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Abstract

This paper introduces a new Czech Political Candidate Dataset (CPCD), which
compiles comprehensive data on all candidates who have run in any municipal,
regional, national, and/or European Parliament election in the Czech Republic since
1993. For each candidate, the CPCD includes their first name, last name, age,
gender, place of residence, university degree, party membership, party affiliation,
ballot position, and election results for candidates and for parties. We matched
candidates over various elections by using algorithms that rely on their personal
information. We add information on political donations made to political parties.
We source donation information from the Czech Political Donation Dataset (CPDD),
our other newly built dataset, in which we compile records of individual donations
to 12 leading political parties from official records for the period from 2017 to 2023.
CPDD is publicly available along with the CPCD.
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1 Background & Summary

The Czech Republic is a democratic unitary state structured into three levels of governance:
municipalities (obce), regions (kraje), and the central government. Citizens thus participate
in municipal, regional, and national parliamentary elections (the Czech parliament is
bicameral, and the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate hold separate elections). With
the introduction of European Parliament elections in 2004 and presidential elections in
2013, the frequency of elections has increased. The Senate and presidential elections
operate on a two-round majority electoral system, while other elections employ a flexible
list proportional representation system with large constituencies. In the flexible list
system, voters influence the order of candidates on the party list by casting preference
votes, effectively personalizing the elections, as votes for individual candidates impact
seat distribution within parties. This institutional framework provides a rich context for
studying political selection, candidate performance, multiple office holding, and political
career trajectories across various elections and offices. The Czech Statistical Office (CZSO),
which is in charge of processing all election results, facilitates such research by publishing
official electoral results (including information about candidates stated on ballot lists)
as open data immediately after each election. However, unlike, for example, Sweden,
where candidates are assigned unique identifiers for traceability across elections (Folke
et al., [2016), the CZSO does not assign candidates such identifiers. Candidates thus
cannot be easily tracked across years and types of elections. To address this issue and
enhance research capabilities, we build a Czech Political Candidate Dataset (CPCD), which
matches candidates across years and types of elections, consolidating data on candidates
and district-level election results into a single, comprehensive dataset.

The CPCD offers candidate-level data that includes everyone who has run in any municipal,
regional, national, and/or European Parliament election in the Czech Republic since the
establishment of the independent state in 1993. The core variables provided by the CZSO
include the candidate’s first and last names, age, place of residence, academic title, party
affiliation, ballot position, and election outcomes for candidates and for parties. By
employing an algorithm that integrates information on first and last names, year of birth,
and place of residence, we merge individual candidates across different years and types
of elections. This results in an unbalanced panel data structure in which candidates are
observed multiple times, reflecting the number of elections they participated in. Overall,
the dataset includes 841,565 unique candidates, and a total of 1,716,471 candidate-election
observations. By providing this information, the CPCD aligns with similar datasets created
for Norwegian (Fiva et al., 2024) and European Parliament elections (Daubler et al.; 2022).

Additionally, we extract information on candidates’ gender and education level from the
details provided on ballot lists. To identify candidates’ gender, we use name dictionaries and
surname endings, and determine educational attainment using a dictionary of university
degrees and academic titles. We further enhance the candidate data by linking it with
data on donations made by individual candidates. This information is sourced from our
newly developed Czech Political Donation Dataset (CPDD), in which we compile records
of individual donations to political parties. We make this database publicly available
along with the CPCD. We obtained the primary donation data, covering the period from
2017 to 2023, from the Office for Supervision of Economic Affairs of Political Parties and
Political Movements (OSEAPPPM). After cleaning the data, we match donors to a party
and political candidates using their full name and birth year information.



The data on Czech political candidates provided by CZSO have been extensively used in
previous research. Scholars have focused on party nomination strategies (André et al.
2017)), partisan structure of candidates (Linek and Pechacek, 2007; Hajek, 2019; [Kostelecky
et al., 2023), party switching among candidates (Hajekl, 2019)), the number of women
among candidates and elected officials (Maskarinec, [2022; |Stegmaier et al.| | 2014)), multiple
office holders (Hajek, 2017), preference voting (Jurajda and Mnich| |2015} |Coufalova et al.|
2023), ballot-order effects (Coufalova and Mikula, 2023; |Marcinkiewicz and Stegmaier],
2015)), and uncontested elections (Kostelecky et al., 2023; Kouba and Lysek, 2023} Rysavy
and Bernard, [2013). Another stream of research uses information on municipal candidates
and analyses the effect of political donations on party nomination strategies in municipal
elections (Svitakova and Soltés, [2024) and on the allocation of public procurement contracts
(Titl and Geys, 2019; Titl et al., |2021)), the effect of political representation on public
procurement (Baranek and Titl, 2024) and on budget allocation (Kuliominay, [2021} |Palguta,
2019), and the effect of political salaries on electoral competition and incumbency advantage
(Palguta and Pertold, |2021)). Additionally, research into democratic accountability link
uses candidate data from national elections and matches them with information on MP’s
parliamentary activities (oral questions, bill sponsorship, speeches, voting participation)
and party discipline to investigate the links between parliamentary work, re-selection, and
re-election (Daubler et al., 2018; [Marcinkiewicz and Stegmaier, 2019; [Smrek, 2020, 2023).
The datasets we make publicly available should facilitate further electoral research and
help academics to broaden their focus by (1) linking candidates across different elections
and different types of elections, (2) providing transparent and verified variables for gender
and educational attainment, and (3) matching political candidates and donors to political
parties.

2 Methods

This paper introduces two newly created datasets: the Czech Political Candidate Dataset
(CPCD) and the Czech Political Donation Dataset (CPDD). We created the CPCD by
processing and standardizing official electoral data provided by the CZSO. It combines
primary datasets for each election: municipal, regional, national (Chamber of Deputies
and the Senate), and European Parliament (presidential elections are not included). We
then linked information about individual candidates across elections by matching the
candidates.

The CPDD provides information on individual donations to the last decade’s 12 most
prominent political parties. We downloaded the primary datasets from the Office for
Supervision of Economic Affairs of Political Parties and Political Movements (OSEAPPPM),
hand-cleaned, and merged them across years. The available data covers the period from
2017, when the OSEAPPPM was established, to 2023. We then matched this donation
dataset to the CPCD using donors’ names and birth years.

In this section, we first provide institutional background for each election type to clarify
the details of Czech elected offices and electoral systems. Then, we describe our acquisition
of primary data sources, standardization of variables, and how we matched them across
elections (candidates) and years (donations). Finally, we describe the linking of candidates
with the donations dataset.



Institutional background

The Czech Republic operates under a parliamentary system with a bicameral legislature
consisting of the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate. The Chamber of Deputies holds
greater political power. It decides on the government through votes of no confidence or
non-confidence, it approves the annual state budget, and a majority of MPs can outvote a
Senate and/or Presidential veto on bills.

