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Abstract

Political parties in Western democracies with large immigrant populations have become increasingly interested in
nominating immigrant-origin candidates. This paper investigates how contextual factors explain parties’ effort of
immigrant representation. | argue that nominations of immigrant-origin candidates are shaped by parties’ strategic
calculations weighing out potential vote gains among immigrant-origin voters compared to a potential native backlash. |
contend that alien enfranchisement and liberal naturalization policies provide decisive incentives to nominate immigrant-
origin candidates. In contrast, economic insecurity implies potential material threat perceptions generating a native
backlash against immigrants, reducing the nomination of immigrant-origin candidates. Using a novel dataset on
candidates in Switzerland, the analysis reveals that the political and economic contexts indeed determine the number
of immigrant-origin candidates and their ballot position, particularly those of non-Western origin. These findings have
significant implications for our understanding of strategic behaviors of political parties and the promotion of immigrant
representation.
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Introduction 1957), I argue that in contexts of significant immigrant
populations, the nomination of immigrant-origin candi-
dates influences parties’ vote share maximization strate-
gies. On the one hand, immigrant-origin candidates can
boost the mobilization of immigrant-origin electorates
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The growing size of immigrant-origin populations across
European democracies makes the question of their political
representation increasingly important. Even though many
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political and economic context. I contend that alien
enfranchisement and liberal naturalization policies boost
immigrant-origin candidacies by increasing the share of
immigrant-origin voters, rendering ethnic voting more
likely. However, parties abstain from immigrant-origin can-
didates in contexts of economic insecurity where they antici-
pate a stronger native backlash against such candidates due
to heightened material threat perceptions. I expect that con-
text constrains parties particularly regarding the nomination
of candidates of non-Western origin to which both positive
and negative reactions are assumed stronger compared to
culturally more similar immigrant-origin candidates.

To test these hypotheses, I use a novel dataset on can-
didates in municipal elections in Switzerland. These data
allow assessing nomination strategies on a party-
municipality-level due to the decentralized electoral list
system with preferential voting in Switzerland. Overcom-
ing previous studies’ methodological pitfalls, the use of a
comparative design within Switzerland allows controlling
for possible other confounding factors like the electoral
system. At the same time, it permits taking advantage of
varying local alien enfranchisement and naturalization pol-
icies across Swiss cantons and municipalities. The analysis
shows that alien enfranchisement and liberal naturalization
policies indeed enhance parties’ designation of immigrant-
origin candidates. Yet, these positive effects appear offset
in contexts of economic insecurity, especially for parties to
the center-right and non-Western candidates. Conse-
quently, immigrant political representation is a product of
an interaction between internal party nomination proce-
dures, public policies concerning immigrant political rights
and local economic conditions.

Explaining immigrant descriptive
representation

The political underrepresentation of immigrants and ethnic
minorities has received increasing attention in recent scho-
larship suggesting a variety of explanations therefor. From
a supply-side perspective, the political opportunity theory
predicts that the collective identity of immigrant groups
and their capacity to organize themselves influence their
motivation to run for office and therefore affects immigrant
political representation (Cinalli and Giugni, 2011). None-
theless, there seem to be no differences in political interest
and engagement between immigrants and natives (Dancy-
gier et al., 2019). Consequently, the supply of minority
candidates cannot account for immigrants’ persistent polit-
ical underrepresentation. However, natives are found to be
more than twice as likely to transition to the nomination
stage than immigrant-origin candidates.

These findings join a growing scholarship that argues
the limited presence of immigrant representatives to be
mainly a result of a scant demand for immigrant repre-
sentation from political elites (Dancygier et al., 2015;

Sobolewska, 2013). More precisely, immigrants’ political
underrepresentation is assumed to be a direct consequence
of party procedures of candidacy nomination. In political
systems where aspiring candidates require the formal
approval of party leaders to run for office, parties act as
gatekeepers and decisively influence the representation of
minority groups such as women or ethnic minorities
(Cheng and Tavits, 2009; Michon and Vermeulen, 2013).
Political networks and interest groups are crucial for minor-
ity candidacy nomination and election: parties facilitate
access to resources necessary for running a successful cam-
paign (Ocampo, 2017) and influence nomination decisions
of party gatekeepers (Akhtar and Peace, 2018). Similarly,
interviews with party representatives in Spain reveal that
immigrant-origin candidates rely heavily on party-internal
mentors to access positions of power or electoral lists
(Burchianti and Zapata-Barrero, 2016). Some of the inter-
viewed representatives explain that the inclusion of immi-
grants in visible list positions is a product of strategic
calculations. Right-wing parties consciously nominate
immigrant-origin candidates based upon their nationality
and cultural proximity, while left parties use immigrant-
origin candidates to underline their support for pro-
immigration policies. What underlies these studies is the
assumption that party gatekeepers only nominate
immigrant-origin candidates if they perceive them to
enhance electoral turnout.

However, in situations of electoral competition, the deci-
sion of party gatekeepers over the nomination of immigrant-
origin candidates is also determined by contextual factors.
These have so far been little examined, with the exception
being the electoral system that constrains parties’ scope of
action and strategies of candidature nomination in general
and of immigrant-origin candidates in particular (Alba and
Foner, 2009; Forest, 2012; Sanhueza Petrarca, 2015a). While
some suggest that proportional electoral systems produce
more immigrant-origin representatives (Bloemraad, 2013),
others claim that electoral rules have little significance in
determining immigrant representation and only in complex
interaction with the geographic concentration of immigrants
(Moser, 2008; Ruedin, 2009). Accordingly, parties nominate
immigrant-origin candidates strategically in voting districts
where immigrants are concentrated because immigrant-
origin voters are more inclined to vote for such candidates
than native voters (Bergh and Bjerklund, 2010; Teney et al.,
2010). In turn, immigrant concentration in constituencies
increases the nomination of immigrant-origin candidates
(Koch, 2016; Ruedin, 2009).

Theoretical framework
Nomination trade-offs

The theoretical framework of this paper draws on Dancy-
gier (2017) who proposes immigrant representation to be a
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product of strategic calculations by parties facing a trade-
off when nominating immigrant-origin candidates. On the
one hand, parties can mobilize immigrant-origin voters by
nominating immigrant-origin candidates. Parties often
motivate their nomination of immigrant-origin candidates
as a demonstration of commitment to the issue of immi-
grant representation and suggest that this effort is perceived
there like by immigrant-origin voters (Burchianti and
Zapata-Barrero, 2016). Indeed, immigrant-origin voters are
more likely to support immigrant-origin candidates, most
notably if these candidates share the same region of origin
(Bergh and Bjerklund, 2010; Teney et al., 2010). Several
possible mechanisms for such ethnic preference voting
have been proposed. For instance, immigrant-origin voters
exhibit higher levels of trust in candidates of similar back-
ground and perceive immigrant-origin candidates to be
more likely to represent their interests. Ethnic networks
of immigrant-origin candidates might also be better at
mobilizing immigrants to vote (Teney et al., 2010; Zingher
and Farrer, 2016).

