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ABSTRACT

THE EMERGENCE OF INTER-STATE PARTY CARTELIZATION?:
COMPARATIVE STUDY OF FOREIGN POLICY BEHAVIOR
ABOUT THE CASES OF KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE PROJECT
BETWEEN CANADA AND THE U.S. AND KURECIK RADAR
BASE BETWEEN THE U.S. AND TURKEY

Erol, Fatih
MA, Department of International Relations
Supervisor: Assist. Prof. Ozgiir Ozdamar

July 2015

Political parties’ evolutionary trajectory starts from elite party to mass party,
to catch-all party, and to cartel party (Katz and Mair, 1995: 18). Cartel party
modeling envisions oligopoly of political parties that sustain market-economy
oriented policies irrespective of the divisions among the left-right spectrum of the
electorate. This thesis investigates presence/absence of inter-state party cartelization
in the international relations of countries with cartel party system. The research
inquires whether there will be increased cooperation among cartel parties of two
states, if the policy question is market-based [and blended with (non-) traditional

form of national security]. The analysis focuses on two case studies: Keystone XL

iii



pipeline project debate in the U.S. and Canada at the federal government level since
2008 and Turkish-American memorandum of understanding to host “the Army Navy
Transportable Radar Surveillance System (AN/TPY-2)” (Kaya, 2011) on Turkey’s
Malatya province’s Kiirecik district in September 2011. The research integrates
James N. Rosenau’s (1966) “pre-theories” framework with electoral and party
systems literature from comparative politics and refers to the stream of democratic
peace theory studies. This study employs the most different systems design along
with chi-square statistics and Pearson’s r. Robert D. Putnam’s (1988) two-level game
analysis is utilized as the foreign policy decision-making modeling. In the case of
high politics (security issues) [Kiirecik radar base], cartel party hypothesis’
projection into foreign policy decision-making process is statistically supported. As
for low politics (welfare issues) [Keystone XL pipeline], cartel party hypothesis’

application into foreign policy decision-making process is not statistically validated.

Key Words: Comparative Study of Foreign Policy, Pre-Theories, Cartel Party

System, Two-Level Game Analysis, Keystone XL Pipeline Project, Kiirecik Radar

Base
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OZET

DEVLETLER ARASI PARTI KARTELLESMESININ ORTAYA
CIKISI?:

KANADA-ABD ARASINDAKI KEYSTONE XL BORU HATTI
PROJESI VE ABD-TURKIYE ARASINDAKI MALATYA KURECIK
RADAR USSU OLAYLARI OZELINDE KARSILASTIRMALI DIS
POLITIKA DAVRANISI INCELEMESI

Erol, Fatih
Yiiksek Lisans, Uluslararasi iliskiler Boliimii
Tez Yoneticisi: Yrd. Dog. Dr. Ozgiir Ozdamar

Temmuz 2015

Siyasi partilerin evrimsel donilisimii kadro partisinden kitle partisine,
ardindan herkesi yakala partisine, ve sonunda kartel partiye dogru evrilmektedir
(Katz and Mair, 1995: 18). Kartel parti modeli, siyasi oligopol olusumunu
ongormektedir. Bu yapilanmada siyasi yelpazenin solunda ve saginda bulunan
secmen ayriliklarina bakilmaksizin, partiler arasinda piyasa ekonomisini devam
ettirme temelli igbirligi gerceklesmektedir. Bu tezin temelinde incelenmek istenen
olgu, kartel parti sistemine sahip iilkelerin birbirleriyle olan dis iligkilerinde devletler

arasi parti kartellesmesinin var olup/olmadigin1 6lgmektir. Arastirma, mevcut siyasi



sorunun piyasa ekonomisiyle [ve geleneksel olan/olmayan ulusal giivenlikle]
alakadar oldugu bir zamanda, ilgili anlasmanin/problemin ¢oziimiinde iki iilkenin
kartel partileri arasinda artan 1§ birligi olup olmadigim1 ¢éziimlemeyi
amaclamaktadir. Bu amagta, bu tez iki vaka caligmasi ilizerine durmaktadir: (a)
federal hiikiimet diizeyinde 2008 yilindan beri tartisilmaya devam edilen Keystone
XL boru hattt projesi, ve (b) 2011 Eyliil’iinde Malatya’nin Kiirecik nahiyesine
“Kara-Deniz Kuvvetleri I¢in Ortak, Tasmabilen Izleme Radari’nin (AN/TPY-2)”
(Kaya, 2011) vyerlestirilmesini 6ngoren Tiirk-Amerikan ortak niyet bildirgesi.
Teoride, James N. Rosenau’nun (1966) “On-teoriler” cergevesi, karsilastirmali
siyaset alanindaki se¢im ve parti sistemleri yazinlariyla biitiinlestirilmis ve ardindan
demokratik barig teorisi calismalarina atiflarda bulunulmustur. Metodolojide, en
farkli sistemler tasariminin yaninda Ki-kare testi ve Pearson carpim-moment
korelasyon katsayisi’ndan faydalanilmaktadir. Vaka c¢alismalarindaki dis politika
karar alma siireclerinin modelini olusturmak icin Robert D. Putnam’mn (1988) iki
seviyeli oyun metaforundan yararlanilmaktadir. Birincil politika durumunda
(giivenlik sorunlar1) [Kiirecik radar iissii], kartel parti tezinin dis politika karar alma
siirecine yansimasi istatistiki olarak desteklenmektedir. Ikincil politika durumunda
(refah sorunlar1) [Keystone boru hatti], kartel parti tezinin dis politika karar alma

stirecine uygunlugu istatistiki olarak dogrulanmamaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Karsilastirmali Dis Politika Calismasi, On Teoriler, Kartel Parti

Sistemi, iki Seviyeli Oyun Modeli, Keystone XL Boru Hatti, Kiirecik Radar Ussii
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CHAPTER 1:

INTRODUCTION

1.1.  Problem Significance

Political party modeling studies’ main body of research design concentrates on the
straightforward relationship between the parties and civil society in terms of inputs
(votes) and outputs (policies). Compared to that ontological preference, Richard
Katz’s and Peter Mair’s (1995) “cartel party thesis” scrutinizes the transformations
that political parties have gone through in Western Europe (Katz and Mair, 1995: 9;
Katz and Mair, 2009: 756, Maclvor, 1996: 317). The objective of their thesis is to
reveal an emergent tendency of party dependence on the state for public funding and
avenues of propaganda given the trends of declining party revenues and increasing
party expenditures at the expense of connection with the societal base since the mid-
1970s under four separate but evolutionary stages of “the elite party, the mass party,
the catch-all party, and the cartel party” (van Biezen, 2004: 706; Katz and Mair,

1995: 9; Katz and Mair, 2009: 756; Maclvor, 1996: 318).

Within the last phase, the cartelized variant, political party-to-political party
dimension prevails over political party-to-electorate dimension (Katz and Mair,

1995: 9). Parties explicitly or implicitly start to collaborate with each other to



maintain their organizational tenacity by narrowing down the “policy-space” and
delegating the responsibility of the certain issue areas to the public entities that are
not accountable to the electorate in the era of the globalized world in which the
market requires states to diminish their authority and autonomy (Blyth and Katz,
2005: 41-45). Final result of that trajectory is policy convergence between competing

parties in domestic politics.

The gap in this literature is its apparent lack of analysis about that current
party system’s influence on politically oligopolized countries’ foreign policy
behavior with each other. With respect to that argument, Keystone XL pipeline
project debate in U.S. and Canada at the federal government level since 2008 and
Turkish-American memorandum of understanding to host “the Army Navy
Transportable Radar Surveillance System (AN/TPY-2)” on Turkish eastern
Anatolian city Malatya’s Kiirecik district in September 2011 present “hypothesis-

generating case studies” (Lijphart, 1971: 692).

A 1.179-mile long pipeline, Keystone XL project is designed to transport oil
made from tar sands from Alberta in Canada to Nebraska in U.S. and later the crude
will be moved to the Gulf Coast that has the necessary infrastructure of refineries
(Eilperin, 2014; Pew Research Center, 2013: 2). Within U.S., throughout the debates,
prospective job creation, lessening energy dependence on the Middle East, and
declining energy costs for transportation and industrialization outweigh the expected
increase in the greenhouse gas emissions and highly probable environmental
degradation due to possible leakages along the pipeline route (Smith, 2013: 74). For

Canada, holding the same possible environmental costs constant, being an energy



export hub and reaping the benefits of that development for other sectors in the
economy are the focal points (Chastko, 2012: 166).

Accordingly, this study’s postulation is that when the agenda is about market-
related issue areas that pit economic growth against environmental protection like
pipeline construction, the cartel parties of two post-industrial Western liberal
democracies (Republican Party and Democratic Party in U.S. and Conservative and
Liberal Parties in Canada) may collaborate with each other to attain the realization of
that project at the expense of a certain proportion of the electorate inside and/or
outside of their constituents (i.e., environmentalists in U.S., and First Nation
communities in Canada) and of political parties (New Democratic Party, Green
Party, and Bloc Québécois in Canada) that are excluded from the domestic political

oligopoly due to legal and fiscal impediments created by their cartel rivals.

Further, a component of U.S. Department of Defense’s first phase of the
European Phased Adaptive Approach (EPAA) to protect Europe from any oncoming
ballistic missile threat (Whitmore and Deni, 2013: 29) [from Iran at the time-being],
Kiirecik radar station, which is 435 miles away from the Turkish-Iranian border’s
Western flank, is designed to spot any ballistic missile departure within its maximum
1.000 km range, and to deliver information about the departure’s origin to intercept
the missile on flight beforehand (Kiintay, 2013: 31; Kaya, 2011: 85-86). Within

Turkey, the debate about the radar station was twofold.

The first stage of the discussions started inside the parliament nearly a year
after the signature to locate the station in 2011 and they were mainly about the
identity of the rank-and-file in the base, presence of backdoors to share intelligence

with Israel, and the direction of the radar range (Mercan and Akbal, 2014: 513). The



second stage of the discussions, on the other hand, gained momentum inside the civil
society a month after the signature. The Initiative against the Missile Shield in
Kiirecik (Kiirecik’te Fiize Kalkanma Hayir Inisiyatifi) under the aegis of local
Kiirecik Platform (Kiirecik Platformu) started to release reports about the impact of
the radiation waves from radar base on human and natural life [like cancer formation,
dysfunctions in the nervous system, genetic disorder along with destruction of the
benign microorganisms for soil fertility and hence negative externalities for livestock

“the city’s main source of income”] (Goynii, 2015: 3).

Therefore, there was objection to that radar base’s construction and the socio-
political members of that resistance are: the opposition of minority members of
parliament (MP) inside the main opposition Republican People’s Party (CHP),
independent MP’s under Labour, Democracy and Freedom Bloc (Emek, Demokrasi
ve Ozgiirliik Bloku), Socialist Party of the Oppressed (Ezilenlerin Sosyalist Partisi),
Community Centres (Halkevleri), Initiative of the Seventy-Eighters (78’liler
Girigsimi), Workers” Movement Party (Emekg¢i Hareket Partisi) and Communist Party
of Turkey (Tiirkiye Komiinist Partisi) (Vardar, 2011). These socio-political actors are
also the ones who have been mostly hampered by the electoral and party system [list
proportional representation with Dhond’t and 10% electoral threshold]. Despite the
aforementioned opposition, the decision to agree with U.S. to deploy the radar
system by Turkish higher echelons happened at ease through by-passing the

legislative approval of the base.

Then, the second postulation of the study is that when the agenda is at the
intersection of the market-economy — military assistance and foreign direct

investment — and traditional sense of national security — national and alliance defense



—, the cartel parties of a post-industrial Western liberal democracy (Republican Party
and Democratic Party in U.S.) and partially free developing economy (Justice and
Development Party and Republican People’s Party in Turkey) may collaborate with
each other to attain the realization of that project at the expense of a certain
proportion of the electorate inside and/or outside of their constituents and of political
parties that are excluded from the domestic political oligopoly due to legal and fiscal

impediments created by their cartel rivals.

1.2.  Research Questions and Theoretical and Methodological Outline

By referring to the two case-specific statements of electoral and party system’s likely
impact on inter-state relations, this thesis aims to investigate a pattern of inter-state
party cartelization (cooperative foreign policy behavior) in the international relations
of countries with cartel party system with fourfold argumentation. First, if the
international negotiation topic is about pro-market polices [and is related to (non-)
conventional definition of national security], cooperation between cartelized parties
of negotiating states will increase. Second, if there emerges collusion between cartel
parties of these relevant states, that process of inter-state party cartelization will
occur through the exclusion of third parties, which are hampered fiscally and legally
by their country-specific political system. Third, if the political oligopoly supersedes
the third parties during foreign policy decision-making stage successfully, policy
space of foreign policy conduct will be circumscribed to limited alternatives. Fourth,
if the international negotiation topic is about pro-market polices [and is related to
(non-) conventional definition of national security] and there emerges no collusion

between the cartelized parties of the negotiating states due to one party’s decamping,



defector party of the political oligopoly will jeopardize its share of the public funding
and hence its organizational survival in the oncoming elections.
Thus, it is plausible to pose the following research question:
What are the implications of the cartel party
system for foreign policy decision-making
process of the countries whose electoral and party
systems are susceptible to cartelization of
domestic politics?
In addition to the main inquiry, the study aims to answer four sub questions:
What is the political economy of policy
convergence in foreign policy domain for the
politicians?
Based on this politico-economic legislator
behavior, is there a need of updating the
conceptualization on foreign policy decision-
making actors in terms of members of the
political cartelization and outliers of the political
oligopoly?
To what extent can this emergent or already
existing cooperative foreign policy behavior be
trend among other democracies with cartel party
system?
Does this phenomenon, inter-state party
cartelization, exhibit the tension between
democracy and market economy?
The theoretical background of that scrutiny will integrate James N. Rosenau’s
(1966) “pre-theories” framework with electoral and party systems literature from
comparative politics and will refer to the stream of foreign policy studies on
democratic peace theory that incorporate the basic conclusions of the first and the
latter. Methodologically, the study employs the most different systems design along
with bivariate statistical analyses [the Chi-square Statistics, and Pearson’s r] to

analyze any statistically important dependence between the dependent variable -

affirmative convergent legislative voting behavior espousing system-related



transnational projects — and the independent variables — system-orientation of the
political party positioning, responsiveness to the electorate, and exposure to the
systemic threats. For each case, there are three null hypotheses and their rejection or
acceptance would determine the presence or absence of any statistical relationship
between the dependent and each independent variable. These are:

H;: A relationship exists between relatively higher (/lower) cooperative
legislative voting behavior towards transnational project in consideration and system
orientation (/anti-system orientation) of the legislative political parties’ election
programs.

H,: A relationship exists between relatively higher (/lower) cooperative
legislative voting behavior towards transnational project in consideration and
preference gap (/congruity) between the electorate and the elected politicians.

His: A relationship exists between relatively higher (/lower) cooperative
legislative voting behavior towards transnational project in consideration and the
relevant country’s level of fragility to the system-related threats.

Lastly, after detailing the outcome of the decision-making process
statistically, Putnam’s (1988) two-level game analysis will be employed as the
foreign policy decision-making modeling in order to investigate the decision-making
process of these two case studies. Overall, theoretical and empirical added value of
this project will be enhancement of the explanatory power of comparative study of
foreign policy through narrowing the scope of comparison and by the addition of the

cartel party system into the canon along with bivariate statistics.



CHAPTER 2:

LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1.  Organization of the Selected Literature

Putting the inter-state party cartelization (cooperative foreign policy behavior among
countries with cartel party systems) postulation forward as the basis for a
“hypothesis-generating case study” (Lijphart, 1971: 692) necessitates reviewing the
literature about the electoral and party systems from comparative politics, James N.
Rosenau’s (1966) “pre-theories” framework within comparative study of foreign
policy that can integrate the basic assumptions of the specific party modeling
detailed, and the stream of foreign policy studies that incorporate the basic

conclusions of the first and the latter.

