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Appendix A1: How Vote Abstention Recommendations led to Social Democratic

Victories

To illustrate how recommendations to their voters for abstention made by parties on the right contributed

to the victory of the Social Democratic candidate, consider the following examples (from the 1912 election):

In Potsdam-Osthavelland Spandau, the candidates in the runoff were a representative of the Imperial Party

and a Social Democratic candidates. The Free Liberal Party (‘Fortschrittliche Volkpartei’), which had

received 24 percent of the votes in the first round, recommended their voters to abstain, which led to the

victory of the Social Democratic candidate. (Reibel 2007: 163). In Heiligenstadt Worbis, a Free Liberal

candidate encountered a Socialist in runoffs. In this case, an electoral committee of the ‘united conservative

parties’ (‘Vereinigte Rechtstehende Parteien’), which included National Liberals, Conservatives and the

Economic Union recommended their voters abstention during runoffs. This led to the victory of the Social

Democratic candidate, Cohn (Reibel 2007: 530). This within-country variation in the electoral strategies

during runoffs is conditioned by distinct distributions of voter preferences across districts, by previous

patterns of electoral competition and so on. One specific form of failed coordination occurs when a right

party recommends abstention in the second round and supports neither of the candidates. This is most

severe if one of the two remaining candidates belongs to the Social Democrats. During the 1912 election,

we can identify at least 13 districts in which a non-socialist party recommended abstention and the Social

Democrats eventually won the district in the run-off. While runoffs offer an opportunity to coordinate,

due to conflicts within the right the presence of runoffs is not sufficient to assure coordination.

Appendix A2: A Measure of Skill Level

The data on skill distributions has the following structure. Every occupation is classified first according

to agriculture, mining and producing industry, or trade and commerce. Within these broad categories

there are two further levels. To illustrate this, consider the occupational classification of goldsmiths. This

person makes jewelry and therefore (s)he is in the second sector (mining and producing industry), within

that sector (s)he belongs to the vocational group “V” (metalworking class) . If the person does not use

copper but gold (s)he is in the vocational group “V” and a type “a” (metalworking with gold or silver).

Germany’s 1895 occupational census collected information on the ratio of skilled to unskilled workers at

this very low level of occupational aggregation. We know exactly how many people employed in “Va” were

skilled.

Unfortunately, as part of the 1905 census, the German Statistical Office did not collect similar data

measuring the ratio of skilled to unskilled workers for each occupation. The only information that exists

in the 1905 census is a comparative table on the number of apprentices (Lehrlinge) for each occupation,

which compares the 1895 and 1905 census. Given that this table reveals that the overtime change in these
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ratios is very small, one can assume that the skill ratio remains constant over time for each occupation.

What changes, however, is the occupational make-up of a district. This requires us to recalculate the

skill ratio using the information collected as part of the 1905 census, the last census of the period. We

use the same procedure as in the calculation of the skill ratios for 1895, using this time the information

on the distribution of voters across localities that is presented in the 1905 Gewerbezählung (Statistik des

Deutschen Reiches 1909: volumes 218 and 219). Again, we construct two measures that measure the share

of skilled workers to industrial workers only and the share of skilled workers to the entire labor force.

Appendix A3: Alternative Skill Measures

Here we present the estimates of models 1 through 8 (Table 2m and Table 3m in the manuscript) for

a number of alternative measures for the skill variable. Instead of relying on a measure of the skill of

the industrial workforce, we use a measure of the skill ratio in the total workforce (SKILL ALL). In a

second step we use regional average values instead of district measures, and finally, we will aggregate it

over party districts and compute a party-level variable, similar to seat-vote disproportionality. We believe

that the best specifications are the ones we present in the main body of the paper, but use this appendix

to present alternative specifications to increase the confidence in our main results. All results in this

appendix confirm our substantive claims. Changes in operationalization do not lead to changes in the

magnitude or the statistical significance of our estimates. Table 1 replicates the results in Table 2m using

the alternative skill measure, while Table 2 replicates the results of Table 3m.

