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Abstract: This paper isriovating the theory of elités in the way it was figured by the Central and East¢
European thinking (researches and studies) bedause€ocused on the way the changing of the elad
system influences the structure of tical parliamentary elités. This study aims at edwe the connectio
between the electoral system and the structureldfgal élites, and it is based on two sociologiesearche
that took place in the Romanian Parliament (Chamb&eputies) inwo different chronological and politic
moments. The first chronological moment was in ®etc2008 and the second wasNovembe 2009. The
political moments are given by the presence of dvfferent types of electoral systems. In the fiestearch, te
political élites analyzed belonged to a parliameleicted by a proportional representation systeR) @h
closed lists, and in the second, the elections pdake by ,uninominal” syster It is shown that the change
electoral system from a perioddoother does determines the strategy of behavitbregbolitical parliamentar
élites and, implicitly, the functioning of parliamtary democracy through the political decisiong stzpe :
certain behavior of élites.
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1 Introduction

After the falling of communism, in Romania begare tlransition to democracy. Transition ¢
consolidation of democra@re viewed as distinct processes driven by diftesetors and facilitated k
different conditionsHowever, the transition to a basic democratic fraor& is ultimately continger
on the decision of élitesThe values percepted by the elites contrilto democrac in a variety of
ways. This process of interaction between élitesuin, determines the institutions and structimes
society and thus the prospects for a -functioning democracyA basic condition in setting tt
foundations in a demaoatic state are the free elections and, alsc crucial to élitesaccepting the rule
of democracyCitizens must trust that their elected leadetsgeinerally represent their interests so
type of the electoral system could produce a aertgpe ¢ leaders. For a better understanding
necessary specification regards the reason for gomgnthe electoral system in Romania:
institutional changing of the electoral system wagessary in order to change the structure o
parliamentary élitesThe reasoning was obvio

» theparliamentary élites perform un-optimally/ does not perform optimal;

« the increasing of the level of performance is aghieby changing the structure of the politi
parliamentary élites;

« the changing of the structuof the political parliamentary élites is accompéidhby changing th

electoral system;
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* in order to increase the level of performance aifremtelectoral system is needed.

So, starting from the belief that the low performanf the political parliamentary élites is caubgdhe
type of the electoral system, the political decisinakers promoted a new electoral system hopirg tha
will produce a strong reform of the political partientary class. The main question of this research
quite simple: How does the electoral system witminominal” vote influence the structure of
parliamentary élites? In other words, the subjdctesearch is represented by the way in which the
political élites are structured after the changele€toral system in Romania.

2 The Theoretic Model

In order to have a comparative study of parliamgnédites, in the present work we used the theoreti
model of Donald L. Horowitz (2003) which claims than electoral system does not change the
parliamentary configurations of a country but ofilffills a range of political purposes aimed at
facilitating the functioning of an electoral systeim this model, Horowitz identifies also the piai
conditions that have to exist in order to existraper functioning of the system: the changing of
configuration of the parliamentary élites is poksitonly if the purposes of electoral system arel th
political conditions are simultaneously fulfilled the real functioning of it and it has to passleast,
three ballots of parliamentary elections organigmmugh the same system (12 years from the first
ballot) (Horowitz, 2006, p. 41).

This sociological research on the Romanian parliderg élites confirms the theoretical model of
Horowitz. The assumption of Horowitz's model is ttlihe voting systemper se, does not generate
changes at structural level of the parliamentaiteglonly is simply passing from a vote system to
another. The design of the research methodologypn@ected in order to allow the empiric testing of
the theoretical model of Horowitz on the concrdteasion of Romania. We try to generate empirical
data in order make the factual control of the tegoal model: the change of the electoral systepsdo
not bring significant alterations at the level arlamentary élites. The operationalization hasnbee
produced the following way: the independent vdeaxquired two ,values” during the research: the
proportional representation electoral system whitlsed lists (in Romania, till 2008) and the uninoati
majority electoral system (in Romania, after 2008).

The dependent variable whose variations have beeasuned was the structure of political
parliamentary élites. In this frame, we definedhat level of the general category of political &sitthe
political parliamentary élites as a specific elemém be integrated in this category. In other vepnate
tried to investigate whether the change of elett@gstem in Romania triggered significant
consequences in the structure of the politicaligaentary élites in the Chamber of Deputies. Ireord
to collect data, we used the sociological invesibgabased on directly applying a face to face
questionnaire. During our two moments of investia we measured the perceptions of political
parliamentary élites generated by the two differglettoral systems. The comparative analysis must
answer to one question: are the two political paréntary élites different or similar? Or, another
guestion, did the change of electoral system predas a consequence, the significant alteratidheof
structure of parliamentary élites?
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3 The Dimensions of Measuring the Structure of th@olitical Parliamentary Elites

In order to verify if the new electoral system geatted significant changes in the structure of fmalit
parliamentary élites we proposed two fundamentakdisions:

« on one hand, we tried to investigate whether tretostemographic profile of the new élites is
significantly different from the old one (the oneftre 2008);

» on the other hand, we tried to investigate whetherperceptions of the new élites (investigated
in 2009) on specific issues — social, economic jolitic - are significantly different from the
perception of old élites. We used this dimensi@king into account the assumption that a
possible and probable alteration of the socio-deapiyc profile is not enough to admit that a
significant change is caused by using a new elaksystem.