The Czech Republic has two levels of territorial self-governance: municipalities and regions.
As of January 1, 2024, there were 6,254 municipalities, with an average population of 1,750
residents per municipality. Municipalities are primarily responsible for local development
and spatial planning, municipal policing, water supply and sewage management, waste
management, public transportation, primary education, and social services. This structure
grants a medium degree of local autonomy compared to other democratic countries,
particularly in Europe (Ladner et al.| 2023). Large cities can be organized into municipal
districts, each with its own autonomy, elected bodies, and administration. As of the 2022
municipal elections, eight cities have adopted this structure, forming 140 sub-municipal
units. The municipal assembly (zastupitelstvo obce) is responsible for electing a mayor
(starosta obce) and a municipal committee (rada obce, similar to aldermen in some
European countries) through a majority vote. However, a municipal committee is not
established if the municipal assembly has fewer than 15 members. The same rules apply
to municipal districts. In the capital city of Prague, elections are organized according to
the municipal election rules.

The regional level of governance was introduced in 2000, when the first elections to regional
assemblies were held. Regional elections are held in 13 regions. The regional level of
governance is responsible for regional development, road networks, transport, tourism,
health care, secondary education, and environmental protection. Regional governments
are politically weak and have little financial autonomy. This translates into a low level
on the Regional Authority Index (Hooghe et al., 2016)). Regional assemblies (krajské
zastupitelstvo) elect governors (hejtman kraje) and regional committees (rada kraje) by
majority vote.

Elections to municipalities, regions, the Chamber of Deputies, and the European Parliament
follow almost identical electoral rules: a flexible list proportional representation (PR)
system with similar electoral formulae, thresholds, and large constituencies. Only Senate
elections are held under a two-round majority electoral system. Table [I] summarizes
the basic features of electoral systems. Nomination rules are also broadly similar across
elections. Because Czech democracy is primarily constructed as a party democracy, only
registered parties and their coalitions nominate candidates. Parties also determine the
rank of their candidates on the ballot. It is possible for independent candidates to run in
municipal and Senate elections. In municipal elections, independent candidates and their
associations are registered after they submit a petition supporting their candidacy signed
by 7 percent of registered voters (the requirements are lower for an individual candidate).
In Senate elections, independent candidates are enrolled after they submit a petition
supporting the candidate signed by 1,000 registered voters residing in the constituency.

In all elections held under the proportional representation system in the Czech Republic,
party ranking and preference votes co-determine the final order of candidates on the
electoral list. In all elections, preferential voting is voluntary. The number of preference
votes and the threshold for jumping up the candidate list varies across elections and



have changed over time (see Table 1| for more details). In municipal elections, the
preference voting rules differ from other elections, as voters can support various candidates
across different ballots. Voters have the same number of votes as the number of elected
representatives and have three options for how to use their votes: (1.) They can choose one
party and allocate all their votes to that party; in that case, each candidate receives 1 vote;
(2.) They can tick individual candidates across the party lists; or (3.) They can combine
the two options: tick candidates across party lists and then give the rest of the votes to
their preferred party. In the latter case, the votes given to the party are distributed to
candidates in sequence from the top of the list. Due to the mechanical redistribution of
votes towards better-ranked candidates, the votes received cannot be interpreted as pure
preference votes. The threshold for moving to the top of the list is set to 110% of the
average number of votes for all candidates on the party list.

Czech Political Candidate Dataset

The script that contains the process of the dataset preparation: data download (primary
datasets), creation of candidate dataset for each election (election-specific dataset), variable
transformation, and matching of candidates across election types (election-type dataset)
and across all elections (final dataset) is available at OSF:

https://ost.io/rakjz/?view only=07444330b1c245b1a6b860755b051913

For each election, we downloaded the primary datasets from the official website of the
CZSO at: https://volby.cz/opendata/opendata.htm. Data on the 1996 and 1998 Chamber
of Deputies elections and the 1994 and 1998 municipal elections are not available as open
source and were provided to us by the CZSO upon a formal request. The primary datasets
include information on:

e characteristics of candidates derived from ballot lists;
o electoral results for each candidate and party at the constituency level;

 list of registered political parties and list of parties and electoral coalitions running
in elections.

As a first step, we created election-specific datasets, which combine information from
primary datasets for each election. The unit of observation is an individual candidate
for whom we record (1.) variables common to all types of elections (e.g., candidates’
characteristics, party affiliation) and (2.) election-specific variables (e.g., constituency
names and codes, party composition of the list for municipal elections). For each can-
didate, we record their first name, last name, age, place of residence, academic titles,
party membership, party affiliation, ballot position, number of (preference) votes re-
ceived, whether the candidate was elected, and the number of votes for the candidate’s
party. In the process of building election-specific datasets, we created three new vari-
ables: candidate__education, candidate _gender, and candidate_birthyear. We describe
all variables in the Data records section. We kept original variables from primary datasets
for transparency while preparing the final dataset, so the CPCD contains both original
and newly created variables.

After standardizing election-specific datasets, we merged files for the same type of elections
over the years and created 6 election-type datasets: municipal districts, municipalities,
regions, the Chamber of Deputies, the Senate, and the European Parliament. We then
merged election-type datasets into the final dataset. To match candidates, we use deter-
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ministic matching that compares pairs of candidates from different elections based on
their first name, last name, year of birth, place of residence, education, occupation, party
membership and nominating party. Candidates must pass a threshold to be matched,
which is based on the similarity of records in the variables. Not all variables are treated
equally; pairs of candidates with the same name are graded based on the correspondence in
values, with first name, last name, and year of birth having the largest effect. In addition,
first and last names are used as blocking variables, meaning that they must be equal for
the candidate records to match (except candidates with multiple last names). To adjust
for seasonal variability of the election dates, the birth year—calculated as the difference
between the election year and candidates’ reported age—is allowed to deviate by one year.
The correspondence of other variables is judged by equality, except for occupation, in
which string distance is used.

The process of merging the files and matching the candidates was sequential as we matched
candidates first within the election-type datasets and later in the final dataset. This
approach allows us to maximize our utilization of the information on the place of residence;
in municipal (and city district) elections, candidates can only run in the municipality in
which they reside. We use the municipality as a blocking variable to ensure that candidates
running in a city district belonging to a municipality were matched to candidates running
in the same municipality. The downside of this approach is that a candidate who has
moved to a different municipality is not recognized as the same individual. In all other
types of elections, candidates can run in any constituency regardless of where they live,
so place of residence is not used as a blocking variable for matching candidates in these
elections, and candidates who have moved are matched.

