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Party–Interest Group Relationships in Contemporary Democracies (PAIRDEM) is a research 
project designed as a cross-sectional study across countries. It focuses on long-established 
democracies, i.e. the countries that democratized for the first time before or in the 1940s and have 
been continuously democratic since then. The countries covered by PAIRDEM are: Australia, 
Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, 
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, the United Kingdom and 
the United States. A core research group of 11 members has collaborated with the principal 
investigator, Elin Haugsgjerd Allern, and the data manager, Vibeke Wøien Hansen, to develop the 
methodology. The team members have also served as advisors for the data collection in various 
countries/areas, supplemented by affiliated country supervisors. In turn, the country supervisors 
have been assisted by more than 20 research assistants. This report is co-authored by the principal 
investigator, the data manager and the project’s chief research assistants: Maiken Røed (2016–
2017) and Lise Rødland (2018–2019). The project was financed by the Research Council of 
Norway’s funding scheme “FRIHUMSAM Young Research Talents”, together with the University of 
Oslo (UiO). 
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Introduction  
This report outlines how PAIRDEM’s online party surveys were organized and conducted, 
the underlying premises of the research design and the choices that were made, as well as 
information about response rates and possible response biases. Finally, it explains the data 
collaboration on party statutes and party finances between the PAIRDEM project and the 
Political Party Database project (PPDB), i.e. how the two data sources can be combined. 

Organization of the survey  
The PAIRDEM party surveys were developed by the project’s principal investigator and 
data manager in collaboration with the PAIRDEM core group (see www.pairdem.org for an 
overview). Members of the PAIRDEM core group and other established researchers in the 
field contributed as country managers (see the list of country managers in Appendix 1). The 
country managers each had one to three research assistants (RAs) who implemented the 
different steps of the survey (see below) in their country from translation to follow-up. The 
Norwegian online survey company Questback provided the survey software and platform.  

Population and selection criteria for parties 
The party survey was carried out in all the countries covered by PAIRDEM: Australia, 
Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 
Japan, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, the 
United Kingdom and the United States.  

As regards the parties, we aimed to study all ‘significant’ parties, but we had to establish a 
threshold to avoid including marginal political actors, virtually defunct actors and ‘one-hit 
wonders’. However, we kept the threshold fairly low. The party population consists of all 
parties with representation (at least one seat) in the national parliament in one or more of the 
last three elections and above 1 percent of the votes in at least one of the three elections or 
more than 2 percent of the votes in the last election but no seats.  

The first criterion leads to numerous and multiple parties in all 21 countries, including 
those that might directly influence legislation/public decision-making processes. The 
second criterion is formulated to deal with the most fragmented party systems in order to 
exclude marginal parties. Vote share is used instead of seat share to prevent the inclusion 
from depending on the electoral system. The last criterion is added to make sure that 
emerging parties without representation—which nevertheless might be able to affect party 
competition—are included. In this way, what can be considered as ‘significant actors’ are 
included, either because they have obtained representation based on votes or because they 
play a role in the system due to a larger vote share (that does not result in seats).  

The population identified thus consists of all parties that meet this threshold in the 21 
countries at the time of the survey launch (2016). All these parties were invited to take part 
in the survey, which means that there are no sampling errors. The total number of unique 
parties is 165. 



3 
 

Table 1: Number of parties 
Country Number of central party 

organizations 
Number of parliamentary/legislative 
parties 

Australia 6 6 

Austria 7 6 

Belgium 13 13 

Canada 5 5 

Denmark 8 8 

Finland 8 8 

France 8 8 

Germany 8 5 

Iceland 7 6 

Ireland 6 6 

Israel 9 11 

Italy 11 11 

Japan 7 7 

Luxembourg 7 6 

Netherlands 11 11 

New Zealand 6 6 

Norway 8 8 

Sweden 9 8 

Switzerland 9 8 

United 
Kingdom 

7 7 

United States 2 2 

Total N 162 156 

 

Development and translation of questionnaires 
We developed one version of the survey (one questionnaire) for the central party 
organization and one for the parliamentary party to address their different ‘modus 
operandi’, but note that the majority of the questions were asked in both surveys. Two 
generic source questionnaires were constructed in English for use in all countries. Some of 
the questions were similar to the survey questions asked in previous small-N studies 
carried out by the PI and members of the PAIRDEM core group. The questionnaire drafts 
were thoroughly discussed by the entire core group in a regular workshop and then later 
online. Thereafter, a pilot questionnaire was filled out by selected party informants in a few 
countries before the revised versions were finalized.  