From the perspective of natives, however, immigrant-
origin candidates can have opposite effects. Native voters
are found to discriminate against such candidates in elec-
toral systems which allow negative preference votes
against candidates by removing immigrant-origin candi-
dates from voting lists (Besco, 2018; Portmann and Stoja-
novi¢, 2018). Hence, parties might face a decline in native
electoral support if they nominate more immigrant-origin
candidates (Zingher and Farrer, 2016). The question of why
voters may discriminate against immigrant-origin candi-
dates is complex and a complete discussion thereof goes
beyond the scope of this paper. For instance, native voters
might be uneasy with immigrant-origin representatives due
to anti-immigrant sentiments, most likely to be present
among voters to the right. Native voters could also fear that
immigrant-origin candidates represent immigrant-specific
interests and therefore react negatively to such candidates.
Evidence for attitudinal differences between natives and
immigrants (Nadler, 2020) and significant differences
between immigrant and native voters of the same party
regarding self-placement on the left-right scale support
such explanation (Bergh and Bjerklund, 2010).

Taking together these two opposing reactions, the nomi-
nation of immigrant-origin candidates is dependent on the
expected net vote gain. Parties will nominate more
immigrant-origin candidates if perceived vote gains from
immigrant-origin voters exceed the loss of native voters in
reaction to such representatives and vice versa.

Alien enfranchisement and naturalization policies

As a novel contribution to the debates on nomination trade-
offs, here I advance that such party-calculations are altered
by the political and economic contexts. First, I contend that
the incentive for nominating immigrant-origin candidates

to mobilize immigrant-origin voters is enhanced by two
public policies affecting immigrants’ political rights—
alien enfranchisement and naturalization policies.

Local alien enfranchisement policies are becoming an
increasingly common phenomenon in European democra-
cies (Kayran and Erdilmen, 2021), yet, their effect on
immigrant representation remains largely understudied.
Qualitative comparative evidence suggests that although
alien enfranchisement boosts immigrant political represen-
tation, this development is mostly attributable to changes in
the recruitment and campaigning of parties (Seidle, 2014).
Particularly center and right parties seem to adjust their
candidacy strategies if non-citizens have the right to vote
(Koch, 2016). Here, I argue that in voting districts with
alien enfranchisement, parties cannot only politically
mobilize naturalized immigrants but also immigrants with-
out citizenship. Thus, such policies can enlarge potential
immigrant-origin electorates significantly and make posi-
tive electoral gains from immigrant-origin candidates more
likely. Hence, parties nominate more immigrant-origin
candidates in voting districts with non-citizen voting rights
than in constituencies without alien enfranchisement
(H1a). Unsurprisingly, larger immigrant populations were
found to be positively correlated to the nomination of
immigrant-origin candidates (Ruedin, 2009). I argue that
alien enfranchisement pushes this effect further, because
the immigrant-origin electorate in municipalities with alien
enfranchisement also includes non-naturalized immigrants.
I draw from this that a larger foreign resident population
incentivizes the nomination of immigrant-origin candidates
in municipalities with alien enfranchisement further (H1b).

Besides alien enfranchisement, I argue that also liberal
naturalization policies boost the nomination of
immigrant-origin candidates. Recent studies advance that
naturalization policies are a driver of minority representa-
tion. Dancygier (2017) suggests that a more pronounced
descriptive representation of Muslims in Belgium and
Great Britain compared to Austria and Germany is partially
due to more liberal citizenship regimes in the former,
resulting in larger shares of Muslims with political rights.
Those higher shares of Muslims citizens consequentially
incite parties to mobilize Muslim voters, and they do so
by nominating Muslim candidates. Other evidence suggests
that center-right parties’ ethnic minority outreach efforts in
terms of appealing to minority voters in party manifestos
occurs as a reaction to high naturalization rates (Miller,
2013). The proposed underlying mechanism relies in the
idea that naturalization policies define the current size of
the naturalized immigrant electorate and the extent to which
non-citizen immigrants will eventually become immigrant-
origin voters. The strictness of naturalization policies affects
directly the size of the immigrant population that holds polit-
ical rights due to host-country citizenship. More liberal nat-
uralization policies increase the population of naturalized
immigrants who can consequently be politically mobilized.
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Hence, parties nominate more immigrant-origin candidates
in voting districts with more liberal naturalization policies
(H2). The research designs used in these previous compara-
tive studies often bring along the issue of confounding vari-
able bias, since they fail to keep constant other country-level
relevant variables as the electoral system or socio-cultural
differences. Here, using comparative data within Switzer-
land allows controlling for these previous methodological
pitfalls, providing a more robust first empirical and com-
parative evidence focusing on the party-candidate-level.

Economic insecurity

Immigrant-origin candidates can, however, reduce support
from native voters who are averse to immigrant-origin rep-
resentatives. Here, I argue that economic conditions influ-
ence parties’ perceptions of the extent of such backlash. A
large body of research shows that negative attitudes toward
immigrants are, among others, fueled by worsening eco-
nomic conditions that alter competition over scarce
resources and heighten perceptions of relative economic
loss due to immigration (Dancygier, 2010; Dancygier and
Donnelly, 2013; Mayda, 2006). Even though evidence is
mixed, we can expect more resistance to tolerance and
immigrant inclusion in poor economic conditions with high
levels of inequality and unemployment (Ecevit and Kinsey,
2013). Consequently, parties nominate fewer immigrant-
origin candidates in voting districts where unemployment
is high (H3a) and the perceived backlash is strong. This
link between economic conditions and nomination presum-
ably varies across party ideology. I expect that parties to
the right are more hesitant to nominate immigrant-origin
candidates in voting districts with high unemployment rates
than left parties (H3b). This is because native left voters
are generally more supportive of immigration (Mayda,
2006; Polavieja, 2016) and economic concerns about immi-
gration are positively correlated with identifying with the
political right and voting for the radical right (Davis and
Deole, 2015).