Czech Political Donation Dataset

Czech political party financing is built around direct state funding as the primary funding
source for political parties, with private donations playing a moderate role and membership
fees being relatively insignificant. State subsidies are provided based on national election
results and the number of seats a party holds in the Chamber of Deputies, the Senate, and
regional assemblies (Lipcean, [2022). The dominant role of state funding is complemented
by a liberal regime of private funds. While political parties are prohibited from accepting
contributions from foreign sources, anonymous donors, and government-owned corporations,
other donors (corporations and individual donors) were not restricted in terms of donation
amounts until 2016. Since then, the cap on donations from both individual corporations
and individual citizens has been set to CZK 3 million (EUR 120k) per year. Aside from
general rules set forth by civil and tax codes, donations to independent candidates are not
subject to specific regulations.

Individuals are allowed to make financial or non-financial donations to political parties
(examples of non-financial donations include offering space for advertising banners, dis-
tributing flyers, or other types of volunteering in campaigns). Political parties must disclose
a list of all donors annually, including additional individual information. Information
about membership fees does not have to be disclosed unless the amount exceeds CZK
50,000 (EUR 2k) per year. At this point, a membership fee is considered a donation
by law. Since 2017, a list of donors must be submitted to the Office for Supervision of
Economic Affairs of Political Parties and Political Movements (OSEAPPPM) as part of
annual financial reports. The OSEAPPPM is responsible for reviewing these reports and
may request corrective action if inaccuracies or errors are identified, and may impose fines.



However, the office lacks the means to verify the accuracy of the information provided,
including information about individual donors.

We downloaded the primary data about political donations from individual donors from the
OSEAPPPM (https://www.udhpsh.cz/), hand-cleaned it, and collapsed it for individual
donors by year and donation type (financial and non-financial). We rely on full name,
date of birth, and political party to merge the individual donors over the years. The
dataset covers individual donations made between 2017 and 2023 to any political party
that received at least 1.5% of votes in the 2017 or 2021 Chamber of Deputies elections.
The list includes 9 parliamentary and 3 non-parliamentary parties. Among the covered
years and political parties, only 9 donor lists (from the total of 78 year-political party
pairs) are not provided in CSV files. For these year-political party pairs, we downloaded
the PDF and extracted the information using OCR tools to digitally readable formats and
then cleaned them in the same manner as the initially digitally readable formats. Our
prepared deposit contains the original PDF files, intermediate CSV files, script, and final
datasets for these cases.

The hand-cleaning process consists of correcting typos in names, adding missing diacritics,
capitalizing the first letters, and swapping the first name and last name in cases where
the typos are highly probable; if one of the names is a typical Czech first name, while the
other is a typical last name.

Furthermore, we corrected the birthdates of donors. If two or more donors with the same
name made a donation to the same political party, but their birthdates differ in some
suspect manner, we tagged the birthdate as a typo and hand-corrected it. The three
specific types of suspected typos we consider are the following. First, if the month and
day were flipped (e.g., if two donors with the same names had a date of birth on July 6,
1985 (2 donations) and June 7, 1985 (1 donation), we tagged the latter as a typo and
merged the donors into one with a July 6 date of birth). Second, a possible typo that
changes the date of birth by exactly one digit (e.g., if two donors with the same names had
a birthdate of July 6, 1985 (2 donations) and June 6, 1985 (1 donation), we tagged the
latter as a typo and merged the donors into one with a birthdate of July 6). We refrained
from editing for both types of typos when both versions of donors’ personal information
were represented the same number of times, e.g., July 6, 1985 (1 observation) and June 6,
1985 (1 observation). Third, if the year of birth reported corresponds to the year of the
donation (e.g., if two donors with the same names had a birthdate of July 6, 1985, and
July 6, 2021, we corrected the latter to July 6, 1985).

From the total 78-year list of financial donations to political parties, 69 are provided in
digitally readable files. These datasets contain 85,378 recorded donations (donors could
make more than one donation yearly). Among those, the manual changes edited 1,253
(1.5%) last names, 1,257 (1.5%) first names, and 475 (0.6%) birthdates. Among non-
financial donations, the data provided in digitally readable files contain 31,642 reported
donations, and the manual edit changed 176 (0.6%) last names, 215 (0.7%) first names,
and 81 birth dates (0.3%). Manual edits in datasets extracted from PDF files were more
frequent, but combined edits that were triggered by typos and inaccuracies in the primary
dataset and from extracting the dataset from PDF files.

Compared to a previously used dataset of Czech political donations (Svitdkova and Soltés,
2024), CPDD covers more political parties but spans fewer years of donations. This
difference arises from our deliberate choice to prioritize the use of official data submitted to
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the OSEAPPPM, ensuring the highest possible level of transparency. The earlier dataset
was manually transcribed from physical printed documents stored in the Chamber of
Deputies archives, making it difficult to replicate and verify. In contrast, the CPDD is
constructed from an online, publicly accessible primary data source, allowing for easier
verification and transparent replication. While this approach enhances the dataset’s
credibility, it inevitably results in shorter historical coverage.

Matching the Czech Political Candidate Dataset and the Czech
Political Donation Dataset

Individuals (candidates and donors) who are represented in both CPCD and CPDD have
the same person_id in both datasets. We first collapsed the CPCD to the candidate
level and the CPDD to the donor level. We then matched the collapsed CPCD and the
CPDD based on similarity between individuals’ first and last name, year of birth, and
party. The matching links unique donor ID (donor__id, defined by a unique combination
of the first and last name and the year of birth) with person;d in the candidate dataset.
For all donors with a counterpart in the candidate dataset, we use person id from the
candidate dataset that links the two datasets. We created a new unique ID for donors
that were not matched to candidates. This approach ensures that if a candidate and a
donor are identified as one individual, the observations share the same person_ id.

3 Data Records

Czech Political Candidate Dataset

The CPCD files are available in .csv and .rds formats. The deposit contains 6 election-
type datasets and the final CPCD, which merges all candidates across elections. The
CPCD contains information on 841,565 unique candidates and 1,716,471 candidate-election
observations.

Table [2| provides statistics on the number of candidates for each election. The largest
number of candidates participate in municipal elections, with an average of over 180,000
per election year. In contrast, fewer than a thousand candidates run in each Senate
and European Parliament election. Several thousand candidates compete in elections for
the Chamber of Deputies and in regional elections. For each election, the table further
provides the number of elected representatives, the share of elected among all candidates,
the number of female candidates, the number of elected female candidates, and finally, the
share of female candidates among elected candidates.

The CPCD records 31 variables common for all elections and additional 13 election-
specific variables. We describe the common variables here and refer the readers to the
Codebook (see Appendix) for a description of election-specific variables. Table (3] lists
the original names of the common variables retrieved from primary datasets, the CPCD
names, and includes labels that describe the variable. Variables can be broadly grouped
into three categories: election, candidate, and election results. The first category contains
election__year, election__date (first day of the election), and election_ type.

