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Outline

Social democratic parties in a fragmented space

How did they get there?

What can they do?
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Electoral decline of social democratic parties
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Social democracy - a new hope?



Fragmentation is core development against which to assess
social democratic success and failure
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“Dutchification”
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Fragmentation – what and why?

▶ Increasing fragmentation of vote and seat shares in Western
Europe

▶ Reasons...
▶ Transformation of social milieus
▶ Pluralization of political demands
▶ Decline of intermediate organizations (e.g. unions, churches)
▶ Political entrepreneurs (new party success)
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Social democratic parties and fragmentation

What is success in a fragmented political space?

▶ Lead government (coalition) close to party’s political ideal
point
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Social democratic parties and fragmentation - 3 scenarios

▶ Scenario 1 Hegemony
▶ Social democratic party is strongest party/leads government
▶ DE, DK, ES, PT

▶ Scenario 2 Partial Hegemony
▶ Social democratic party is strongest centre-left party but not

overall
▶ AT, IT, SE, UK

▶ Scenario 3 Implosion
▶ Social democratic party is one of many
▶ FR, NL
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Soc Dem vs. RRP 1990 – 2020
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Narrative:
▶ Social democratic parties have lost working class; new home

with RRP
▶ Alienation of working class through neo-liberal economic and

progressive cultural positions
▶ Shift toward less progressive and left-nationalist position to

win back working class
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Evidence

▶ Empirical evidence on ...

... who left

... where they went

▶ Eight countries (AUT, CHE, DEU, DNK, FIN, NLD, NOR,
SWE) since 2000
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Who left? Education
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Vote switching
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Vote switching – education
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Outline

Social democratic parties in a fragmented space

How did they get there?

What can they do?
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Strategic options
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Empirical analysis

▶ Vignettes of stylized social democratic programs

▶ Six countries (AT, CH, DE, DK, ES, SE) in 2020 & 2021

▶ Conjoint experiment and bundle ratings
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Program ratings
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Conjoint - marginal means

Leave rents unchanged
Slow down rent Increases

Ban rent Increases
(housing)

Leave job protection unchanged
Expand job protection

(jobprotection)
Reduce inheritance taxes

Leave inheritance taxes unchanged
Increase inheritance taxes

(inheritancetax)
Abolish support for early retirement

Leave early retirement unchanged
Expand early retirement for all

(earlyretirement)
Leave childcare unchanged

Expand childcare
(childcare)

No increase of CO2-Taxes
Increase CO2-Taxes moderately

Increase CO2-Taxes strongly
(ecology)

No gender quota
30% gender quota
50% gender quota

(gender)
Headscarf ban

No headscarf ban
(headscarf)

Strong reduction of immigration
Regulated immigration with upper limit

Regulated immigration with no upper limit
(immigration)
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Conjoint 1 (Pooled: AT, CH, DE, DK, ES, SE): 
Program Choice (Only potential SD Voters)
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Conjoint - education groups
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Summary findings

1. Left-nationalist (and centrist) strategies with little support

2. Lower educated, working class voters decide based on econ
rather than culture

3. Stronger trade-offs based on age
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Conclusions – challenges

▶ Wrong idea of how and who SD parties lost

▶ Wrong idea of who their support base is and what it wants

▶ Focus too strongly on losses and not on gains

▶ Age distribution of support
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Conclusion - 3 Propositions

1. Multi-party & multi-issue space demands re-evaluation of
support bases, strategies and “success”

2. Progressive positions are a necessary conditions for future
electoral success

3. Realization of social democratic policy is not (only) based on
success of social democratic parties
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