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The current state of the nationalization 
of the party systems in the Slovak Republic and Ukraine

Abstract. The paper assesses the current state of the nationalization of the party systems in the Slovak 
Republic and Ukraine based on the results of the latest parliamentary elections. By using formalized 
methods, the authors of the paper analyzed the composition of the party systems at the empirical level. The 
results of the conducted research show that the party landscape of the Ukrainian Parliament has changed 
in the direction of electoral preferences in favour of new participants of the political process. The analysis 
with the use of the Nagayama triangle showed that the electoral advantage of one political party was 
provided in most of the regions of Ukraine (the political party «Servant of the People»). Under the M. Jones’ 
and S. Mainwaring’s technique, a high level of the party system nationalization (0.70) was established 
while conducting the research. According to the methodology by G. Golosov, a Russian scientist, the 
nationalization index in 2019 was equal to 0.56. It was proved that the factors of presidentialism, socio-
political delimitations of the political regime, forms of government, the entry barrier, and regionalization 
have impacted nationalization of the party system.
Six political parties entered the Slovak Parliament. With the opposition center-right conservative political 
force «Ordinary People and Independent Individuals» being the leader of this election campaign. 
Parliament’s The assessment of the Slovak Parliament with the use of the Nagayama triangle shows that in 
most parts of Slovakia, no political force has been formed as a result of the elections, which would dominate 
the level of voters support and that competition provides a minimum gap between the two political forces. 
The analysis indicated that the nationalization of the party system of the Slovak Republic is 0.89 (the high 
value) according to the Jones and Mainwaring method and 0.67 (the above-average value) with regard to 
the Golosov method, being a higher value compared to a relatively similar indicator for Ukraine. It should be 
emphasized that the main factors impacting the actual state of the studied indicator were the entry barrier 
and the political regime in the country. The predominance in the level of nationalization of the party system 
of Slovakia, if compared with the relevant indicator in Ukraine is due to the fact that all political forces that 
entered the National Council of the Slovak Republic are stable and participate in electoral cycles.
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Сучасний стан націоналізації партійних систем України та Словацької Республіки
Анотація. У статті здійснено оцінку стану націоналізації партійних систем України та Словаччини за 
результатами останніх парламентських виборів. Стан конфігурації партійних систем на емпіричному 
рівні проаналізовано із застосуванням формалізованих методик. У ході дослідження було виявлено, 
що картина партійної системи українського парламенту змінилась у бік електоральних переваг 
новим учасникам політичного процесу. Аналіз із застосуванням методики Трикутника Нагаями 
показав, що на території більшості регіонів України забезпечено електоральну перевагу однієї 
політичній партії (ПП «Слуга народу»). У процесі дослідження з використанням методики М. Джонса 
та С. Майнверінга було встановлено високий рівень націоналізації партійної системи – 0,70. 
За методикою російського вченого Г. Голосова індекс націоналізації 2019 р. дорівнює 0,56. Було 
доведено, що на стан націоналізації партійної системи вплинули фактори президенціалізму, 
соціально-політичних розмежувань, політичного режиму, форми державного правління, прохідного 
бар’єру та регіоналізації. 
До словацького парламенту потрапило шість політичних партій. Лідером цієї виборчої кампанії 
була опозиційна правоцентристська консервативна політична сила ПП «Звичайні люди і незалежні 
особистості». Аналіз словацького парламенту за методикою Трикутника Нагаями засвідчив, що 