A3.1: Skill Level of Entire Labor Force

We first perform a robustness check for an alternative measure of skill level. Instead of relying on the

share of skilled industrial labor force, we use the average skill level over the entire labor population. We

present here replications of all eight models in Table 2m and Table 3m and will name the models 1a

through 8a. The results are presented in Table 1 and Table 2. The substantive results remain unchanged;

seat-vote disproportionality and the left threat are significant explanatory factors of support for adoption

of proportional representation, whereas the coefficient for the skill level has no significant effect.
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Table 1: Replication of Table 2m with Alternative Skill Measure

Model 1a Model 2a Model 3a Model 4a
Partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.316*** -0.391*** -0.407*** -0.414***

(0.040) (0.057) (0.058) (0.061)
District SOCIALVOTE 0.020* 0.026** 0.110** 0.099**

(0.011) (0.013) (0.044) (0.047)
District SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.094** -0.092**

(0.039) (0.042)
District RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.001 -0.001*

(0.001) (0.001)
District RIGHT MARGIN -0.003 0.014 0.020

(0.009) (0.015) (0.016)
District SECOND -0.493 1.158 1.192

(0.467) (0.822) (0.859)
Economic SKILL ALL 0.030 -0.037 -0.027 -0.048

(0.019) (0.057) (0.058) (0.068)
Control CATHOLICS 0.008 0.005 0.001

(0.005) (0.006) (0.006)
Control NON AGRICULTURAL 0.047 0.040 0.055

(0.035) (0.035) (0.041)
CONSTANT -1.342** -1.735** -2.863*** -1.268

(0.635) (0.727) (0.991) (1.137)
Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
R2 0.693 0.712 0.729 0.765
CPC 94.72% 94.72% 94.72% 96.48%
N 284 284 284 284
`` -59.870 -56.170 -52.989 -45.924
p(χ2) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
BIC 142.336 157.532 162.468 176.582

* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01, McFadden’s R2, E(y) = 0.553

Table 2: Replication of Table 3m with Alternative Skill Measure

Model 5a Model 6a Model 7a Model 8a
Partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.328*** -0.362*** -0.382*** -0.393***

(0.104) (0.112) (0.107) (0.106)
District SOCIALVOTE 0.030** 0.035** 0.086* 0.087*

(0.013) (0.015) (0.048) (0.052)
District SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.072 -0.078

(0.045) (0.049)
District RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.000 -0.001

(0.001) (0.001)
District RIGHT MARGIN -0.004 0.006 0.015

(0.010) (0.017) (0.018)
District SECOND -0.951 0.483 0.723

(0.613) (0.999) (1.045)
Economic SKILL ALL 0.027 -0.033 -0.023 -0.033

(0.020) (0.069) (0.070) (0.079)
Control CATHOLICS -0.000 -0.003 -0.007

(0.008) (0.008) (0.009)
Control NON AGRICULTURAL 0.041 0.034 0.040

(0.040) (0.040) (0.047)
CONSTANT -1.619* -1.353 -2.026* -0.565

(0.846) (1.004) (1.185) (1.337)
ln(σ2

j ) 0.030 0.086 -0.070 -0.162
(0.855) (0.851) (0.869) (0.927)

Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
CPC 94.36% 95.07% 94.71% 96.13%
N 284 284 284 284
`` -49.723 -47.732 -45.992 -41.038
p(χ2) 0.000 0.003 0.003 0.007
BIC 127.691 146.304 154.122 172.460

* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01, McFadden’s R2, E(y) = 0.553
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A3.2: Skill Level as a Regional Measure

So far we have used measures of skills at the level of the electoral district and measured either the

share of skilled workers in the industrial labor force or in the entire labor force. In a next step we will

use a skill measure which aggregate skills to the level of the region. The economic argument for the

adoption of proportional representation, advanced by Cusack Iversen and Sokice can be understood as an

argument about regional political economies. In this interpretation, politicians do not respond to the skill

composition of a district but rather of the larger political economy in which they are embedded. To test

this proposition, we derive a final measure of skill level (SKILL REGION) where we use the average value

for each of the 29 political units of Imperial Germany. We name all models 1b through 8b analogous to

section A3.1.