Therefore, throughout the review, first, comparative study of foreign policy
canon is inquired as being the potential framework of the analysis because there is an
intellectual avenue to pursue multivariate explanation and also to attain predictive
capability for foreign policy behavior (FP behavior) through expounding the
independent variables. Second, electoral and party systems are posited to be vital in

order to be able to account for the research question along with the pre-theory



canon’s learned lessons. Third, studies under the legacy of the combination of the
above-mentioned framework and systems are referred. Finally, the case studies of
this thesis are theoretically detailed by indicating the similarities and differences
between the expected results of the electoral and party systems and emergent

legislative and voting behavior on the relevant inter-state projects.

2.2. Comparative Study of Foreign Policy

Having been at the conjuncture of political science and international relations (IR),
comparative study of foreign policy (FP thereafter) has provided insight to examine
the interactive engagement between domestic politics and international affairs. By
giving reference to Gregor Mendel’s achievement of drawing a distinction between
“genotype and phenotype” in the area of genetics, comparative study of FP pioneered
by Rosenau (1966) aims at generating “a cross-national and multi-level theory of
foreign policy” (Hudson, 2005: 6, 9). The aspiration to generate a fully-fledged
theorization about FP behavior through utilizing “if-then hypotheses” has two root
causes, namely “intellectual and historical factors” (Rosenau, 1966: 27, 32; Rosenau,
1968: 300). Intellectually, the trend in political science in the 1950s was towards
structural-functional analysis throughout which the scrutiny was about looking for
similarities and differences between diverse government/state/society structures and
their resultant functions like integration/disintegration of the society or
upward/downward mobilization in the global value chain and in the standards of

living (Rosenau, 1968: 301-303).



Historically, rapid increase in the number of nation-states in-between 1955
and 1965 the period of decolonization, the development of thermonuclear weaponry,
and ascendancy of China as alternative power within the Communist bloc were the
epicenter of examination (Rosenau, 1968: 301-303). It is because that higher number
of states brought forth greater ratio of inter-state interaction at the systemic level.
Post-colonial states that once shared similar levels of development, the same political
regime and socio-ethnic-religious configuration showed different FP behavior
towards each other, the previous colonial nations, and the third-party states. Further,
the problems of credibility and stability in an environment of nuclear arms race had
different connotations in different regimes with different decision-making structures
and bureaucratic/organizational complexity. Finally, countries that ardently espoused
the same belief sets displayed divergent interpretations of the Communist credo,
different interaction/interconnection patterns with the world economy, and diverse

FP conducts within their bloc and with the Western bloc.

Hence, methodological and contextual imperatives of the time being urged
the scholars of foreign policy analysis (FPA) to look for general and testable
theories. In a similar fashion with their colleagues in political science, proliferation
of the structures and alteration in their quality and divergence in the consequent
functions necessitate closer inspection at comparative politics. Under the influence of
behavioralism in political science, scholars of this tradition have attempted to make
an “analogy” between the “vote” casted at the ballot box and FP behavior or “events”
to detect “law-like generalizations™ in international relations for the greater purpose
of delivering “general and verifiable theories about foreign policy” (Hermann and

Peacock, 1987: 16; Hudson, 2005: 9).
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Therefore, in order to ameliorate the vague positioning as combination of the
elements from domestic politics and international affairs and to create its
characteristic field, comparative foreign policy (CFP) had to hold “its own point of
view, its own theory, its own subject, its own discipline” (Roseanu, 1968: 310). With
regard to the frame of reference, there was agreement around the advancement of the
current explanatory and predictive power of FPA by accounting for the
interrelationship among the variations in the domestic-international milieu, the
spatio-temporal context, and cooperative/conflictive/neutral/indifferent FP conducts
(Roseanu, 1968: 311). With respect to the theorization, the inability to go beyond the
limitations of country specific descriptions, absence of standardized research
questions dealing with FP behavior, ambiguity of the criteria to categorize FP
behavior, and most importantly, unavailability of “comprehensive system of testable
generalizations” drained theoretical potentiality of CFP (Roseanu, 1966: 32). Failure
to attain that purpose, eventually, stimulated two debates within the literature about
the canon’s unit of analysis FP behavior’s place in the causal mechanism and about
the discipline in thought in the selected methodology of comparison (Hermann and

Peacock, 1987: 16, 19).

Throughout the initial discussion of CFP’s subject matter, the question was
about whether the FP phenomenon is independent, dependent, or intervening variable
or should it be located in a dialectical process whereby FP behavior interchanges
these three roles (Hermann and Peacock, 1987: 17). Hence, conceptualization and
operationalization of the causal mechanisms in comparative studies of FP have been
done through delineating three steps of “the initiatory, implementative, and
responsive stages” that also represent the independent, intervening, and dependent

variables, respectively (Roseanu, 1968: 311-313). Moreover, in the literature, there
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has been an endeavor to avoid the common fallacy of omitting the interactive linkage
between domestic and international affairs by dividing the independent and
dependent variables into two forms — internal and external (Roseanu, 1968: 312-
313). The first point here is that the internal elements are about the variables
particular to the nation-state in consideration like oncoming/recent elections, the
level of integration/fragmentation inside the ruling elite/society, geo-economic/geo-
political assets/deficiencies and military capability/weakness (Roseanu, 1968: 312-
314). On the other hand, the second point is about developments occurring as
external stimuli to the state such as cooperative/conflictive second- and/or third-
parties, financial crisis, natural disasters, regime changes within neighbour countries,

and proliferation/de-escalation in the armaments race (Roseanu, 1968: 312-314).

In the latter debate, the rationale behind the scientific growth of knowledge in
comparative methods was questioned such that under the aegis of behavioralism in
political science, there emerged two possible “scientific inquiries” in CFP, which
were ‘“neopositivist inductionism and Kuhnian normal science” (Hermann and
Peacock, 1987: 18). Throughout the first strand, there has been some degree of
generalizations about group decision-making, bilateral/multi-lateral FP behavior, and
third party involvement into interstate conflicts by aggregating certain empirical
results but neopositivist inductionism’s motivation of reaching for “a growing body
of verifiable knowledge” did not happen due to the canon’s inability to amalgamate
those findings into a broader theoretical framework (Hermann and Peacock, 1987:

18-21).

As for the Kuhnian approach in CFP, there was not much success because the

succession of obsolete paradigms by the up to date ones is void unless the relevant
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core premises have “the theoretical component” (Hermann and Peacock, 1987: 20-
21). In consideration of that dilemma between two logics of conducting research and
lack of a common theoretical framework, a third way was proposed based on
Lakatosian methodology of “juxtaposing competing theories within the larger
structure of a research program” (Hermann and Peacock, 1987: 21-22) about FP
behavior in a way that advancement of scientific knowledge occurs as long as these
theories’ empirical findings keep growing. In that respect, there assumed to be six
“theorizing efforts” that are Richard C. Snyder and his colleagues’ “decision-making
framework,” Rosenau’s CFP, Michael Brecher’s distinction between the “operational
and psychological environments,” Rudolph J. Rummel’s “Dimensionality of
Nations,” William Coplin and Michael O’Leary’s “the Programmated International
Computer Environment (PRINCE), Wilkenfeld and et al.’s “Interstate Behavior
Analysis,” and “the Comparative Research on the Events of Nations (CREON)”

(Hudson, 2005: 5; Hermann and Peacock, 1987: 22-29).

Within CFP, especially, CREON is in need of particular attention. By
collecting FP events data from a variety of sources such as newspapers and official
press releases under the aegis of “whom-did-what-to-whom-when-where”
questionnaire structure, events data analysis aims at detecting patterns of cooperation
and conflict in foreign affairs and creating ground for predicting their future
trajectory (Schrodt and Yonamine, 2013: 15-16). Hence, this branch of CFP
improved itself in three requirements of being a field — point of view, subject, and
discipline. As for the first, the data set’s codification procedure that inquires the
actors, their behavior, the recipient of that behavior, and the spatio-temporal context
of the event is in line with the aforementioned frame of reference. As for the second

necessity of being a field — CFP’s subject matter, the independent variables are the
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three national attributes of the state’s territorial size, level of economic development,
and political system; and the dependent variables are “verbal/nonverbal cooperative

behavior and verbal/nonverbal conflictive behavior” (Richardson, 1987: 168-169).

The variables that lay behind CREON’s “logic of inquiry” are threefold and

their reasoning is that:

(1) largeness/smallness of the territorial size determines the number of actors
that the state has to engage with on its borders, the extent of the domestic population
and their variety of concerns/problems/interests in the international arena, the ratio of
natural resources inside the borders, the complexity and hugeness of the
bureaucratization, the level of self-sustenance, and the intensity of the conventional

army;

(2) level of economic development conditions the position in the global value
chain and status in the global distribution of labor, complexity and specialization of
the bureaucratization, pressure of the interest groups to maintain status quo in the
international political-economic system and to engage more/less with foreign actors
in domains of trade and finance, and advancement of the military-industrial

complexity; and

(3) open/closed regime affects the limitations on certain FP conducts due to
the mechanisms of political accountability and separation of powers among
judiciary, legislative, and executive, the  public’s variety of
concerns/problems/interests in the international arena and the level of engagement
with foreign actors, complexity, hugeness, and specialization of the

bureaucratization, the extent of the involvement into international trade and finance,
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and the strength of the conventional/nonconventional army (East and Hermann,

1974: 273-283).

As for the third necessity, the discipline in thought, scholars of events data
analysis successfully made/make use of advanced methodologies like “linear
regression models, time series, hidden Markov models, sequence analysis, and vector
auto regression” (Schrodt and Yonamine, 2013: 17). Nonetheless, pure large-N
statistics without theorization only produced great amounts of correlations,
statistically significant relationships, and hypotheses that blackbox the state as
unified and rational actor as opposed to FPA academia’s choice for actor-specific
theories. These studies that account for the variance among national attributes and
international environment leave the variance of the variables inside the states and the

ones embedded in the larger system.

In that respect, given CFP canon’s lack of theoretical basis that can offer an
intellectual avenue of modus operandi to draw inferences from the data generated by
certain research tradition to accumulate knowledge, scholars like James N. Rosenau
(1966), Stephen J. Andriole and et al. (1975) have/had proclivity for abstract
frameworks and pre-theories (Caporaso and et al., 1988: 37). With the purpose of
attaining a basis for comparing and contrasting FP behavior of the sample countries,
“a pre-theory of foreign policy” puts forward five-fold explanantia whose names
may be different but their essence remains the same throughout the canon (Andriole
and et al., 1975: 165-166). These are the following: “(1) the idiosyncratic, (2) role,
(3) governmental, (4) societal, and (5) systemic variables” (Andriole and et al.,

1975: 165-166).
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For these five variables, (a) peculiarities of the individual ranging from belief
systems to learned lessons of the past in the first set, (b) requirements of the
bureaucratic standing occupied by the relevant person(s) in the second set, (c)
prohibitive/permissive nature of the political system over foreign policy decision
making (FPDM) in the third set, (d) “non-governmental aspects of a society” such as
level of convergence/divergence around particular identities/values in the fourth set,
and (e) dynamics and developments unfolding externally to the society in
consideration in the final set are part and parcel of the aforementioned “pre-theory”

(Rosenau, 1966: 43).

Notwithstanding the fact that those five parts are the determinants of FP
conduct, “pre-theory” formation requires reckoning with measurement of those
independent variables’ “relative potencies” (Andriole and et al., 1975:171) vis-a-vis
the observed external FP behavior. With regard to that prerequisite, four assessment
tools are brought forth: country typology, degree of penetration in the political
system, issue classification, and determination of the means-ends viability (Rosenau,
1966: 47-48, 53, 65, 68, 71, 82-83, 85-86). Consequently, ordering of the
independent variables is based on the state’s territorial size of being large or small,
level of economic (under)development, openness/closeness of its political system,
scope of the issue areas in its national agenda (regarding “status, territory, and
(non)human resources”), and specification of that issue areas based on the degree of

means-ends “tangibility” (Rosenau, 1966: 90-91).

Nevertheless, pre-theories framework is problematic into two facets that are
unclear conceptualization of the variables in the causal mechanism and limitations of

the methodology and theory. Firstly, the boundary between the variables
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idiosyncrasy and role is amorphous because it does not reckon with the fact that the
role in the bureaucracy could demand certain set of personal characteristics like
discreetness and experience as such the two overlap (Andriole and et al., 1975:170-
171). Secondly, given the ambition of CFP to carry out inferential statistics, there
appears to be no clear procedure to quantify peculiarities of the individuals and their
role in the bureaucracy (Hudson, 2005: 28-30). Thirdly, the systemic variable is
unclear regarding its context whether as “inter-state, multi-state, or global” (Andriole

and et al., 1975:170-171).

Further, pre-theory was methodologically and theoretically “time-bounded”
by anchoring the inquiry into Cold War paradigm for which the prime unit of
analysis is the state, the paramount dependent variable is about extension/contraction
of the spheres of influence through cooperative/conflictive behavior, and the
fundamental principle that re-orders the independent variables is prevention of the
rival’s expansionist objectives (Rosenau, 1973: 428; Rosenau, 1984: 251).
Temporally, the concepts of the pre-theory cannot travel into the post Cold War era
because proliferation of cross-border trade, trans-nationalization of consumption and
production, and global interdependency in finance at the macro-level, and
promulgation and protection of individual interests and rights via civic associations
and growing importance of identity in politics at the micro-level pave the way to

“pervasive breakdown of [state] authority” (Rosenau, 1984: 251).

The emergent “sub-groupism” that is the presence of separate relationships of
“loyalty, authority, demand articulation, and identity formation” (Rosenau, 1984:
253-254) from the existent ones at the state level necessitates also looking into the

sub-state systems like electoral and party systems. Therefore, the analysis of FP
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behavior takes sub-state, state, and systemic levels’ three-way interaction into
account. The individual actors may have a say in domains of politics and economy at
the sub-state level through mass parties and later catch-all parties along with anti-
austerity, anti-war, and/or anti-market positions (Rosenau, 1984: 259). However, the
costs that those individuals would incur in domains of economy, finance, and
security by the impositions of the system in the era of globalization enforce the turn

towards center or center-right market-friendly positioning in the political spectrum.

Hence, the revision of the pre-theory framework alludes to the relative
autonomy of the state from the dominant political-economic classes in the society as
such it calls for “political economy framework of comparative foreign policy”
(Moon, 1987: 35, 37-38). Given the significance of foreign direct investment (FDI)
in the case of “capital accumulation” and the act of legitimizing that interconnection
and interaction between the market economy and steady functioning of the state
mechanism and the politicians’ survival endeavor in office as an “issue of national
security,” the range of policy choices both at the domestic politics and FPDM
become restricted to diminishing array of pro-market/system choices (Moon, 1987:
37-38, 44). Hence, the key to narrate the revisions of the pre-theory in addition to its
original premise is to choose the right sub-state system, which in this analysis is
cartel party system (Katz and Mair, 1995) and it will be detailed in the next sub-

section of this chapter.

Lastly, moving downward in the “levels of abstraction” from ‘“high level” to
“medium level categories” with less emphasis on “cross-area comparisons among
heterogeneous contexts” and more on “intra-area comparisons among relatively

homogenous contexts” (Sartori, 1970: 1044) can be beneficial for the canon to
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deliver more valid conclusions. The rationale for that proposition is that each
independent variable has different developmental trajectory in each setting that
would reflect diverse end products. Consequently, “pre-theory of foreign policy”
should direct the focus just on “large and small” countries with “developed economy
and open polity” (Rosenau, 1966: 90-91) or post-industrial Western liberal
democracies so to speak. Hence, ordering of the “relative potencies” of the “pre-
theory” variables of CFP regarding the “large and small” countries with “open polity

and developed economy” is in need of adjustment.