на території більшості регіонів Словаччини за результатами виборів не сформувалось політичної 
сили, яка б домінувала за рівнем підтримки виборців і що через конкуренцію забезпечено 
мінімальний розрив між двома політичними силами. Аналіз показав, що націоналізація партійної 
системи Словаччини за методикою М. Джонса і С. Мейнверінга має високе значення (0,898), а за 
методикою Г. Голосова – значення на рівні вище середнього (0,674) і є вищим порівняно з аналогічним 
показником, визначеним щодо України. Було зазначено, що основними факторами, які вплинули на 
фактичний стан досліджуваного показника виступили прохідний бар’єр та політичний режим в країні. 
Визначено, що переважання партійної системи Словаччини за рівнем націоналізації порівняно з 
Україною обумовлено тим, що всі політичні сили, які пройшли до словацького парламенту, є сталими 
та систематично брали участь в електоральних циклах. 
Ключові слова: політична партія; партійна система; індекс націоналізації партійної системи; 
регіоналізація; президенціалізм; виборча система; ПП «Звичайні люди і незалежні особистості»; 
ПП «Напрям – соціальна демократія»; ПП «Слуга народу»; ПП «Опозиційна платформа – За життя».
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Современное состояние национализации партийных систем Украины 
и Словацкой Республики 
Аннотация. В статье исследована   оценка национализации партийных систем Украины и Словакии 
по результатам последних парламентских выборов. Состояние конфигурации партийных систем 
на эмпирическом уровне проанализировано с применением формализованных методик. В 
ходе исследования было доказано, что картина партийной системы украинского парламента 
изменилась в сторону электоральных предпочтений в отношении новых участников политического 
процесса. Анализ с применением методики Треугольника Нагаямы показал, что на территории 
большинства регионов Украины обеспечено электоральное преимущество одной политической 
партии (ПП «Слуга народа»). В процессе исследования по методике М. Джонса и С. Майнверинга 
был установлен высокий уровень национализации партийной системы – 0,70. По методике 
российского ученого Г. Голосова индекс национализации 2019 г. равен 0,56. Было доказано, что на 
состояние национализации партийной системы повлияли факторы президенциализма, социально-
политических разграничений, политического режима, формы государственного правления, 
проходного барьера и регионализации.
В словацкий парламент прошло шесть политических партий. Лидером этой избирательной 
кампании стала оппозиционная правоцентристская консервативная политическая сила 
ПП «Обычные люди и независимые личности». Оценка парламента по методике Треугольника 
Нагаямы показывает, что на территории большинства регионов Словакии по результатам 
выборов не сформировалось политической силы, которая доминировала по уровню поддержки 
избирателей, а также то, что конкуренция обеспечила минимальный разрыв между двумя 
политическими силами. Исследования показали, что национализация партийной системы 
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Словакии (по методике М. Джонса и С. Мейнверинга имеет высокое значение (0,89), а по методике 
Г. Голосова значение находится на уровне выше среднего (0,67), и является высшим по сравнению 
аналогичным показателем, определенным по Украине. Отмечается, что основными факторами, 
которые повлияли на фактическое состояние исследуемого индекса, выступали проходной 
избирательный барьер и политический режим в стране. Было определено, что преобладание по 
уровню национализации партийной системы Словакии по сравнению с Украиной обусловлено тем, 
что все политические силы, которые прошли в словацкий парламент систематически участвовали 
в электоральных циклах.
Ключовые слова: политическая партия; партийная система; индекс национализации партийной 
системы; регионализация; президенциализм; избирательная система; ПП «Обычные люди и 
независимые личности»; ПП «Направление – социальная демократия»; ПП «Направление – 
социальная демократия»; ПП «Слуга народа»; ПП «Оппозиционная платформа – За жизнь».