Region of origin

I also argue that the link between contextual factors and
nomination trade-offs varies according to the origin of the
immigrant candidate, adding to previous research that
mostly failed at differentiating candidates by their region
of origin. I advance that contextual factors convey partic-
ularly important strategic incentives to parties when nomi-
nating immigrants of non-Western origin. The argument
bases on substantive research showing that native voters
are not equally receptive to all immigrants. Support for
immigration depends on the reason of immigration (Wys-
zynski et al., 2020) and immigrants’ place of origin (Ford,
2011). In Switzerland, for instance, culturally more distinct
immigrants are found to be more likely to generate negative

immigration preferences and to heighten natives’ threat
perceptions toward immigrants (Green et al., 2010). Simi-
larly, natives are more favorable toward immigrants from
Northern and Western Europe compared to Slavic and
Turkish immigrants when granting them Swiss citizenship
(Hainmueller and Hangartner, 2013). While evidence sug-
gests that also culturally similar immigrants can provoke
negative reactions among natives (Helbling, 2011), thus
most studies advance a stronger negative bias toward immi-
grants of non-Western origin. Consequently, parties are
warier to nominating immigrant candidates of
non-Western origin to which they expect a stronger native
backlash. Therefore, contextual factors provide parties
especially important cues for the nomination of such can-
didates. Moreover, the region of origin of an immigrant
candidate also matters for the mobilization strategy of
immigrant-origin voters. Ethnic voting occurs particularly
between an immigrant-origin candidate and an immigrant-
origin voter of the same country/region of origin. This is
due to shared experiences of political, economic and social
integration which vary significantly across immigrants of
different origin, i.e. in terms of labor market discrimination
(Auer et al. 2019) or host community’s stereotyping (Bing-
geli et al., 2014). Moreover, co-ethnic voting is particularly
strong for immigrants of non-Western origin, again sug-
gesting that parties rely on contextual factors especially
when nominating immigrant candidates of non-Western
origin (Fisher et al., 2014, Martin, 2016). For instance, they
especially consider naturalization rates of non-Western
immigrants and the share of the non-Western immigrant
population when nominating immigrant candidates of
non-Western origin and vice versa. Hence, I contend that
parties consider the nomination of non-Western immigrant-
origin candidates more critically, thus parties rely stronger
on contextual factors when nominating immigrant candi-
dates of non-Western origin (H4).

Ballot position

Finally, the nomination of an immigrant-origin candidate
acts as a signal to mobilize immigrant-origin voters. Yet,
parties can reach out to immigrant-origin voters not only by
nominating immigrant-origin candidates but also through
their list position. Indeed, the list position has a big impact
on the chances to be elected, with candidates on top of the
list being more visible and having greatest chances to be
voted for (Lutz, 2010). Therefore, parties might manifest
their effort of immigrant representation by putting
immigrant-origin candidates on higher list positions.
Importantly, they may consider contextual factors also
when deciding upon list positions. For instance, research
on the 2013 elections to the German Bundestag shows that
immigrant-origin candidates received better list positions
in constituencies with a large population of immigrant-
origin citizens (Geese and Schacht, 2019). In contrast,
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Figure 1. Predicted margins of foreign population by alien enfranchisement.

parties in the United Kingdom place minority candidates in
“unwinnable” seats in constituencies where anti-immigrant
public opinion is more present (English 2019). Building
upon these studies, I argue that the local context also
reflects in the ballot positions, where alien enfranchisement
and liberal naturalization policies result in relatively
higher respectively high unemployment rates relatively
lower list positions of immigrant-origin candidates (HS).

Data and methodology
Case selection

This paper investigates how political and economic con-
texts are linked to parties’ strategies of immigrant repre-
sentation in Switzerland. The Swiss case offers a great
potential for this study because alien enfranchisement pol-
icies vary across cantons and municipalities, where some
adopt passive or active non-citizen voting rights while
others have not foreseen any political rights to non-
Swiss citizens (Swiss Federal Statistical Office, 2020).
Moreover, naturalization requirements with regard to resi-
dence, language and political knowledge, finances and
fees, further differ both between and within cantons
(Manatschal, 2011; Schmid et al., 2016)." Overcoming a
methodological limitation in most previous comparative

studies, the consistent use of a proportional electoral sys-
tem across Swiss municipalities allows controlling for the
potential influence of electoral systems on candidacies.
Additionally, the federalist political system guarantees
regional parties in Switzerland an important degree of
autonomy in the selection process of their candidates
(Ladner and Mathys, 2015). Such autonomy is critical for
this study because only if the nomination takes place in a
decentralized manner, parties can strategically consider
local contextual factors in such processes. The Swiss elec-
toral system is further characterized as a list system with
preferential voting that permits the cumulation of two
personal votes for one candidate, which provides an addi-
tional decentralizing effect on candidate selection. Since
the Swiss system allows voters for casting both positive
and negative preference votes for single candidates, it is a
candidate-centered rather than party-centered system
(Carey and Shugart, 1995). Therefore, in Switzerland one
can assess both positive and negative reactions of voters to
candidates suitable to test the theoretical framework of
this paper.’

Figure 1 illustrates the propensity of immigrant-origin
candidates over time using the dataset constructed for
this paper, distinguishing between left, center and right
parties. A bar represents the average percentage of
immigrant-origin candidates of all municipalities that hold
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Table I. Municipalities.

Municipalities (Canton) Alien enfranchisement Foreign population (2016, in %) Unemployment rate (2016, in %)

Basel (BS) No
Bellinzona (TI) No
Bern (BE) No
Bulle (FR) Yes (since 2006)

Fribourg (FR)
Geneve (GE)

Yes (since 2006)
Yes (since 2005)
La-Chaux-de-Fonds (NE)  Yes (since 1849)
Lausanne (VD) Yes (since 2002)
Lugano (TI) No

Luzern (LU) No

Neuchatel (NE) Yes (since 1849)
Renens (VD) Yes (since 2002)

St. Gallen (SG) No
Thun (BE) No
Vernier (GE) Yes (since 2005)
Winterthur (ZH) No
Ziirich (ZH) No
Switzerland No

36.5 4.1

25.6 4.1

25.2 33
389 NA
373 44
48.3 6.1

31.2 74
429 6.8
38.1 35
24.2 29
33.6 7.0
54.8 6.7
30.6 6.5
13.1 29
453 5.7
23.6 3.9
32.0 4.0
25.0 37

elections in a given year. The figure displays that nomina-
tion is somewhat fluctuating over time. This fluctuation is
mainly due to variation in nomination across municipali-
ties that hold elections at different years, usually in a time
interval of 4 years. A comparison of the bars in a 4-year
interval generates a better picture of a municipality’s
nomination pattern over time. Indeed, this suggests a
general trend of increasing immigrant-origin candidacies.
Like in other European democracies (Martin, 2016;
Wiist, 2016), also in Switzerland right parties appear to
increase their share of immigrant-origin candidates.
Switzerland therefore constitutes a relevant case to
study the factors underlying this increased interest in
immigrant-origin candidates. Nonetheless, the theoretical
framework is considered to apply on a broader perspective
beyond Switzerland. The proposed mechanisms under-
pinning nomination trade-offs and the link between immi-
grant representation and contextual factors are relevant
for advanced democracies with large immigrant popula-
tions generally.

