 g (e
ot AR - - 1H1E'EJ7§L'H’{ TS UTRR 1 - Aot
S PR I RO - 9t R g PR 106 78
TIRIFOA > SR P R T T o PR SO
FRIVAYL 5] ﬁu@gﬁ[%{ A st R Téfl’ﬁfu I3 2P Ay
PRS- J@%F}J;ﬁ';@{lgufﬁjﬁg T B SR O

PAPRARIS MG E - seh R EREEY S o
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FHOE o IR PETR SR S Al o
AP RVRI USRS PRI

] , pgen 17 .
k| | e
Divided Y1 Yopaa-Ynpaa
Country 1 :
United Y2 Yona2-Ynna,2
Presidential Country 2 Divided Yinoar Yop 21 Y21
Democrac . TS
y United :;JJ;?J Yoz Yop22:Ynn22
Divided Yz YouzaYnpsa
Country 3 : GDP+Y
United | = |Yinsor YonsoYngnae
Divided | .. wp (Yo a1r Yopar-Ynpan
Country 4 %%J 12 ! | -
United | I=FREY Yipa2r Yopa2:-Yng2..2
Parliamentary Country 5 Divided iii} yﬂ2,5,1’ y2|2,5,1"'yn9|2,5,1
Democracy United ] Yips,21 Yoz52: Y252
Divided Yip o1 YopeaYn, 261
Country 6
United Yipe20 Yope2:Yn,26.2

(2) Pt

P A RER I [IPORER IR (2570 T %
Tt PRI - IPHOR R RO Cclarity) == S0
AT HCERL A R Y R S YR SRR
RRGURTET T ATH o FIH o TR P I L PR A
HRT R T RO IR AR i I B TR
R T SRS -
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F Tl - *'fTE‘F"}’? J AT ARG N © Fr ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂ
f][ﬁﬁ«‘ ZE P SR &i’@[ﬁﬁi'ﬁ@#‘ LR
HVH R TR H ) I:E“J?E—f? P R e

° [Filf - [EW? PO RS Rl S [ANRCET R [ SR
TEY% - PL o g i PP ] RLE T R T AR
EEEH @EIF FTJ[" Fl ILH’?‘YE%%'; SR ‘“&IF‘EJaEIE'F‘ RS
LS pUgny F[a&'f 1% RPN ik e (coefﬁcnent -18.24,

t-value: -2.45) ==& FIH H Fpud T dghs Flfﬂ Eﬂ]‘ E
( coefficient; -5.6235, t-value: -1.69 ) -
FI0 ¢ PR ST S R
Subject: Countries
Model Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
-1.1137 -.9478 -1.5434
e (-2.92)*** | (-2.39) *** | (-3.15)***
B -1.0024 -.8923 8844
(-3.83) (-1.86) * (-1.79) *
2.1551
o (0.38)
AHET 1.054
(0.27)
-21.7423 -18.24
B (-1.81) ** (-2.45) **
R
SeE e e 728 53331
(-1.33) (-1.20)
2R B AR E - feeh X 3n s w0 (within group) A 4% ekl & g
t-value » @ ® LR w2 & (between-group) 4 7 4L & 2rt-value o
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0 GR)
Subject: Countries
Model Variable Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
[ES:«' F’T I 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

L]+ (*p<0.1, ** p<0.05, *** p<0.01)