1. Introduction
The multivariate development of countries in Central and Eastern Europe after the collapse of 

Communist regimes testifies to the different pace of development of political institutions and pro-
cesses, different features of value orientations in the context of social and political transforma-
tions. Heterogeneity research of party support is extremely relevant considering the instability of 
party and political representation, as well as the variability of electoral support in Ukraine, com-
pared to the Slovak Republic where political institutions are more stable.

Distribution of votes for political parties in parliamentary elections shows homogeneity and ir-
regularity of electoral advantages, the level of stability of election process. The studying of these 
problems is being investigated by using the indicator of nationalization of party systems, which is 
very low in Ukraine in comparison with EU member states and other democratic countries. This is 
specified by the impact of a number of factors which characterize social and political processes in 
the country during the period of its independence. Studying the related factors, it is necessary to 
determine possible problems and ways of raising the level of homogeneity of electoral supporting 
of political forces in Ukrainian regions. In view of the above, the study of the level of nationalization 
of the Ukrainian and the Slovak party systems, as well as of factors of influence with regard to the 
results of the 2019 parliamentary elections, is highly relevant.

2. Brief Literature Review
The theoretical and analytical study of the process of nationalization of the party system was 

ini tiated by representatives of American and European political schools, such as Brady (1985); 
Cain, Ferekhon & Fiorina (1987); Janda (1980). The use of formalized methods in the study of 
party system nationalization and socio-political factors that determine its level can be found in 
the works by foreign scholars among whom are Caramani (2004), Jones & Mainwaring (2003), 
Chhibber & Collman (2004), Bohsler (2011), Meleshevych (2020) and Golosov (2021). In the 
Ukrainian political science there are not enough scientific-methodological and practical deve-
lopments in the system of the analysis of party system nationalization of the of countries that 
are relevant to this study.

3. The purpose of the article is to study the level of nationalization of the party systems of the 
Slovak Republic and Ukraine by using formalized methods based on the results of the latest par-
liamentary elections.

4. Results
In order to define the nationalization of the Ukrainian party system we used the methodological 

approaches by Jones and Mainwering (Jones et al., 2003), and Golosov (2014) (calculation and 
analysis of this process), the Nagayama triangle method (Grofman et al., 2004) (studying the par-
ty competition). 

Firstly, let us consider the key characteristics of the nationalization of the party system of 
Ukraine with regard to the results of the 2019 parliamentary elections in Ukraine based on a pro-
portional representation system.

The results of the parliamentary elections to the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine in 2014-2019 are 
presented in Table 1. 

The first place in the level of support of voters is received by the political party «Servant of the 
People» (124 seats in the Parliament, or 43.16% of votes in the multi-mandate district). According 
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to V. Fesenko, the victory of the political party «Servant of the People» in those elections is con-
ditioned by the personal influence of V. Zelensky (Fesenko, 2019). The Zelensky phenomenon in 
the 2019 presidential elections is explained due to:
1) receiving support from the three groups of electorate: 

a) voters of the category «against all» who were ready to vote for the candidate who was not in-
volved in the previous political processes conducted by the government; such a choice was 
conditioned by the protest against the political elites that were being formed during the whole 
period of independence of the country; 

b) pro-Russian voters who, due to the split within the political party Opposition Bloc, supported 
the candidate who, in their opinion, did not impose patriotism and was Russian-speaking like 
them, promoted termination of military actions in the East of Ukraine; 

c) voters who did not want President P. Poroshenko to be re-elected (The Ukrainian Pravda, 2019) 
and those who were supporting Y. Tymoshenko and yet voted for V. Zelensky taking into consi-
deration his higher rating;

2) the impact of TV (V. Zelensky played the role of the President Holoborodko in a film and was as-
sociated with that hero by a number of voters); social networks, including work of bloggers, 
supporting groups and the social page of the candidate;

3) avoidance of political debates, which could divert voters’ attention from supporting the candi-
dates representing the three outlined groups in favour of V. Zelensky, in view of existing contro-
versies regarding certain social and political issues;

4) psychological tools and techniques aimed at the involvement of the maximal number of voters 
in the victory over existing political elites (the «Let’s do them in together» slogan).

5) a good choice of time to enter the election campaign (Pekar, 2019).
 «Opposition Platform - For Life» ranked 2nd in the 2019 elections (37 seats in the Parliament or 

13.05% of votes). The majority of the members of this political force belonged to the pro-Russian 
force of «Opposition Bloc» during the previous elections in 2014. Traditionally, the Eastern region 
of Ukraine voted for pro-Russian political forces, among which was the political party «The Party of 
Regions», that had been transformed twice before the parliamentary elections in order to receive 
the majority of electoral votes.