The second and largest category of variables includes a candidate’s ID (person_id) and
pre-election information, i.e., information voters would know (or could easily infer) before
voting. The former is a unique identifier for each candidate created during the merging



process, with a structure that reflects the number and types of elections in which a
candidate ran. The latter largely adopt variables from the primary datasets, including first
name, last name, age, academic titles, place of residence (name and code), ballot position,
and party membership and affiliation. We also keep occupation as a string variable in the
Czech language.

We created three new variables: birth year, gender, and education. Variable candidate_birthyear
was created as the difference between the election year and the age of a candidate an-
nounced on the ballot lists. Variable candidate_gender classifies candidates as male or
female based on the dictionary of male and female first names from the Ministry of the
Interior. If both males and females use the same first name, we identify females based on
the ending of their last name and the name of the occupation provided by candidates on
the ballot list, as Czech women’s last names and words for occupations have predominantly
gender-specific endings. The variable candidate_education builds on academic titles
stated on the ballot list. We use a dictionary of academic titles to categorize candidates
into six education levels: (1.) no university education; (2.) BA degree; (3.) MA degree;
(4.) PhD degree; (5.) associate professor (docent, habilitation); (6.) full professors. Similar
categorization has been used in previous research (Jurajda and Miinich| 2015). Two notes
about academic titles are worth mentioning. First, academic titles are self-reported with
no formal validation process. Second, Czech voters seem to interpret academic titles
(especially medical and law titles) as a sign of a candidate’s expertise and tend to cast
more votes for educated candidates, further reinforcing candidates’ interest in stating their
academic titles (Jurajda and Miinich, [2015; Svitdkova and Soltés, [2024).

The final dataset also contains three variables regarding candidates’ party member-
ship and party affiliation, which come directly from primary datasets. The variable
candidate__partymem refers to formal party membership. The variable candidate partyrun
provides the name of the list of candidates running the election. If a single party forms a
ticket to run in elections, this variable is the same as the name of the party. However, when
parties form a coalition, the name of the list differs from that of allied parties and reflects
the nature of a coalition. |Sikk and Koker| (2019) refer to this variable as electon. Finally, the
variable candidate__partynom signals which party nominated a candidate and corresponds
to the endorsing party in the coalition. The dataset contains an abbreviated party name
(acronym) and the party’s numerical code for all three party-related variables. The codes
come from the list of registered political parties provided by the Ministry of the Interior,
which contains long names, short names, and numerical codes for each party. The name
and numerical code are identical across all elections if the party is organizationally stable.
We provide an unabbreviated name only for candidate_ partyrun. If independent candi-
dates run in municipal and Senate elections, then the variables candidate partyrun and
candidate__partynom record a code "independent candidate". The dataset also contains
information on where a candidate lives (candidate_ place_code, candidate_place_name).
In the case of municipal elections, this variable also shows the city or village where a
municipal assembly was elected.

Finally, the variable candidate_wvalidity captures whether a candidate actually ran in an
election. Because candidate lists are submitted almost two months before an election,
candidates may die, withdraw their candidacy, or be dismissed by the party before the
election. Their ballot rank (cand ranking) is recorded as if they ran for election. However,
preference votes are recorded as 0 or N/A. If we restrict the data to candidates who actually



ran in elections, the number of unique candidates drops from 841,565 to 838,656 and the
number of candidate-election observations falls from 1,716,471 to 1,708,049.

The third category contains post-election variables, i.e., variables regarding the election
results. This includes the preference votes received in absolute values (candidate_voteN)
and as a percentage of all preference votes given to a candidate’s party (candidate_voteP).
In municipal elections, candidate_voteP is given as a percentage of all votes a candidate’s
party list received. After preference votes are considered, the candidate’s final ranking is
provided (ranking seat, ranking_subs). Finally, we add the absolute and relative number
of votes a candidate’s party received in the constituency (party wvoteN, party voteP)

The Senate election data differ slightly, as the two-round majority system tends to
lead to two election rounds. For both rounds, we record the absolute and relative
number of votes for candidates and whether a candidate was elected. Two variables,
candidate__voteN and candidate_wvoteP, are recorded only for proportional representa-
tion flexible systems (municipal, regional, Chamber of Deputies, European Parliament),
while for the Senate we provide four different variables with the same root name, but differ-
ent suffixes (candidate_voteN __SR1, candidate_voteN __SR2, candidate_voteP SR1,
candidate_voteP__SR2).

Czech Political Donation Dataset

The final dataset contains 57,339 donor-party-year unit observations and 38,472 unique
donors. Tabled|reports the number of unique donors and the total sum of financial and non-
financial donations by political party and year. It also indicates which data is from digitally
readable sources and which are extracted from PDF files. For each observation, the dataset
records the political party to which the donation was addressed (donation_ party), the
first name (donor_name), last name (donor__surname), year of birth (donor_ birthyear),
year of donation (donation_year), amount of total donation (donation__all), amounts
of financial (donation__financial) and non-financial (donation_non financial) donations,
ID (donor_id) indicating unique donors and person ID (person_ id) that links the CPDD
and the CPCD. Finally, the dataset also includes information on whether the observation
is from digitally readable documents or extracted from PDF files (donation_source). The
list of variables is presented in Table 5] Matching the CPDD with the CPCD leads to
18,594 matches, indicating that 32% of the number of donations (and 53% of donations
value) were made by candidates. The code for the merge is available in the deposit.

4 Technical Validation

This section provides technical validation for both the CPCD and the CPDD datasets. We
developed several procedures to ensure data quality and reproducibility of the results. The
aim of this section is to describe the logic of the validation and its results. This quality
assurance process is largely implemented in R.

Technical validation for CPCD

We implemented three technical validity checks for the CPCD. First, we ensured that
the variables contain valid codes, names, and numerical values. Specifically, we verified
that the percentage of preference votes fell between 0 and 100, the absolute number of
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votes was non-negative, and that other variables, including gender, education, age, seat,
and birth year, were free of missing or invalid data. We also checked whether the CPCD
recorded 0 votes for candidates who eventually did not run in an election. Finally, we
compared the sum of the variable seat, an indicator for elected status, to the number of
seats filled for each election and each constituency. Counts based on the CPCD shown in
Table [2l match exactly the numbers provided by the CZSO.

Second, we compare the CPCD to two publicly available datasets that partly cover Czech
political candidates: Comprehensive European Parliament electoral data (COMEPELDA)
and the dataset used in the Party People book that studies candidate turnover in elections
in Central and Eastern Europe (Sikk and Koker, [2023). We also intended to compare
the CPCD to the Constituency-Level Elections Archive (CLEA), but abandoned the plan
after we found that the CLEA dataset was flawed and inconsistent with the primary and
the only authoritative dataset provided by the CZSO.