Table 3: Replication of Table 2m with Regional Skill Measure

Model 1b Model 2b Model 3b Model 4b

Partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.314*** -0.405*** -0.417*** -0.427***
(0.040) (0.058) (0.059) (0.063)

District SOCIALVOTE 0.028*** 0.028** 0.113** 0.098**
(0.011) (0.013) (0.044) (0.049)

District SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.091** -0.084*
(0.040) (0.044)

District RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.001 -0.001*
(0.001) (0.001)

District RIGHT MARGIN -0.003 0.015 0.022
(0.009) (0.015) (0.016)

District SECOND -0.470 1.109 1.130
(0.470) (0.827) (0.889)

Economic SKILL REGION -15.590* -16.207* -14.245 -33.747**
(8.366) (8.865) (9.203) (14.134)

Control CATHOLICS 0.009 0.006 0.001
(0.005) (0.006) (0.006)

Control NON AGRICULTURAL 0.026** 0.024* 0.031**
(0.013) (0.013) (0.015)

CONSTANT 8.749* 7.747 5.456 18.328**
(4.939) (5.242) (5.472) (8.377)

Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
R2 0.695 0.720 0.734 0.774
CPC 95.07% 95.07% 94.72% 96.83%
N 284 284 284 284
`` -59.505 -54.756 -51.928 -44.104
p(χ2) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
BIC 141.606 154.704 160.345 172.943

* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01, McFadden’s R2, E(y) = 0.553

As in the above replication, there is no model in which the skill level – however measured – is positively

related to supporting a change of the electoral system. When using the regional measure the relationship

is actually negative and significant. Hence, these results here outright refute the claim of Cusack et al.

(2007, 2010). Again, we present the best operationalization and specification in the main part of the

paper and add these models only for the critical reader.
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Table 4: Replication of Table 3m with Regional Skill Measure

Model 5b Model 6b Model 7b Model 8b
Partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.357*** -0.389*** -0.398*** -0.407***

(0.129) (0.131) (0.125) (0.123)
District SOCIALVOTE 0.037*** 0.038** 0.083* 0.080

(0.013) (0.015) (0.048) (0.055)
District SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.058 -0.062

(0.046) (0.052)
District RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.000 -0.001

(0.001) (0.001)
District RIGHT MARGIN -0.005 0.006 0.016

(0.010) (0.017) (0.018)
District SECOND -0.930 0.254 0.474

(0.626) (1.046) (1.130)
Economic SKILL REGION -32.006*** -30.358** -27.442** -47.295***

(12.370) (12.582) (13.423) (17.957)
Control CATHOLICS -0.001 -0.003 -0.009

(0.007) (0.008) (0.009)
Control NON AGRICULTURAL 0.020 0.019 0.024

(0.014) (0.014) (0.016)
CONSTANT 18.130** 16.670** 14.303* 26.990**

(7.328) (7.559) (8.069) (10.670)
ln(σ2

j ) 0.481 0.439 0.306 0.214
(0.879) (0.866) (0.899) (0.991)

Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
CPC 93.66% 92.96% 93.31% 96.48%
N 284 284 284 284
`` -46.875 -44.684 -43.730 -38.343
p(χ2) 0.000 0.003 0.006 0.010
BIC 121.995 140.209 149.598 167.070

* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01, McFadden’s R2, E(y) = 0.553

In Table 1, Table 2, Table 3, and Table 4, we present the results of the models with alternative

measures of skill levels. We find again support for the two driving factors of legislators’ decisions; the

partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR as well as the strength of the Social Democrats in a district. Only in one

models the direct effect of SOCIALVOTE loses statistical significance, but the direction of the effect and

the size of the coefficient are almost unchanged in comparison to other models. In these models we do

find a significant effect of SKILL REGION. But this effect is in the opposite direction of the theoretical

prediction. The higher the average skill level is in a region, the lower the predicted probability for a

legislator to support the adoption of proportional representation. These model illustrate the robustness

of our empirical findings.