+ Y Eﬂ@iﬁﬁiﬁ'ﬁﬁ?%\' P R 2 IR PR N
P PG oA P G Uiy A2 N?%J&iﬂ%%[ J TS B RLER
’Fﬁ;@ﬂ]ﬁ Y (BT F ﬁufﬁ,ﬂjﬁ”ﬁ;&[ﬁ}ﬁf‘ '«au\?k iiax [j[:g&lg?t*
[ AP F e el A J—L}‘\FVBJ [ AR A =
EVF e SRyh) o - P"‘fé&ﬁ”rﬁ‘?@“‘{ﬂ VIEFREEICE VT PSR
TEERYFT] 2 IR SRR SCPVRIFEE S > AT
ORI ﬁ*?%[a&‘ﬁ;ﬁﬁ PR A TSI E
Ik I%\%“F’?FET}‘W*%F'IQ TRV E el S e IR A
E’B‘[ﬁ HERAa|inviar |4 a Tl Ead R l*%ﬁﬁ'f ffﬁ\m@%ﬁ
TRLEEE - ﬁi [ A MR FR LA O [ o 1R
AHE 1840 I RS2 éﬁ?lﬁﬁ«'ﬂuﬂf.élﬁ pINIORNC S
[ESZW%F"IE‘?“%?BJ"/F'E.EJ LY rhpﬁ?ﬁﬁ‘ ( patron-client relation)
(il FF AL P (Schmidt 1974) « FETR JE”?&M;{F EilEE

EERAN
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%J'KN =i gmﬁ] VRS EREL kp”’ﬁjﬁ JF??F’E}’W ) fi,’;ﬁl”@fﬁj
i RN Eﬂﬁ yﬁwwf%%*,?wp%ﬁ
Il ,( > f‘“@z’q Tg[« » & %l%&l_ﬂ%"%u&fﬂﬁu‘dz]?ﬁ&@
B e [FlffY > Ames (2001) IR lp[[awﬁ 1 HIE A L
W RGEES o T (5 N Yo R I/Hl e GEE G
TR I BRI RV B Py RS BV

—
famd

is
l'_‘ Wk, } = yh3 nglil I:IAI_J ,U‘j[—k_[[[—* L*T:éffl \\\\\ ?if-»:,[j\‘_ikF
ﬁ]tiﬂ P‘ij °

I F AR S BB B sl F i g o
F3 P FARR R o A P gy 1 = ‘FL} AR T a2l (RSP
s = E‘?EE‘“‘%A“E’“‘\ E‘WF R G B
BRI o T lﬁﬁ[ﬁy‘? TR o B DR
g;&ﬁlfjj\qﬁm 3;&4‘4%559?%[ IRTE - W[%&@,T—g%ﬁ[ I F'. = i
e 2 R DR I PR B B [ YR ag 5 o IR
e AN~ T FTE‘@LféﬂrTﬁﬂ R T
il ics g Eiaal SPU A (EEe - e R e A T H’ﬁjw
F‘i‘#w@r}?&* a&[ﬁ“%@:ﬁgﬁuﬁ W% o DA A
'L}ﬁzﬁi@ VRS

(3) A= 5]

S YA SRR SIS [
PR R H DY S E 2 T ST
T LIRSS % - [P SRR e i e
TP TG P A 3 SRR 57 » RS Ry [l 3
P 5T i SRR @ (fixed effects) » 5 H]Jfg—iﬁgqt
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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
RS [ USRI OB A 2 - gL
AN fﬂJ sl S R I (B O SRR - T TR
5 A (RS - A
/,\ﬂﬁU‘ BN F[ﬁ}«[ﬁ“—&?‘_d Sk SRR o
(A TR AT] A5 Eflr lﬁﬂ*ﬁr’@ sEa Rk ﬁﬂ@*’iﬁwfé&mﬁ%
PEUEA D - TIA  F T  SEARE
FPVEFEH B J@@?ﬂ SRR

fiofis » [IBEE T SOP g B SR EOYRIF 1 1980
F'ﬂﬂfiﬁ o E'}ﬁ?‘]’ii’ﬁ*ﬁ?ﬁ R PJF&EJﬁjUEU?‘}ﬂ]'ﬁH’EJ 11 fj
B o SRy o TR0 RIS RIpAoy A o 8 8 R T A S
tH Pt (%Fﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ[ﬁﬁ‘%‘:’: coefficient: 1.2337,P<0.05,f% % B 116;
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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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