The generic source questionnaires were translated word-for-word (through the translation 
Excel infrastructure in Questback), with the only changes allowed being those related to 
sentence structure to ensure a natural flow. Furthermore, certain terms were localized 
where appropriate, i.e. ‘parliamentary/legislative party’ and ‘legislature/parliament’ (lower 
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house). In case of doubt regarding accuracy, the translations were discussed with the 
principal investigator. The complete translations were carefully checked by RAs in Oslo. 

The English versions of the party questionnaires are presented separately, together with 
the survey codebooks, online (see www.pairdem.org). 

Selection of informants 
We applied the ‘formal position approach’ to the identification of party informants. For the 
central party organization survey, the national party secretary/secretary-general was 
invited to participate across countries and parties. For the parliamentary party survey, the 
leader or the head of parliamentary staff was invited. Based on experience, these are 
persons with excellent overview of organizational routines and strategies. Moreover, they 
are not politicians and may presumably respond in a freer manner. That said, in some 
countries, invitations were eventually sent to leading members of parliament, for example, 
if the aforementioned did not want to participate. In all cases, informants were explicitly 
asked to answer on behalf of their party (unit). 

Contacting the informants 
The informants were invited in two steps. First, each country expert sent a general 
invitation letter (in English) with information about the research project (see Appendix 2) 
by email. Second, the (translated) Questback email invitation (see generic example in 
Appendix 3) containing the respondent’s unique link to the survey was sent out to the 
updated list of informants. The first invitation was sent out a few days prior to the survey 
launch in each country, allowing time for the informants to reply in case they wanted us to 
contact a different person or did not want to participate.  

We emphasized that all responses would be kept confidential. The name, title and email 
address of the person filling out the questionnaire on behalf of his/her party are not 
included in the dataset and are thus anonymized. The IP logs and email addresses were 
deleted as soon as the study was finished. Furthermore, the respondents were told we 
would include party names in the data file, but that the project focuses on a statistical 
analysis across parties and countries, not what characterizes individual parties. The study 
was cleared with the Data Protection Official of the host country—Norway (NSD - 
Norwegian Centre for Research Data).  
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Survey launch 
The Questback invitations were sent out at 8 a.m. (local time).  

Table 2: Main survey launch dates 

Country Main launch date 

Australia 27 April 2016 

Austria 17 May 2016 

Belgium 10 October 2016 

Canada 5 May 2016 

Denmark 12 May 2016 

Finland 28 April 2016 

France 7 June 2016 

Germany 17 May 2016 

Iceland 22 August 2016 

Ireland 11 May 2016 

Israel 5 May 2016 

Italy 2 May 2016 

Japan 27 April 2016 

Luxembourg 1 June 2016 

Netherlands 11 May 2016 

New Zealand 27 April 2016 

Norway 12 May 2016 

Sweden 19 September 2016 

Switzerland 3 May 2016 

United Kingdom 27 April 2016 

United States 5 May 2016 

 

Reminders 
In general, two automatic Questback reminders were sent in addition to a final reminder 
before the survey closed. The first two reminders used the original Questback invitation 
with ‘REMINDER’ added to the subject field. These were sent out about two and four weeks 
after the initial survey launch in each country. The final Questback reminder (in English) 
emphasized the importance of every single party’s participation (see Appendix 4). This was 
sent out in early April 2017. 

Follow-up 
In general, the follow-up calls in each country began to be made after the second Questback 
reminder had been sent, but some country teams also called informants as part of the 
contact information collection to ensure commitment from the parties before the survey 
invitation was sent out. While follow-up calls (accompanied by subsequent emails sent via 
Questback) produced results in many countries, making follow-up calls followed by email 
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reminders sent directly from the country team itself was also an effective way to improve 
the response rate. 