COMEPELDA consolidates information on European Parliament elections into one source.
It provides information on formal electoral rules as well as national-level and district-
level election results for parties and individual politicians (including full candidate lists)
(Déaubler et al.l 2022). In the case of parties covered by COMEPELDA, the number
of candidates running on their party lists is the same. In addition, the comparison of
individual candidates, the number of preferential votes, and elected MEPs is the same in
both datasets.

We utilize the dataset used in the Party People book to validate our matching of candidates
across elections. Specifically, we replicate the Czech parties’ weighted candidate novelty
(WCN) in two consecutive elections to the Chamber of Deputies for the period from 1998 to
2013 from [Sikk and Koker| (2023). Candidate novelty measures the share of candidates who
did not run in any previous election, which is then weighted by the candidates’ list position
and the parties’ vote share, to calculate WCN. Our measure of WCN strongly correlates
(r > 0.9) with the WCN reported by [Sikk and Kéker (2023); see Tables B1] [B2] B3] [B4}

and in Appendix.

Third, we identified recently published academic articles on females among elected rep-
resentatives in the Czech Republic (Maskarinec, 2022; Voda, 2022) and compared the
numbers to those we derived using the CPCD. The variable indicating female candidates
in the CPCD was created based on the names of the candidates (see section Data records),
so the comparison of female shares provides further validation of the data transformations.
We present the share of females among elected representatives for all elections in the last
column of Table 2| The first study compared, by Maskarinec| (2022), graphically presents
the share of women among elected representatives for the Chamber of Deputies, the Euro-
pean Parliament, and regional and municipal assemblies. The graphical comparison of our
statistics and the figure from [Maskarinec (2022) suggests that there are no discrepancies
in the numbers of female elected officials between his study and our data. The second
study, by Voda (2022), provides exact numbers for seven municipal elections. We record
the same numbers for three elections (2010, 2014, and 2018) and differ by 0.1 percentage
points in three other elections (1994, 1998, and 2006). In the 2002 election, the difference
was larger, as CPCD statistics yield 22.6% of female elected candidates, while the study
by Voda| (2022) says 27.1%. As CPCD’s 22.6% corresponds to the same figure presented
in the study by Maskarinec, (2022), we believe the CPCD yields more credible statistics.
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Technical validation for CPDD

To validate the CPDD dataset, we used donors’ dates of birth. Because public authorities
lack the means to verify the accuracy and correctness of the submitted list of donors, there
could be some concern that reported donors are made up. Personal donor information,
such as date of birth, would be the primary suspect, as this piece of information is the
most challenging to verify. We build on psychological literature that argues that people
have difficulty generating random digits to test for potentially made-up dates of birth,
similar to what is known in the literature as election forensics to detect fraud in election
results (Beber and Scacco, [2012; Nickersonl, 2002)).

We test that day-in-month donors’ dates of birth are distributed with an equal frequency.
We collapsed donors for a given party over the period studied, so that each donor is counted
once regardless of the value or the number of donations made. Table [6] shows Pearson x>
statistics, the corresponding p-value, and the most frequent day for each political party
considered. The p-value is (weakly) larger than a 0.05 significance level for each political
party. However, KSCM (p-value of 0.063) and Piisaha (p-value of 0.050) are on the margin
of statistical significance. Figures[CI] [C2, and [C2in Appendix show the distance from
the average number of donors born on a given day by a political party. Note that we
restrict the sample to days between the 1% and 28", as subsequent days are predicted
to be represented less in a random sample of dates. Similarly, the argument of random
allocation of day-in-month dates does not generalize to months, as births are not randomly
distributed over a year.

Compared to other information provided in the dataset, dates of births are the least verifi-
able from public sources. Therefore, we believe that the lack of evidence of manipulating
birth dates is promising evidence that the other information was not manipulated either.

5 Usage Notes

When using the CPCD and CPDD datasets, please cite the published version of this
manuscript. For any questions, suggestions, and requests for collaboration regarding either
or both of the datasets, please contact Lukas Linek, the corresponding author.
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Table 1: Features and Rules of Elections in the Czech Republic

Municipal Regional Parliamentary Parliamentary European
Elected 6254 municipal assemblies 13 regional assemblies Chamber of Deputies Senate Czech representatives to
Assembly + 140 mun. districts assemblies European Parliament
Seats 5to 70T 45 to 65T 200 81 21 since '14; 22 in ’09

and 24 in '04

Electoral flexible PR flexible PR flexible PR, two-round majority flexible PR

system

Electoral d "Hondt since '02 d"Hondt (starting with 1.42) d "Hondt since '02 . d "Hondt

formula Saint Lagué in ’94, '98 Hagenbach-Bischoff in ’96, 98

Electoral 5 percent 5 percent 5 percent . 5 percent

threshold

Nomination political parties political parties political parties political parties political parties
independent cand’s independent cand’s

Preference  number of pref. votes 4 pref. votes; 5% thr (since '12) 4 pref. votes; 5 % thr (since '10) . 2 pref. votes; 5% thr

voting rules equals to the number of seats 4 pref. votes; 10% thr (till '08) 2 pref. votes; 7% thr (’02, ’06)
4 pref votes; 10% thr (’96, '98)

Notes: T based on population size and choice of previous council



Table 2: Number of Candidates

Number of Elected Share of Elected Female Elected Female Share of Female

Election Candidates Candidates Candidates Candidates Candidates Among Elected (%)
Municipal
1994 145,611 59754 41.0 31,530 10,614 17.8
1998 163,664 59986 36.7 40,784 12,263 20.4
2002 177,309 60001 33.8 48,098 13,567 22.6
2006 186,716 60056 32.2 54,988 15,000 25.0
2010 208,510 59793 28.7 65,064 15,725 26.3
2014 211,295 59573 28.2 68,091 16,129 27.1
2018 195,630 59331 30.3 64,249 16,606 28.0
2022 178,432 59228 33.2 59,459 17,163 29.0

City districts

1994 13,967 2406 17.2 4,322 527 21.9
1998 15,945 2426 15.2 5,477 528 21.8
2002 15,621 2493 16.0 5,434 615 24.7
2006 14,948 2519 16.9 5,421 661 26.2
2010 17,923 2545 14.2 6,585 711 27.9
2014 22,197 2548 11.5 8,206 730 28.6
2018 20,531 2561 12.5 7,828 729 28.5
2022 16,791 2552 15.2 6,648 756 29.6
Regional
2000 7,725 675 8.7 1,684 97 144
2004 8,309 675 8.1 2,164 103 15.3
2008 8,206 675 8.2 2,395 119 17.6
2012 11,304 675 6.0 3,118 134 19.9
2016 11,803 675 5.7 3,545 137 20.3
2020 9,711 675 7.0 2,671 149 22.1