When the issue was territorial and blended with market economy and national
security both in traditional and nontraditional sense in those Western liberal
democracies with advanced economies, the order from highest to lowest impact was
the following: “(1) role, (2) systemic, (3) societal, (4) governmental, and (5)
idiosyncratic” (Rosenau, 1966: 90). It was no surprise that during the time when the
dominant party model was a mass party where parties were the “links between the
state and civil society,” (Katz and Mair, 1995: 11) societal variables were above the
governmental features. However, today, in these same states with cartel party
systems where the global economic system necessitates its rules to be followed by
international and national actors, the new ordering seems to be the following: (1)
systemic, (2) governmental, (3) role, (4) idiosyncratic, and (5) societal. Therefore, in
order to explain the dependent variable that is FP behavior in “pre-theory of foreign

2

policy,” there is a need for updating the relationship between “societal” and
“governmental” variables with the help of integrating electoral and party systems

literature into the research.
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2.3.  Electoral and Party Systems

In the ensuing instances of Italy and the Federal Republic of Germany following the
end of World War II and successive cases of party organizations’ inclusion within
constitution, political parties haven been discerned as the essential condition of
democracy in Western Europe (van Biezen, 2004: 702, 705, 708). Nonetheless,
surveying the developmental trajectories of parties as monolithic entities pursuing
singular evolutionary stages would blackbox the variability of the mechanisms
behind representative democracy. Hence, it is essential to review comparative

politics literature on electoral and party systems.

Similar to the pressure of the international political-economic system on
individual decision-makers at the state level to narrow down the policy alternatives
to the central positions, at the sub-state systemic level, electoral systems determine
the extension and contraction of the scope for policy choices for the politicians in
three ways. First, majoritarian or proportional nature of the electoral formula
determines the spatial scope of the electorate whose interests, concerns, and

problems are prime importance to the politicians who want to be (re-)elected.

When the criteria to be elected requires just more than half of the valid votes
casted at the ballot box in districts with single seats to the parliament, the parties and
politicians that have limited resources in terms of money and human power and
limited information about each voters’ attitude would want to locate their election
promises and their deliveries to the half of the electorate inhabitant of the politically
crucial districts (Rodden, 2009: 336-337). On the other hand, when the formula is
proportional for which seats in the parliament are distributed based on the

percentages of the valid votes received by the candidates and the parties and for
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which each voter’s choice is relevant without any district and majority status
discrimination, politicians have to stand for the whole electorate (Rodden, 2009:

336-337).

Second, majoritarian — proportional distinction in the electoral formula
shapes the voting behavior of the voters and hence it limits the policy alternatives of
the parties. Given the inability of expressing divergent policy programs and lack of
coalitional nature in the executive unlike the proportional systems, the electorate of
the districts where majority is the middle-class and the rule is majoritarian would
want to cast their votes to the parties on the right to prevent the ascendancy of the
left and its redistributive policies because the prospective government formed by the
leftist party and the legislative dominated by the left-oriented MPs will leave little
capability to the rightist politicians to voice their bases’ interests and concerns

(Carey and Hix, 2013: 3-4).

Thirdly, the majoritarian — proportional electoral formula distinction affects
the level of voter dealignment from the elections and consequently alters the
attributes of the median voter and their respective political party preference and those
parties’ left-right platform. Since each voter in proportional systems hold the belief
that their acts of voting are taken into account without any district and majority status
distinction, the voter turnout in each legislative election is high compared to
majoritarian systems (Rodden, 2009: 337-338). Therefore, the numbers of the
electorate with poor standards of living will increase and the government party and
competing parties in the elections will tilt towards redistributive taxation and social
expenditures (Rodden, 2009: 337-338). Ergo, it becomes imperative to review the

debates inside the electoral systems literature thoroughly.
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Having been the framework whereby “citizens’ votes [are translated] into
representatives’ seats,” the electoral systems composed of three elements — “the
electoral formula, the district magnitude, and the electoral threshold” (Lijphart, 1994:
1, 7, 10) — determine two aspects of the broader political systems that are
(dis)proportionality of the elections and type of political party systems. It is because
that the scale of voter exclusion depends on the electoral rules and those regularities

determine the number of parties capable of representation inside the legislative.

Based on the definition of democracy by Daniel Webster in 1830 as “people’s
government, made for the people, made by the people, and answerable to the
people,” the perennial question in political science and in politics is in need of
further elaboration: who will govern and who will be represented when there are
divergent interests between majority/plurality of the voters and minority of the
public? (Lijphart, 1999: 1-2). The classical answer revolved around the disparity
between majoritarian and consensus democracy where the proponents of the first
stand for the advantages of stability in the cabinet and effectiveness of the policy
implementation and advocates of the latter postulate that bargaining and compromise
inside the coalitional governments would bring forth plurality of the voices as such it
would cement socio-political integration in the regime further based on five
dimensions: (1) centralization/decentralization of the governmental power inside
“single-party majority cabinets/multi-party coalitions,” (2) balance of power between
the executive and legislative and the relative autonomy/dependency of the latter
from/on the former, (3) the numbers of parties in the legislative — “two-party vs.

multi-party systems,” (4) disproportionality of the electoral formulas, and (5)
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relationship of the interest groups with the state mechanism — pluralism vs.

corporatism (Lijphart, 1999: 1-3).

Nonetheless, that sort of continuum misses the points of variation among the
Western liberal democracies in terms of “electoral formula, district magnitude,
electoral threshold, total membership of the body to be elected, the influence of the
presidential elections on legislative elections, malapportionment, and inter-party
links” (Lijphart, 1999: 144-146). Hence, the first debate in the literature reckons with
the level of discrepancy between the votes received in the elections and the seats
gained after the elections and is structured around two approaches standing for
empirical and normative concerns. Empirically, there are three major formulas —
majoritarian one (with its subdivisions plurality, majority-plurality, and the
alternative vote); proportional representation (PR) method (with its subdivisions list
PR, mixed member proportional formula, and single transferable vote); and
intermediate systems (limited vote, single nontransferable vote, parallel plurality-PR)

(Lijphart, 1994: 18, 21-23, 40).

In the first group, (a) the plurality rule or First-Past-the Post (FPTP) is about
selection of the candidate who attains the most votes irrespective of “whether a
majority or plurality of them;” (b) the majority-plurality rule is about selection of the
candidates in two rounds throughout which the ones who could not pass the
minimum cut-off points are eliminated in the first round and the winner is
determined based on his/her absolute majority in the first ballot, if not, based on
his/her success of receiving plurality of the votes in the second round; and (c)
alternative vote is about giving voters more than one preference at the ballot box and

the selection of the candidate is based on winning the absolute majority in the first
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preferences, if not, the votes of the candidates who receive the fewest are eliminated
and then transfer of their vote shares to the remaining candidates in the upward order
of preference is expected to create a winner with the majority of the votes (Lijphart,

1999: 146-147).

In the second group, (a) the list PR is about the provision of party lists of
candidates at the ballots and the citizens’ choice for one party list or joint list and is
about reflecting distribution of the seats in the legislative in proportion to the
percentage of the votes received with the exception of d’Hondt, which displays
relatively “slight bias in favor of large parties;” (b) mixed-member proportional
(MMP) formula is about giving each voter two votes to select candidates in the
district and to select party lists in order to alleviate any disproportionality between
vote shares and seat allocations in the district results; and (c) the single-transferable
vote (STV) is about selection of the candidate by asking voters at the ballot box to
rank their choices in order as such the votes of the ones who could not pass the cut-
off points will go to the ones in the next order upward and the surplus of the votes of
the ones who passed the threshold to be elected will go to the ones in the next order

downward (Lijphart, 1999: 147-149).

In the last group, (a) the limited vote is about selecting the candidates who
win majority of the votes but citizens have limited amount of votes grounded on the
numbers of seats in their districts as such any increase in the district magnitude
(seats) means movement towards PR from plurality; (b) single non-transferable vote
(SNTYV) is similar to the limited vote but in SNTV voters have just one vote and the
candidates with the greatest ratio of the vote shares win their respective seats in

multi-member districts; (c) and parallel plurality-PR rule is about selecting some
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parts of the legislators by plurality in districts with single seats and some parts of the
candidates by PR but unlike MMP, these two votes of the electorate are not aimed at
compensating the disproportionality in the district elections because the two are held

separately (Lijphart, 1999: 149).

Normatively, the question 1is about the interrelationship between
(dis)proportionality of the election results under the aegis of one of the three
categorical electoral formulas and stability of governance through concern for
representation’s scale of inclusion/exclusion (Blais, 1991: 240, 243). The
complementary measures to gauge the level of that representative
inclusion/exclusion are the following: the increase/decrease in the number of seats
(district magnitude) and the electoral formula’s bias against or in favor of small
parties, higher/lower electoral thresholds, the extent of the total seats available in the
legislature and the electoral formula’s bias against or in favor of large parties,
projection of the success of larger parties in the presidential elections into the
legislative elections at the expense of small parties due to the electoral formula of the
presidential election (plurality vs. majority run-off), the assignment of
disproportionate seat shares to the electorate with smaller number of voters
compared to the districts with the same seat shares but with greater registered voters
(malapportionment), and inclusion of small parties that could not pass electoral
threshold by themselves via creation of joint lists (Lijphart, 1999: 150, 153-154, 156-
157). Overall, in terms of proportionality from highest to lowest value based on the
parameters of representation threshold, district magnitude (the number of seats
allocated per district), the district size, and the voting type could be the following:
PR, intermediate systems, and majoritarian formula (Lijphart, 1994: 20, 25, 40;

Blais, 1991: 248-249, 254-255).
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For the second part that addresses the causal relationship between electoral
formula’s (dis)proportionality outcome and the number of parties and those parties’
likely minority/majority status in the legislatives, the debate is about two levels of
measurement, which are categorical and interval (McDonald and Ruhl, 1989: 9;
Lijphart, 1994: 57, 72). The criticism directed towards number-based party system
categorization in terms of unipartism, twopartism, and multipartism is that integers
disregard the dimensions of political power concentration and scales of political

fragmentation and polarization (Sartori, 2005: 105; Maor, 1997: 31-32).

In consequence, within unipartism, one party system depends on the
condition that there is only one party that is legal and the rest are excluded due to
monopolization of the political power as opposed to the contexts where either small
parties are allowed to keep presence by the ruling party under the rubric of
hegemonic party or small parties along with the ruling party are equally present in
the system but the latter wins in each successive electoral process through
predominant party system (McDonald and Ruhl, 1989: 9-10). Within twopartism,
two parties contend for the majority of the votes on an equal footing (Lijphart, 1994:
67). Within multipartism, “low fragmentation” or the number of parties less than five
defines moderate pluralism whereas “high fragmentation with low polarization” or
the number of parties greater than five and smaller distance in the ideological
spectrum of the parties in toto portray polarized pluralism (Sartori, 2005: 105; Maor,
1997: 31-32). For the atomization to emerge, greater ideological distance with

number of parties greater than five is necessary (Sartori, 2005: 112-113).

On the other hand, parameters of the “effective number of elective and

parliamentary parties” (Lijphart, 1994: 57) are the most relevant factors for the
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studies that utilize interval level of measurement. Based on the consensus within the
literature, modified “Rae index of party system fractionalization” [N = 1/3'S;?, where
S; is the i" party’s seat share percentages] gives a party numbers index whose range
starts from 1 and 1 stands for unipartism, 2 for twopartism, and 3,...,n for
multipartism (Lijphart, 1994: 68-69). Given that index’s ability to display the
effective number of parties and their relative strength vis-a-vis their counterparts in
the legislative, the two party systems and multi-party systems are further subdivided
into two, which are two party systems, two-and-a-half party systems, multi-party
systems with a dominant party, and multi-party systems without a dominant party
(Lijphart, 1999: 66-67). The effective number of parties that equals to 2 stands for
the two party systems; the N that is in-between 2,5 and 3, exclusive, indicates two-
and-a-half party systems; and if N is greater than or equal to 3 and the government
party’s vote percentages are in-between 40% and 50%, inclusive, then there is multi-
party systems with dominant party as opposed to the situation where N is greater
than or equal to 3 but total votes are equally shared among three or more parties

(Geyikei, 2011: 14).

In the same vein with the electoral system’s impact on narrowing down the
policy choices of the politicians, the numbers of parties in the party systems and
convergence and divergence around certain issue areas are interconnected.
Categorically, the issues that Western liberal democratic societies deal with can be
classified into seven groups: “the socio-economic, the religious, the cultural-ethnic,
the urban-rural, regime support, the foreign policy, and post-materialist issues”
(Lijphart, 1999: 79). The left-right division in the party identification of the voters
and political party platforms calls for different positions inside the regime on welfare

spending, social programs to eradicate poverty, unemployment and illiteracy,
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redistributive taxation, gay marriages, the use of contraception, abortion, sex
education in public schools, positive discrimination towards ethno-culturally
different individuals or group of them, responsiveness to the interests, problems, and
concerns of the farmers, cognizance of anti-systemic parties inside the society,
alliance formation through band-wagoning or balancing along with cooperative or
conflictive FP conduct or the choice for isolationism, and finally, the extent of
citizens’ direct participation into the governance of their daily lives (“participatory
democracy”) and environment-friendly policy subscriptions (Lijphart, 1999: 79, §82-

89).

Given the ideal condition of mutual exclusion among those issues, the socio-
political divergence on each of those matters inside the regime requires higher
numbers of parties because each conflict on the relevant dimension displays one
variant of the socio-political-economic interest that is in pursuit of being represented
at the state level and the intermediary to do that is political parties (Lijphart, 1999:
87-88). The Taagepera — Grofman formula of the “relationship between the effective
number of parties (N) and the issue dimensions (I)” [N =1 + 1] indicates the positive
correlation between the two with the inference that two party systems cannot handle
more than one issue divergence unless they overlap due to the fact that their focus on
catching the median-voter leaves the other segments of the electorate unrepresented

(Lijphart, 1999: 88-89).
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2.3.1. Cartel Party System

Overtime, political parties have led to a pattern of convergence around market-
friendly center and center-right positions irrespective of electoral and party system
classifications and hence have started to create their own logic of survival with
systematized interactions in order to resist forthcoming challenges to their privileged
positions either coming from the electoral system itself or from new competitors.
Consegently, political parties have undergone an institutional and ideational change
“from the traditionally voluntary private associations towards parties as public
utilities” (van Biezen, 2004: 701). Then, there have been inclinations towards
“symbiosis between parties and state” within which state subsidies for their
organizational sustenance are acknowledged to be legitimate (Katz and Mair, 1995:

6; van Biezen, 2004: 705).

The general literature on political party models focuses on the relationship
between political parties and civil society in terms of inputs (votes) and outputs
(policies). On the other hand, Katz’s and Mair’s (1995) “the cartel party thesis”
enquiries into the evolutionary transformation of political parties from the cadre
party to the mass party, to the catch-all party, to the cartel party in Western Europe in
terms of their organizational design and relationship with the state mechanism (Katz
and Mair, 1995: 9; Katz and Mair, 2009: 756; Maclvor, 1996: 317). The cartel party
is the last stage of that lineage where political parties start to anchor themselves into
the state mechanism by reliance on public funding flowing from the state coffers
based on their performance in the elections (Katz and Mair, 1995: 17). Moreover,

they simultaneously begin to distance themselves from the grass-root activists and
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more importantly from civil society, which is one constituent of the political party

system in addition to the parties and the state (Katz and Mair, 1995: 15).

The repercussions of that sort of organization for the political party system is
ultimately “cartelization” throughout which parties explicitly or implicitly
collaborate with each other to maintain their survival (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 41-45).
They accomplish that task by narrowing down the “policy-space” and delegating the
responsibility of the certain issue areas to the public entities [like pursuit of monetary
policies under central bank independence] that are not accountable to the electorate
in the era of the globalized world in which the market requires states to diminish
their authority and autonomy (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 41-45). The tentative cases
susceptible to that system are Austria, Denmark, Germany, Finland, Norway,
Sweden, Italy, Canada, Israel, Turkey, United Kingdom, and U.S. (Katz and Mair,
1995: 17; Blyth and Katz, 2005: 46, 48, 51; Maclvor, 1996; Yishai, 2001; Uysal,

2011; Gengkaya, 2002).

The international political and economic system has three components in the
advancement of that development in those (post-industrial Western) liberal
democracies: ascendancy of the need for capital accumulation that can be achieved
through higher rates of exports and higher ratios of FDI inflow; consequently, the
state decision-makers’ declining ability and will to interfere into the free flow of
goods, services, and capital in order not to disrupt the accumulation process; and
finally politicians’ trade-off between market-friendly growth economy and
redistributive social spending and pro-environment policies (Blyth and Katz, 2005:
41). At sub-state systemic level, the electoral and party systems pave the way to the

continuing political presence and increasing strength of the existent parties at the
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expense of the other parties and that systemic exclusion has been furthered via
parties’ twofold acts — intra-party proclivity towards dependence on state and inter-

party propensity towards collusion (Katz and Mair, 1995: 17).