Therefore, we approach the structure of politicatlipmentary élites both from socio-demographic
angle and from the type of perception by the élitpen some issues, starting from the idea that the
alteration of the structure of élites has to beyaea not only at the level of objective features also

at the level of subjective features. This is whpum questionnaires we projected the design oftores
able to produce information about how élites are w&hat they believe, what are their perceptiong Th
two questionnaires were applied for the populatioithe respect of deputies, between the 2004 and
2008 legislation and 2008 and 2012, and two typesaupings were built. The first grouping included
57 deputies and the second one 62. For the twoporgsl we used a simple, ransom and crossed
procedure on layers.

4 The perceptions of the political parliamentary étes on the electoral system

In this part of the paper we present the resultewfresearch and a short analysis regarding tlfie se
perceptions of the political parliamentary élitestbe uninominal system.

QL. After the election from 2008, what do you think the direction of the country is going to?

Good Wrong | do not know | do not answer
20042008 60% 25% 12% 3%
200¢-201z 52% 45% 2% 1%
Q2. Do you think the uninominal system will have a decisive influence on the direction the country is going to?
Yes No | do not know | do not answer
2004-2008 49% 48% 2% 1%
2008-2012 48% 52% 0% 0%

From these results, we notice that both the new @ddélites have almost no trust at any of the
uninominal system, in spite of fact that the neiteélwere elected in this system.

Q3. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

The Romanian voters elect their The Romanian voters do not know

representatives being well whom they vote
informed
2004-2008 48% 52%
2008-2012 39% 61%

As we could see, 61% from the present deputiesdtpe idea that the Romanian voters do not know
whom they elected. So, taking into account thateéhéeputies were elected by uninominal system
which implies a closer relation between candidared voters, we can come to the conclusion that the
electoral system did not influent the way the eitiz voted.
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Q4. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

The Romanian voters elect their The Romanian voters elect their
representatives taking into accoumepresentatives being manipulated in

the electoral program different ways (electoral bribe,
partisan campaign, etc.)
2004-2008 44% 56%
2008-2012 23% 7%

These results sustain the previous question amtifgehe way the politicians built their electoral
campaign: using manipulative techniques and elakhyibe. The present deputies, in a large proporti

- 77% in comparison to 56% - agree with this affitran. Again, the way the citizens elected their
representatives disregarding the success of a ggmpa

Q5. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

The uninominal system promotes The uninominal system promotes

better deputies worse deputies
2004-2008 63% 37%
2008-2012 54% 46%

The answers are logic because every governanceleongself to be better than the previous one.

Q6. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

The uninominal system promoted The uninominal system promoted
only candidates with a lot of only candidates of high visibility
money
2004-2008 34% 66%
2008012 44% 56%

The success formula to be reached by the Legislaswnot the electoral system but a combination
between financial resources (intensively used ducampaign) and high public visibility.

Q7. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

The uninominal system brings The uninominal system offers equal

advantages for the candidates of opportunities for all
the political parties
2004-2008 79% 21%
2008012 93% 7%

Belonging to a political party is the best way tavd access to Parliament, so the idea that the
uninominal system promotes independent candidategiimed. It could be remarked that the figures
are semnificative.

Q8. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

Period In the uninominal system the In the uninominal system the citizens
citizens interests are better interests are represented in the same
represented way like in PR system
2004-2008 63% 37%
200¢-2012 60% 40%

The members of both the legislatures consider ¢higgiens’ interests do not depend on the electoral
system.

Q9. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

In an uninominal system the In an uninominal system the electors
electors vote rather a personality vote rather the political party to

than a party whom the candidate belongs
2004-2008 42% 58%
200¢-2012 40% 60%
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The major importance of a political party is reeassd.

Q10. Which of the following assertions do you agree with?

In an uninominal system the In an uninominal system the electors
electors know better the electoral  have less information on the
programs of the candidates  electoral programs of the candidates
2004-2008 58% 42%
200¢-2012 40% 60%

The news of the electoral system makes the mentbiregpolitical parliamentary élites believe that
voters will not have enough information about theceral programs proposed by candidates. These
results confirm the previous ones that the citizeilsnot vote being well informed about candidates
programs. Citizens vote unaware of the candidaie’'storal program, disregarding the voting system.

5 Conclusions

The theoretical model used in this research isiooefl by the answers given by the political
parliamentary élites. The Romanian electors aremattire enough for electing their representativies i
uninominal system. This is also, as we showed,dba supported by Horowitz, that only after three
consecutive elections using the uninominal systamaan notice significant alterations in the eledto
behavior of the citizens. Only after 12 years itildobe understood the functioning of the systes, it
advantages and disadvantages. So, the electotahsye se, does not produce changes at the level of
parliamentary élites. Both the old élites (elecbtgdPR) and the new elites (elected by uninominal
system) share the same common corpus of values,thavsame attitudes in respect of the votersrand i
the way they percept the responsibilities of thatifation they belong. Horowitz sustains that thetf
changes produced by an electoral system are visitlle after three election terms using the same
method of selection. Only future, and new and cwrdus researches, can tell us whether this is valid
for Romania and for its parliamentary élites.
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