For the empirical analysis, I have constructed an original
dataset encompassing municipal parliamentary voting lists
of the seven main political parties® in Switzerland across 17
municipalities* between 1996 and 2018. Depending on data
availability, the last three to six communal elections have
been included. The municipalities have been chosen given
their size—largest Swiss municipalities with communal
parliament—and with their variation in alien enfranchise-
ment and immigrant population size.” The inclusion of only
the biggest municipalities with a communal parliament is
important to ensure a certain comparability regarding what
is at stake for the parties in terms of political power. It also

adds a further control to rule out the possibility that cross-
municipal variations in immigrant-origin candidates is
explained by differences in the supply of potential candi-
dates. Table 1 gives an overview of the municipalities in
the dataset:

The municipalities cover all linguistic regions of
Switzerland (German-, French- and Italian-speaking) to
be as representative as possible. Nevertheless, it is worth
noting that alien enfranchisement policies have been
introduced only in French-speaking cantons (Neuchatel,
Jura, Vaud, Geneva, Fribourg), with the exception of
Appenzell-Ausserrhoden and Graubiinden that have
adopted legislation allowing municipalities for passing
alien enfranchisement. Since all municipalities with
alien enfranchisement in Appenzell-Ausserrhoden and Grau-
biinden do not have a parliament but operate under the sys-
tem of a municipal assembly (“Gemeindeversammlung”),
no municipality with local alien enfranchisement outside
the French-speaking region of Switzerland could be added
to the dataset. Yet, ensuring diversity among the selected
cases, the dataset contains two municipalities for each
canton with alien enfranchisement. Regarding the muni-
cipalities without alien enfranchisement, again the cases
were selected to be illustrative of a variety of cantons,
where only the two largest cantons (Bern, Zurich) are
represented with two municipalities each. While the focus
on 17 municipalities motivated by the above-mentioned
reasons and a time-consuming coding strategy (see 4.2)
might yield a smaller sample size (N = 573 lists), the
adopted sampling strategy implies important and suffi-
cient cross-municipal and temporal variations with regard



Nadler

Table 2. Immigrant-origin candidates per party.

Number of minority Number of Propensity Number of
candidates/number of native minority minority voting lists
Party candidates candidates (mean) candidates (mean) (frequency)
BDP (Conservative Democratic 29/338 .16 7.65 25
Party)
CVP (Christian Democratic 260/1982 2.89 9.39 90
People’s Party)
FDP (Liberal Party) 266/2409 2.74 9.55 97
GLP (Green Liberal Party) 116/1232 1.63 10.52 71
Greens 341/2001 3.44 14.23 99
SP (Social Democratic Party) 54772411 5.53 16.97 99
SVP (Swiss People’s Party) 172/1648 1.87 10.25 92
Total 1731/13752 3.02 11.77 573

to economic security, naturalization policies and immi-
grant population.

Identifying immigrant candidates

To distinguish between immigrant-origin and native candi-
dates the paper makes use of an identification strategy
established in existent work (Portmann and Stojanovic,
2018). The coding methodology consists in matching data
from the Historic Register of Swiss Surnames with the
names of the candidates. The Historic Register contains all
family names holding Swiss citizenship in at least one
Swiss municipality up until 1962. Candidates were coded
as immigrant-origin if their family name was absent on the
register or the first record appears after 1940. Such method
was applied by other scholars in similar studies despite
certain drawbacks. For instance, female candidates often
adopt the name of their husband upon marriage complicat-
ing the identification of origin. Moreover, given cultural
and linguistic proximity, immigrant-origin candidates from
neighboring countries often hold last names that are also
inherent to Switzerland, therefore concealing immigrant
background. This implies a potential bias of false negative
coding, meaning that some candidates might be coded as
Swiss given their non-immigrant sounding name despite
them being of immigrant-origin. Nevertheless, this
approach by name is appropriate. Since voters in Switzer-
land typically have very limited information regarding
political candidates (first and last name, date of birth, pro-
fession, incumbency), a candidate’s name most likely pro-
vides an important heuristic shortcut that voters consider
when casting their vote. Hence, even if party leaders were
aware of a candidate’s immigration background, if their
name does not convey such origin the expected effect
(native backlash, ethnic voting among immigrant-origin
voters) is unlikely, and should therefore not influence can-
didate nomination. For this reason, visible immigrant traits
also play a minor role in the Swiss context. In addition, a
consecutive study confirms that 85% of the immigrant-

origin candidates identified with this strategy indeed self-
indicated to have an immigration background (Portmann
and Stojanovic¢, 2021).

This strategy to identify immigrant-origin candidates
doesn’t allow differentiating the extent of a candidate’s
immigration experience, i.e. the definition of immigrant-
origin candidates comprises of immigrants of first or sec-
ond (and potentially more) generation. In some cantons,
notably Fribourg, Neuchatel, Vaud, and Jura (since
2014), non-citizens dispose of passive municipal voting
rights. This implies that immigrant-origin candidates in
these municipalities can but do not have to hold Swiss
citizenship. In all other cases, immigrant-origin candidates
are individuals of immigrant-origin with Swiss nationality.

Using the name-coded party lists, I then constructed my
dataset with voting list per party per year per municipality
as unit of analysis. Table 2 shows that the dataset contains
1’731 minority and 13’752 native candidates on 573 voting
lists. It is apparent that immigrant-origin candidates are
distributed unevenly across parties: the left nominates sta-
tistically significantly more immigrant-origin candidates
than center and right parties.