One facet of the end result of that process is policy convergence between
competing parties in domestic politics. The second facet is the break in the
relationship between the agents (political parties) and “external principals (voters)
and internal principals (party members and activists)” (Kitschelt, 2000: 151) and
instead external principals become the providers of FDI and internal principal turns
out to be state, provider of the public funds. Nonetheless, that kind of account for the
“malfunctioning of democracy” due to the apathy among the elected politicians
towards the problems, concerns, and interests of the electorate and also due to the
former’s constant act of domination over the latter is not new for the political parties

literature (Lipset, 1968: 412; Kitschelt, 2000: 152).

Based on the findings of Robert Michels in his book Political Parties: A
Sociological Study of the Oligarchical Tendencies of Modern Democracy (1911), by
nature, any sort of large-scale societal organization such as “nation-states, trade
unions, political parties, and churches” necessitates bureaucratization and
rationalization in a Weberian sense and hence introduces an increased scale of the
rule of the few over the masses along with the loss of inter-connection between the
“top and the rank-and-file members” (Lipset, 1968: 412-413). Since these
organizations’ oligarchs have advantages in domains of institutional experience,
technical know-how, communication-transportation, and discourse dissemination,
monopolization of the political power among a class of professionalized politicians

who always desire political survival in office becomes the case at hand (Kitschelt,
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2000: 156-157). With respect to that original postulation, the added value of Katz
and Mair’s (1995) cartel party thesis is about delineating one sort of variation from
the prime objectives by one of those organizations — political parties — to sustain the
tenacity of their organizational survival, which was predicted by Michels (1911)

(Lipset, 1968: 421).

That deviation is from competition among the rivals to be selected in the on-
coming election to collusion among the rivals to remain in the political scene
persistently by making sure the constant flow of public funding into the party coffers.
The problem in the cartel party thesis (Katz and Mair, 1995) is that it could not
properly take into account the fact that convergence around center policy positions
among parties may not be about the break in the relationship between the principal
and the agent but it might be about the incentives of the parties to move towards the
interests of the newly emerged “voters in a post-industrial capitalism” after the end
of Cold War the time frame after which redistributive and pro-environment policies
lag behind the expectations of the new and dominant classes in favor of the growth

economy (Kitschelt, 2000: 164).

2.4. Democratic Peace Theory Studies on Foreign Policy Decision-Making

Within broader perspective, this thesis’ research question takes comparative politics
as its reference point while designing the hypotheses. Therefore, there emerges a
need to review the literature that incorporates the findings of comparative politics
and comparative study of FP in order to classify the cartelized party system’s impact

on FP behavior. Having been at the intersection of electoral and party systems and
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FP, the studies within this field, first, make critique of blackboxing representative
democracy by referring to (dis)proportionality of the election processes due to
certain electoral formulas and then, reach revised conclusions for both FPDM and
democratic peace theory’s monadic and dyadic assertions (Kaarbo, 2008; Elman,
2000; Hagan and et al., 2001; Prins and Sprecher, 1999; Palmer and et al., 2004;

Ireland and Gartner, 2001; Reiter and Tillman, 2002).

In a similar manner with (but implicitly referencing) Maurice Duverger’s act
of designating the impacts of the disproportional electoral systems as “mechanical
and psychological” where the first is about the electoral procedure that leads to
majoritarian outcomes and the latter is about the mental act of the voters not to
choose the parties incapacitated by the system in order not to “waste their vote,
energies, and money,” there has been an endeavor to classify multiparty coalition
cabinets’ FP behavior degree of extremity towards aggression or peace and also to
set forth the conditions for the executive enforcement of the relevant behavior
through accounting both the institutions and agent psychology (Kaarbo, 2008: 57,

Hagan and et al., 2001: 170; Lijphart, 1994: 70-72).

Accordingly, presence/absence of established “decision rules,” coalition
partners’ level of resistance capability against extreme junior partners’ manipulation
and threats, the cabinets’ extent of legitimacy in the public opinion, and
responsibility allotment determine the aforementioned classification and conditions
(Hagan and et al., 2001: 177-178; Kaarbo, 2008: 62, 64-65, 67). Furthermore, since
the focus is on representative democracy, it has been put forward that normative
dimension of the democratic peace claims are the same for the relevant democracies

in consideration and instead center of attention should be located to the structural
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dimensions and the effect of their variability on single-party and coalition cabinets’
risk-taker/risk-aversive/risk-mutual attitude in inter-state militarized disputes (Ireland

and Gartner, 2001: 550; Kaarbo, 2008: 59).

With regard to that causality, approximately exhaustive independent variables
that are emphasized to be statistically significant are the number of parties in the
legislative (fragmentation), ideological distance between the parties (polarization),
(dis)proportional electoral formula, location of the governments on the left-right
spectrum, and the strength of the check and balance systems and the dependent
variables are either “dispute escalation” or “dispute initiation,” which are militarized
in nature (Palmer and et al., 2004: 2; Ireland and Gartner, 2001: 547; Reiter and

Tillman, 2002: 811; Elman, 2000: 93; Prins and Sprecher, 1999: 279).

2.5. Case Studies and Conclusion

Given the commonality of adhering to plurality rule or FPTP electoral formula for
the national legislatives, U.S. and Canadian domestic political contexts have been
susceptible to concentration of political power between two parties at the expense of
the rest whose condition of incapacitation is understandable through reading
Duverger’s aforementioned “mechanical and psychological” explanations (Lijphart,
1994: 18, 70-72). Since the proposal of the Keystone XL pipeline project in U.S. and
Canada in 2008, there also has been an espousal of convergence in the issue area of
FP with reference to oil market’s ability for job creation (temporary in nature),
diversification of energy sources with less costs of industrialization, and

transportation at the expense of environment similar to global economic system’s
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insistence on the cartelized political actors in domestic politics for convergence
around certain-market friendly policies that enforce lessening of public spending and

state authority (Chastko, 2012: 175; Smith, 2013: 74).

With regard to that case, electoral and party systems are supposed to
stimulate cooperative FP behavior for both countries unlike the dependent variable of
FP studies that disaggregate democracy to be able to account for conflictive FP
behavior. In order to uncover the pattern behind that development, three hypotheses
are put forward, which are about “political factors, economic attitudes, and proximity
to the pipeline” (Gravelle, 2013: 4). In the first postulation, voters take the signals
from the representatives they voted for such that they emulate the decisions of their
leaders as their preferences; in the second one, calculation of relative maximization
of gains or minimization of losses determines the voters’ attitudes; and in the last
one, location of the voters’ households compared to the pipeline’s route shapes their

courses of action (Gravelle, 2013: 5-7).

In the context of both countries, except the third hypothesis on geographical
closeness to the pipeline, the first two propositions somewhat correspond to reality
(Gravelle, 2013: 24). Inference from this conclusion is that the “pattern ... in the late
1990s and [early] 2000s” of voting about energy agenda in U.S. Congress along
“regional lines ... [of] coal states versus non-coal states or urban versus rural” has
turned out to be “partisan stance” at the federal level where Republicans pursue the
presidential approval of the project and Democrat representatives and their core
constituents, like labor unions, have started to follow their counterparts’ path (Kranc,
2013: 69; Eilperin, 2014; Pew Research Center, 2013; 1). In Canada, on the other

hand, the voting pattern is through “party lines” such that cartel of Conservative and
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Liberal Parties together with their electorate hold the highest support ratios to the
project as opposed to the outliers of oligopoly, such as New Democratic Party, Green
Party, and Bloc Québécois and their grass roots’ opposition (Kranc, 2013: 70,

Abacus Data Poll, 2012: 12).

The flow of pressure to materialize the aforementioned pipeline project is
from a country with federal parliamentary system with multiple parties and
majoritarian formula to a country with federal presidential system with two parties
and majoritarian formula. Moreover, the two are territorially large, politically open,
and economically advanced. For the recipient of the market-oriented imposition by
the system, U.S., the issue area is territorial that is at the intersection of the market
economy, particularly FDI, and non-traditional variant of national security —
employment sustainability/creation and energy source diversification. That
entanglement between the capital accumulation through FDI inflow and national
security conceptualization that legitimizes the state’s relative dependency on the
dominant classes in the society are in line with the assumptions of the political

economy framework of CFP.

Nonetheless, there is also an academic imperative to search for a benchmark
to rigorously study the possible emergence or absence of cartelization on the pipeline
project between Canada and U.S. because single case could only function as
description. Therefore, in order to transform added value of the research to an
explanatory framework, there should be an examination of another case where flow
of the pressure should be from a federal presidential system with two parties and
majoritarian formula to a centralized state with parliamentary system, multiple

parties and proportional formula in order to measure the relative impact of federalism

36



— centralized state structure, presidential — parliamentarian system, and majoritarian

— proportional formulas on FP behavior.

Moreover, the issue again should be territorial, which is directly related with
market economy and national security but in a traditional form of national defense in
order to see the relative impact of the traditional and non-traditional forms of
national security blended with the market on cooperative FP behavior. Lastly, while
the former should still be territorially large, politically open, and economically
advanced, the latter state should have these three national attributes with middle
characteristics — territorially medium-sized, partly free, and economically developing
country to gauge whether these attributes are also effective in reaching out agreement
in relevant issue areas.

The case that appears to fit to the expected benchmark is Turkish-American
agreement to locate “the Army Navy Transportable Radar Surveillance System
(AN/TPY-2)” on Turkey’s Kiirecik district in September 2011 (Kaya, 2011). It is
because that Turkey has the expected requirements to compare and contrast the
effects of the electoral and party systems by holding a party-list PR system,
particularly d’Hondt, a parliamentary democracy with multiple parties, centralized
state structure, partly free democratic regime, mid-sized territory, and emergent

economic power base.

Similar to the Keystone XL pipeline project proposal, the issue area in
Kiirecik is also territorial but is at the intersection of the market-economy and
traditional sense of national security — national and alliance defense. Moreover, the
same frame of hypothesizing in the Keystone case through “political factors,

economic attributes, and proximity” (Gravelle, 2013: 4) [to the radar site] is also
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viable in the Kiirecik case. Despite the clear pattern of Turkish public opinion’s
unfavorable attitude both to U.S. and NATO in-between 2004 and 2011, the decision
to agree with U.S. to deploy the radar system by Turkish higher echelons happened
at ease in a context where the main opposition Republican People’s Party (CHP) did
not want to oppose to the deployment in order not to give the impression of their
party platform on FP at the left and so in order not to lose the support of the
electorate at the center who otherwise may have predicted the same leftist posture in
domestic politics by the CHP at the expense of their interests and of positive image
conferred on it by Washington and Brussels (Kinikoglu, 2012; Ozcan, 2011: 105-
107; Kaya, 2011; Mercan and Akbal, 2014: 513, 515). Therefore, the international
political-economic system in addition to the electoral and party systems narrowed

down the policy choices and led to the cooperative FP behavior.

In conclusion, through narrowing the scope of comparison and by the
addition of the cartel party system into the canon, re-ordering of the independent
variables affecting FP behavior of those (post-industrial Western) liberal
democracies around certain policy conducts, which is about market-related issue
areas, can update the explanatory and predictive power of the comparative study of

FP.
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CHAPTER 3:

RESEARCH AND METHODOLOGY

3.1. Determining the Methodology for Pre-Theories Framework

Given the multivariate nature of the pre-theories framework, the inquiry is open to
causal inferential statistical methods like multiple regression analysis to enhance the
explanatory power of CFP. Within the perimeters of that method, the inquiry will

look like the following formula:

Y=Bo+ BiXi + BoXo + B3Xs + PaXste

For this regression rule, Y may stand for the dependent variable — FP
behavior in question —, and X, can depict the respective independent variables —

idiosyncrasy, role, government, society, and system.

Similarly, the inquiry is amenable to predictive statistical methods like
predictive discriminant analysis in order to advance the predictive power of CFP.
Hence, it will be possible to forecast the relative impact of the aforementioned five
continuous independent variables on the FP behavior of interest. Within the

perimeters of discriminant analysis, the inquiry will look like the following:

DS =a+ WX + WX, + W3X5+ WyXy
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For this discriminant analysis rule, DS may stand for the discriminant score
of either 1 or 2 [presence or absence of the expected FP behavior], and W, can
represent respective independent variables. However, given the smallness of the
observations (n) in this thesis where comparative study of FP is conducted on
Keystone XL pipeline project and Malatya Kiirecik radar base cases with particular
concern for the measurements of the pre-theory’s five variables [“idiosyncratic, role,
governmental, societal, and systemic” (Andriole and et al., 1975: 165-166)] in
Canada, U.S., and Turkey, any multivariate causal or predictive analysis may deliver

statistically weak conclusions.

For instance, each B in the regression formula presents the coefficient of the
variable that they are multiplied by and the confidence interval for each B with a 5%
error is the following: B = b =+ t»sSE (Wonnacott and Wonnacott, 1990: 380) within
which b is the slope, t is the critical value taken from student’s t-distribution table,

and SE is the standard error. The small n here distorts the preciseness of the interval

o (standard deviation)

X x?

because for SE [whose formula is 1 (Wonnacott and Wonnacott,

1990: 376) as long as n increases, there would be greater amounts of x = (X; — X) as
such the range of the interval becomes smaller and gives better approximations or

vice versa.

3.2. The Comparative Method

Multiple regression and predictive discriminant analyses are close approximations to

the experimental method for which the scrutiny is about “(1) ([establishing] general
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empirical relationships among two or more variables)” (2) while holding the
remaining confounding variables constant under ceteris paribus condition (Lijphart,
1971: 683). Similarly, as an alternative method that allows for a comparison of at
least two cases based on either their similarity or difference to create a ground for
“discovering relationships among many variables,” the comparative method also
abides by these two conditions of scientific research design (Porta and Keating,
2008: 201). Ergo, given the inability to hold remaining variables constant, the
perennial problem of this method becomes the presence of “many variables, and [of]

small number of cases” (Lijphart, 1971: 682).

Hence, within that method, the aim to put forward empirical postulations can
pave the way for the flaws of [case and variable] selection and/or omission bias but
the comparative method is still the closest methodology to the statistical inquiry via
reducing the number of variables and increasing the quantity of observations. With
respect to that necessity, the cases in consideration should be extended either
geographically, which means subdivision of the cases (countries, groups, etc.) into
sub-categories (region, age, sex, division of labour, etc.) or longitudinally, which
refers to the extension of the cases into a long time period (annually, seasonally, etc.)

(Collier, 1993: 107; Lijphart, 1971: 686).

Then, the debate in the literature of that method revolves around the question
that what should be the criterion to be a comparable case? To those who argue for the
comparison of the cases that are nearly similar in every aspect except one different
independent variable, the explanation is based on the analysis of that exception
(Burnham and et al., 2004: 64; Collier, 1993: 111). The problem with that [the most

similar systems design] approach is that given the limited quantity of similar cases,
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the number of cases available for the research get narrowed down paradoxically and
leaves the researcher with both contending “rival explanations” [of multitudinous
independent variables] and insufficient amount observations to check them

statistically (Collier, 1993: 111-112).

On the other hand, to those who base their researches on the comparison of
the cases that are nearly dissimilar in every aspect except one similar independent
variable, the reasoning is based on the analysis of that peculiarity (Gerring, 2001:
212-213; Burnham and et al., 2004: 67). The rationale behind that approach, which is
named the most different systems design, is that through incorporating higher
amount of observations/cases: small n problem can be resolved, and “the explanatory
power [of common elements]” among numerous different cases is much broader

(Collier, 1993: 112).