Chamber of Deputies

1996 3,909 200 5.1 789 30 15.0
1998 3,374 200 5.9 704 30 15.0
2002 6,068 200 3.3 1,597 34 17.0
2006 4,985 200 4.0 1,385 31 15.5
2010 5,022 200 4.0 1,366 44 22.0
2013 5,899 200 34 1,588 39 19.5
2017 7,524 200 2.7 2,154 44 22.0
2021 5,242 200 3.8 1,658 50 25.0
Senate
1996 568 81 14.3 59 9 11.1
1998 137 27 19.7 12 3 11.1
2000 160 27 16.9 26 4 14.8
2002 168 27 16.1 26 3 11.1
2004 197 27 13.7 37 3 11.1
2006 204 27 13.2 39 6 22.2
2008 200 27 13.5 34 5 18.5
2010 227 27 11.9 37 4 14.8
2012 233 27 11.6 42 5 18.5
2014 242 27 11.2 37 5 18.5
2016 233 27 11.6 43 6 22.2
2018 236 27 11.4 42 2 7.4
2020 235 27 11.5 38 4 14.8
2022 178 27 15.2 43 9 33.3
By-elections 125 15 12.0 24 2 13.3

European Parliament

2004 809 24 3.0 205 5 20.8
2009 731 22 3.0 210 4 18.2
2014 857 21 2.5 230 5 23.8
2019 841 21 2.5 201 7 33.3
2024 674 21 3.1 245 8 38.1

Notes: For each election covered in the dataset, this table shows the number of candidates who ran (valid
candidates only, col. 2), the number of elected candidates (col. 3), the share of elected candidates from
those who ran (col. 4), the number of female candidates who ran (col. 5), the number of female elected

candidates (col. 6), and the share of female among elected candidates (col. 7).



Table 3: Czech Political Candidate Dataset: Description of Variables

Original Variable Name

CPCD Variable Name

CPCD Variable Label

Election
N/A

DATUMVOLEB, N/A

election_ year
election date

Election: year
Election: date

N/A election_ type Election: type

Candidate
N/A person_ id Candidate: identification code
JMENO candidate name Candidate: name
PRIJMENI candidate surname Candidate: last name
VEK candidate_age Candidate: age
N/A candidate_birthyear Candidate: year of birth
N/A candidate__gender Candidate: gender
TITULPRED candidate title before Candidate: self-reported academic titles before name
TITULY candidate_title both Candidate: self-reported academic titles before and after name
TITULZA candidate_ title after Candidate: self-reported academic titles after name
N/A candidate education Candidate: education in 6 categories (self-reported)
POVOLANTI candidate__occupation Candidate: occupation
BYDLISTEK candidate place code Candidate: place of living - code
BYDLISTEN candidate_ place name Candidate: place of living - name
KSTRANA candidate_partyrun_ code Candidate: party running the election - code
ZKRATKAKS candidate partyrun_ name Candidate: party running the election - abr. name
NAZEV_STRK candidate_partyrun_ fullname Candidate: party runnig the election - full name
NSTRANA candidate__partynom_ code Candidate: nominating party - code
ZKRATKANS candidate_partynom_ name Candidate: nominating party - abr. name
PSTRANA candidate partymem_ code Candidate: party membership - code
ZKRATKAPS candidate partynmem_ name Candidate: party membership - abr. name
PORCISLO candidate_ranking Candidate: ranking on the list
PLATNOST candidate_ validity Candidate: validity of candidacy

Election results

POCHLASU candidate__voteN Candidate: number of preference votes

POCPROCVSE candidate_voteP Candidate: percent of preference votes

HLASY K1 candidate_voteN SR1 Candidate: number of votes (Senate 1)

HLASY K2 candidate voteN SR2 Candidate: number of votes (Senate 2)

URIZ PR K1 candidate voteP SRI1 Candidate: percent of votes (Senate 1)

URIZ_PR_K2 candidate_voteP_ SR2 Candidate: percent of votes (Senate 2)

MANDAT seat Candidate: seat - yes/no

PORADIMAND ranking seat Candidate: ranking for seat distribution (after election ranking)
PORADINAHR ranking subs Candidate: ranking of substitutes (after election ranking)
HLASY party_ voteN Party: number of votes in constituency

PROCHLASU party_voteP Party: percent of votes in constituency

Notes: Variables candidate_voteN and candidate_voteP are recorded only for flexible PR systems; for
Senate elections, these variables have different suffixes (candidate_voteN__SR1, candidate_voteN_SR2,
candidate_voteP__SR1, candidate_voteP__SR2).
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Table 4: Number of Unique Donors and Value of Donations

KDU-CSLL. KSCM ODS Pirati SPD STAN TOP 09 ANO CSSD Svobodni Trikolora Piisaha

Number of Unique Donors

2017 1,759 275 768 2,207 1,114 386 802 764 129 1,257

2018 778 240 1,299 531  *188 331 559 1,034 241 943 .

2019 1,790 214 469 929 *184 71 082 737 37 329 6,478

2020 2,080 228 1,101 1,640 T157 947 583  *828 155 247 3,772 .
2021 +559 117 584 2511 183 250 100 7623 55 342 +2,015 714
2022 486 54 1,155 1,329 *267 559 456 746 79 400 667 121
2023 280 36 383 779 T48 155 95 845 14 751 422 43

Total Value of Donation by Individual Donors (mil. CZK)

2017 23.9 9.2 347 4.5 5.0 13.6 10.6 22.8 4.0 2.5

2018 12.9 8.3 51.7 3.3 25 6.5 16.9 36.2 10.7 2.7 .

2019 16.1 70 114 23 25 3.2 6.8 12.0 1.8 1.1 6.7

2020 18.5 6.8 404 54 1.6 11.3 8.8 *21.3 9.5 0.6 12.8 .
2021 *8.9 3.9 16.7 102 *4.1 4.8 3.9 121 3.1 2.4 t14. 5 5.8
2022 15.1 1.5  50.1 85 2.6 17.6 16.8 27.0 3.8 1.3 2.3 2.1
2023 7.2 0.5 11.6 4.3  10.8 5.9 2.9 11.8 3.3 1.3 0.8 1.7

Notes: The upper panel shows the number of unique donors by political party and year, while the bottom panel shows the aggregate value of financial and
non-financial donations in mil CZK. "." stands for years before the political party was established. ¥ and * indicate that the primary data were extracted from PDF
documents, with the latter being more prone to flawed extraction of information.