I further refined the coding into region of origin for
each immigrant-origin candidate using the online data-
base “forebears” and cross-checking ambiguous cases on
“worldnames,” again relying on the identification strategy
by Portmann and Stojanovic (2018). The codes distin-
guish between the following regions of origin: Western
European/Nordic/English, Southern European (e.g. Ita-
lian, Greek), Hispanic, Eastern European, Slavic (i.e., Sla-
vic names from the former Yugoslavia) and Albanian,
Arabic and Turkish, and other non-European (Indian,
Eastern Asian, Central Asian, and non-Arab African). Fig-
ure Al in the Appendix displays the distribution of
immigrant-origin candidates by region of origin per party
ideology. It is striking that center and right parties predo-
minantly nominate Southern and Western European and
Hispanic immigrants, whereas the left nominates
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Table 3. Alien enfranchisement and naturalization rate on propensity of immigrant-origin candidates.

Propensity immigrant-origin candidates

) @
Alien enfranchisement (AE) | 1.25%%* —44 .98k
4.11) (—5.84)
Foreign population 0.125 —0.00504
(1.10) (—0.06)
Naturalization rate 0.528%+* 0.543%%*
(4.15) (3.66)
Alien enfranchisement*Foreign population |.346%**
(6.81)
Alien enfranchisement*Naturalization 2,393k
(4.49)
Ideology (Ref. Left)
Center —4.944%¢ —4.593%%¢
(—8.58) (—8.93)
Right —5. 19|k —5.178%*
(—5.08) (—5.10)
Percentage left —2.622 —1.935
(—0.30) (—0.23)
Total candidates —0.0327 —0.0266
(—0.89) (—0.89)
Constant 9.473 12.65%*
(1.60) (2.45)
Year dummies YES YES
Municipality clustered SE YES YES
N 494 494
N Municipalities 14 14
Adj. R? 0.355 0416

Propensity immigrant candidates of Western origin

() @ G) )
Alien enfranchisement (AE) 1.903** —1.019 |.887+* —1.146
(2.86) (—0.89) (2.82) (—0.98)
Foreign population (Western Europe) —0.0686 —0.230%+* —0.0735 —0.242%%*
(—0.91) (—3.09) (—0.98) (—3.42)
Naturalization rate (Western Europe) —0.475 —0.676*
(—1.58) (—1.98)
Alien enfranchisement*Foreign population 0.38 1%+ 0.395%**
(2.96) (3.16)
Ideology (Ref. Left)
Center — 1.244%¢ — .27 1% —1.250%%* —1.28]%%*
(—5.53) (—=5.19) (—5.55) (—5.22)
Right — .07 4%+ —1.079%+* —1.07 |+ — .07 4%+
(—3.76) (—3.83) (—3.75) (—3.82)
Percentage left 2.666 4.530** 3.238 5.410%*
(1.16) (2.24) (1.44) (2.72)
Total candidates —0.0307* —0.0450%* —0.0309* —0.0458**
(—1.82) (—2.63) (—1.84) (—2.70)
Constant 3.024%* 4.106%+* 4.094+* 5.667%%*
(2.22) (3.30) (2.78) (3.60)
Year dummies YES YES YES YES
Municipality clustered SE YES YES YES YES
N 573 573 573 573
N municipalities 17 17 17 17
Adj. R2 0.056 0.069 0.055 0.069

(continued)
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Table 3. (continued)

Propensity immigrant candidates of non-Western origin

(1) @ o) )
Alien enfranchisement (AE) 4.0 9+ 2.558 4.707%+* 4.200
(3.64) (0.50) (4.93) (0.92)
Foreign population (non-Western Europe) 0.310%¥k* 0.265 0.318%+* 0.302+*
(3.22) (1.65) (3:22) (2.40)
Naturalization rate (non-Western Europe) 0.869*** 0.86 | #F*
(3.10) (3.80)
AE*Foreign population 0.0620 0.0213
(0.27) ©.11)
Ideology (Ref. Left)
Center —3.546% —3.53g%F* —3.489%F* —3.487%%
(—5.12) (=5.21) (—4.97) (—5.03)
Right —4.882%+F —4.875%F* —4.898%+* —4.895%%F
(—5.00) (—5.00) (—4.97) (—4.97)
Percentage left —9.670 —9.786 —12.09 —12.11
(—1.39) (—1.36) (—1.74) (—1.74)
Total candidates —0.00484 —0.00745 0.00574 0.00475
(—0.26) (—0.32) (0.31) (0.22)
Constant 9.321* 10.28 7.928% 8.267%
(2.08) (1.63) (1.97) (1.77)
Year dummies YES YES YES YES
Municipality clustered SE YES YES YES YES
N 573 573 573 573
N municipalities 17 17 17 17
Adj. R? 0.356 0.355 0.362 0.361

t statistics in parentheses.
*p <10, ¥p < .05, ¥¥p < 0l.

candidates that are more diverse in terms of origin, includ-
ing important numbers of candidates of Arab and other
non-European origin.

Operationadlization and empirical strategy

The empirical strategy involves different models where the
share of immigrant-origin candidates is my main depen-
dent variable. It is calculated by dividing the number of
immigrant-origin candidates nominated on each party list
by the total number of candidates on that list. Similarly, I
created two additional variables measuring the propensity
of immigrant-origin candidates differentiating between
candidates of Western origin (using the region code
“Western European/Nordic/English” divided by the total
number of candidates) and all other regions of origin (sum-
ming up the number of candidates of all other regions
divided by the total number of candidates). I provide two
measures for my alternative dependent variable to assess
the ballot position (HS). First, I calculated the propensity of
immigrant-origin candidates in the first half of the voting
list over the total number of candidates. Second, I com-
puted the difference between the average list position of
immigrant-origin candidates (Western and non-Western
separately) and the average list position of native

candidates. Both operationalizations reflect the idea that
candidates in the first half of the list or with lower ballot
position hold advantageous list positions.

Regarding the independent variables, the models
include a dummy variable indicating the presence or
absence of municipal alien enfranchisement based on data
from the Federal Migration Commission and the Federal
Office for Statistics (Swiss Federal Statistical Office,
2020). The FSO further provides data on the share of the
permanent foreign resident population in the voting district
in a given year (Swiss Federal Statistical Office, 2019).
Moreover, I calculated the percentage of the permanent
resident population of immigrants of Western European
origin and the rest of the foreign permanent resident popu-
lations separately to test H5. An interaction term between
the alien enfranchisement dummy and the percentage of the
local immigrant population is included to test H1b. Con-
cerning H2a and H2b, liberal naturalization policies are
operationalized by using naturalization rates at the munic-
ipal level, with higher rates indicating more liberal prac-
tices. Again, I differentiate between the naturalization rate
of immigrants of Western European origin and all other
immigrants, using data provided by the FSO (Swiss Federal
Statistical Office, 2009). Economic insecurity is operatio-
nalized by employing official municipal data on the
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Figure 2. Average marginal effects alien enfranchisement by party ideology.

unemployment rates in the year of election for each muni-
cipality. All models include a categorical variable captur-
ing party-specific effects. Political parties are recoded in
dummy variables for left, center and right parties, using
left-right placement of the different parties by the Party
Manifesto Project to facilitate comparison of estimates
across party ideology (see Table A2 in the Appendix).
Green and SP were coded as “Left,” CVP, GLP and BDP
were coded as “Center,” and SVP and FDP were coded as
“Right.”® All models contain a variable controlling for
strength of left parties in the previous municipal election
(% vote shares) to capture possible effects of differences in
political ideology and immigration discourse between
municipalities, as well the total number of candidates on
the voting list.