Reception of the survey  
In general, the survey received a positive response. The survey questions were narrowed 
down to information not possible to retrieve from other sources (i.e. databases such as 
PPDB and PARLGOV) in order to reduce double reporting and to minimize the workload of 
the party informants. Those participating tended to fill out the entire form and not skip 
questions. 

Summary of the challenges 
The main challenge in the follow-up was to reach the party elite informants. In some 
countries (typically the smaller countries), this was easier, and it was often the party elite 
informant who answered the phone and agreed to answer the survey. In other countries, 
we had to communicate through their assistants. The challenge of reaching the right 
gatekeepers to get the necessary access to party informants was also the reason for the 
non-responses in France and the US, where it was particularly difficult to reach and find 
willing key informants for this type of survey. Due to specific challenges in France and the 
US, including busy (pre-)presidential election periods, we did not receive any answers from 
parties in those countries.  

Closing of the survey 
Apart from the UK, whose country team did some follow-up in August and September 2017, 
the survey was closed in all countries by April 2017. 

Response rates and possible biases 
As mentioned, we did not receive any answers from parties in France (8 parties) and the US 
(2 parties). For the remaining 155 unique parties invited to answer the surveys, 104 (67 
percent) answered one or both surveys.1 Figures 1–3 provide more details on the response 
rates and illustrate the differences across party units, countries and party families. 

                                                 
1 Note that we received four blank survey responses (two of each of the surveys) in addition to the ones 
included in the dataset.  
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Figure 1: Response rates by country: CPO and PP  

 

Figure 1 shows the response rates by country for each party unit (central party 
organizations [CPO] and parliamentary party [PP]). The response rates varied a lot across 
countries. In Japan, Luxembourg, New Zealand and Norway, 100 percent of the parties 
answered one or both of the surveys. Furthermore, the majority of the countries also 
showed a response rate that was higher than the average combined response rate (67 
percent) across the surveys. In some countries, we had a harder time getting access and 
responses due to structural factors (i.e. fragmented party systems with many small parties 
with limited capacity, weaker central organizations and/or political culture). In general, the 
response rate was somewhat higher among central party organizations than parliamentary 
parties, but this was subject to country variation (as illustrated in Figure 1). 

Figure 2 shows the (max) combined response rate (either CPO, PP or both). The horizontal 
line shows the mean (67 percent) across the surveys. Note that 10 of 19 countries (53 
percent) had a higher response rate than the mean. Sixteen of 19 countries (84 percent) had 
a higher response rate than 40 percent.  
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Figure 2: Response rates by country (either CPO, PP or both)  
 

Figure 3 breaks down the response rate by party family when looking at the combined 
response rate of unique parties (either CPO, PP or both). In general, the response rates per 
party family were quite good (around the mean or above the mean across party families2). 
This means that the degree of response bias when we look at differences in response rates 
between party families was quite low. The notable exception to this was right-wing parties 
(far right/populists) where only 3/13 parties (23 percent) answered one or both surveys. 
While regionalist (agrarian) and special issue parties were somewhat underrepresented, 
social democratic parties, green parties and left-wing socialists were overrepresented. A 
detailed overview of the response rates per survey and per country can be found in 
Appendix 5. 

 

                                                 
2 Note that the mean response rate across party families is slightly different from the mean across all parties 
since some party families are larger (smaller) than others. The varying size affects the different party family 
shares that were used to calculate the mean here. 
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Figure 3: Response rates by party family (either CPO, PP or both)  

 

Collaboration with the Political Party Database project 
Through collaboration with the Political Party Database (PPDB) project,3 and thanks to the 
efforts of the PAIRDEM country teams, data from the PAIRDEM party surveys can be 
merged and supplemented with data on formal affiliation and representation/participation 
rights of external interest groups and general data on party resources (members and 
finance) for more than 170 parties in 21 democratic countries (note that France and the 
United States are also included here). The PTYID (party ID number) variable from the PPDB 
project is included in the survey datasets so that the survey items can be easily combined 
with the PAIRDEM/PPDB data4 and other data from the PPDB project. 