Appendix A4: Effect of District Population Size

Here we present the estimates of models 1 through 8 and add population size as an explanatory variable.

These results serve the purpose of illustrating the robustness of our results to possible considerations

about malapportionment. The models are labeled 1c to 8c and display the same substantive estimates

as all the other models; the larger the seat-vote disproportionality is the lower is the probability that a

member of the Reichstag will support a change of the electoral system. The stronger the SPD vote is

in a district, the higher is the probability that a legislator will support the introduction of proportional

representation. Finally, once we control for a number of factors, we find that population size has an effect

only in some model specifications and that effect is negative.
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Appendix A5: Skills as a Party Level Variable

We present the estimation results for the hierarchical models with yet another measure of skills. One
could presumably argue that the average skill level in a district is not the correct test of the economic
explanation of proportional representation, but rather whether a party holds a lot of seats from districts
with higher skill level or not. To that end we have generated a variable which captures the average skill
level across all districts won by the respective party.

Pr(Voteij = 1) = Φ(β0j +βXij)

β0j = α0 + α1 ⋅ SVDj + α2 ⋅ Skillj + uj

uj ∼ N(0, σu)

We estimate a number of hierarchical models in which the two second level variables are SEAT VOTE

DISPR. and SKILL PARTY LEVEL. The substantive results are identical to the ones presented in Table

3m.

Table 6: Replication of Table 3m with skill measured at the level of the party

Model 5d Model 6d Model 7d Model 8d

Partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.291** -0.351*** -0.358*** -0.365***
(0.119) (0.134) (0.124) (0.122)

District SOCIALVOTE 0.034*** 0.036** 0.088* 0.089*
(0.013) (0.015) (0.048) (0.053)

District SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.074* -0.081
(0.045) (0.050)

District RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.000 -0.001
(0.001) (0.001)

District RIGHT MARGIN -0.005 0.006 0.014
(0.009) (0.017) (0.018)

District SECOND -0.941 0.538 0.794
(0.614) (1.003) (1.059)

Economic SKILL PARTY LEVEL -33.058 -15.334 -30.286 -35.350
(84.592) (91.136) (84.120) (82.461)

Control CATHOLICS 0.001 -0.003 -0.006
(0.007) (0.007) (0.008)

Control NON AGRICULTURAL 0.023* 0.021 0.021
(0.013) (0.013) (0.015)

CONSTANT 18.849 7.646 15.857 20.308
(50.160) (54.107) (49.904) (48.898)

ln(σ2
j ) -0.041 0.094 -0.101 -0.212

(0.860) (0.854) (0.878) (0.942)
Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
CPC 94.72% 94.01% 95.07% 96.13%
N 284 284 284 284
`` -50.606 -47.832 -45.984 -41.033
p(χ2) 0.000 0.004 0.003 0.006
BIC 129.456 146.505 154.107 172.450

* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01, McFadden’s R2, E(y) = 0.553

Appendix A6: Model Estimation on Non-Left Politicians

The final robustness check presented in this appendix is based on a sub-sample. We re-estimate the

models from Table 2m on a restricted sample that includes only non-left politicians in the Reichstag. The

first Rokkanian hypothesis formulates hypotheses about the incentives of politicians on the right that
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face a Social Democratic threat on decision of the latter to support proportional representation. These

empirical tests evaluate the relative effects of seat vote disproportionality and social democratic threat

on the political decisions of right wing politicians only. Models 1e to 4e show the results if this analysis.