Table 5: Czech Political Donation Dataset: Description of Variables

CPDD Variable Name CPDD Variable Label

donor_id Donor: identification code

person__id Person identification code (identical to person_id in CPCD)
donation_ party Political party to which the donation was addressed

donation_ year Year of donation

donor name Donor: first name

donor_surname Donor: surname

donor_ birthyear Donor: year of birth

donation_ all Total value of individual financial and non-financial donation in a given year
donation_ financial Total value of individual financial donation in a given year
donation_nonfinancial Total value of individual non-financial donation in a given year
donation_ source From digitally readable document = 1; extracted from PDF = 2

Notes: This table lists the variables in the CPDD. For donors who are also a political candidate, the personal ID is the same in CPDD and CPCD.



Table 6: Distribution of Day-in-Month among Donors’ Date of Birth

KDU-CSLL. KSCM ODS Pirati SPD STAN TOP 09 ANO CSSD Svobodni Trikolora Pi#isaha All donors

Pearson y2 (27)  20.44 39.00 2853 30.59 35.76 17.13  21.37 24.10 30.85  32.76 21.24 40.11 23.97
p-value 0.811 0.063 0384 0288 0.120 00928  0.768 0.625 0.277  0.205 0.775 0.050 0.632
Most frequent day 24 18t 14th 21t 25t 16t 24th ogth gnd  ond 4th 13th 19t 2qth 20th, 215t

Notes: This table shows results from a formal test of uniformly distributed day-in-month among donors by a political party. All p-values are (weakly) larger than
0.05. However, the test results for KSCM and Piisaha are on the margin of being statistically significant at a 0.05 significance level. The bottom row shows the most

frequent birth day.



Appendix

Appendix A: Codebook for CPCD

The codebook lists all variables included in the final Czech Political Candidate Dataset
(CPCD). For each variable, the codebook includes the original name of the variable from
the primary datasets provided by the Czech Statistical Office (CZSO), the CPCD name of
the variables, a description of the variable, and a note.
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Table Al: Codebook

CPCD Variable Name

Original Variable Name

CPCD Variable Label

Note

election_year

election_ date
election_type

person_id

candidate name
candidate_surname
candidate age

candidate_ birthyear
candidate_ gender
candidate_ title before
candidate_title_after
candidate_title both
candidate education
candidate occupation
candidate place code
candidate_place_name
candidate_partyrun_ code
candidate_partyrun_name
candidate_ p: run_ fullname
candidate_partynom_code
candidate partynom_name
candidate partymem code
candidate_partynmem name
candidate ranking
candidate_ validity
candidate voteN
candidate voteN_SR1
candidate_voteN_ SR2
candidate_ voteP
candidate_voteP_ SR1
candidate_voteP_ SR2
seat

ranking seat

ranking subs
party_voteN
party_voteP

party rank
senate_candidate_no
municipality type
municipality id
municipality name
electoral district no
city_ district_id
region_name
region_code

electoral _region
senate_district
candidate_ citizenship

DATUMVOLEB, N/A

JMENO
PRIJMENI
VEK

TITULPRED
TITULZA
TITULY

POVOLANI
BYDLISTEK
BYDLISTEN
KSTRANA
ZKRATKAKS
NAZEV_STRK
NSTRANA
ZKRATKANS
PSTRANA
ZKRATKAPS
PORCISLO
PLATNOST
POCHLASU
HLASY_K1
HLASY_ K2
POCPROCVSE
URIZ_PR_K1
URIZ_PR_K2
MANDAT
PORADIMAND
PORADINAHR
HLASY
PROCHLASU
POR_STR_HL
CKAND
TYPZASTUP
KODZASTUP
KODZASTUP_NAZEV
COBVODU

KRAJ_NAZEV
KRZAST
VOLKRAJ
OBVOD
STATOBCAN

Election: year

Election: date

Election: type

Candidate: identification code
Candidate: name

Candidate: last name
Candidate: age

Candidate: year of birth
Candidate: gender
Candidate:

elf-reported academic titles
Candidat
Candidate: occupation

Candidate: place of living - code
Candidate: place of living - name

self-reported academic titles before name
self-reported academic titles after name

education in 6 categories (self-reported)

Candidate: party running the election - code

Candidate:
Candidate:

party running the election - abr. name
party running the election - full name

Candidate: nominating party - code
Candidate: nominating party - abr. name
Candidate: party membership - code
Candidate: party membership - abr. name

Candidate: ranking of candidates on the list

Candidate: validity of candidacy
Candidate: number of preference votes
Candidate: number of votes (Senate 1)
Candidate: number of votes (Senate 2)
Candidate: percent of preference votes
Candidate: percent of votes (Senate 1)
Candidate: percent of votes (Senate 2)
Candidate: seat - yes/no

First day of election; except for the 2000 regional elections, all went for two days.
Nominal: municipal, mun. district, regional, Chamber of Deputies, Senate, European Parliament

Nominal: male, female

Nominal: no title, Bachelor, Master, Doctor, Associate Professor (docent), Professor
String: in Czech language; not available for 1994 municipal election

Numerical

String: in Czech language
Numerical: list running the election (kandidujici strana), administrative ranking of parties, decided by a lottery; not for municipal and Senate elections
Nominal: list running the election (kandid
Nominal: list running the election (kandid
Numerical: party nominating candidate (nominujici strana); num. code; not available for Chamber of Deputies 1996, 1998
Nominal: party nominating candidate (nominujicf strana); abbreviated name

Numerical: party membership of candidate; num. code

Nominal: party membership of candidate; abbreviated name

Numerical: not standardized; not for the Senate

Dichotomic: candidate ran election: yes (0); no (1)

Numerical; only for flexible list PR systems

Numerical; only for the Senate

Numerical; only for the Senate

Numerical; only for flexible list PR systems

Numerical; only for the Senate

Numerical; only for the Senate

Dichotomic: candidate did not win seat (0), candidate won secat (1)

Candidate: ranking for seat distribution (after election) Numeric; only for those candidates that won a seat; not available for Chamber of Deputies 1996, 1998 and 2002, and for municipal election 1994, 1998 and 2002

Candidate: ranking of substitutes (after election)

Party: number of votes in constituency
Party: percent of votes in constituency
Party: election number

Candidate: election number

Type of municipality

Municipality: ID

name

“onstituencies
Municipality: city districts

Regional assembly: constituency - name
Regional assembly: constituency - code
Chamber of Deputies: constituency
Senate: constituency

Candidate: citizenship

Numeric; only for those candidates that did not win a seat; not available for Chamber of Deputies 1996, 1998 and 2002, and for municipal election 1994, 1998 and 2002
Number of votes for a list in constituency. In mun. and mun. district elections, it sums candidate voteN
Numerical: percent of votes for a list in constituency

1: administrative ranking of parties, decided by a lottery, only for municipal elections