The third place for the results of voters was held by the political party All-Ukrainian  Union 
«Fatherland» (24 seats in the Parliament or 8.18% of votes). This political party in 2019 in 
comparison with 2014 was able to provide themselves with a higher level of electoral support 
(by 2.5%), which is conditioned by the fact that they represented the opposition to the ruling 
party.

The fourth place in multi-mandate districts was obtained by the political force of former Ukrai-
nian President P. Poroshenko - the political party «European Solidarity» (23 seats in the Parliament 
or 8.1% of votes). The low level of its support is conditioned by the fact that the specified political 
force was the ruling majority during the presidency of P. Poroshenko, and the mistakes of the latter 
were associated with this party. In particular, they included detrimental staffing politics (the crite-
rion for appointments was not professionalism, but loyalty to the authorities and the fact of  being 

Table 1: 
The results of the parliamentary elections to the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine in 2014 and 2019 

Source: The Central Election Commission of Ukraine
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among Poroshenko’s business partners), ineffective reforms in the vast majority of areas, the low 
communication with society, as well as unjustified and opaque political solutions about the war in 
the East of Ukraine.

The fifth place on the parliamentary elections was held by the new political power - «Voice» 
(17 seats in the Parliament or 5.82% of votes). There are several significant factors that led to the 
actual results in terms of the electoral support of the party. They include:
1) stuff professionalism, since the party involved three groups of citizens: representatives of the 

public sector (famous volunteers, activists, ATO heroes), specialists in the field of law, educa-
tion and economics and businessmen who are involved in different successful economic pro-
jects (Golosov, 2014). Voters, who supported the party, were focused on professional and per-
sonal qualities of the party members, which led to growing electoral activity from the part of 
young citizens with higher education (Ukrinform, 2019);

2) the personality of S. Vakarchuk, the party leader, who manages the popular band «Okean Elzy» 
(English: «Elza’s Ocean»). 
All those facts were the valid advantage in favour of supporting the political force from the part 

of voters representing certain age groups and regions, in particular the youth and the electorate 
of Western Ukraine.

By using the formalized method of Nagayama triangle (Grofman et. al., 2004), we can conduct 
a study of party competition in Ukraine, formed according to the results of the parliamentary elec-
tions in Ukraine in 2019.

Table 2 is shows statistical data required to create a Nagayama triangle based on the results of 
the parliamentary elections in Ukraine in 2019.

According to the obtained results, the highest level of support was for the political party 
«Servant of the People», which was observed in the majority of the Ukrainian regions in 2019. In 
Donetsk and Luhansk regions, the electoral preferences were traditionally with the pro-Russian 
political force «Opposition Platform - For Life». The political party «Voice» prevailed in Lviv re-
gion. However, but in such the party got its 23.09% in the abovementioned region and the gap 
between the political parties «Voice» and «Servant of the People» was minimal, since there was 
no dominant party in the region.

The Nagayama triangle for the results of the parliamentary elections in Ukraine in 2019 is shown 
in Figure 1.

Table 2: 
Statistics required for the Nagayama triangle relevant to the results 
of the 2019 parliamentary elections in Ukraine 