The structure of the data would imply adopting a multi-
level model, where parties are nested in municipalities
and where we observe the same party-municipality units
over time (Gelman and Hill, 2006; Portmann and Stoja-
novi¢, 2018). Therefore, a three-level multilevel model
would be appropriate. However, the sample had to be
restricted to 17 municipalities due to the time-
consuming data gathering. Hence, the number of observa-
tions on each level are too low for such multi-level design.
Consequently, the models in this paper apply OLS regres-
sions with municipality clustered standard error terms,
further using year fixed effects to address the panel struc-
ture of the data. It is worth noting that this empirical
strategy might lead to type-II errors and that I refrain from
using municipality fixed effects due to the use of
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Table 4. Economic conditions.

Propensity immigrant-origin

Propensity immigrant candidates

Propensity immigrant candidates of

candidates of Western origin non-Western origin
() @ G Q) 5) ©)
Alien enfranchisement 16.35%* 16.66™* 2.300* 2.387* 8.123%* 8.355%*
(2.72) (2.75) (1.77) (1.81) (2.56) (2.55)
Foreign population
Total 0.163 0.166
(1.22) (1.23)
Western Europe —0.151** —0.150**
(—2.30) (—2.30)
Non-Western Europe 0.362%F* 0.375%F*
(3.07) (3.34)
Naturalization rate
Total 0.677++* 0.685%*
(3.15) (3.15)
Western Europe —0.301 —0.286
(—1.37) (—1.27)
Non-Western Europe 0.863*F* 0.84|**
Non-Western Europe (3.00) (2.77)
Unemployment —1.927 —1.887 —0.0446 —0.189 —1.160 —1.173
(—1.21) (—1.16) (—0.14) (—0.58) (—1.14) (—1.19)
Ideology (Ref. Left)
Center —4.880%+* —6.6027 —1.258%#* —2.473F —3.070%+* —5.104%
(—8.87) (—4.48) (—=5.12) (—3.53) (—4.23) (—2.54)
Right —5.167++ —2.468 —0.988*#* —1.432%* —4.467++ —2.124*
(—5.10) (—1.54) (—3.56) (—2.42) (—5.45) (—1.89)
Ideology*Unemployment
Center*Unemployment 0.530 0.338 0.590
(1.30) (1.62) (0.95)
Right*Unemployment —0.780 0.117 —0.624*
(—1.36) 0.61) (—2.00)
Percentage left —9.719 —10.01 2.745 2.781 —17.02%* —17.67%
(—1.26) (—1.30) (1.22) (1.20) (—2.64) (—2.72)
Total candidates —0.0305 —0.0303 —0.0379%* —0.0369** 0.00403 0.00135
(—0.94) (—0.91) (—2.31) (—2.22) 0.22) (0.07)
Constant 16.93%* 15.73%%* 5.242%* 5.397%%* 10.82 12.20%*
(2.88) (3.22) (2.23) (5.03) (1.55) (2.88)
Year dummies YES YES YES YES YES YES
Municipality clustered SE YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 494 494 555 555 555 555
N Municipalities 14 14 15 15 I5 15
Adj. R? 0.363 0.366 0.075 0.074 0.333 0.339

t statistics in parentheses.
*p <10, ¥p < .05, ¥*p < 0I.

municipal-level independent variables (e.g. alien
enfranchisement, naturalization rates).

Results

Table 3 shows the regression results of alien enfranchise-
ment and naturalization policies on the share of immigrant-
origin candidates. The analysis supports the hypothesis that
parties strategically nominate immigrant-origin candidates
in voting districts with alien enfranchisement. The share
of immigrant-origin candidates substantively increases by

roughly 11 percentage points in municipalities with alien
enfranchisement compared to municipalities without.
Moreover, the interaction term of alien enfranchisement
and foreign population in Model 2 suggests that a joint
presence of alien enfranchisement and a large immigrant
population boosts the nomination of immigrant-origin can-
didates significantly. The predicted margins of foreign pop-
ulation by alien enfranchisement in Figure 2(a) further
illustrate these findings graphically. This supports the the-
oretical argument that alien enfranchisement particularly
enhances parties’ immigrant inclusion when facing an
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Table 5. Immigrant-origin candidates ballot position (% first half).

Propensity of immigrant-origin candidates on first half of voting list

(1) @ G) 4 ) ©) ) ®)
Alien enfranchisement |3.34%%¢ 13.39%%F  [3.36%FF  |3.42%FF 3940 [3.49%0F  |3.96%FF  |2.43%k
(AN (3.06) (3.14) (3.10) (3.63) (3.81) 3.61) (3.51)
Foreign population
Western Europe —0.245 —0.237 —0.244 —-0.227
(—1.23) (—1.02) (—=1.21) (-0.99)
Non-Western Europe 0.0642 0.0992* 0.0635 0.132%*
(0.87) (r.on (0.93) (2.26)
Naturalization rate
Western Europe 1.583 1.662 1.545 1.615
(1.39) (1.59) (1.34) (1.54)
Non-Western Europe 0.818** 0.910%* 0.832%* 0.895%*
(2.48) 2.74) (2.41) (2.78)
Unemployment —2.278% —2.290% —2.136 —2.150 —2.262% —2.078%  —2.078 —2.006
(—1.96) (=195  (—1.65) (—1.66) (—2.00) (—1.95) (—1.64) (—1.77)
Ideology (Ref. Left)
Center —2417%*  —1.703 —1.846 —1.005 —2.300%+* 2.156 —1.651 3.778
(—4.06) (—1.05 (—152) (-054) (—4.33) (1.18) (—1.44) (1.37)
Right —3.159%* 3712 —2.448*  —2.897 —3.230%  —2.199 —2292%  —2.268
(—4.80) (-1.23) (-190) (—1.07) (—4.68) (—0.91) (—1.83) (—0.96)
Ideology*Foreign population
(WE)
Center*Foreign population —0.0720 —0.0817
(—0.37) (—0.44)
Right*Foreign population 0.0550 0.0409
(0.18) 0.14)
Ideology*Foreign population
(non-WE)
Center*Foreign population —0.21] I+ —0.403*
(—2.35) (—2.03)
Right*Foreign population —0.0458 —0.0108
(—0.39) (—0.07)
Ideology*Unemployment
Center*Unemployment —0.178 —0.188 —0.203 0.768
(—0.44) (—049) (—0.50) (1.20)
Right*Unemployment —0.219 —0.208 —0.290 —0.215
(—0.43) (—042) (—0.59) (—0.34)
Total candidates —0.0371 —0.0364 —0.0382 —0.0375 0.000041 —0.00323 —0.00098 —0.00166
(—1.34) (—1.32) (—141) (—1.39) (0.00) (—0.17) (—0.05) (—0.09)
Constant 9.5827%* 9.918%  9227%  9.454% 4147 1.935 3.492 1.892
(2.75) (2.56) (2.44) (2.30) (0.76) 0.31) (0.59) (0.32)
Year dummies YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
Municipality clustered SE YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 367 367 367 367 367 367 367 367
N Municipalities 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 13
Adj. R? 0.249 0.245 0.245 0.241 0.252 0.252 0.249 0.252