3.2.1. The Most Different Systems Design and Case Selection

Based the information provided by Table 1 below, there has been an avenue to
conduct the most similar systems design research because when the variables of the
project initiator countries are compared and contrasted, it is obvious that the party
system is the independent variable while the rest — political structure, electoral
system for the legislative, and national attributes are the intervening variables. On the
contrary, when the focus for comparison shifts towards project receiving countries,
there appears to be no ground for both the most similar and the most different

research designs.
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However, as indicated in the literature review chapter, disproportional
electoral systems’ incapacitating “mechanical and psychological” (Lijphart, 1994:
70-72) impacts for smaller parties creates a ground for the emergence of cartel party
system. With respect to that political track, majoritarian electoral system (within
which the most disproportional one is FPTP) in Canada, and U.S. and proportional
formula (list PR with Dhond’t that espouses large parties and with 10% electoral
threshold) in Turkey are both electoral systems for the national legislative that are
susceptible to the cartel party system. Hence, when the focus for comparison re-shifts
towards project receiving countries, electoral system for the national legislative

becomes the independent variable in the most different systems design approach.

Table 1: Framework for the most different systems design by referring to transnational project
proposal flow.

Keystone XL Project

Transnational Project Proposal from Canada with

Other Variables Independent Dependent
Variable Variable
Political Party System National Attributes Electoral Affirmative
Structure System for the Legislative
National Voting Behavior
Legislative in the Receptive
Country
¢ Large Territory
Federalism Multiple-Party e Open Political Majoritarian [Yes]
System System Formula (FPTP)
*  Advanced
Economy
Transnational Project Proposal to U.S. with
Other Variables Independent Dependent
Variable Variable
Political Party System National Attributes Electoral Affirmative
Structure System for the Legislative
National Voting Behavior
Legislative in the Receptive
Country
¢ Large Territory
Federalism Two Party *  Open Political Majoritarian Yes (Sheppard,
System System Formula (FPTP) 2015)
¢ Advanced
Economy

Malatya Kiirecik Radar Station
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Transnational Project Proposal from U.S. with

Other Variables Independent Dependent
Variable Variable
Political Party System National Attributes Electoral Affirmative
Structure System for the Legislative
National Voting Behavior
Legislative in the Receptive
Country
¢ Large Territory
Federalism Two Party *  Open Political Majoritarian [Yes]
System System Formula (FPTP)
*  Advanced
Economy

Transnational Project Proposal to Turkey with

Political Party System National Attributes Electoral Affirmative
Structure System for the Legislative
National Voting Behavior
Legislative in the Receptive
Country
*  Medium-Sized
Centralized State Multiple-Party Territory Proportional Yes*!
System e Partly Free Political | Representation
System (List PR —
*  Developing Dhond’t)
Economy

Moreover, by utilizing the most different systems design, the independent
variable in the most similar systems design — party system — becomes similar in each
countries of project initiation. It is because that within a cartel party system, the
multi-party system nature gives way to a seemingly two-party system of the
government and main opposition parties at the expense of the other small-to-middle
range parties that are hampered by the electoral system to have firm standing in the

legislative. Hence, by looking at the respective electoral system’s susceptibility to

' Based on the information delivered by Tanis (2013), the radar station construction protocol between
the Undersecretary of the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs and American Ambassador of the time
being on September 14, 2011. Nonetheless, the already constructed radar station by-passed the debate
for approval/rejection of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey whose authority to scrutinize the
treaties allowing the deployment of the foreign armed forces comes from the article 92™ of the
constitution. Based on the AKP single party majority cabinet’s responses to the parliamentary
questions of the main opposition party CHP MPs (on October 11, 2011 and December 6, 2011) who
asked for the parliamentary debate over the base and its rejection, the Kiirecik radar base has an
already approved multilateral nature whose origin can be traced back to Turkey’s integration into the
North Atlantic Treaty in 1952 and NATO’s Status of Forces Agreement. With the exception of these
20 MPs in the parliament, then, it can be presumed that there was an implicit affirmative legislative
behavior towards the realization of the project without putting the project under jeopardy by putting it
into a parliamentary debate.
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the cartelization, the most different systems design cancels out the most similar

systems design.

Nevertheless, the problem of “many variables, and small number of cases” is
still persistent in the design. Hence, two variables of the pre-theories framework —
idiosyncrasy and role — are reduced to one variable for the analysis on the electoral
system. The rationale behind that decision is that “closer symbiosis between parties
and the state” in the cartel stage of the party evolution turned “politics into
profession” such that “role” of the elected politicians — second element of “pre-
theories” — is directed towards the survival of the political party and maintenance of
the political oligopoly irrespective of their “idiosyncrasies” — first element of “pre-
theories” (Katz and Mair, 1995: 6, 18-19). Thus, when political parties become the
“agents of state” because of immense dependence on public funding, they also
become the source of power that assigns “roles” to the politicians (Katz and Mair,
1995: 5, 18). In consequence, within this thesis, the independent variables of
“idiosyncrasy and role” are subsumed under political parties. Further, the number of
observations is extended temporally with the available data, which is in-between
2005 and 2015 for Keystone XL project case and in-between 2002 and 2011 for

Malatya Kiirecik radar station case.

3.2.2. The Chi-Square Statistics

The resultant research design still cannot make any ‘“universal [causal]
generalizations” but is responsive to make “probabilistic generalizations” (Lijphart,

1971: 686). Therefore, the selected methodology is the Chi-square statistics, which is
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“goodness-of-fit test” that account for the two categorical variables’
independence/dependence with/from each other through rejection/acceptance of the
null hypothesis in a cross-tabulation. The formula for the chi-square statistics with an

example table is the following:

Table 2: Exemplary information table for chi-square statistics.

Continuous Continuous Total Frequency Relative Frequency
Variable 1 Variable 1
(Low) (High)
Categorical Variable 1 a b a+b a+b
atbtc+d
Categorical Variable 2 c d c+d c+d
atbt+c+d
Total Frequency atc b+d atb+c+d
Relative Frequency a+tc b +d
atb+c+d atb+c+d
2 _\n (Oi—Ei)z 2 . . .. .
X% =i — where X“ is the chi-square statistic, O;is the observed value of the
i

respective variable, E; is the expected frequency that is calculated as the product of
the respective relative frequencies of the row and column in consideration, and 1 is
the existent number of cell. For the calculated X?value to be statistically significant
and to reject or accept null hypothesis of independence [between the dependent
variable — affirmative convergent legislative voting behavior espousing system-
related transnational projects and each independent variable — system-orientation of
the political party positioning, responsiveness to the electorate, and exposure to the
systemic threats], critical chi-square point should be calculated firstly through
finding the degrees of freedom [(total number of rows — 1).(total number of Columns
— 1) and later by finding the critical value at .05 probability level (95% confidence,
5% error) at X? critical points table. If the calculated X?is greater than the critical
point found, then there is a statistically significant dependence between the two

variables.
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Additionally, after transforming the dependent variable from categorical to

continuous, Pearson’s r will be used to determine any positive/neutral/negative

correlations between the dependent variable [legislative voting behavior on foreign

policy issues] and certain intervening variable(s) of the research design like the

percentage of absentee MPs within the context of perfect modified likeness score for

approval. The formula for Pearson’s r with an example table is the following:

Table 3: Exemplary information table for Pearson’s r calculation.

Continuous Variable x

Continuous Variable y

a

b

~|[=-je |o (o

—y e A Y =X

X xy — Nxy

T C Ny - NyD)

Within the formula, x and y are the correspondent values of the variables x and y in

each row, x and y are means of the variables x and y, and N is the number of

observations. The r value can be in-between -1 and 1 throughout which the first is

about the perfect negative correlation, the latter is over perfect positive correlation,

and 0 is about no association. For this r-value to be statistically significant, its

calculated t-value should be greater than its p-value at the student’s t-table at .05

rvN-2

level. After finding the degrees of freedom (N — 2), the calculated t-value is —=
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3.3. Identifying the Variables and Data Sources

3.3.1. Operationalization of the Dependent Variable

Aside from the repercussions of the “interpenetration of party and state,” one of the
two by-products of the cartelized party system for the relationship between parties
and the electorate, there is another facet of that system, which is a “pattern of inter-
party collusion” in domestic politics (Katz and Mair, 1995: 17). Consequently, the
nature of the “electoral competition” has transformed itself from “maximizing the
expected (average) payoff” or winning the elections to “maximizing the reasonably
anticipated minimum payoff” or sustaining party survival by keeping it above a
certain electoral threshold in the elections to ensure the continuous flow of money
into the party budget from state coffers (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 51; Katz and Mair,

1995: 19-20; Katz and Mair, 2009: 758).

Thus, for the dependent variable — affirmative convergent legislative voting
behavior espousing system-related transnational projects —, necessary data should
provide information about relevant political parties’ acts of collusion within their
respective legislatives to approve the transnational projects in consideration. In
regard to that necessity, Stuart A. Rice’s “a measure of group likeness” offers an
avenue for the calculation of the aforementioned legislative behavior by the
following formula: “Likeness = 100 - |% Yesy — % Yesp|” where % Yes, and % Yesp
stand for the hypothetical political parties of A’s and B’s percentages of yes votes for
the given bills in the legislative such that likeness score is expected to be high for

countries with party cartelization (Pelizzo, 2006a: 16-17; Clausen, 1967: 212).
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Nevertheless, this measurement index is taken from U.S. context where there
are only two parties in the legislative and the likeness formula reflects this political
system’s nature. Moreover, instead of calculating likeness score just for a pair of two
parties in each session of the same parliament through different combinations, the
formula is in need of reflecting the overall party system interaction with reference to
both cooperation to reject the relevant bill and cooperation to accept the bill. As
such, there has to be an alteration within the mathematical equation of the
independent variable — governmental factor —, which can correspond to other
contexts where there may be more than two parties as product of different electoral
systems in the legislative and where intra-party cooperation may happen towards

rejection/acceptance:

. . YesA + YesB + YesC + YesD) - (NoA + NoB + NoC + NoD
Modified Likeness Score = ( )= ( )
Yes(A+B+C+D) + No(A+B+C+D)

Within that formula, the results can be in-between -1 and + 1 and -1 stands
for perfect cooperation to reject and +1 stands for perfect cooperation to accept the
relevant legislative bill. Hence, the necessary data regarding the roll call in the
legislative of U.S. can be extracted from the Library of Congress’ website. By
utilizing the THOMAS interface, summary and status of the bills and resolutions
about market-related issue areas can be obtained (The Library of Congress
THOMAS). After using those issues’ categorization numbers, roll call votes can be
reached for both the House and the Senate in the “Roll Call Vote” section of

THOMAS.

For the Canadian context, the same information set is available on the

Canadian parliament’s website where House of Commons Chamber gives detailed
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vote listings on the relevant issues (Parliament of Canada, House of Commons). For
the Turkish context, the relevant information can be extracted from the Grand
National Assembly of Turkey’s website where official account of legislative
proceedings are online along with roll call vote section (Tirkiye Biiyiik Millet
Meclisi Tutanak Dergisi). Notwithstanding the alteration within the original likeness
formula for measuring the collusive legislative acts, one socio-political aspect is left
out of this calculation’s scope, which is the difference between voting under the
aegis of party discipline as in Canada and Turkey, and voting based on individual
beliefs systems as in U.S. Since the primary aim of the study is to abstraction,

omitting this particular feature of voting behavior is acknowledged to be necessary.

3.3.2. Operationalization of the Independent Variables

3.3.2.1. System-Orientation of the Political Party Positioning

Given the catch-all party typology era Keynesian economics of huge public spending
programs’ financial burdens and declining feasibility that are at odds with the open-
market economy and politicians’ prospects to be re-elected, cartelized party system
has brought forth two aspects “the discourse of downsizing expectations and the
externalization of policy commitments” (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 41-45). They have
been achieved by reducing the range of applicable policies and policy expectations of
the voters and by delegating the responsibility of certain issue areas like monetary
policy to the public entities that are not accountable to the electorate such that degree
of similarity between party programs has been increasing (Katz and Mair, 1995: 22;

Blyth and Katz, 2005: 41-45).
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Hence for the variable system-orientation of the political party positioning,
the required data should give information about relevant political parties’ positions
on market economy, environment, and national security maintenance [through
fulfilling alliance requirements]. In that respect, content analysis of the manifesto of
the cartel parties of U.S. (Republican Party and Democratic Party), Canada
(Conservative Party and Liberal Party), and Turkey (Justice and Development Party
and Republican People’s Party) for the last ten to fifteen years (the time period

covering respective cases) is the focal point.

The data can be extracted from Manifesto Project Database open source that
collects and quantitatively analyzes political party programs in fifty-five countries
based on fifty-six parameters with the interval in-between -100 and 100 where the
first represent very left position and the latter describes very right position (Volkens
and et al., 2015a). The procedural minimum categories for this research are “foreign
special  relationships  (positive)(negative),  military  (positive)(negative),
internationalism (positive)(negative), economic growth (positive), and anti-growth

economy” (Volkens and et al., 2015b).

Within the coding manual, the first deals with positive or negative images of
certain countries for sustaining cooperation; the second copes with national security
sustainability through increasing arsenal expenditures, army modernization, and
implementation of the military treaties or opposition to do so; the third reckons with
international/transnational engagement or disengagement for/from cooperation
especially under the aegis of international organizations; the fourth expresses the
need of and incentives for ‘“greater production;” and the fourth stands for

“sustainable economic growth” to seek balance between environment and growth
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(Volkens and et al., 2015b). Their relative frequencies and percentage shares within
the programs is expected to give details over political parties’ stance and also
system-orientation on the issues of market economy, environment, and national

security.

3.3.2.2. Responsiveness to the Electorate

First and second by-products of party cartelization depend on three conditions. The
first element is about the increasing costs of electioneering due to a constant
endeavor to familiarize the voters with the party program and image of the
politicians, ascendancy of “cost-intensive campaigning techniques” and the
professionalization of party politics (van Biezen, 2004: 706). The second element is
about the post-WWII era trends of declining number of registered party memberships
and increasing voter volatility as a result of debilitating conditions that detach
citizens from the everyday routine of politics and of diminishing party identifications
that cause parties to incur losses of free human labour to carry out routine
organizational tasks (Katz and Mair, 1995: 15; van Biezen, 2004: 706). The final
element is about the changing understanding regarding the parties “from the
traditionally voluntary private associations towards parties as public utilities” (Katz

and Mair, 1995: 6; van Biezen, 2004: 701).

The end result of that process “symbiosis between parties and state” — first
by-product —, in the end, has brought forth declining registered party memberships,
decreasing bond of sympathy for the parties and lessening degree of voter turnout in

the elections (Katz and Mair, 2009: 755-756). The consecutive party collusions —
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second by-product — leave citizens with not much choice for both policy demand and
supply. Thus, for the independent variable — responsiveness to the electorate, the data
should provide information about the gaps between positions of the public and the

parties in the legislative and information close to that aspect (Pelizzo, 2006b: 13-14).

In that respect, mass surveys are important sources. For U.S. context,
legislative acts’ level of favorability for the public can be extracted from Pew
Research Center’s “Political Attitudes” dataset and also from Gallup’s “Congress Job
Approval” trends. For the Canadian context, Canadian Election Study’s periodical
surveys’ “Leader and Party Evaluation” subsections are the prime reference points
(Canadian Opinion Research Archive). For the Turkish context, World Values
Survey’s online data set about the confidence in the government, legislative, and

political parties is the main source.

3.3.2.3. Exposure to the Systemic Threats

Thus far, what has been described is that the transformation of political parties from
“vote-maximizing competitors to risk averse colluders” is because of two
developments: “the limits of catch-all politics and rhetoric of globalization™ (Blyth
and et al., 2010: 5). Financial burdens of Keynesian economics of huge public
spending programs for national economy in terms of higher inflation rate, smaller
investment, and growing unemployment are incongruent with a growth economy
whose catalyst is foreign direct investment (Blyth and et al., 2010: 5; Blyth and Katz,
2005: 41). Consequently, given the reliance on “increasing export and flows of

foreign direct investment relative to domestic investment,” political parties have
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accomplished the requirements of the global economic system through collusion with
each other (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 41). Therefore, they narrow down the “policy
space” and delegate responsibility of the certain issue areas to the public entities such
as central banks that are not accountable to the electorate in the era of the globalized

world (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 41-45).

