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칵스 상호 용론< 1>
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정당체계 론 검 도네시아 년과 년III. : 1955 1999

1999

.

(single-tier)

. 1950

(two-tier) (province)

.4) 27

, 27

.

.

1950

.

27 (provinces) 9

(districts) (National Election Commission

1999a).

48 .5)

1955

1999 2

. ,

4) 1955 Feith(1957; 1962), Kahin(1964),

Bourchier and Legge(1994) .

5) 1999 Choi(2001b), (2002),

(2003) (2003) .
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. 1955 40

,

. 4.5 .

.

년과 년 도네시아 효정당수 거 단< 2>1955 1999 :

1955 1999

평균

간값

편차

치

치

거 수

4.6

4.4

1.1

6.7

3.0

15

4.3

4.5

1.3

6.6

1.6

27

처: Komisi Pemilihan Umum(National Election Commission)(1999b, 2000).

. 1955 15

, 1999 , N

1.6 , 2.2, 2.4

. 1.6

.

.

GDR . GDR

1 ,

.
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1999

. 1 N GDR N

. N GDR N

1 N

. 1955

.

GDR

.

그림 반화시 듀베 제규칙 과 도네시아 거< 1> (GDR) 1999

처: KPU(2000).
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GDR , M+1
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( ) M+1
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( ) N .

, .

N

. , 1999 ,

82 68, 60 ,

10 . 5

, 4 .

M+1

. , N

M+1 N

. , 1999 (

82 4 ) M N

( 6.57 1.57 )

. 7, 8, 9

, 6 7

M+1 . M+1

,

.
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그림 규칙과 도네시아 거< 2>M+1 1999

처: KPU(2000).
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1999

.

.

. 88% , 3%

, 6% , 2% , 1% .

,

120 .

(Jawa) 42% , 15%

(Sunda) . (Madura),

(Minangkabau), (Betawi) 3% .

2% 1% (ethnic

Chinese) .

, ,

3 .

.

, (minus)

. ,

, ,

, 3.14, 5.93, 4.43 ,

,

, 6.07, 4.03, 6.57 .

.6)

6)

(statistically significant) .
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도네시아 거 도별실질종 수 실질종족수 효실질 정당수< 3> ( ) , ( )

도 종 종족 정당 상호 용론

아체

수마트라

수마트라

리아우

비

남수마트라

벙쿨루

람

카 타

바

바

족 카 타

동 바

칼리만탄

칼리만탄

동칼리만탄

남칼리만탄

발리

누사 가라

동누사 가라

남술라웨시

술라웨시

술라웨시

동남술라웨시

말루쿠

리안 야

1.06

1.99

1.05

1.27

1.08

1.09

1.05

1.09

1.35

1.06

1.07

1.18

1.06

2.47

1.73

1.36

1.06

1.29

1.07

2.42

1.25

1.56

2.18

1.10

2.02

2.26

3.40

6.13

1.28

5.29

4.63

8.39

6.71

2.48

4.32

2.27

1.04

1.07

1.53

7.14

6.66

6.10

1.66

1.26

2.06

6.53

3.86

7.45

5.16

6.52

5.00

4.68

6.28

4.43

6.17

5.11

4.92

4.57

5.26

4.47

4.54

5.06

4.03

4.97

3.83

5.93

4.50

4.52

6.57

1.57

4.65

3.14

2.19

3.01

3.29

2.36

4.88

3.93

정

정

정

정

정

정

전

평균

1.28

1.42

4.86

4.35

*

4.39

처 도네시아 스조사: 2000 .

주 거후 독립한 동띠 는 제: 1) .

,

,

.
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Abstract

Electoral Systems, Social Structure and
Political Party Systems:

Indonesia’s 1955 and 1999 Elections

Jungug Choi

(Konkuk University)

This study analyzes political party systems(or the effective number of

parties, N) in votes at the basic unit of competition in the democratic

elections before and after authoritarian interlude in Indonesia. Specifically, it

deals with the 1955 and 1999 Indonesian parliamentary elections. This

longitudinal and cross-sectional analysis intends to test key hypotheses in the

comparative literature on political party systems: Duverger’s law, Taagepera

and Shugart’s generalized Duverger’s rule, and Cox’s M+1 rule and

interaction hypothesis. I find, first, that Indonesia’s party system, on average,

has undergone little change between the two elections: in both elections, the

average of N’s remained around 4.5. Second, unlike the original Duverger’s

rule, the generalized Duverger’s rule does not hold good with the case of

Indonesia. Finally, the interaction between high social diversity and weak

electoral structure does not necessarily increase the effective number of

parties, which puts Cox’s interaction hypothesis in question.
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