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Theoretical and empirical analysis of electoral systems and political behavior:
Campaign strategy on manifestos

Eguchi, Kyota
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I examine with manifestos "senkyo-koho" how the 1994 transition from
multi-member districts (MMD) to single-member districts (SMD) influenced name-promotion strategies
among candidates in Japanese national elections from 1977 to 2014. It was expected theoretically
that the transition attenuated the individual-oriented campaign but promoted the party-oriented one,

suggesting that candidates were discouraged from promoting themselves. Actually, name promotion was
less evident among candidates for the House of Representatives following the transition, suggesting
it attenuated individual-oriented campaigns. Candidates for the House of Councillors, however,
engaged in less name promotion than candidates for the House of Representatives. | have shown with
the difference-in-differences (DD) methodology that the transition from MMD to SMD might have
encouraged candidates to promote themselves. Results suggest that the individual-oriented campaign
has been more valid than previously thought.
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Hakubun Shimomura's manifesto

A R TR o R e
CHAEUE N RGN AR
S

BRwkELS SEOEENLOL RS ERY
oty

it
EaroRmEE g S LR HEAE

e e
B et et

CESHSRTW

|

hittp://www.n-kan.jp/

Naoto Kan's manifesto
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ALL cnadidtates Major candidates
Lower House Upper House Lower House Upper House
Before After Before After Before After Before After
Square ratio of big-size names
N N N N N N N
O=square 520 94.0 662 87.2 233 925 91 82.7 369 932 569 86.7 33 733 32 82.1
O<square 10 22 4.0 64 8.4 10 4.0 10 9.1 19 4.8 61 9.3 5 111 2 51
10 <square 20 11 2.0 32 4.2 7 28 9 8.2 8 20 25 38 5 11.1 12.8
20 <square 0 0.0 1 0.1 2 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.2 2 4.4 0 0.0
Total 553 100 759 100 252 100 110 100 396 100 656 100 45 100 39 100
Before 1995 After 1996
6.0 7.5 12.8
17.3 5 major candidates
6.8 26.7 13.3
17.9
2
ALL candidates Major candidates
Lower House Upper House Lower House Upper House
Number of Before After Before After Before After Before After
names N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
0 160 28.9 170 224 155 61.5 24 21.8 85 215 142 217 2 4.4 3 77
1 158 28.6 201 26.5 40 15.9 27 24.6 112 28.3 176 26.8 7 15.6 12 30.8
2 80 145 165 217 18 7.1 13 11.8 70 17.7 130 19.8 8 17.8 3 77
3 59 10.7 97 12.8 12 4.8 22 20.0 52 131 87 133 9 20.0 9 23.1
4 32 58 57 75 6 24 11 10.0 28 7.1 57 8.7 5 111 7 18.0
5 20 3.6 41 5.4 10 4.0 5 4.6 15 3.8 41 6.3 9 20.0 3 77
6 19 3.4 6 0.8 5 20 1 0.9 14 35 6 0.9 4 8.9 1 2.6
7 7 13 10 13 5 20 2 18 5 13 10 15 0 0.0 1 2.6
8 8 15 3 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.9 5 13 3 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0
9 5 0.9 2 0.3 1 0.4 1 0.9 5 13 1 0.2 1 22 0 0.0
107 5 0.9 7 0.9 0 0.0 3 27 5 13 3 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total 553 100 759 100 252 100 110 100 396 100 656 100 45 100 39 100
Ave. 1.90 1.99 1.03 2.49 216 1.99 3.29 2.59
2
1.90 1.99 1.03 2.49 5
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Before

Vi = o+ {yLower, +nAfter, +A(Lower, - After,)} Major, +BX +e,

Lower 1 After 1996
1 Major 5% 1
X
e 3 4
random effects
3 1977 2014 1986 2005 1990 2001
3 30 20 10
6-7 3-4 2-2 7-6
4-3 2-2 -
1977-2014 €) Y
2.7 n
2.9
A 2.6
4
(©) A
0.69 2
2.12
3
square of big-size names with the random effects
1977-2014 1986-2005 1990-2001
@) @ @®) @ ®) ®) @ ®) ©)
Lower*Major  (y) -0.026: -0.0266° -0.0268 -0.0449*** -0.0451*** -0.0427*** -0.0474** -0.0477*** -0.0481**
(0.0085) (0.0082) (0.0093) (0.0146) (0.0141) (0.0152) (0.0186) (0.0184) (0.0190)
After*Major  (n) -0.0143 -0.0284** -0.0287** -0.0316* -0.0456** -0.0454** -0.0358 -0.0412* -0.0423*
(0.0096) (0.0114) (0.0117) (0.0173) (0.0208) (0.0214) (0.0229) (0.0236) (0.0244)
Lower*After*Major ~ (A) 0.0232** 0.0255** 0.0256** 0.0401** 0.0390* 0.0364 0.0394* 0.0250 0.0230
(0.0097) (0.0116) (0.0123) (0.0171) (0.0216) (0.0223) (0.0223) (0.0249) (0.0259)
year D NO YES YES NO YES YES NO YES YES
district D NO NO YES NO NO YES NO NO YES
Observations 1,674 1,674 1,674 967 967 967 620 620 620
Number of candidates 862 862 862 584 584 584 431 431 431
Wald chi2 67.13*** 111.32%** 152.29*** 58.78*** 99.36*** 148.43*** 39.41*** 49.14*** 126.05***

Robust standard errors in parentheses
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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Number of name (in logarithm) with Random effect

1977-2014 1986-2005 1990-2001

1) 2) (3) (4) (5 (6) @ (8) (9)
Lower*Major  (v) -0.4007*** -0.5015%** -0.6663*** -0.4580%** -0.5301%** 0.6512%** -0.3872%** -0.5505%** 0.5521%**
(0.1000) (0.1068) (0.1114) (0.1051) (0.1128) (0.1223) (0.1388) (0.1514) (0.1584)
After*Major  (n) -0.2305* -0.7201%** -0.7873%** -0.4095** -1.0543%** -1.0984%** -0.5095** -0.9787*** 0.9732%**
(0.1300) (0.1685) (0.1673) (0.1643) (0.2604) (0.2634) (0.2152) (0.2506) (0.2572)
Lower*After*Major  (A) 0.2689* 0.5407*** 0.6909*** 0.5021%** 0.9247*** 1.0312*** 0.6049*** 0.9455%** 0.8252***
(0.1394) (0.1896) (0.1862) (0.1739) (0.2691) (0.2691) (0.2246) (0.2788) (0.2851)

year D NO YES YES NO YES YES NO YES YES

district D NO NO YES NO NO YES NO NO YES

Observations 1,674 1,674 1,674 967 967 967 620 620 620

Number of candidates 862 862 862 584 584 584 431 431 431
Wald chi2 338.26% %+ 540.27% %+ 830.93%** 371.90%** 556.36*** 789.45%** 238.69%** 335.55%+* 467.76%**

Robust standard errors in parentheses
**% 0<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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