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For example, imagine that two societies, A and B, have the same number of identity attri-
butes as each other. Let’s suppose that the identity attributes are income, place of origin, and 
religion. Our two hypothetical countries might be from Latin America, where divisions 
between the rich and poor, European and indigenous populations, and Catholics and 
Protestants are common. In both of our hypothetical countries, let’s imagine that exactly half 
the citizens are rich and half are poor, half have European ancestry and half have indigenous 
ancestry, and half are Catholic and half are Protestant.

In country A, we will assume that exactly half of the rich people are European and half 
are indigenous; half of the rich European people and half of the poor indigenous people are 
Catholic. The full distribution of identity attributes in country A is shown in Table 14.11. As 
you can see, the attributes that might contribute to the formation of identity categories are 
evenly distributed. This means that country A is entirely characterized by cross-cutting 
cleavages—there is no correlation between one’s income level, one’s place of origin, and one’s 
religion. As a result, this means that there is a whole host of identity categories—rich, rich 
Catholic, rich Protestant, rich European, rich indigenous, rich Catholic European, rich 
Protestant European, and so on—that are equally distinctive and, presumably, equally likely 
to be activated.8 According to Duverger, and assuming that policy preferences are associated 
with wealth, place of origin, and religious confession, the “engine” of social forces in country 
A is propelling the party system toward a large multiparty system.

In contrast to country A, let’s assume that some of the attributes that might map onto 
identity categories are perfectly correlated in country B. Specifically, we’ll imagine that 
although exactly half of the rich and poor people are of European descent as in country A, 
all rich people are Catholic, and all poor people are Protestant. The full distribution of iden-
tity attributes in country B is shown in Table 14.12. As you can see, the distribution of attri-
butes reveals a mixture of both cross-cutting and reinforcing cleavages. As in country A, the 

8. We are deliberately ignoring the effect of the country’s electoral system at this point.

European Indigenous

Catholic Protestant Catholic Protestant Total

Rich 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.5 50.0

Poor 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.5 50.0

Total 25.0 25.0 25.0 25.0
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