Source: The Central Election Commission of Ukraine
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It has been determined that most of the regions pertain to the graphic segment (D+E), 
which is characterized by the absence of domination of either of the two biggest political 
parties and the prevalence of the first one. Also it should be mentioned that most of the re-
gions  logging in this segment demonstrate the advantage in voting for the first party at a le-
vel that does not reach 50% of votes. In particular, this is relevant to the support of the po-
litical party «Ser vant of the People» in regions such as Vinnytsia, Volyn, Zhytomyr, Zakarpat-
tia, Zaporizhzhia, Ivano-Frankivsk, Kyiv, Odesa, Rivne, Ternopil, Kharkiv, Kherson, Khmelny-
tsk and Chernihiv, as well as the City of Kyiv; and the political party «Opposition Platform - For 
Life» in regions such as Donetsk and  Luhansk. There were regions that logged into the gra-
phic segment (D+E) with only one leading political party which was supported by more than 
50% of voters. In particular, that happened to the political party «Servant of the People» in re-
gions such as Dnipropetrovsk,  Kirovohrad, Mykolaiv, Poltava, Sumy, Cherkasy and Chernihiv. 
It is determined that some regions had no dominant political force and electoral gaps were not 
so obvious with regard to political parties that had the highest rankings. For example, in Lviv 
region, there was almost the same level of support of the political parties «Voice» and «Ser-
vant of the People» (23.09% and 22.03% of votes, respectively), in other regions, the first par-
ty received less than 30-40% of votes. The results of the analysis of the Nagayama triangle 
of the results of the 2019 parliamentary elections in Ukraine show the absence of party com-
petition on the territory of most of the country’s regions due to the configuration of electoral 
advantages formed on the supporting of the first party (mainly the political party «Servant of 
the People»). 

Using the calculations and the analysis of the party system nationalization in Ukraine (Table 3), 
we can determine the level of the homogeneity of people’s support of political parties at the coun-
try level. The calculations of the party system nationalization in Ukraine show that the value of the 
related indicator was 0.70 by the Jones & Mainwering method and 0.56 by the Golosov method. 
The results of calculations obtained with the use of the latter method are more accurate because it 

Figure 1: 
The Nagayama triangle with regard the results of the 2019 elections in Ukraine

Source: Compiled by the authors

Table 3: 
The index of party system nationalization in Ukraine based on the results 
of the parliamentary elections in Ukraine in 2019 

Source: The Central Election Commission of Ukraine
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covers a wider list of data. Besides considering the support of political forces at the regional level, 
it also takes into account their support at the national level.

According to the obtained results, the political parties «Servant of the People», All-Ukrainian 
Union «Fatherland» and «European Solidarity» have a similar level of party nationalization, which 
is explained by their homogeneous support in all the regions. It should be mentioned that the 
political party «Voice» with its highest support in Lviv region and the political party «Opposition 
Platform - For Life» with its highest support in Donetsk and Luhansk regions are demonstrating the 
medium level of party nationalization, which impacts the general result for the country.

Accordingly, it should be ascertained that the key factors that impact the general state of the 
party system nationalization in Ukraine are as follows.
1. The factor of presidentialism relating to both the impact of the high rating of V. Zelensky on the re-

sults of the parliamentary elections and the victory of Zelensky’s brand (Deutsche Welle, 2019). 
The electorate was willing to support the winner of the presidential elections, associated with 
the political party project known as «Servant of the People».

2. The factor of social and political delimitation which is determined by the differences in under-
standing the country’s foreign policy by the electorate in different regions, especially in the East 
and the West of Ukraine. Such delimitations are connected with skillful manipulations in Donetsk 
and Luhansk regions. During the 2019 parliamentary elections in Ukraine, the so called «bor-
ders» were determined with regard to questions related to European integration, external rela-
tions with the Russian Federation, cooperation with NATO, language issues and ways to solve 
the military conflict in Donbas. This is confirmed by the results of untypical (deviant) voting for 
the certain political projects that are declared in certain programs concerning the East-West 
vector, if compared with nationwide data. In particular, this is obvious taking into consideration 
the high level of support of the pro-Russian political force «Opposition Platform - For Life» in the 
East of Ukraine.