Therefore, for the independent variable — exposure to the systemic threats, the
relevant data should give information about cartel parties’ “institutional and
discursive strategies” of constricting policy supply and demand due to concerns over
globalization (Blyth and Katz, 2005: 45). Consequently, the World Bank’s dataset of
foreign direct investment net outflows for U.S., Canada, and Turkey can be useful to
detect the impact of globalization on party cartelization (Blyth and et al., 2010: 6; the
World Bank). Additionally, financial losses incurred in the state budget due to
changing climate, and scale of relative peacefulness of U.S., Canada, and Turkey
based on both systemic and sub-systemic factors will have an important
contributions to hypothesis testing on any statistical relationship between the
pressure of the system in domains of environment, economy, and military and the

dependent variable (German Watch; Center for Systemic Peace).

Nevertheless, those sources’ data is continuous and is not viable for Chi-
square statistics reckoning that requires categorical variables. Ergo, the relevant
state’s public opinion sample on the most important problem choice pertaining
economic growth, national defense, and environmental sustainability are taken as the
reference points for that independent variable whose source is the GALLUP’s the
Most Important Problem question for U.S., Canadian Opinion Research Archive’s

Most Important Problem trend for Canada, and World Values Survey’s Aims of
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Country: First Choice question for Turkey (University of Texas at Austin; Canadian

Opinion Research Archive; World Values Survey).”

? For the fifth wave of World Values Survey, the question category that is utilized is the following:
V69. For the sixth wave, the question category that is utilized is the following: V60.
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CHAPTER 4:

DATA ANALYSIS OF LEGISLATIVE VOTING BEHAVIOR
AND CHI-SQUARE TESTS

4.1. Malatya Kiirecik Radar Base Case

The prime rationale of that chapter is, first, to detail the distribution of legislative
voting behavior on foreign policy issues that share similarities with the case studies
of this thesis. Starting with the analysis of Malatya Kiirecik radar case, modified
likeness scores of Turkish and American legislative voting behavior measurement
range between -1 and +1. Then, dense clustering of the distribution towards either -1
or +1 would indicate presence of foreign policy cartelization in the legislative.
Further, dense clustering of the distribution towards 0 would indicate absence of
foreign policy cartelization in the legislative. Later, the second task is to examine a
relationship between absence/presence of foreign policy cartelization in Turkish and
American legislative and political parties’ system-orientation in their election
manifestoes, political parties’ loss of connection with the electorate, and Turkey’s

and u.S”’ level of fragility to the systemic threats.
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4.1.1. Turkish Context

Notwithstanding the fact that the Kiirecik radar base station construction protocol
was signed between the Undersecretary of the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and American Ambassador of the time being on September 14, 2011, that bilateral
memorandum of understanding was not delivered to the Grand National Assembly of
Turkey whose power to approve the treaties allowing the deployment of foreign
armed forces emanates from the article 92™ of the constitution. Despite the presence
of the parliamentary questions asking for the delivery of the project into a
parliamentary debate by the minority MPs within the main opposition party CHP
(Turkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi, 2011a; Tiirkiye Biiylik Millet Meclisi, 2011b), the
relevant bilateral memorandum understanding envisaging the provision of foreign

radar logistics into a Turkish facility bypassed legislative scrutiny.

The counter-argumentation advanced by the AKP single party majority
cabinet was that there was no need for any parliamentary debate about the project
because the Kiirecik radar base had an already approved multilateral nature whose
origin can be traced back to Turkey’s integration into the North Atlantic Treaty in
1952 and NATO’s Status of Forces Agreement (Tiirkiye Biiyliik Millet Meclisi,
2011a: 1-2). However, the project’s bilateral status between U.S. and Turkey was
transformed into that aforementioned multilateral status under the aegis of NATO
after one year, in May 2012 at the Chicago Summit (Mercan and Akbal, 2014: 515).
Based on that official Turkish account, the prime rationale to agree on Kiirecik radar
base with U.S. was to realize the notion of Europe-wide missile defense system to
protect NATO member countries — the decision reached at Lisbon Summit of 2010.

Therefore, with the exception of these 20 MPs of CHP in the parliament, it can be
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presumed that there was an implicit affirmative legislative behavior towards the
realization of the project without putting the radar base station under jeopardy by

putting it into a parliamentary debate.

Ergo, it is still necessary to look into Turkish parliament’s legislative voting
behavior over issues about national security maintenance through alliance
formation/sustenance till 2009 [the year before the Lisbon Summit held] to see
whether its behavior in-between 2010 and 2011 [the time period Kiirecik Radar base
was agreed] is different in terms of higher scale cooperation among the parties in the
parliament. The selected course of action to do that is to find the one-sided p value of

the parliament’s group likeness scores.

Table 4: A measure of modified group likeness scores and absentee MP numbers per party for
the legislative proceedings dealing with national security maintenance through alliance
formation/sustenance in the Grand National Assembly of Turkey in-between 2003 and 2011
under Kiirecik radar base case.

TR Legislati | Sessi AKP | AK | CHP | CHP | MH | MH | Modifi | Absentee MP Numbers per
(Time ve on Yes P Yes No P P ed Party
Frame) Proceedi No. No Yes No | Likene (and Their Percentage in
[dd.mm. ng’ ss the Respective Parties)
yyl Score AKP CHP MHP
(in-
betwee
n-1
and 1)
12.03.20 Al 22-1- 180 0 73 0 1 173 105
03 44 (47,65 | (58,98
%) %)
23.07.20 A2 22-1- 231 0 63 7 0,953 128 106
03 110 (35,26 | (59,55
%) %)
16.10.20 A3 22-2- 195 0 76 0 1 165 98
03 8 (45,45 | (55,05
%) %)
05.11.20 A4 22-2- 188 0 82 0 1 172 94
03 14 (47,38 | (52,80
%) %)
05.11.20 AS 22-2- 150 0 68 0 1 217 107
03 14 (59,77 | (60,11
%) %)
05.11.20 A6 22-2- 159 0 67 0 1 209 101
03 14 (57,57 | (56,74
%) %)
05.11.20 A7 22-2- 152 0 50 0 1 210 127
03 14 (57,85 | (71,34
%) %)
05.11.20 A8 22-2- 162 0 48 0 1 209 127

* For the titles and summaries of the relevant legislative proceedings and their bibliographic
information, please refer to the Table 1 at the appendix section.
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03 14 (57,57 | (71,34
%) %)
05.11.20 A9 22-2- 170 0 43 0 1 198 133
03 14 (54,54 | (74,71)
%)
25.12.20 Al10 22-2- 208 0 35 1 0,991 156 139
03 37 (42,97 | (78,08
%) %)
14.01.20 All 22-2- 180 0 32 0 1 188 142
04 38 (51,79 | (79,77
%) %)
14.01.20 Al2 22-2- 175 0 7 0 1 192 168
04 38 (52,89 | (94,38
%) %)
06.10.20 Al3 22-4- 165 0 30 1 0,989 191 126
05 4 (52,61 (70,78
%) %)
23.05.20 Al4 22-4- 237 0 34 0 1 119 120
06 105 (32,78 (67,41
%) %)
05.09.20 AlS 22-4- 340 6 0 154 . . 0,36 9 0
06 127/1 (2,47% (0%)
)
24.01.20 Al6 22-5- 222 3 0 45 ... ... 0,644 125 109
07 54 (34,43 (61,23
%) %)
25.04.20 Al7 22-5- 181 0 20 0 ... ... 1 168 131
07 94 (46,28 (73,59
%) %)
25.11.20 Al8 23-3- 181 0 5 0 15 1 0,990 155 91 52
08 21 (a) (45,45 (81,25 | (73,23%
%) %) )
25.11.20 A19 23-3- 190 0 6 0 15 0 1 136 91 54
08 21 (b) (39,88 (81,25 | (76,05%
%) %) )
04.03.20 A20 23-4- 214 0 1 5 0 6 0,902 109 83 62
10 64 (31,96 | (74,10 | (87,32%
%) %) )
23.02.20 A21 23-5- 217 0 11 0 3 0 1 114 86 68
11 70 (33,43 (76,78 | (95,77%
%) %) )
Mean* 195,0 | 0,42 | 35,7 10,1 | 8,25 | 1,75 0,944 44,284 66,630 83,0
95 8 61 42 92
Standar 41,78 | 143 | 279 | 343 | 7,88 | 2,87 0,155 13,152 18,546 10,4
d 9 67 92 9 2 15
Deviatio
nS

The dataset provided in Table 4 includes only the parties that managed to
pass the 10% electoral threshold in 2002, 2007 and 2011 general elections and they
are AKP, CHP, and Nationalist Action Party (MHP) [with the exception of the
general election in 2002]. The modified likeness score for each legislative
proceeding can be in-between -1 and +1 where -1 indicates total cooperative
behavior among the parties in the parliament to reject the relevant

international/transnational project and +1 indicates total cooperative behavior among

* Mean calculation for the absentee MPs is done for their percentage in the respective parties.
> Standard deviation calculation for the absentee MPs is done for their percentage in the respective
parties.
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the parties in the parliament to approve the relevant international/transnational

project.

Before the year 2010, there is a sample of 19 proceedings with a mean (L)
likeness score of 0,943 and a standard deviation of 0,163. Since the mean itself (with
a score of 0,943) is smaller than both the median and mode (both equal to 1) and
median is equal to the mode, the dataset on Turkey in-between 2002 and 2009 has a
skewed data to the left and has the alternative hypothesis region on one side of the
distribution curve. In order to posit that voting behavior pattern since 2010 with a
mean 0,951 and standard deviation 0,069 is no different than the voting pattern
displayed in-between 2002 and 2009, the null hypothesis is written as: Hp: po= 0,943
and the alternative hypothesis that stands for the new voting behavior’s greater party

system cartelization nature is: Ha= pa > 0,943.

The standardization procedure for each single score’s position vis-a-vis the

mean is done through finding the standard score (Z). The resultant formula is:

Z =2k — X;E”O where Z is the standard score, X is the mean of the voting pattern

since 2010, po, o, and n are the mean, standard deviation, and sample numbers of the

voting pattern before 2010, respectively [SE stands for the standard error (¢ / \/ﬁ)]'

With the result Z = 0’3%/0'943: 0,22; we need to look into the z table to find the

V19

value for the one-sided p value: Pr(X > 0,951) = Pr(Z> 0,22) = 0.413.

With that finding, it is possible to posit that the probability of observing
group likeness score as high as 0,951 in one tail is 413% while the null hypothesis is
still true (Ho: po= 0,943). However, with that sort of simple statistical measurement,

the result can only indicate that likeness score population observed since 2010 is no
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different than the ones observed in-between 2002 and 2009. On the other hand,
utilizing discriminant analysis can give prediction over whether the likely Kiirecik
radar debate will result in cartelization or not but the sample of 21 legislative voting
behavior would not deliver statistically significant results as such this research does

not have any claim for causality or prediction in the cases observed.

However, the above mentioned modified likeness score still reflects one
important facet of the topic, which is the distribution of the legislative voting
behavior towards projects under the aegis of NATO and the ones agreed with U.S.
Within NATO related projects that includes the legislative proceedings A2 to A9 and
Al18 to A20, the mean is 0,985 with standard deviation 0,031. Within the bilateral
projects with U.S. (A10,12,16,21), the mean is 0,908 and the standard deviation is
0,176. With these data at hand, one observation about Turkish parliament’s foreign
policy behavior is that there is a relatively lower cooperative attitude towards foreign
policy cases that require strong national commitment either militarily or financially,

as represented by A15 and A16 respectively.

The second observation, on the other hand, is related to the main opposition
party CHP’s non-voting behavior. In-between 2003 and 2011, the mean absence rate
for CHP MPs is 66,630% with standard deviation 18,546%. The rationale behind that
attitude is unclear but the exhaustive list of reasons could be the following: (a) MPs’
indifference to foreign policy-related legislative proceedings; (b) holding low profile
through dual strategy of implicitly giving approval to the relevant project as such
grass root activists and the electorate would not be resented; or (c) instead of being
seen as extreme left by the voters at the center spectrum and the external powers

(prospective allies in foreign affairs in case of winning general elections), non-voting
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behavior could be used as a way of blocking the quorum or the minimum number of
MPs for approval. Nonetheless, the Pearson’s r value is 0,760 for the correlational
relationship between the modified likeness scores reached at and the absent CHP
MPs and the t value (5,112) for the r is greater than the p value (1,73) with 5% error
level. Ergo, there is a statistically significant positive correlation between these two

variables.

Then, the next task is to determine to what extent there is a statistically
significant relationship between nearly perfect scores for cooperation among the
parties in the parliament and the parliamentary parties’ position on pro-system
oriented foreign policy for defense purposes, and macro-economic security as
indicated in their respective manifestoes delivered before the general elections. The
reason why within Kiirecik case being in line with the international system is
categorized in terms of both national defense (under the auspices of neorealist school
of thought) (Shimko, 1992: 293, 297-298; Mearsheimer, 1990: 5-7, 11-14) and
economic growth whose motor is foreign direct investment (under the auspices of
neoliberalism) (Keohane and Nye, 1987: 737, 739, 745-747; Nye, 1988: 245-246,

249-251) is twofold.

First, with the available information that could not give an overall account for
U.S., it is seen that FDI share of the North American countries in Turkey’s overall
FDI net inflow is 3,62% in 2009, 4,17% in 2010, and 8,80% in 2011. Second, in
2002, the amount of foreign military assistance by U.S. to Turkey was equal to 23%
of Turkey’s FDI net inflow in the same year and the same assistance was equal to
nearly 60% of Turkey’s FDI net inflow in 2003. Overall, between the years 2002 and

2011, the amount of foreign military assistance by U.S. to Turkey was equal to
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1,29% of Turkey’s FDI net inflow. Hence, within this analysis, it is assumed that the

consideration to maintain national security through alliance formation/sustenance is

interconnected with national consideration for macroeconomic growth.

Table 5: A comparative measurement of FDI net inflow into Turkey by year and by region, and
of foreign military assistance delivered by U.S. to Turkey by year.

FDI Net Inflow by North Foreign Military Assistance

Year America Region (Thousand Delivered by U.S.

FDI Net Inflow (Thousand $) (Republic of Turkey, (Thousand $) (Federation
$) (World Bank) Prime Ministry Investment of American Scientists;
Support and Promotion U.S. Department of State)®
Agency)

2002 1082000 252956

2003 1702000 1020750

2004 2785000 50600

2005 10031000 38662

2006 20185000 14850

2007 22047000 19791

2008 19762000 12437

2009 8629000 312000 15418

2010 9058000 378000 8187

2011 16171000 1423000 5415

Mean 11145200 704333,333 143906,6

Standard Deviation 7974537,31 623257,839 316926,606

In order to inquire any statistical dependence between the categorical
variables of cooperative legislative behavior in the 22™ and 23™ terms of Turkish
parliament towards transnational projects sustaining national security and system-
orientation of the parliamentary political parties’ election programs, eight categories
“101 — foreign special relationships (positive), 102 — foreign special relationships
(negative), 104 — military (positive), 105 — military (negative), 107 —
internationalism (positive), 109 — internationalism (negative), 410 — economic
growth (positive), and 416 — anti-growth economy” are taken from Manifesto Project

Database (Volkens and et al., 2015b).

% The data for the years between 2002 and 2007 is taken from U.S. fiscal year military aid reports’
“Request by Region: Europe and Eurasia” sections per year starting from 2004 (Federation of
American Scientists). The data for the years between 2008 and 2011 is taken from U.S. Department of
State’s “Foreign Assistance Budget Releases, Foreign Operations Congressional Budget Justification”
per fiscal year (U.S. Department of State).
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While incorporating those parameters, the aim is at reflecting the relevant

political parties’ overall system orientation (as opposed to their anti-systemic

references) within the respective parliamentary term. Consequently, through

incorporating each party’s frequency of attribution to the relevant parameters in their

manifestoes for the up-coming term, the following formula is adopted:

(X Parameter X01,104,107,410 — Parameter X192 105109,416)

Throughout that formula Parameter X stands for each party’s attribution

frequency for the parameters indicated.” Hence, the contingency table and the chi-

square result are going to be the following:

Table 6: Chi-square statistics calculation for the first null hypothesis in the Turkish context
under Kiirecik radar base case.

