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Until the most recent parliamentary elections, which provided one party with a clear control over the legislative agenda, the voting process in the Duma has been characterized by the bargaining between ideologically divergent parties. Lobbying was widespread. The purpose of this project is to look back at the roll-call voting results and the legislation passed through the Duma during the 1993-2003 period, focusing on the voting behavior of the deputies. 

Data:

The database “INDEM-Statistika 2” (collected by INDEM) contains the results of all 1993-2003 roll-call votes of the Duma deputies. The students will also have access to the electoral statistics, which contains regional data on the federal elections during the 1993-2003 period.

Suggested research topics:

1. Political influence of party factions. A number of methods are developed to estimate influence of groups in a parliament, starting from simplest indices (Shapley-Shubik or Banzhaf), that only reflect the number of votes each group has, towards more complicated indices, that also reflect group opportunities to form coalitions ([1], [2], [3]). However, besides the number of deputies in a group and their coalition formation opportunities, intragroup discipline plays important role, especially for Russian parliament, where only a few factions have articulated ideological platforms. A game-theoretic model can be developed that captures voting discipline and incorporates real voting outcomes.

2. Impact of lobbying on the voting outcomes. It is no surprise that   various interest groups consistently try to influence parliament decisions. In some countries (such as USA) legislature provides for lobbying activities and, moreover, there is a number of  institutions that rank lobbyists ([4]). That lobbying is present in Russia is a common knowledge, but it is not usually openly discussed. It would be interesting to learn how the balance of forces alters when a bill is being lobbied for. 

3. Costs of the legislative process. There are ‘objective’ costs of passing a bill through the Duma: someone has to prepare the draft, deputies have to spend time discussing it and so on ([5]). The question is to what extent is the Duma successful in optimizing these costs: how many drafts became laws, how well are drafts developed before being presented to the Duma, how efficient is the Duma itself (commissions, comities, passing process etc.). Roughly speaking, the question is what a law costs in reality compared to what it would cost in an ideal case. It is also interesting to compare those costs in Russia and in other countries.

4. Political space: dimensions and dynamics. The composition of the Duma was changing over time, and it is interesting to follow the dynamics of conflicts between group interests. A number of methods are developed to address these issues ([6], [7], [8]), but they all rely on hidden factors that back the legislature process. It is interesting to analyze the number of these factors and its dynamics.

5. Cleavages in the Duma and in the society: are they similar? The Duma is supposed to reflect interests of the society that elects it. Methods are developed to determine main vectors of interest conflicts both in a parliament ([6], [7], [8]) and in a society in general ([9]). It is interesting to see how different the two are.

6. Efficiency of the legislative process: interaction between the Duma and the Executive. It is generally accepted that once the same party controls both legislative and executive powers, the state can control the development of the country more efficiently. On the downside, the quality of the legislature may be lower in this case, because it may fail to represent all variety of interests that are present in the society. There were periods in modern Russian history when the legislative and executive powers were in opposition to each other as well as periods when they worked in full cooperation with one another. It is interesting to develop measures of efficiency of the legislature from the society viewpoint in both regimes and to study dynamics of efficiency of the Duma.
7. The Kremlin’s role in the Duma. In each Duma in the 90s a faction was present that claimed to represent the interests of government and the president. It is interesting to study whether the behavior of these factions was systematically different from that of other interest groups and whether they were more successful in passing the legislature in their interests compared to other factions. 
8. Cross-country comparisons. Is the Russian legislative process more (or less) efficient than the legislative process in other countries? The balance of power between the legislative and executive branches varies widely across them. The challenge is to develop a measure of efficiency that controls for constitutional differences across countries and to use it to study how ‘well’ Russian parliament is doing compared to those of other countries. 
References:

[1] Shapley, L.S. A comparison of power indices and a nonsymmetric generalization. Rand Corporation Paper No.P-5872, 1977.

[2] Shenoy, P.P. The Banzhaf Power Index for Political Games. Mathematical Social Sciences 2 (1982), p.299-315.

[3] Алескеров, Ф.Т., Благовещенский, Н.Ю., Сатаров, Г.А. [и др.]. Оценка влияния групп и фракций в российском парламенте (1994-2003 гг.). Препринт WP7/2003/01, М.: ГУ ВШЭ.

[4] Poole, K.T., Rosenthal, H. Ideology, Party, and Voting in the U.S. Congress. American Political Science Review 79 (1985), p.337-399.

[5] Николаев, И.А., Шульга, И.Е. Экономические издержки законотворчества. Аналитический доклад (www.fbk.ru).

[6] Poole, K.T., Rosenthal, H. Congress: A Political-Economic History of Roll Call Voting. Oxford University Press, New York, 1997.

[7] Heckman, J.J, Snyder J.M. Linear probability models of the demand for 

attributes with an empirical application to estimating the preferences of legislators. 

RAND Journal of Economics 28, S142–S189, 1997

[8] Clinton, J., Jackman, S., Rivers, D. The statistical analysis of roll call data. Preprint. 2003.

[9] Боксер, В. Макфол, М., Осташев, В. Российский электорат на парламентских выборах и референдуме 12 декабря 1993 года: мотивация выбора. Анализ электората политических сил. Московский Центр Карнеги. 1995.

[10]  Кунов, А., Шакин, Д., Казаков, А. Государственная дума 3-го созыва: разногласия и коалиции, mimeo. 