3. The factor of political regime. Hybridity of political regime explains the fact that there are no 
strict democratic institutions in the country in all spheres of social and political life, which is  also 
relevant to political parties. Variability of political regimes contributes to the fact that creation 
of the political parties, as well as changes in their formats, exists in order to keep certain politi-
cians in power. Voters do not have stable preferences of certain political forces or vote with re-
gard to the results of activities of various political parties observed over a longer period. Lack of 
support of certain parties determines the level of homogeneity when supporting existing politi-
cal forces at the regional level.

4. Forms of government. In view of the instability of the modern form of government in Ukraine, 
the role of the President in the governance during the parliamentary elections was insignificant, 
which determined his inability to influence the results of the party system nationalization. If the 
wishes of President V. Zelensky regarding making constitutional changes of his empowerment 
come true, the form of government will be changed, which, in turn, will impact further election 
campaigns. 

5. The factor of entry barrier. A bigger entry barrier determines an increase in the level of par-
ty system nationalization. During the 2019 parliamentary elections in Ukraine it was 5%. Such 
a barrier impacted the competitiveness of small and new political parties, which increased the 
party system nationalization in Ukraine in 2019.

6. The factor of regionalization is determined by the influence of the pro-Russian political party 
«Opposition Platform - For Life» which, having an extremely high level of support in the Eastern 
regions of Ukraine, reduced the level of the party system nationalization. The high level of sup-
port of the abovementioned political force is explained by traditional backing of the pro-Russian 
political force from the part of the electorate of the Eastern regions of Ukraine and activation of 
its pre-election campaign on the territories, where the electorate is exposed to propaganda of 
antinational character.
Let us analyze the main features of the party system nationalization in the Slovak Republic ac-

cording to the results of the parliamentary elections in 2020.
Table 4 shows the results of the parliamentary elections to the National Council of the Slovak 

Republic in 2020.
It shows that the conservative and populist political party «Ordinary People and Indepen dent 

Personalities», which received 25.02% of votes and got 53 seats in the Parliament, ranks by the 
level of electoral benefit. Although this political party is compared with another political party, 
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namely «The Servant of the People» with regard to its populist slogans and had been combating 
corruption for a long time in the most vulnerable areas of social life (Turchenko, 2021). According 
to the voting results, this political party received an opportunity to form foreign and domestic poli-
cies in the coalition with other parties. After winning the parliamentary elections, this political party 
declared the willingness to create a coalition with all the political forces in the National Council of 
the Slovak Republic, except the extreme right «The People’s Party - Our Slovakia» and the politi-
cal party «Direction - Social Democracy» which had been the ruling party. The political discourse, 
on which the election campaign of this party was based, was connected with a need to implement 
anti-corruption reforms, a slogan put forward by I. Matovich, the party leader. The party leader 
emphasized that Slovakia was bogged down with corruption ties with mafia («We have a captured 
state») (Vorotniuk, 2020).

The political party «Direction - Social Democracy» (38 seats in the National Council of the Slo-
vak Republic or 18.29% of votes) ranked second at the 2020 parliamentary elections in Slovakia. 
This left-wing populist political party that has been running the state since 2006 (except for the 
2010-2012 period) received the majority of electoral votes. According to a significant backlog in 
the electoral support, the political force might be opposing the government. The loss of the politi-
cal position was due to social and political events, such as the murder of a famous journalist, cor-
ruption scandals, exposure of mafia affairs, etc.). All this was condemned by society and foreign 
community.

The political party «We Are Family» occupies the third place in the ranking with its 17 seats in in 
the National Council of the Slovak Republic or 8.24% of votes. This is a populist extreme right po-
litical party professing soft Euroscepticism and abolition of the migrant quotas. It can be stated 
that nationalistic and anti-migratory slogans allowed the political party to gain the support of the 
voters. In should be mentioned that this political force has been taking part in parliamentary elec-
tions since 2012. 

