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formal  institutions are more important in rich countries, where they are more likely to be 
accompanied by the rule of law, than in poor countries.31 One of our former students tested 
this implication in her undergraduate honors thesis at New York University (Ferrer 2003). 
Her findings, consistent with a veto player interpretation of the Mainwaring argument, show 
that the probability of democratic regime failure increases as the number of veto players 
increases but only in poor countries.32

Finally, we would like to point out that whereas the choice between presidentialism and 
parliamentarism is typically addressed explicitly by constitution writers, the size of the party 
system is not entirely under their direct control. As we saw in Chapter 14, though, compara-
tive politics scholars know quite a bit about why some countries have many parties and some 
have few. Specifically, we can expect a country with high levels of social heterogeneity to 
produce a highly fragmented legislature unless specific electoral institutions (majoritarian 
ones) are adopted with the goal of reducing the number of parties. Consequently, the results 
in this section suggest that if a presidential constitution is chosen for some reason, then 
adopting permissive electoral laws, such as PR, with a high district magnitude has the 
 potential to cause problems. In the presence of social heterogeneity, permissive electoral laws 
can be expected to produce multipartism, which, combined with presidentialism, is likely to 
inhibit democratic consolidation. Of course, the finding of Przeworski and colleagues (2000) 
on the apparent sufficiency of wealth may suggest that relatively rich countries have a greater 

31. Recent studies in this area strongly suggest that the importance of rule of law and other legal institutions for democratic 
consolidation itself varies across different levels of societal development (Reenock and Staton 2010; Reenock, Staton, and 
Radean 2013).
32. In this case, “poor” is defined as $6,055 per capita GDP, Przeworski and colleagues’ (2000) cutoff point.
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