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Theory and Hypotheses

A former MP in Macedonia suggests that ethnic 

parties “create some kind of fight…and Albanians 

will blame the Macedonians for the incident, the 

Macedonians will blame the Albanians, and the 

political parties use this as political marketing” 

(Personal interview with author, June 9, 2016). 

Ethnic social conflict increases ethnic bloc voting by 

creating fear of other groups. There are two reasons 

why social conflict increases fear:

1) It is often difficult to determine  which group(s) is 

responsible for instigating hostilities (causal 

ambiguity)  

2) The psychological biases that individuals’ exhibit 

when determining who is responsible when ethnic 

unrest occurs. Tajfel (1978) suggests that people 

who have an innate desire for self-esteem may be 

reluctant to believe that members of their own 

group could be responsible for acts of ethnic strife

Background

A large body of literature has either implicitly 

assumed or outright suggested that ethnic social 

conflict (such as protests, riots, and armed 

attacks) increases ethnic bloc voting. However, 

the evidence for this claim is mixed. What 

exactly is the relationship between ethnic social 

conflict and bloc voting? 

Hypothesis 1: As the number of ethnic social conflict 

events increase, ethnic bloc voting will increase. 

Hypothesis 2: As the number of public ethnic social 

conflict events increase, ethnic bloc voting will 

increase. 

Hypothesis 3: Only public ethnic social conflict 

events will affect ethnic bloc voting. 

Measuring Ethnic Bloc Voting

𝑉 =
𝜒2

𝑛𝑚
with the numerator (𝜒2) capturing the degree of 

population association between ethnicity and partisan 

identification and the denominator accounting for the size 

of the sample (𝑛)and the number of ethnic groups minus 

one, or political parties minus one, (𝑚) whichever is 

smaller 

Results

Random Effects GLS Regression Models
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Public Events and Bloc Voting 

Conclusions

The primary implication of this project is that some ethnic 

conflict events increase bloc voting while others do not. 

Specifically, public events (protests, riots, and strikes) exert 

a positive and significant effect on ethnic bloc voting 

whereas clandestine events (armed attacks) do not have a 

significant effect on the dependent variable. In fact, the 

negative coefficient suggests that armed attacks decrease 

bloc voting, but this is not conclusive given the lack of 

statistical significance. 

This study received  Human Subjects approval from the University of North Texas Institutional Review Board. 

    Coefficient       Coefficient    Coefficient  

VARIABLES (Std. Err.)     (Std. Err.) (Std. Err.) 

    

   

Lag ethnic events (log)     0.033**   

 (0.016)   

Lag Public events (log)      0.052** 0.053* 

  (0.024) (0.030) 

Lag Clandestine events 

(log) 

 -0.016 

 (0.019) 

-0.028 

(0.023) 

    

Fractionalization -0.009  0.009 

 (0.072)  (0.070) 

Lag CVELI      0.636***     0.568***       0.638*** 

 (0.069)        (0.064) (0.065) 

GDP growth 0.002  0.002 

 (0.002)  (0.002) 

Polity   0.009*  0.009**   0.010* 

 (0.005) (0.004) (0.005) 

Constant 0.038 0.062* 0.019 

 (0.061) (0.033) (0.066) 

    

Observations 174 206 174 

Number of countries  13 14 13 

R-Squared  .46 .42 .46 

 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 