                                                 
3 For more information about this project, see: https://www.politicalpartydb.org/.    
4 See the PAIRDEM website (https://pairdem.org/) for the PAIRDEM/PPDB codebook (an extract of the PPDB 
codebook) and the PAIRDEM/PPDB data file. 
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Appendix 1: List of country managers 
 

x Principal Investigator Professor Elin Haugsgjerd Allern (University of Oslo, 
e.h.allern@stv.uio.no)  

x Professor Tim Bale, Queen Mary University of London (United Kingdom, New 
Zealand, Australia) 

x Professor Luciano Bardi, University of Pisa and European University Institute, 
Florence (Italy) 

x Researcher Dr Patrick Dumont, University of Luxembourg (Luxembourg) 
x Researcher Dr Jan Fivaz and Dr Daniel Schwarz, Universität Bern (Switzerland) 
x Associate Professor Emilie van Haute, Université Libre de Bruxelles (Belgium) 
x Professor Heike Klüver, Universität Hamburg (Germany) 
x Research Fellow Dr David Marshall, University of Reading (United Kingdom, Ireland) 
x Associate Professor Stefanía Óskarsdóttir, University of Iceland (Iceland) 
x Researcher Dr Simon Otjes, Groningen University (the Netherlands) 
x Professor Thomas Poguntke, Heinrich-Heine Universität Düsseldorf (Germany, 

Austria) 
x Associate Professor Gideon Rahat, the Hebrew University of Jerusalem (Israel) 
x Professor Anne Rasmussen, University of Copenhagen (Denmark) 
x Professor Tapio Raunio, University of Tampere (Finland) 
x Professor Sabine Saurugger, Sciences Po Grenoble (France) 
x Professor Takayoshi Uekami, Okayama University (Japan) 
x Professor Paul Webb, Sussex University (United Kingdom, New Zealand, Australia) 
x Associate Professor Christopher Witko, University of South Carolina (United States) 
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Appendix 2: General invitation letter  
 

The general invitation letter was sent to all central party organizations by the respective 
country manager prior to receiving the Questback invitation to participate in the survey. 
Parliamentary parties/legislative party groups received a similar letter. 

 

Date: XXXX 

Dear Sir or Madam 

We are writing to you in order to invite you to take part in a brand-new international academic 
project on “Political Parties and Interest Groups in Contemporary Democracies”. The PAIRDEM 
project is hosted by the University of Oslo (UiO), Norway, and involves collaboration between 
scholars from nearly 20 different universities around the world, financed by the Research Council of 
Norway. 

In helping us you will be joining with people working for a wide range of political parties and 
interest groups in 21 different democracies who have agreed to complete our survey and assist us in 
our research. The countries in this study include Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, 
Finland, France, Germany, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New 
Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, and the United States. 

The research aims of the project are to explore the relationships between political parties and 
interest groups in the twenty-first century. How close or distant are today’s relationships? How 
formal or informal are they? Are they exclusive or inclusive? To what extent does the 
strength/weakness of ties vary across parties, interest groups, and countries – and what explains 
such differences? How do the organizational connections work and what are their political 
consequences and significance? We will survey both the party- and the interest group-side of the 
relationship. More broadly, we want to address the role of party-interest group relationships in 
democratic governance. 

In order to answer these and a number of other questions we have put together a questionnaire for 
parties’ central organizations which we hope you will be able to take time out of what we know 
must be a busy schedule in order to fill in on behalf of your party. The legislative/parliamentary 
party will be receiving a separate questionnaire (if applicable). Both questionnaires are translated 
from English into your country’s language(s). In a couple of days, we will send you a link to the 
PAIRDEM online survey. About 180 parties across the world are invited to take part in this survey. 
The technical implementation of the survey is conducted by the secure online platform Questback 
(www.questback.com). The whole thing should not take too long. Participation is voluntarily and 
you can at any time choose to withdraw your consent without stating any reason. 