The results demonstrate that both Rokkanian hypotheses jointly explain the variation in the support for

proportional representation among politicians on the political right. The choice of electoral system can

be explained by a combination of seat vote disproportionality and left threat.

Table 7: Replication of Table 2m with Non-Left Members of the Reichstag

Model 1e Model 2e Model 3e Model 4e

SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.339*** -0.610*** -0.617*** -0.636***
(0.044) (0.100) (0.103) (0.118)

SOCIALVOTE 0.017 0.024 0.080* 0.090*
(0.011) (0.015) (0.046) (0.053)

SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.074* -0.094**
(0.040) (0.048)

RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.001 -0.001
(0.001) (0.001)

RIGHT MARGIN -0.005 0.005 0.015
(0.009) (0.016) (0.017)

SECOND -1.469** -0.100 0.223
(0.630) (0.922) (0.970)

SKILL -4.300 -3.980 -3.643 -3.927
(3.336) (4.032) (4.009) (4.722)

CATHOLICS 0.017** 0.015** 0.013
(0.007) (0.007) (0.008)

NON AGRICULTURAL 0.027** 0.024* 0.024
(0.013) (0.014) (0.016)

CONSTANT 2.391 1.203 0.394 2.178
(2.020) (2.615) (2.702) (3.163)

Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
CPC 93.26% 93.78% 92.23% 95.85%
N 193 193 193 193
`` -56.105 -46.240 -44.172 -37.719
p(χ2) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
BIC 133.261 134.582 140.971 154.377

* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01, McFadden’s R2, E(y) = 0.653
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Appendix A7: Party Defection

In Section 4.2 of the manuscript we model the conditions under which politicians defect from the party line

and support the introduction of proportional representation, even though their respective party opposes

this change in electoral system. In Table 8 we re-estimate the models for a sub-sample that includes only

members of Zentrum.

Table 8: Logit Models on Party Defection for Zentrum

Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 Model 13
SOCIALVOTE 0.093** 0.118** 0.110**

(0.040) (0.053) (0.052)
SKILL LEVEL 0.019 -0.145 -0.087

(0.045) (0.204) (0.228)
RIGHT MARGIN 0.007 -0.018 0.010

(0.027) (0.026) (0.028)
NON AGRICULTURAL 0.000 0.107 0.047

(0.031) (0.107) (0.120)
CATHOLICS -0.061 -0.026 -0.064

(0.043) (0.043) (0.044)
SECOND -2.857 -2.208 -2.740

(1.932) (1.779) (1.939)
CONSTANT -3.768*** -2.929* 0.888 -0.093 1.417

(0.885) (1.689) (3.493) (3.834) (3.945)
N 72 72 72 72 72
`` -14.039 -16.593 -1.913 -5.542 -0.307
p(χ2

) 0.020 0.677 0.210 0.589 0.320
BIC 36.632 41.739 29.487 36.744 30.551
Standard errors in parentheses; * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01 – Logit model
with penalized maximum likelihood function, “firthlogit” (Firth 1993).

To further probe the robustness of these results, we also estimate models using an alternative measure

of skill level (average skill of total labor force). The results are unchanged with respect to statistical

significance and magnitude of the effects Table 9. Again, the only significant explanatory factor affecting

defection from party line among politicians of the Zentrum is the strength of left candidates in a district.

Finally, in Table 10 we present the models again but rely on linear probability model instead of a probit

or Firth’s logic model. As with all other model specifications, here again, the strength of left contenders

in a given district explains why members of Zentrum defect from party line and support the introduction

of proportional representation.

