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government spending increased almost tenfold as a proportion of gross national product as 
well. In effect, holding national office became increasingly important in the 1930s. Minor 
parties that were unable to credibly compete for national office were therefore at a strategic 
disadvantage, and the party system became nationalized.

Hicken (2009) has built on this argument to suggest that the extent to which power is 
shared between different branches of the national government also matters. If political power 
is centralized in the national government and this power is not shared between different 
branches of government, the value of holding national office is especially high. This creates 
even greater incentives for political parties to solve cross-district coordination problems, such 
as those highlighted in our Strategic Entry Game. The result is a party system in which 
Duvergerian dynamics are reflected at both the national and the district level.

Another factor that influences the nationalization of party systems is the presence of 
presidential elections (M. Golder 2006; Stoll 2015). The presidency is nearly always the most 
important electoral prize in a presidential democracy. There is typically, however, only a small 
number of viable presidential candidates because only one person can become the president. 
Given the importance of the presidency, parties that do not have a viable presidential 
candidate, even if they are electorally strong in their local regions, are likely to find themselves 
abandoned by both voters and political entrepreneurs at election time. Parties that have a 
national base and hence viable presidential candidates will naturally benefit from this strategic 
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Source: Chhibber and Kollman (1998, 331).