t statistics in parentheses.
*p < .10, ¥p < .05, ¥*p < 0I.

immigrant population of a significant size that can be polit-
ically mobilized.

Figure 2(b) presents the average marginal effect (AME)
of alien enfranchisement by political ideology. The findings
suggest that the AME of alien enfranchisement on the share
of immigrant-origin candidates are positive and strongly sta-
tistically significant for left and center parties, still positive

but not significant at the 95%-level for the political right. I
conclude that alien enfranchisement enhances parties’ nomi-
nation of immigrant-origin candidates independent of polit-
ical ideology, yet with the right being somewhat less
reactive.

Similar results are found regarding naturalization pol-
icies. The findings in Table 3 support the hypothesis that



Nadler

Table 6. Immigrant-origin candidates ballot position (average list position) .

(M

@

©) *) ©) 6)

Difference average position Western
candidates to native candidates

Difference average position non-Western
candidates to native candidates

Alien enfranchisement —3.434 —3.335 -3.157 —2.778 -3.271 —5.162
(—1.13) (—1.08) (—0.87) (—0.88) (—1.05) (—1.65)
Foreign population
Western Europe —-0.0187 0.0231 0.0185
(—0.07) (0.09) (0.07)
Non-Western Europe —0.0236 0.0579 0.146
(—0.25) (0.47) (1.22)
Naturalization rate
Western Europe 4.571 4.591 4.446
(1.54) (1.58) (1.50)
Non-Western Europe —0.668 —0.564 —0.769
(—0.83) (—=0.71) (—0.93)
Unemployment 0.951 0.941 0.749 1.017 1.194 1.013
(1.38) (1.36) (0.95) (1.34) (1.66) (1.23)
Ideology (Ref. Left)
Center 0.806 2.029 1.586 0.574 5.104 9.711
(0.90) (0.48) (0.32) (0.38) 0.91) (1.62)
Right —0.906 —-0.917 —2.100 2.674%* 6.228** 6.144%*
(—1.04) (—0.35) (—0.88) 2.71) (2.18) (2.21)
Foreign population*ldeology (WE)
Center*Foreign population —0.140 —0.136
(—0.34) (—0.33)
Right*Foreign population —0.000426 0.000462
(—0.00) (0.00)
Foreign population*ldeology (non-WE)
Center*Foreign population —0.205 —0.696*
(—1.01) (—2.08)
Right*Foreign population —0.151 —0.174
(—1.69) (—1.33)
Unemployment*ldeology
Center*unemployment 0.118 1.822%*
0.14) (2.19)
Right*unemployment 0.337 0.185
(0.55) (0.20)
Constant —6.558 —6.617 —5.684 —5.432 —8.757 —11.20
(—1.32) (—1.23) (—=1.10) (—0.49) (—0.75) (—1.05)
Year FE YES YES YES YES YES YES
Municipality clustered SE YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 125 125 125 238 238 238
Adj. R? —0.025 —0.043 —0.062 0.030 0.034 0.045

t statistics in parentheses.
*p <10, *p < .05, ¥¥p < 0l.

parties nominate more immigrant-origin candidates in con-
text with liberal naturalization policies. An increase by one
percentage point in the naturalization rate implies a rise in
the share of immigrant-origin candidates by about 0.5 per-
centage points. As expected, immigrant-origin candidacy
appears to be driven by naturalization policies that deter-
mine the size of a potential immigrant-origin electorate.
High naturalization rates indicate that current foreign popu-
lations are relatively more likely to become naturalized and
subsequently receive political rights. The results in Table 3,

separating immigrant candidates by origin, further convey
evidence that, as expected, alien enfranchisement and nat-
uralization rates particularly predict the nomination of
immigrant candidates of non-Western origin. The corre-
sponding coefficients for candidates of non-Western origin
are larger and statistically even more significant throughout
all models. These findings join previous research demon-
strating that immigrant-origin candidates particularly
mobilize co-ethnic immigrant-origin voters of extra-
European origin (Fisher et al., 2014; Martin, 2016).
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Evidence in this paper suggests that parties are aware about
this and make us of contextual incentive mechanisms par-
ticularly to mobilize immigrants of non-Western origin.
Finally, left parties nominate significantly more
immigrant-origin candidates than parties at the center or
right-side of the ideological spectrum, confirming trends
observed through descriptive statistics and previous litera-
ture. The difference between left and other parties is par-
ticularly strong for candidates of non-Western origin
(Table 3).