All responses will be kept confidential. We will be using your answers to build up a global picture 
and to say something in more detail about how parties and interest groups interact in different 
countries. We will include party names in the data file, but are mainly interested in statistical 
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analysis across all parties and countries, not what characterizes individual parties. The name, title 
and email address of the person filling out the questionnaire on behalf of his/her party will not be 
included in the dataset and will thus be anonymized. The IP-logs and email addresses will be 
deleted as soon as the survey is finished. The study – which is scheduled for completion in 2019 – 
has been cleared with the Data Protection Official of the host country, Norway (NSD - Norwegian 
Centre for Research Data).  

We very much hope that you will be able to take part in this exciting, path-breaking international 
research project and thank you in advance for your time and effort. If you are interested, we would 
of course be delighted to send you some main results in English when the project is completed. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

Professor Elin Haugsgjerd Allern (University of Oslo, e.h.allern@stv.uio.no) in collaboration with  
Professor Tim Bale, Queen Mary University of London (United Kingdom, New Zealand, Australia) 
Professor Luciano Bardi, University of Pisa and European University Institute, Florence (Italy) 
Researcher Dr Patrick Dumont, University of Luxembourg (Luxembourg) 
Researcher Dr Jan Fivaz and Dr Daniel Schwarz, Universität Bern (Switzerland) 
Associate Professor Emilie van Haute, Université Libre de Bruxelles (Belgium) 
Professor Heike Klüver, Universität Hamburg (Germany) 
Research Fellow Dr David Marshall, University of Reading (United Kingdom, Ireland) 
Associate Professor Stefanía Óskarsdóttir, University of Iceland (Iceland) 
Researcher Dr Simon Otjes, Groningen University (the Netherlands) 
Professor Thomas Poguntke, Heinrich-Heine Universität Düsseldorf (Germany, Austria) 
Associate Professor Gideon Rahat, the Hebrew University of Jerusalem (Israel) 
Professor Anne Rasmussen, University of Copenhagen (Denmark) 
Professor Tapio Raunio, University of Tampere (Finland) 
Professor Sabine Saurugger, Sciences Po Grenoble (France) 
Professor Takayoshi Uekami, Okayama University (Japan) 
Professor Paul Webb, Sussex University (United Kingdom) 
Associate Professor Christopher Witko, University of South Carolina (United States) 
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Appendix 3: Generic Questback invitation email  
 

This email was sent to the central party organizations (parliamentary parties/legislative 
party groups received a similar email). 

 
Dear Sir or Madam 
 
As explained in the formal invitation letter we hope you received a couple of days ago, we are 
inviting you to take part in an online survey of political parties and interest groups. This 
international research project entitled ‘Political Parties and Interest Groups in Contemporary 
Democracies’ (the PAIRDEM project) is hosted by the University of Oslo (UiO), Norway, and is based 
on collaboration between scholars from nearly 20 different universities around the world, including 
XXXX University in country X. 
  
The aim of the study is to better understand the relationships between political parties and interest 
groups in the twenty-first century. The questionnaire you receive, on behalf of your party, deals 
with the organizational routines and experiences of the party’s central organization vis-à-vis 
interest groups. Your participation is crucial for the success of the research project and we are very 
grateful for your cooperation. 
 
The technical implementation of the survey is conducted via the secure online platform Questback 
(www.questback.com). You access the survey by using this link: [link to be inserted by Questback] 
 
If, for some reason the link doesn’t work, then cut and paste the url into the address field of your 
browser. You may complete the survey by using a computer or tablet.  
 
Please be assured that the collected data will only be used for scientific purposes. We will include 
party names in the data file, but are mainly interested in statistical analysis across all parties and 
countries, not what characterizes individual parties. We will be using the answers to build up a 
global picture and to say something in more detail about how parties and interest groups interact in 
different countries. The IP-logs and email addresses will be deleted as soon as the survey is finished. 
The name and title of the person filling out the questionnaire on behalf of his/her party will not be 
included in the dataset. Thus, your responses will be kept confidential and be anonymized. The 
study has been cleared with the Data Protection Official of the host country, Norway (NSD - 
Norwegian Centre for Research Data).  
 