«People’s Party - Our Slovakia» ranked fourth (17 seats in the National Council of the Slo-
vak Republic or 7.97% of votes ). This political power got to the National Council due to the 
support of voters who profess extreme right, radical, nationalist and pro-Russian views. At the 
beginning of the year, this political party was supported by more than 11% of the country’s 
voters (The European Truth, 2020). However, due to the successful election campaign of the 
«The People’s Party - Our Slovakia», the electorate decided on the political support in favour 
of the latter.

The fifth place in terms of the electoral support was taken by the liberal and economic par-
ty «Freedom and Solidarity» (13 seats in the National Council of the Slovak Republic or 6.22% of 
votes). This liberal political party professes a reduction in the number of privileges granted to the 
country’s political elites, Euroscepticism, legalization of light drugs and same-sex marriages. Like 
the abovementioned political forces, this political party is also not new to politics. It has been ope-
rating in the country’s political system since 2009.

The conservative and liberal political party «For People» ranked sixth at the elections (12 seats 
in the National Council of the Slovak Republic or 5.77% of votes) It was found by A. Kiska, the for-
mer President, in 2019. despite the fact the political party is new, its leader has been taking part in 
the country’s political life since 2014.

It can be stated that two parties with radically different political views received the highest 
support. The two parties are the extreme right conservative «Ordinary People and Indepen dent 
Personalities» and the left-wing populist «Direction - Social Democracy». These political po-
wers have been members of political system of the country for a long period, and the leaders of 
these parties and political positions are recognized by the electorate. This distinguishes them 

Table 4: 
Data on the results of the parliamentary elections to the National Council of the Slovak Republic in 2020

Source: Statistical Office of the Slovak Republic
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from the leader of the 2019 parliamentary elections in Ukraine, i.e. the political party «The Ser-
vant of the People»).

Let us analyze the satate of the party competition according to the results of the parliamentary 
elections in Slovakia in 2020. To do this, we apply the Nagayama triangle method. Table 5 contains 
statistical data required to create the Nagayama triangle relevant to the results of the 2020 parlia-
mentary elections in Slovakia.

According to the statistical data given above, the political party «Ordinary People and Inde-
pendent Personalities» had the highest support in most of the districts in 2020. The second place 
was taken by the political party «Direction - Social Democracy» in seven districts, and only the li-
beral and economic party «Freedom and Solidarity» ranked second in Bratislava district.

The Nagayama triangle relevant to the results of the 2020 parliamentary elections in Slovakia 
is shown in Figure 2. It is determined that the majority of the districts of the country belonged to 
the graphic segment G, which characterizes the absence of the dominant political force on the 
territory and proves the existence of minimal gaps in terms of support of political parties ranking 
first and second. There was no competition and significant predominance of a certain political 
power with regard to the competition between the first (the political party «Ordinary People and 
Independent Personalities») and the second (the liberal and economic party «Freedom and Soli-
darity»), which is why all the districts are in this segment by the level of electoral benefits, there-
fore the gaps in voting were not so high. According to this, at the regional level the voters did not 
make a clear choice with regard to political supporting of certain parties and the country’s path 
after the elections.

Let us consider the state of the political system nationalization in the Slovak Republic based on 
the results of the 2020 parliamentary elections (Table 6) and determine the level of homogeneity 
of voters’ support of the political parties at the country level. According to the obtained results, we 

Table 5: 
Statistical data required to create the Nagayama triangle relevant to the results 
of the 2020 parliamentary elections in  the Slovak Republic 

Source: Statistical Office of the Slovak Republic

Figure 2: 
The Nagayama triangle relevant to the parliamentary elections in Slovakia in 2020

Source: Compiled by the authors
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determined the following values of the party system nationalization: 0.89 by the Jones & Meinve-
ring method (high value); 0.67 by the Golosov method (the above average level).

