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Abstract

I analyze a costly voting model of elections, in which the incumbent can stuff the ballot
box, to investigate how electoral fraud affects the participation decisions of voters. I find
that two stable equilibria may exist: first, a full abstention equilibrium, where the incum-
bent wins with certainty, which exists only if the incumbent’s capability to stuff a ballot
box is sufficiently strong. Second, a more efficient coordination equilibrium, where a sub-
stantial share of a challenger’s supporters vote and the probability of the incumbent being
defeated is large. Since voters do not take into account positive externality they produce
on other voters when deciding to cast their votes, participation in coordination equilib-
rium is still inefficiently low. Thus, subsidization as well as introducing compulsory voting
may improve efficiency. Because the higher capability of the incumbent to stuff a ballot
box discourages the participation of his own supporters and creates coordination incentives
for the challenger’s supporters, higher fraud does not always benefit the incumbent, even
when costless. Additionally, the model simultaneously explains two empirical observations
about fraudulent elections: a positive relationship between fraud and victory margin and a

negative effect of fraud on turnout.
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Abstract

V ¢lanku zkoumame, jaky vliv ma podvod ve volbach na rozhodnuti voli¢a o icasti. An-
alyzujeme nakladny hlasovaci model voleb, kde stavajici drzitel hlasu muze do volebni urny
piidavat hlasy. Zjistujeme, ze na rozdil od nezmanipulovanych voleb, kde obvykle existuje
jedind rovnovaha, mohou existovat dvé stabilni rovnovazné situace: rovnovaha dosazend
plnou neucasti, kdy stavajici drzitel hlasu vyhrava s jistotou, a ktera existuje pouze v
piipadé, ze schopnost stavajictho drzitele hlasu naplnit volebni urnu je dostatecné silné; a
acinnéjsi koordinaéni rovnovaha, kdy hlasuje podstatna ¢dst podporovatelu vyzyvatele a
pravdépodobnost porazky stavajiciho drzitele hlasu je vysokd. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze volici
neberou v ivahu pozitivni externality, nasobi svij vliv na ostatni volice, aby odevzdali své
hlasy; icast na koordina¢ni rovnovaze je presto neefektivné nizka, a proto jeji produktivitu
muze zlepsit dotace (sponzorovéni) nebo zavedeni povinné tcasti ve volbach. Vzhledem k
tomu, zZe skutec¢nost, ze stavajici drzitel hlasu ma lepsi moznost doplnit ve volbach hlasy
neexistujicich voli¢l, odrazuje od ucasti jeho vlastni podporovatele, a vede k vytvaieni ko-
ordinovanych pobidek na strané podporovatelu jeho vyzyvatele, vy$si mira podvodu neni
stavajicimu drziteli hlast vzdy ku prospéchu, i s nim nejsou spojeny zadné niklady. Model
zéroven vysvétluje dvé empirickd pozorovani tykajici se voleb, jejichz soucédsti byl pod-
vod: pozi-tivni vztah mezi podvodem a pfevahou hlasu potifebnou k vitézstvi (tzv. victory

margin) a negativni dopad podvodu na tcast ve volbéch.