Political Party’s Attribution to System
Orientation in Policy Conduct Program

Relatively
Higher
Cooperation
Score within
the Legislative
by
Parliamentary
Term

AKP

CHP

MHP

Total
Frequency

Relative
Frequency

22" Term /
14.11.2002-
03.06.2007

79

10

89

0,151103565

23" Term /
23.07.2007-
23.04.2011

255

86

159

500

0,848896435

Total
Frequency

334

96

159

589

Relative
Frequency

0,567062818

0,162988115

0,269949066

Hy: No relationship exists
between relatively higher
cooperative legislative
voting behavior towards
transnational projects
sustaining national security
and system-orientation of
the parliamentary political
parties’ election programs.

Hi: A relationship exists
between relatively higher
cooperative legislative
voting behavior towards
transnational projects
sustaining national security
and system-orientation of
the parliamentary political
parties’ election programs.

X’: 48,9515517

d.f:2

a: 0,05

Critical X* Point: 5,99
Null Hypothesis: Rejected®

7 For the detailed account of political parties’ positioning on foreign policy, and macro-economic
policy conduct based on frequency of the attributes to the relevant categories in the party manifestoes,
please refer to Table 2 at the appendix.
¥ For the calculation of the result to replicate, please refer to the Table 3 at the appendix.
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The calculated Chi-square value is greater than the Chi-square critical point
at .05 probability level (95% confidence, 5% error) as such the null hypothesis that
posits no statistically significant dependence between relatively higher cooperative
legislative voting behavior towards transnational projects sustaining national security
and system-orientation of the parliamentary political parties’ election programs is
rejected. This finding seems to validate the assertion of the thesis that similar to
cartel party hypothesis’ postulation for policy convergence in domestic politics,
parties that managed to pass 10% electoral threshold and to attain public funding at
the expense of other parties and their alternative voices for domestic/foreign policy
conduct show pro-systemic choices in foreign policy. However, here, the need for
capital accumulation for economic growth is blended with national defense
consideration and in order to back the argumentation that cartelized parties also
converge in foreign policy, there emerges a need to look into a case where
macroeconomic and environmental security are held together. Therefore, each
conclusion reached at the case of Kiirecik is going to be compared and contrasted

with the findings of the Keystone case.

Secondly, the other cartel party hypothesis postulation is about the break in
the relationship between the political parties and the electorate and the closest
categorical variable that can reflect that aspect is selected as preference gap between
the voters and the elected politicians. The only empirical source that can display that
feature of the electorate with time-series data is found to be the World Values
Survey’s questions about confidence in the government, the political parties, and the
parliament. Within that source, the number of respondents whose response is either
in the form of “not very much” or “none at all” are summed together. The only

problematic aspect in this part of the study is that categorical variables for the 22"
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term are taken from the poll conducted in 2007 and for the 23" term it is in 2011.
The reason to allow that sort of time lag is that World Values Survey Wave 5 (2005-
2009) and Wave 6 (2010-2014) are the only available sources dealing with questions

close to the preference gap.’

Table 7: Chi-square statistics calculation for the second null hypothesis in the Turkish context
Kiirecik radar base case.

Preference Gap between the Electorate
and the Elected Politicians Ho: No relationship exists
Relatively Confidence Confidence | Confidence Total Relative between relatively higher
Higher in in Political i Frequency | Frequency | cooperative legislative
Cooperation Government Parties Parliament voting behavior towards
Score within transnational projects
the Legislative sustaining national security
by and the preference gap
Parliamentary between the electorate and
Term the elected politicians.
22" Term /
14.11.2002- 474 846 492 1812 0,443031785 | Hi: A relationship exists
03.06.2007 between relatively higher
23" Term / cooperative legislative
23.07.2007- 619 988 671 2278 0,556968215 | voting behavior  towards
23.04.2011 transnational projects
Total sustaining national security
Frequency 1093 1834 1163 4090 4090 and the preference gap
between the electorate and
Relative the elected politicians.
Frequency 0,267237164 | 0,448410758 5
X*: 4,74815769
df.:2
a: 0,05
Critical X* Point: 5,99
Null Hypothesis: Not
Rejected'

Within Table 7, the calculated Chi-square value is smaller than the Chi-
square critical point at .05 probability level (95% confidence, 5% error) as such the
null hypothesis that posits no statistically significant dependence between relatively
higher cooperative legislative voting behavior towards transnational projects
sustaining national security and the preference gap between the electorate and the

elected politicians is not rejected. Ideally, that finding repudiates the projection of the

? For the fifth wave, the question categories that are utilized are the following: V138, V139, and
V140. For the sixth wave, the question categories that are utilized are the following: V115, V116, and
V117.

' For the calculation of the result to replicate, please refer to the Table 4 at the appendix.
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same loss of connection in domestic politics between the voters and the politicians

into foreign policy conduct.

However, not rejecting Table 7’s null hypothesis may reflect Turkish
electorate’s indifference to the parliament’s foreign policy behavior as generally
indicated by neorealist school of thought. Hence, the absence of any statistical
dependence between relatively higher cooperative legislative voting behavior
towards transnational projects sustaining national security and the preference gap
between the electorate and the elected politicians might represent Turkish voters’
least preference to choose foreign policy as the country’s most important problem.
According to Eurobarometer survey’s poll question “What do you think are the two
most important issues facing (OUR COUNTRY) at the moment?”” in Turkey between
10.2004 and 05.2011 (European Commission), the mean percentage of the
respondents who select defense/foreign affairs is nearly 1,86% and it is small enough

to reflect the public’s low level of interest in foreign affairs.

Table 8: A measurement of Turkish electorate’s preference for foreign policy as the country’s
most important problem (European Commission).

The Most 10. | 06. | 10. | 04. | 09. | 05. | 10. | 04. | 10. | 06. | 11. | 06. | 11. | 05. | Me | Stand
Important 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 an ard

Problem 04 05 05 06 06 07 07 08 08 09 09 10 10 11 Deviat
ion
1,85
Defense/Fo 2 2 1 2 2 2 3 1 1 1 3 1 2 3 7 0,770
reign

Affairs (%)

Lastly, the inquiry is about moving one-step further away from the political
parties’ discourse of international system that induces growth-based economy and is
blended with national defense concerns to measure whether the country’s
perceptiveness to system-related threats of being-attacked by another country and of

being deprived of foreign direct investment is related to the parliament’s higher
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cooperative behavior towards transnational projects that are assumed to offset these

threats.

Table 9: Chi-square statistics calculation for the third null hypothesis in the Turkish context
Kiirecik radar base case.

Country’s Exposure to the System-
related Threats
Relatively Total Relative
Higher Economic National Defense | Frequency Frequency
Cooperation Growth Hop: No relationship exists
Score within between  Relatively  higher
the Legislative cooperative legislative voting
by behavior towards transnational
Parliamentary projects  sustaining  national
Term security and the public’s first
choice for the country to have
economic growth, and strong
defense forces.
22" Term /
14.11.2002- 848 201 1049 0,436901291 | Hi: A relationship exists between
03.06.2007 relatively  higher cooperative
23" Term / legislative ~ voting  behavior
23.07.2007- 1019 333 1352 0,563098709 | towards transnational projects
23.04.2011 sustaining national security and
Total the public’s first choice for the
Frequency 1867 534 2401 country to have economic
growth, and strong defense
Relative forces.
Frequency X*10,21612031
0,77759267 0,22240733 df.:1
a: 0,05
Critical X* Point: 3,84
Null Hypothesis: Rejected"'

Since Chi-square statistics is about finding or repudiating any statistically
significant dependence between the categorical variables, any data that is continuous
like net FDI inflow and national defense budget expenses per year in-between 2002
and 2011 would not deliver any meaningful results. It is because that by nature
within Chi-square calculation putting continuous data like 100 million $ for the FDI
inflow in 2002 would mean there are 100 million FDI inflows in Turkey in 2002.
Therefore, the data source that may get close to reflect that aim of the research is
selected as the nation’s level of importance attributed to economic growth and

national defense.

' For the calculation of the result to replicate, please refer to the Table 5 at the appendix.
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There are two time-series data about that subject matter, which are world
values survey and Eurobarometer polls and using each one of them limits this thesis’
chi-square findings. When utilizing world values surveys, as indicated while
reckoning with the preference gap, there is a time lag. For the Eurobarometer polls,
on the other hand, the time series perfectly fit into the study’s time framework but
each data’s sample information is not available and there are only percentages. Here,
the problem for the calculation is that 10 out 100 interviewees represented as 10%
and 60 out 600 interviewees as 10% are seen as the same but categorically 60 is
bigger than 10 and can give more healthy results. Hence, throughout the research, the
preference ordering for the data sources is the following: if available, the first choice
is on the categorical data notwithstanding its time lag, and the second choice is on
the proportional data that can be utilized as categorical but give less healthy results

but still be valid and reliable.

After considering these important technicalities, with Table 9, the data source
is the world values survey’s poll question “aims of country: first choice” and the
number of respondents who either selects “a high level of economic growth” or “a
strong defense forces” (World Values Survey) are taken into the consideration.'?
Consequently, the calculated Chi-square value is higher than the Chi-square critical
point at .05 probability level (95% confidence, 5% error) as such the null hypothesis
that posits no statistically significant dependence between relatively higher
cooperative legislative voting behavior towards transnational projects sustaining
national security and the public’s first choice for the country to have economic
growth, and strong defense forces to defend the country against system-related

threats of FDI outflow and external attack is rejected. In consequence, the finding

2 For the fifth wave, the question category that is utilized is the following: V69. For the sixth wave,
the question category that is utilized is the following: V60.
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strengthens the research’s another postulation that the country’s perceptiveness to the
relevant threats from the international system and policy convergence in the
parliament both in domestic and foreign policies are connected and paves the way to
cascades of parliamentary terms without alternative courses of action in these two

domains.

4.1.2. American Context

Having been part of U.S. scheme of European Phased Adaptive Approach — a
complimentary framework to NATO’s current ballistic missile defense against
nuclear proliferation, Kiirecik radar base station is part of U.S. defense budget
expenditures (Whitmore and Deni, 2013: 8-9). Further, for the sustenance of the
station’s missile defense capabilities, the 10" Army Air and Missile Defense
Command needs to allocate 120 personnel along with covering their own security
and consumption expenditures (Whitmore and Deni, 2013: 30). Thus, it is also
necessary to scan the time frame in-between 2002 and 2011 to be able to see the
distribution of modified likeness scores over legislative proceedings aimed at

sustaining national security alliance formation/sustenance in both houses.

Table 10: A measure of modified group likeness scores for the legislative proceedings dealing
with national security maintenance through alliance formation/sustenance in U.S. House of
Representatives in-between 2002 and 2011 under Kiirecik radar base case.

U.S. Legislative Session REP YES REP NO DEM YES | DEM NO Modified
(House of Proceeding No. Likeness
Representatives) Score
(Time Frame) (in-between
[dd.mm.yy] -1 and +1)
20.03.2002 Bl 107-2-70 210 1 197 0 0,995
02.05.2002 B2 107-2-126 194 4 157 17 0,887
21.05.2002 B3 107-2-178 209 1 194 0 0,995
21.05.2002 B4 107-2-182 194 18 195 3 0,897

' For the titles and summaries of the relevant legislative proceedings and their bibliographic
information, please refer to the Table 6 at the appendix section.
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07.10.2002 B5 107-2-444 187 4 170 5 0,950
23.06.2003 B6 108-1-299 201 1 180 0 0,994
26.06.2003 B7 108-1-326 224 1 201 0 0,995
16.10.2003 B8 108-1-545 222 1 171 30 0,853
30.03.2004 B9 108-2-99 220 2 201 0 0,990
15.06.2004 B10 108-2-377 222 0 195 0 1
19.06.2004 Bll 108-2-391 172 23 151 22 0,755
22.07.2004 B12 108-2-412 219 0 201 0 1
27.06.2005 B13 109-1-323 200 1 168 0 0,994
20.06.2005 B14 109-1-400 222 1 193 0 0,995
28.10.2005 B15 109-1-556 204 0 178 0 1
08.11.2005 B16 109-1-574 219 0 171 0 1
16.02.2006 B17 109-2-12 221 1 182 3 0,980
26.04.2006 B18 109-2-105 214 6 182 15 0,899
08.12.2006 B19 109-2-537 209 1 187 1 0,989
06.06.2007 B20 110-1-438 190 5 216 5 0,951
07.05.2008 B21 110-2-270 0 185 218 6 0,066
27.09.2008 B22 110-2-662 178 10 120 107 0,436
08.12.2009 B23 111-1-937 151 19 182 55 0,636
04.03.2010 B24 111-2-284 166 1 244 3 0,980
24.06.2010 B25 111-2-394 167 2 241 6 0,961
24.06.2011 B26 112-1-492 226 0 14 167 0,179
Mean 193,884 11,076 181,115 17,115 0,860
Standard 44,732 36,033 42,871 38,363 0,254
Deviation

Throughout the time for scanning the relevant legislative proceedings, the
alliance formation/sustenance for U.S. is taken to be about protecting market
economy; free, fair, open, and competitive elections and constitutional liberalism
abroad; territorial integrity of the [prospective] allies; and the engagements for

peaceful use of nuclear power.

0 20 40 60 80 100

Figure 1: Box plot for the modified likeness scores for U.S. House of Representatives in-between
2002 and 2011 under Kiirecik radar base case.'

Within the relevant time-period, the mean of the integrated scores is 0,860
with standard deviation of 0,254. As indicated in graph 1, the interquartile range of
the likeness score distribution (50% of the scores) is clustered between 88,95

(quartile 1) and 99,5 (quartile 3) [with the median 98]. Since the likeness scores are

'* The relevant box plot is created by using Microsoft Excel for Mac 2011 Version 14.4.8 (150116).
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multiplied by 100 in order to ease the transition for display, the new range for them
in the box plot is in-between -100 (perfect cooperation to reject) and +100 (perfect
cooperation to accept). Hence, in this thesis, it is accepted that there is also relatively
higher cooperative legislative voting behavior towards transnational projects

sustaining national security.

Then, similarly, the first task is to investigate absence/presence of any
statistically significant relationship between nearly perfect scores for cooperation
among the parties in the House of Representatives and the Congressional parties’
position on pro-system oriented foreign policy for defense purposes, and macro-
economic security as indicated in their respective manifestoes before the presidential
elections. Notwithstanding the fact that these documents were prepared to win the
executive seat per election, they are still reference points for these parties’ policy
identification. While counting each party’s frequency of attribution to the relevant
parameters in their manifestoes for the up-coming presidential election term, the
formula ( Y Parameter X101104107410 — Parameter Xi92105109416) 15 still

resorted.”” The contingency table and the chi-square results are going to be the

following:

Table 11: Chi-square statistics calculation for the first null hypothesis in the American context
Kiirecik radar base case.

Political Party’s Attribution

to System Orientation in Ho: No relationship exists between relatively
Policy Conduct Program higher  cooperative legislative  voting
Relatively Total Relative behavior towards transnational projects
Higher Frequency | Frequency | sustaining national security and system-
Cooperation Democratic Republican orientation of the Congressional political

Score Party Party parties’ election programs.

within the

Legislative H;: A relationship exists between relatively
in-between higher cooperative legislative  voting
107" Term 264 0,391111111 | behavior towards transnational projects
2" Session — 86 178 sustaining national security and system-

' For the detailed account of political parties’ positioning on foreign policy, and macro-economic
policy conduct based on frequency of the attributes to the relevant categories in the party manifestoes,
please refer to table 7 at the appendix.
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108" Term orientation of the Congressional political
1* Session parties’ election programs.
108™Term
2" Session — 36 273 309 0,457777778 | X’: 56,0373021

110™Term d.f:2

1* Session a: 0,05

110" Term Critical X* Point: 5,99
2" Session — 5 97 102 0,151111111 | Null Hypothesis: Rejected'’
112" Term

1* Session

Total
Frequency 127 548 675
Relative
Frequency 0,188148148 0,811851852

The calculated Chi-square value is greater than the Chi-square critical point
at .05 probability level (95% confidence, 5% error) as such the null hypothesis that
posits no statistically significant dependence between relatively higher cooperative
legislative voting behavior towards transnational projects sustaining national security
and system-orientation of the Congressional political parties’ election programs is
rejected. This finding also appears to validate the assertion of the thesis that similar
to cartel party hypothesis’ postulation for policy convergence in domestic politics,
parties whose presidential candidates managed to pass minimum 5% electoral
threshold [American data question 20" from] (International Institute for Democracy
and Electoral Assistance) in the previous election attain public funding at the
expense of other parties and their alternative voices for domestic/foreign policy
conduct show pro-systemic policy choices in foreign policy within the lower house

of the legislative.