It has been determined that all the political parties that got to the National Council of the Slo-
vak Republic in 2020 have a high level of the party system nationalization. Also, there are the 
 political parties that had high values with regard to the specified indicator, yet had a significant 
gap in the values obtained by the two methods. In particular, the political party «The People’s 
Party - Our Slovakia», which against the background of its low support in Bratislava district (ap-
proximately 5%) maintained electoral benefits at the level higher than 10% in Banská Bystrica 
district, which was caused by the absence of homogeneity in its support at the national level and 
certain variations in calculating the indicator under research. This also applies to the political 
party «For People» which had a low level of support (approximately 5%) in Trnava, Trenčín, Nitra, 
Žilina, Banská Bystrica districts, whereas it was able to obtain 9.18% of votes due to centrism in 
Bratislava district.

We can state that the main factors that impacted the actual state of the party system nationali-
zation in the Slovak republic were the following.
1. The factor of entry barrier. There is a barrier for political parties at the level of 5% and 7% for po-

litical blocks in Slovakia. According to the results of the 2020 parliamentary elections, such limi-
tations became an obstacle for smaller political parties in Slovakia that did not manage to get to 
the National Council of the Slovak Republic (for example Slovak National Party with its 3.16%), 
which impacted the growth level of the party system nationalization.

2. The factor of the political regime. The events that happened in 2018 and 2019 related to the ac-
cusations of the former government in their ties with the Italian mafia, corruption and criminal 
acts characterized the political regime as a kleptocratic. That political regime in Slovakia was 
widely associated with most of the branches of power, including the judicial one. Mass dissa-
tisfaction of voters regarding the way the authorities acted explains why the ruling party was 
not able to win the elections and the fact that the majority of the parties that got to the National 
Council of the Slovak Republic were unwilling to create a coalition with it.

5. Conclusions
We have evaluated the level of the party system nationalization in Ukraine based on the results 

of the 2019 parliamentary elections. The configuration of the party system was analyzed empiri-
cally by using the formalized methods. It has been established that the party system of the Ukrai-
nian Parliament has changed in terms of getting electoral benefits by new members of the political 
process. It has been determined that the political party «Servant of the People», V. Zelensky’s po-
litical project, had the highest level of voters’ support in most of the regions of Ukraine. The ana-
lysis by the Nagayama triangle method shows that the political party «Servant of the People» has 
electoral preferences of voters in most of the country’s regions and that the political force ranking 
second in every region is unable to compete with the leading party. In our study, we have deter-
mined a high level of the party system nationalization in Ukraine of 0.70 with the use of the Jones & 
Mainwering method, while the index of the party system nationalization in Ukraine was equal to 
0.56 according to the Golosov method. It covers the wide spectrum of estimates with no determi-
nation of difficulties in systematization of data. It has been found that a high level of the nationaliza-
tion is attributed to the political party «Servant of the People», all-Ukrainian union «Fatherland» and 
«European Solidarity». It has been proved that the factors of presidentialism, social and  political 

Table 6: 
Index of the party system nationalization in the Slovak Republic based 
on the results of the 2020 parliamentary elections 
(obtained with the use of the methods by M. Jones, S. Meinvering, and G. Golosov)

Source: Compiled by the authors



57

ECONOMIC ANNALS-XXI
SOCIETY

Shelemba, M., & Shelemba, M. / Economic Annals-XXI (2021), 188(3-4), 47-57

delimitation, political regime, forms of government, entry barrier and regionalization have impact-
ed the state of the party system nationalization in Ukraine. 

The analysis indicated that the nationalization of the party system of the Slovak Republic is 0.89 
(the high value) according to the Jones and Mainwaring method and 0.67 (the above-average 
 value) with regard to the Golosov method, being a higher value compared to a relatively similar in-
dicator for Ukraine. It should be emphasized that the main factors impacting the actual state of the 
studied indicator were the entry barrier and the political regime in the country. The predominance 
in the level of nationalization of the party system of Slovakia, if compared with the relevant indica-
tor in Ukraine is due to the fact that all political forces that entered the National Council of the Slo-
vak Republic are stable and participate in electoral cycles.
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