Completing the survey should not take too long. After the completion of the research project we 
would be more than happy to provide you with a summary of the main results in English. If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us on XXXXXX (email) or XXXXX (phone). 
 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
Title and name 
Manager of the PAIRDEM team in country X 
Department Name 
University Name 
Address, Email & Phone 
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 Appendix 4: Generic Questback final reminder 
 

Subject field: Reminder: Last Chance to Participate in the Survey for “Political Parties and Interest 
Groups in Contemporary Democracies” 

Dear TAG OF NAME/TAG OF PARTY NAME AND UNIT HERE 

This is the final opportunity to participate in the party survey conducted by the academic research 
project “Political Parties and Interest Groups in Contemporary Democracies”. The survey will close 
on Friday XXX 2017.  

The objective is to get a better understanding of the relationships between political parties and 
interest groups in the twenty-first century. If you have considered to taking part but have not had 
the time yet, please take a moment to complete the survey this week.  

Click here to participate 

Every single party's participation is crucial for the success of the project. Our aim is to give a 
representative picture of today's political parties and their interaction with other organizations and 
associations, whether they are frequent or infrequent, weak or strong, or simply very varied.  

Your responses will help to increase our knowledge about the role of party-interest group 
relationships in democratic governance across 21 countries. Many thanks for your help! 

If you would not like to take part, please ignore this final reminder and apologies for the 
inconvenience.  

Sincerely yours,  

PAIRDEM’s Principal Investigator Professor Elin Haugsgjerd Allern, University of Oslo  

 
Associate Professor Nicholas Aylott, Södertörn University, Stockholm (Sweden) 
Professor Tim Bale, Queen Mary University of London (United Kingdom,) 
Professor Luciano Bardi, University of Pisa and European University Institute, Florence (Italy) 
Researcher Dr Patrick Dumont, University of Luxembourg (Luxembourg) 
Researcher Dr Jan Fivaz and Dr Daniel Schwarz, Universität Bern (Switzerland) 
Associate Professor Emilie van Haute, Université Libre de Bruxelles (Belgium) 
Professor Heike Klüver, Humboldt-Universität zu Berlin (Germany) 
Research Fellow Dr David Marshall, University of Reading (United Kingdom, Ireland) 
Associate Professor Stefanía Óskarsdóttir, University of Iceland (Iceland) 
Researcher Dr Simon Otjes, Groningen University (the Netherlands) 
Professor Thomas Poguntke, Heinrich-Heine Universität Düsseldorf (Germany, Austria) 
Associate Professor Gideon Rahat, the Hebrew University of Jerusalem (Israel) 
Professor Anne Rasmussen, University of Copenhagen (Denmark) 
Professor Tapio Raunio, University of Tampere (Finland) 
Professor Sabine Saurugger, Sciences Po Grenoble (France) 
Professor Takayoshi Uekami, Okayama University (Japan) 
Professor Paul Webb, Sussex University (Australia, New Zealand, United Kingdom)  
Associate Professor Christopher Witko, University of South Carolina (Canada, United States) 
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Appendix 5: Detailed response rates  
 

Table 3: Response rates by country per survey (CPO and PP) 
Country Response rate, central party 

organizations 
Response rate, 

parliamentary/legislative parties 

Australia 16.7 0 

Austria 57.1 50 

Belgium 38.5 38.5 

Canada 40 20 

Denmark 50 75 

Finland 75 75 

France* 0 0 

Germany 37.5 40 

Iceland 71.4 83.3 

Ireland 71.4 42.9 

Israel 22.2 0 

Italy 27.3 18.2 

Japan 100 71.4 

Luxembourg 57.1 100 

Netherlands 72.7 27.3 

New Zealand 100 100 

Norway 100 100 

Sweden 55.6 25 

Switzerland 77.8 25 

United Kingdom 28.6 42.9 

United States* 0 0 

*Note that France and United States due to zero responses in both surveys are omitted from the response 
rates presented in the figures. 

 