For the test of the cartel party hypothesis postulation about the break in the
relationship between the political parties and the electorate, the only categorical
variable that can get close to that feature appears to be the Congress’ and the
Congressional political parties’ job disapproval rates. The only systematic time series

data for both variables belong to Gallup trend analysis but the problem with that

' For the calculation of the result to replicate, please refer to the Table 8 at the appendix.
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source is that sample information for each is absent from the reports as such

proportions are used as the categorical data. Nevertheless, since each category’s

variables are in the form of proportions, they still give information about

presence/absence of statistical dependence. Within the dataset, each year’s score is

the mean of the series of poll results for disapproval per year.

Table 12: Chi-square statistics calculation for the second null hypothesis in the American
context Kiirecik radar base case.

Preference Gap between the Electorate
and the Elected Politicians (GALLUP
Congress; GALLUP Political Parties)
Relatively Parties in Parties in Total Relative
Higher The the the Frequency | Frequency
Cooperation | Congress Congress Congress
Score (Democratic | (Republican
within the Party) Party)
Legislative Ho:  No relationship  exists
in-between between relatively higher
107" Term cooperative legislative  voting
2" Session 36 37 36 109 0,07194719 | behavior towards transnational
(2002) projects  sustaining  national
108" Term security and the preference gap
1* Session 45 40 38 123 0,08118812 | between the electorate and the
(2003) elected politicians.
108" Term
2" Session 51 40 2 133 0,08778878 | Hi: A relationship exists between
(2004) relatively  higher  cooperative
109" Term 57 41 45 143 0,09438944 | legislative  voting  behavior
1" Session towards transnational projects
(2005) sustaining national security and
109" Term the preference gap between the
2" Session 67 39 55 161 0,10627063 | clectorate and  the  elected
(2006) politicians.
th
lllsf)se:sei:,r: 66 40 54 160 0,10561056 X 11.8298633
(2007) S'-fb: (1)2
110" Term C .
2" Session 74 39 52 165 0,10891089 | Critical X’ Point: 289
(2008) Null Hypothesis: Not Rejected
111" Term 63 43 58 164 0,10825083
1" Session
(2009)
111" Term 75 53 53 181 0,11947195
2" Session
(2010)
112" Term 78 50 48 176 0,11617162
1" Session
(2011)
Total 612 422 481
Frequency
Relative 0,4039604 | 0,27854785 | 0,31749175
Frequency

Nevertheless, not rejecting Table 12’s null hypothesis [because of smaller

Chi-square value than the critical Chi-square point] may reflect American

' For the calculation of the result to replicate, please refer to the Table 9 at the appendix.
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electorate’s indifference to the Congress’s foreign policy behavior as generally
indicated by neorealist school of thought. Therefore, the absence of any statistical
dependence between relatively higher cooperative legislative voting behavior
towards transnational projects sustaining national security and the preference gap
between the electorate and the elected politicians might represent American voters’
least preference to choose foreign policy as the country’s most important problem.
According to Gallup surveys’ most important question in U.S. between 2002 and
2011, the mean percentage of the respondents who select international affairs and
foreign aid is nearly 4,15% and it is small enough to reflect the public’s low level of

interest in foreign affairs.

Table 13: A measurement of American electorate’s preference for foreign policy as the
country’s most important problem [Trend Analysis — GALLUP’s Most Important Problem
Data Series from] (University of Texas at Austin).

The Most 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 201 Mean Standard
Important 1 Deviation
Problem
Internatio
nal
Affairs 4,1489 | 2,089291
and 3,794 | 4,738 | 3,252 | 3,431 9,941 3,123 3,37 3,26 3,36 | 3,20 52 779
Foreign 88 14 06 09 56 89 28 03 58 9
Aid (%)

Thirdly, the inquiry is about the question that whether the country’s
perceptiveness to system-related threats of being-attacked by another country and of
being deprived of foreign direct investment is related to the House of
Representative’s higher cooperative behavior towards transnational projects that are
assumed to offset these threats. As the aims of protecting market economy; of
promoting world-wide free, fair, open, and competitive elections; of supporting
constitutional liberalism; of backing territorial integrity of the [prospective] allies;
and of undergoing engagements for peaceful use of nuclear power reflect U.S.’
concern for both global economic growth and stability; the economic growth and

national defense are the selected categories to measure the nation’s level of
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importance attributed to perception on systemic threats. The Gallup’s most important

problems trend analysis is the only available source but the problem with that

reference point is that sample information for each category is absent from the files

as such proportions are used as the categorical data.

Table 14: Chi-square statistics calculation for the third null hypothesis in the American context
Kiirecik radar base case.

Country’s Exposure to the System-
related Threats
[Trend Analysis - GALLUP’s Most
Important Problem /
1.Macroeconomics and 16. Defense
Questions from] (University of Texas

at Austin).
Relatively Hy: No relationship exists between
Higher Total Relative relatively ~ higher  cooperative
Cooperation | Macroeconomics | National Defense | Frequency | Frequency | legislative voting behavior towards
Score within transnational projects sustaining
the national security and the public’s
Legislative first choice for the country to have
in the Term economic growth, and strong
107" Term defense forces.
2" Session 25 27 52 0,101167315
(2002) H;: A relationship exists between
108" Term relatively ~ higher  cooperative
1% Session 34 22 56 0,108949416 | legislative voting behavior towards
(2003) transnational projects sustaining
108" Term national security and the public’s
2" Session 28 27 55 0,107003891 | first chqice for theilcountry to have
(2004) economic growth, and strong
defense forces.
th
1019 Term " % X%: 92,6496882
1% Session 44 0,085603113 df. 5 >
(2005) 2
109" Term 15 21 @005
2" Session 36 0,070038911 Critical X Ponpt': 1639 s
(2006) Null Hypothesis: Rejected
110" Term 14 29
1° Session 43 0,083657588
(2007)
110" Term 40 14
2" Session 54 0,105058366
(2008)
111" Term 53 8
1* Session 61 0,118677043
(2009)
111" Term 48 7
2" Session 55 0,107003891
(2010)
112" Term 53 5
1* Session 58 0,112840467
(2011)
Total 329 185 514
Frequency
Relative 0,640077821 0,359922179
Frequency

'® For the calculation of the result to replicate, please refer to the Table 10 at the appendix.
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In consequence, the calculated Chi-square value is higher than the Chi-square
critical point at .05 probability level (95% confidence, 5% error) as such the null
hypothesis that posits no statistically significant dependence between relatively
higher cooperative legislative voting behavior towards transnational projects
sustaining national security and the public’s first choice for the country to have
economic growth, and strong defense forces to defend the country against system-
related threats of FDI outflow and foreign attack is rejected. This finding strengthens
the study’s one of the postulations that the country’s perceptiveness to the relevant
threats from the international system and policy convergence in the Congress both in
domestic and foreign policies are connected and paves the way to cascades of

Congressional terms without alternative courses of action in these two domains.

Lastly, it is also important to examine the voting behavior of the Senate over
the legislative proceedings aimed at sustaining national security alliance
formation/sustenance. While scanning the proceedings for that purpose, the ideal
categories are still protection of the market economy; promotion of free, fair, open,
and competitive elections; advancement of worldwide constitutional liberalism;
espousal of territorial integrity of the [prospective] allies; and the engagements for

peaceful use of nuclear power.

Table 15: A measure of modified group likeness scores for the legislative proceedings dealing
with national security maintenance through alliance formation/sustenance in U.S. Senate in-
between 2002 and 2011 under Kiirecik radar base case.

U.S. Legislative Session No. REP YES REP NO DEM YES DEM NO Likeness
(Senate) Proceeding" Score
(in-between
-1 and +1)
02.05.2002 Cl 107/2 - 102 46 0 47 2 0,957
(94-2)
08.05.2003 C2 108/1 — 142 50 0 45 0 1
(96-0)
24.06.2004 C3 108/2 — 151 49 1 46 1 0,958

" For the titles and summaries of the relevant legislative proceedings and their bibliographic
information, please refer to the table 5 at the appendix section.
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(95-3)

28.07.2005 C4 109/1 — 209 43 12 11 33 0,090
(54-45)

15.06.2006 C5 109/2 - 172 41 14 5 38 -0,061
(46-53)

12.07.2007 C6 110/1 — 245 48 0 41 4 0,913
(90-5)

27.02.2008 C7 110/2 — 34 42 3 45 0 0,933
(89-3)

22.07.2009 C8 111/1 239 38 2 4 51 -0,115
(43-54)

21.12.2010 C9 111/2 -292 11 28 54 0 0,397
(67-28)

22.09.2011 C10 112/1 - 148 43 0 4 47 0
(48-48)

Mean 41,1 6 30,2 17,6 0,507
Standard 11,239 9,297 21,159 21,772 0,488
Deviation

. X

-15 5 25 45 65 85 105 125

Figure 2: Box plot for the modified likeness scores for U.S. Senate in-between 2002 and 2011
under Kiirecik radar base case.”

Within the relevant time-period, the mean of the integrated scores is 0,507
with standard deviation of 0,488. As indicated in graph 2, the interquartile range of
the likeness score distribution (50% of the scores) is clustered between 2,25 (quartile
1) and 95,1 (quartile 3) [with the median 65,5]. Here also the likeness scores are
multiplied by 100 in order to ease the transition for display, and the new range for
them in the box plot is in-between -100 (perfect cooperation to reject) and +100
(perfect cooperation to accept). Since 50% of the scores are above the score 0,90, it
is also accepted that there is also relatively higher cooperative legislative voting

behavior towards transnational projects sustaining national security.

Given the fact that none of the categorical variables within this research’s
scope incorporate any Senate/House of Representatives division while accounting for

the system attribution, preference gap, and perceptiveness to system-related threats,

2% The relevant box plot is created by using Microsoft Excel for Mac 2011 Version 14.4.8 (150116).
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the findings of the Tables 11, 12, and 14 are also taken to be valid for the Senate in-
between 2002 and 2011. Nevertheless, within these series of proceedings of the
Senate, it is apparent that Congressional parties show lesser scale of cooperation in
the cases that necessitate strong commitments affecting macroeconomic security and

national defense as exemplified in C4,5,8,9,10.

4.2. Keystone XL Pipeline Project Case — American Context

4.2.1. American Context

Keystone XL pipeline project is a peculiar case where the need for capital
accumulation for economic growth in terms of energy and job security is pitted
against environmental security. With respect to that feature, the case is a valid frame
of reference to check the validity of cartel party hypotheses’ projection into foreign

policy domain.

Table 16: A measure of modified group likeness scores for the legislative proceedings dealing
with national/transnational projects sustaining national macroeconomic and energy security in
U.S. House of Representatives in-between 2005 and 2015 under Keystone XL pipeline project
case.

U.S. Legislative Session No. | REP YES REP NO DEM YES | DEM NO Likeness

(House of Proceeding” Score

Representatives) (in-between

-1 and +1)
28.07.2005 D1 109-1-445 200 31 75 124 0,279
12.07.2006 D2 109-2-369 221 4 196 0 0,980
18.12.2007 D3 110-1-1177 95 96 219 4 0,516
21.05.2008 D4 110-2-344 35 159 228 1 0,243
26.06.2009 D5 111-1-477 8 168 211 44 0,016
09.06.2010 D6 111-2-341 19 150 222 20 0,172
26.06.2011 D7 112-1-637 235 0 11 171 0,179
16.02.2012 D8 112-2-71 216 21 21 166 0,117
22.05.2013 D9 113-1-168 219 0 9 185 0,104
22.05.2013 D10 113-1-179 222 0 19 175 0,158
20.10.2013 D11 113-1-600 1 244 188 8 -0,142
24.06.2014 D12 113-2-342 220 0 1 186 0,085
13.10.2014 D13 113-2-517 225 0 8 185 0,114
14.10.2014 D14 113-2-519 221 0 31 161 0,220

2l For the titles and summaries of the relevant legislative proceedings and their bibliographic
information, please refer to the table 6 at the appendix section.
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08.01.2015 D15 114-1-12 241 0 3 181 0,148
09.01.2015 D16 114-1-16 238 0 28 153 0,269

Mean 163,5 54,562 91,875 110,25 0,216
Standard 94,346 81,052 96,919 79,946 0,246
Deviation

Throughout the time for scanning the relevant legislative proceedings, the
categories dealing with national macroeconomic and energy security are about
energy efficiency, sustainability, energy security, source diversification, and energy

independence.

-20 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Figure 3: Box Plot for the modified likeness scores for U.S. House of Representatives in-between
2005 and (January) 2015 under Keystone XL pipeline project case.”?

Within the relevant time-period, the mean of the integrated scores is 0,216
with standard deviation of 0,246. As indicated in graph 3, the interquartile range of
the likeness score distribution (50% of the scores) is clustered between 11,15
(quartile 1) and 24,95 (quartile 3) [with the median 16,5]. Here also the likeness
scores are multiplied by 100 in order to ease the transition for display, and the new
range for them in the box plot is in-between -100 and +100. Therefore, in this
research, it is accepted that there is relatively lower cooperative legislative voting
behavior towards national/transnational projects sustaining national macroeconomic

and energy security.

Later, the task is about examining absence/presence of any statistically
significant relationship between lower scores for cooperation to accept/reject the

proceedings among the parties in the House of Representatives and the

22 The relevant box plot is created by using Microsoft Excel for Mac 2011 Version 14.4.8 (150116).
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Congressional parties’ position on pro-system oriented foreign policy for macro-
economic and energy security as indicated in their respective manifestoes before the
presidential elections. Notwithstanding the fact that these documents were prepared
to win the executive seat per election, they are still reference points for these parties’
policy identification. While counting each party’s frequency of attribution to the
relevant parameters in their manifestoes for the up-coming presidential election term,
two additional categories are taken from the manifesto project database — 402
incentives, 501 environmental protection (positive) — and the following formula is

resorted:
2
(X Parameter X49,410 — Parameter X 16501) 3

With respect to that calculation, the international system is categorized in
terms of both economic growth whose motor is foreign direct investment (under the
auspices of neoliberalism) and environmental protection whose essence lies in the
sustainability of the ecosystem (under the aegis of green theory) (Kavalski, 2011: 2,

8-9).

Table 17: A comparative measurement of FDI net inflow into U.S. by year, and of financial
losses in weather related events incurred by U.S. per year in-between 2004 and 2013.

FDI Net Inflow (Thousand | Losses in Weather Related Losses in Weather Related
Year $) (World Bank) Events (Thousand $)* Events Equal to the
Percentage of FDI Net Inflow
in the Relevant Year (%)
2004 145966000 48824170 33,44900182
2005 138327000 160* 0,00011567
2006 294288000 18765330 6,37651892
2007 340065000 160 0,00004705
2008 332734000 67476970 20,27955364
2009 153788000 19198310 12,48362031
2010 259344000 22046600 8,500909988

» For the detailed account of political parties’ positioning on foreign policy, and macro-economic
policy conduct based on frequency of the attributes to the relevant categories in the party manifestoes,
please refer to table 7 at the appendix.

** Each monetary loss per year is taken from German Watch Global Climate Index reports’ climate
risk indexes from 2006 to 2015 (German Watch).

*The data is not available for the year 2005 as such its cell is given the minimum losses value of
2007.
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2011 257410000 74791050 29,05522318
2012 217778000 115603000 53,08295604
2013 294971000 45305640 15,35935397
Mean 243467100 41201139 17,8587301
Standard Deviation 76190408,91 36785751,4 16,6914344

The prime rationale to select market economy and ecosystem as the
categories of the international system is that for the transnational project receiver
country U.S., the topic of the Keystone XL pipeline is about comparison between the
prospective losses to be incurred when accepting/rejecting the project in terms of
FDI / environment-related costs (please refer to table 7). It is because that when FDI
net inflow to U.S. and weather-related monetary losses are cross-tabulated for the
time period between 2004 and 2013, it is seen that the latter’s overall average
between these two 