Turning to economic conditions, the results in Model 1
and 2 in Table 4 show that higher unemployment rates tend
to be negatively correlated with the overall share of
immigrant-origin candidates; however, the effect remains
statistically insignificant at p < 0.05. Like predicted, this
suggests that parties nominate fewer immigrant-origin can-
didates where scarce resources are more likely to produce a
native backlash toward these candidates. Model 2 shows
that the negative effect of unemployment on immigrant-
origin candidacies tends to be stronger for parties to the
right as predicted, yet, again remaining statistically insig-
nificant. However, when disentangling the immigrant can-
didates by origin, Models 3 to 6 show that parties to the
right reduce immigrant candidates of non-Western origin in
contexts of economic insecurity statistically significantly.
This suggests that material threat perceptions among
natives in context of scarce resources could scare off some
parties to designate immigrant-origin candidates. Eco-
nomic insecurity reduces particularly the nomination of
candidates of non-Western origin toward which natives
tend to adopt more negative attitudes compared to cultu-
rally more similar immigrants (Green et al., 2010). It is
worth noting that the overall effects are sensitive to estima-
tion strategy differences and the results are not robust to the
municipality-clustering of the standard errors. Table A8 in
the Appendix reports results without clustered standard
errors where some of the above-mentioned tendencies
become statistically significant. Possible explanations of
these limited findings could relay in the measure of eco-
nomic insecurity, with unemployment levering insufficient
variation across the selected municipalities, or the small
sample size.

Turning now to the ballot position, Tables 5 and 6 dis-
play the results for this alternative dependent variable. It is
worth noting that certain municipalities require candidates
to be listed alphabetically on voting lists. Since these par-
ties are not free to decide on candidates’ list position and
can therefore not use ballot positioning as signal for support
of an individual candidate, these municipalities have been
excluded for these analyses.

The results support the tendencies observed in the pre-
vious analysis, suggesting that parties engage in strategic
list positioning of immigrant-origin candidates in reaction
to contextual factors. Alien enfranchisement boosts the
propensity of immigrant-origin candidates in the upper half

of the voting list significantly across all specified models in
Table 5 by roughly 13 percentage points or more. More-
over, higher naturalization rates correlate positively with
the propensity of particularly non-Western origin immi-
grant candidates in the upper half of the ballot. However,
an anticipated negative backlash in contexts of high unem-
ployment makes parties move immigrant-origin candidates
on lower, disadvantaged list positions. Similar tendencies
are observed regarding the differences in average list posi-
tion of immigrant-origin and native candidates in Table 6,
again particularly for non-Western origin candidates. More
unemployment tends to increase while alien enfranchise-
ment and larger immigrant population seem to reduce dif-
ferences in ballot position. Table All in the Appendix
further shows that these trends become statistically signif-
icant when looking at overall naturalization rates and for-
eign population without differentiating region of origin.
Hence, the results suggest that parties strategically place
immigrant-origin candidates on higher ballot positions
from which they are more likely to be elected (Lutz,
2010) when electoral policies facilitate political mobiliza-
tion of immigrant-origin electorates and economic condi-
tions limit a native backlash.

Conclusion

The purpose of this paper was to investigate how contextual
factors shape parties’ immigrant political representation. |
argued that the nomination of immigrant-origin candidates
is a product of strategic calculations by parties how ethnic
voting induced vote gains among immigrant voters com-
pare to a potential native backlash against immigrant-origin
candidates. Specifically, I conveyed that public policies
which define immigrant political rights through alien
enfranchisement and access to citizenship are important
incentive mechanisms for parties to nominate immigrant-
origin candidates. Likewise, I argued that economic inse-
curities bring in the potential of material threat perceptions
and a native backlash against immigrant representatives
consequently reducing immigrant-origin candidates. Using
a new dataset on candidates to Swiss municipal elections
from 1996 to 2018, the empirical analysis revealed that
political parties’ strategies to nominate immigrant-origin
candidates are indeed constrained by the political and eco-
nomic context.

This paper makes several contributions to the literature
on party politics, political representation, and migration
studies. First, the findings here have significant implica-
tions for the understanding of strategic behaviors of polit-
ical parties and for the promotion of minority
representation. It provides a deeper insight into parties’
candidate nomination processes in immigrant-driven West-
ern democracies. More precisely, the study complements
recent work by providing a new theoretical framework that
combines party level interest calculations with macro-level
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institutional factors to explain immigrant political integra-
tion and representation. I outline a more nuanced theory of
how alien enfranchisement, naturalization policies, and
economic conditions shape candidate nomination in ethni-
cally diverse democracies. Second, this study expands pre-
vious research by focusing on how political actors and
public policies are intertwined when it comes to political
representation of immigrants and potentially other minori-
ties. On a practical note, several European countries
are currently debating over the adoption of alien enfranch-
isement and reevaluating their naturalization policies. I find
that such policies can entail positive externalities in boost-
ing immigrant representation, by incentivizing parties to
actively mobilize immigrant-origin voters through the
selection of candidates with whom they identify. Third,
applying classic literature on candidate selection to the
study of immigrant representation and in contrast to previ-
ous research, this paper suggests that parties not only use
the nomination of immigrant-origin candidates per se as a
signal of immigrant inclusion but also their list position.
These findings are of political importance, given recent
evidence advancing that advantageous list positions of
immigrant-origin candidates improves immigrant political
representation importantly (Van Trappen et al., 2021).
Fourth, the construction and use of a new dataset on munic-
ipal elections in Switzerland empirically adds to the liter-
ature as it has enabled and provided first empirical
evidence of these new theoretical contributions. The paper
makes use of a within-case comparative approach that,
unlike other studies (Dancygier, 2017), allows for control-
ling other potential confounding factors such as the elec-
toral system. Additionally, the dataset is among the first to
allow differentiating nomination strategies of immigrant
candidates of various region of origin. Finally, the findings
of this study lay the groundwork for future research agen-
das. A natural progression of this work would be to inves-
tigate the link between public policies and parties’
representation of other minorities. Moreover, future
research could explore how the political and economic
context relates to other aspects of immigrant representa-
tion. For instance, another study could investigate how
alien enfranchisement and naturalization translate not only
into immigrant-origin candidates but also immigrant repre-
sentatives or focus on more qualitative evidence of parties’
consideration of immigrant candidacy.
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Notes

1. Access to the Swiss nationality is based on a three-level citi-
zenship regime. The requirements for federal citizenship are
set by the federal state; municipalities and cantons impose the
conditions for access to municipal respectively cantonal citi-
zenship (37§1 of the Swiss Constitution).

2. See Note 1 in the Appendix for a detailed discussion about the
Swiss electoral system.

3. These parties are: SVP, SP, FDP, CVP, Greens, GLP, BDP.
The parties GLP (founded in 2007) and BDP (founded in 2008)
have not been present throughout the entire period.

4. The cities of Ziirich and Basel are further differentiated by
voting districts (Ziirich: 9 districts, Basel: 4) with individual
voting lists.

5. See Table Al in the Appendix for an overview of alien
enfranchisement in Switzerland.

6. Tables A3 to A6 and Figure A2 in the Appendix show that
results basically remain unchanged when using party
dummies.
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