Appendix A8: Historical Summary PR Vote

The German Reichstag took up the issue of the reform of proportional representation only during the

13th legislative period (and not on previous occasions). The deputies that were willing to engage in this

difficult question of electoral reforms had been elected during the 1912 election. In contrast to previous

elections, the 1912 election yielded for the first unfavorable ratios of translation of votes to seats for two

of the parties on the political right, the National Liberals and the Free Liberals. The translation of votes

into seats was also negative for Social Democrats, but this event did not constitute in itself a change in

10



Table 9: Logit Models on Party Defection with Alternative Skill Measure

Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 Model 13
SOCIALVOTE 0.092** 0.118** 0.110**

(0.040) (0.052) (0.052)
SKILL LEVEL 0.019 -0.145 -0.072

(0.045) (0.203) (0.230)
RIGHT MARGIN 0.006 -0.019 0.008

(0.026) (0.026) (0.027)
NON AGRICULTURAL 0.002 0.108 0.043

(0.032) (0.108) (0.123)
CATHOLICS -0.058 -0.019 -0.058

(0.043) (0.042) (0.044)
SECOND -3.116 -2.127 -2.905

(1.976) (1.763) (1.980)
CONSERVATIVE -2.911* -1.911 -5.336 -2.445 -5.280

(1.599) (1.485) (3.549) (3.147) (3.675)
Constant -3.754*** -2.934* 0.554 -0.710 0.812

(0.883) (1.689) (3.522) (3.696) (3.907)
N 108 108 108 108 108
`` -14.871 -17.416 -2.401 -6.009 -0.709
p(χ2

) 0.040 0.380 0.202 0.556 0.309
BIC 43.789 48.878 37.577 44.793 38.874
Standard errors in parentheses; * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01 – Logit model
with penalized maximum likelihood function, “firthlogit” (Firth 1993).

Table 10: Linear Probability Model on Party Defection

Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 Model 13
SOCIALVOTE 0.005** 0.006** 0.005**

(0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
SKILL -1.038 -1.048 -0.826

(0.658) (0.671) (0.668)
RIGHT MARGIN -0.001 -0.002 -0.001

(0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
NON AGRICULTURAL 0.001 0.002 0.001

(0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
CATHOLICS -0.000 -0.001 -0.001

(0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
SECOND -0.163** -0.129* -0.167**

(0.071) (0.070) (0.071)
CONSERVATIVE -0.112** -0.076 -0.116 -0.111 -0.111

(0.048) (0.046) (0.106) (0.108) (0.106)
Constant 0.026 0.705* 0.051 0.763* 0.566

(0.038) (0.395) (0.162) (0.445) (0.447)
R2 0.070 0.052 0.116 0.090 0.130
N 108 108 108 108 108
`` 9.840 8.796 12.596 10.987 13.416
p(χ2

) 0.022 0.061 0.048 0.140 0.047
BIC -5.633 -3.546 7.584 10.801 10.625
Standard errors in parentheses; * p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01 – Logit model
with penalized maximum likelihood function, “firthlogit” (Firth 1993).

trend for this party. The 1912 election created, thus, favorable political preconditions for the constitution

of a political alliance among these three parties – National Liberals, Free Liberals and Social Democrats

– in support of a change in electoral institutions and the adoption of proportional representation that

was rooted in the dissatisfaction with the seat vote disproportionality of the existing electoral system. By

contrast, both the Zentrum and the conservatives were winners of the translation of votes into seats and

were, thus, likely to oppose changes in electoral institutions.
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In response to the comments raised by the reviewer, we have conducted additional research that traced

the process of adoption of the proportional representation bill. We have traced both the parliamentary

and extra-parliamentary discussions of the bill. For the latter, we have examined the unpublished docu-

ments available in the Archive of the German Ministry of Interior, which carried out a range of studies of

the feasibility and implications of the adoption of proportional representation for political parties (source:

Bundesarchiv Berlin Lichtenberg, Reichsministerium des Innern, R 1501). The Ministry of Interior voiced

the position of the German government for this change in electoral law. Since representatives of the

Ministry of Interior displayed strong political support for the Conservative Party, these internal publi-

cations explored at greater length the potentially adverse implications of the adoption of proportional

representation for the electoral fate of the conservatives. In the ministry, many of the meetings discussing

a potential change in the electoral system took place between 1912 and 1914, prior to the onset of WWI.

Representatives of this Ministry brought also this position of skepticism and opposition to the adoption of

proportional representation to the deliberations of the parliamentary commission of the Reichstag, voicing

particularly strong opposition to the change in electoral rules (Stenographische Berichte des Reichstages

13 LP, Nr 895, page 1670).

The German parliament delegated the discussion about the reform of the electoral system to a con-

stitutional committee (Verfassungsausschuss) that included representatives of all political parties. This

committee published its first (and only report) on July 4th, 1917. Thus, the delay in the adoption of pro-

portional representation – about which Reviewer 1 is inquiring – can be largely attributed to the lengthy

process of deliberations of the electoral reform within this committee. The constitutional commission

submitted its report to the Reichstag on July 4, 1917 (StBer 13 LP, Aktenstück Nr. 985, page 1917). On

the floor of the Reichstag, the PR bill is discussed on three distinct occasions (these meetings take place

on March 12, July 8 and July 12, respectively). The bill was adopted during the third meeting.

Appendix A9: Robustness Check - Lost Territories

Did deputies in districts which ultimately ended up not being part of Germany vote in a distinct manner?

We coded all districts which were not part of Germany following the loss of territories and added a dummy

variable (0=remain German territory, 1=not part of Germany) and replicated all models presented in Table

2m of the manuscript.

The estimation results indicate that those deputies did not behave in a distinct manner which is

somewhat surprising (results in Table 11). One explanation for this may be that at the time of the vote, it

was not clear what the details of the Treaty of Versailles would be. Posen was lost to Poland but only after

an uprising (which started almost half a year after the vote on PR) which eventually led to Posen being

included in the territorial agreements of the Treaty of. Another example is Northern Schleswig which was

lost to Denmark but only following the 1920 plebiscite. Danzig became a free city as part of the Treaty of

12



Table 11: Lost Territories

I II III IV

Partisan SEAT VOTE DISPR. -0.30*** -0.39*** -0.41*** -0.42***
(0.04) (0.06) (0.06) (0.06)

LOST IN WWI -0.01 0.00 -0.03 -0.27
(0.28) (0.32) (0.33) (0.42)

District SOCIALVOTE 0.03** 0.03** 0.11** 0.10**
(0.01) (0.01) (0.04) (0.05)

District SECOND*SOC.VOTE -0.09** -0.10**
(0.04) (0.04)

District SECOND -0.51 1.15 1.20
(0.48) (0.82) (0.87)

District RIGHT MARGIN -0.00 0.01 0.02
(0.01) (0.02) (0.02)

District RIGHT MARGIN*SOC.VOTE -0.00 -0.00
(0.00) (0.00)

Economic SKILL -3.73 -2.77 -2.51 -3.66
(3.26) (3.61) (3.69) (4.35)

Control CATHOLICS 0.01 0.00 0.00
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01)

Control NON AGRICULTURAL 0.03** 0.02* 0.02
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02)

CONSTANT 1.78 -0.08 -1.32 1.29
(1.98) (2.42) (2.58) (2.99)

Regional Fixed Effects " " " ✓
R2 0.69 0.71 0.73 0.77
N 284 284 284 284
`` -60.55 -56.08 -52.87 -45.57
p(χ2) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
BIC 149.35 163.00 167.87 181.53

Standard errors in parentheses
* p < 0.10, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01

Versaille, a treaty which was ratified an entire year after the vote on PR. The treaty negotiations, taking

place after the armistice, lasted for over half a year. At the time of the vote, Germany was still at war.

The outcome and consequences of the war might have not been clear. It is important to note, that in

spring 1918 German forces launched several spring initiatives (Frühjahrsoffensiven) and were only 120 km

away from Paris. The outcome of the war might have been less foreseeable than one might assume with

hindsight. Altogether, deputies might have just not known their faith when they voted on the PR bill.
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