:al: administrative ranking of candidates, decided by a lottery; only for the Senate

Dichotomic: city (1), city district (2), only for municipal elections

Numeric: code of municipality from state registers, only for municipal elections

String: name of municipality from state registers, only for municipal elections

Numeric: for constituency in municipal elections

Numeric: for city districts in municipal elections

String: for constituency

Numeric: for constituency

Numeric: for constituency

Numeric: for constituency

Nominal; only for EP election




Appendix B: Results of the validation tests

This appendix presents results from the technical validation. Tables [BI], [B2] [B3] [B4] and
compare the weighted candidate novelty measure calculated based on CPCD and the
original dataset developed by Sikk and Koker[Sikk and Koker| (2023)
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Table B1: Comparison CPCD and Party People dataset, Chamber of Deputies
Election 1998
Weighted Candidate Novelty

Political Party Sikk & Koker CPCD

A2001 1.00 1.00
CAO 0.61 0.71
CSNS 0.43 0.45
CSSD 0.22 0.14
DEU 0.30 0.32
DZJ 0.45 0.38
KDU-CSL 0.18 0.17
KSCM 0.09 0.06
MODS 0.07 0.06
NEZ 0.79 0.82
ODA 0.57 0.26
ODS 0.48 0.47
OK 0.83 0.88
PB 0.32 0.31
SDCR 0.86 0.94
SPR-RSC 0.16 0.12
SZ 0.53 0.36
Us 0.64 0.66

Notes: This table compares the weighted candidate novelty (WCN) for political parties running in the
1998 Chamber of Deputies election using two distinct datasets. The correlation between the two sources
of estimates of the WCN is 0.95.



Table B2: Comparison CPCD and Party People dataset, Chamber of Deputies
Election 2002
Weighted Candidate Novelty

Political Party Sikk & Koker CPCD

AZSD 1.00 1.00
BPS 1.00 1.00
CP 1.00 1.00
CSDH 0.45 0.80
CSNS 0.64 0.71
CSSD 0.37 0.31
CZ 0.87 0.75
DL 0.97 1.00
H.A. 1.00 1.00
KDU-CSL 0.22 0.16
KSCM 0.30 0.29
MoDS 0.61 0.60
N 0.96 0.94
NDS 0.91 0.92
NH 1.00 1.00
ODA 0.65 0.43
ODS 0.26 0.21
PB 0.91 0.91
REP 0.59 0.51
RMS 0.33 0.26
ROI 1.00 1.00
SDS 1.00 1.00
SNK 0.96 0.99
SV SOS 0.89 0.94
SZ 0.56 0.54
SZJ 0.60 0.48
SZR 1.00 1.00
VPB 1.00 1.00

Notes: This table compares the weighted candidate novelty (WCN) for political parties running in the
2002 Chamber of Deputies election using two distinct datasets. The correlation between the two sources
of estimates of the WCN is 0.95.

27



Table B3: Comparison CPCD and Party People dataset, Chamber of Deputies
Election 2006
Weighted Candidate Novelty

Political Party Sikk & Koker CPCD

4 VIZE 0.94 0.95
BPS 0.90 0.89
CHNJ 0.36 0.23
CSNS2006 0.31 0.36
CSSD 0.40 0.50
FiS 1.00 1.00
HOB 0.66 0.44
HS 0.28 0.30
KC 0.93 1.00
KDU-CSL 0.30 0.36
KSCM 0.12 0.18
Koal CR 0.83 0.77
LiRA 1.00 1.00
M 0.51 0.40
NEZ 0.84 0.89
NEZ/DEM 0.70 0.81
NS 0.74 0.58
ODS 0.40 0.44
PB 0.48 0.44
PaS 0.61 0.48
SNK ED 0.45 0.54
SRS 0.96 0.95
SZ 0.69 0.64
SZR 0.87 0.88
US-DEU 0.62 0.68

Notes: This table compares the weighted candidate novelty (WCN) for political parties running in the
2006 Chamber of Deputies election using two distinct datasets. The correlation between the two sources
of estimates of the WCN is 0.95.
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Table B4: Comparison CPCD and Party People dataset, Chamber of Deputies
Election 2010
Weighted Candidate Novelty

Political Party Sikk & Koker CPCD

CPS 0.96 1.00
CSNS 0.49 0.35
CSNS2005 0.56 0.18
CSSD 0.38 0.43
DSSS 0.58 0.54
ES 0.83 1.00
HS 0.27 0.30
KC 0.48 0.50
KDU-CSL 0.51 0.45
KH 1.00 1.00
KONS 0.88 0.86
KSCM 0.32 0.27
LIB 0.00 0.00
Moravane 0.65 0.80
ODS 0.46 0.49
Obcane 0.93 0.92
PB 0.45 0.26
SPOZ 0.90 0.87
SPR-RSC 0.47 0.70
STOP 0.97 1.00
S7Z 0.54 0.59
Suveren. 0.82 0.82
Svobodni 0.91 0.98
TOP 09 0.73 0.79
\AY 0.84 0.85

Notes: This table compares the weighted candidate novelty (WCN) for political parties running in the
2010 Chamber of Deputies election using two distinct datasets. The correlation between the two sources
of estimates of the WCN is 0.92.
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Table B5: Comparison CPCD and Party People dataset, Chamber of Deputies
Election 2013
Weighted Candidate Novelty

Political Party Sikk & Koker CPCD

ANEO 1.00 1.00
ANO 2011 0.89 0.93
CSSD 0.38 0.39
DSSS 0.38 0.34
HLVZHURU 0.65 0.56
KAN 1.00 1.00
KC 0.62 0.63
KDU-CSL 0.46 0.37
KSCM 0.25 0.26
LEV 21 0.86 0.89
OBC_ 2011 1.00 1.00
ODS 0.54 0.61
PB 0.34 0.39
Pirati 0.49 0.48
RDS 1.00 1.00
SPOZ 0.77 0.75
S7Z 0.46 0.63
SsCR 0.93 0.91
Suveren. 0.43 0.34
Svobodni 0.54 0.62
TOP 09 0.31 0.36
Usvit 0.80 0.81
Zmena 0.83 0.86

Notes: This table compares the weighted candidate novelty (WCN) for political parties running in the
2017 Chamber of Deputies election using two distinct datasets. The correlation between the two sources
of estimates of the WCN is 0.97.
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Appendix C: Distribution of day-in-month donors’ dates of birth
Figures [C1] [C2] and present distribution of day-in-month donors’ dates of birth.
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Figure C1:
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Abstrakt

Clanek predstavuje novy dataset ¢eskych politickych kandidatt (Czech Political Candi-
date Dataset, CPCD), ktery shromazduje data o vSech kandidatech, kteri kandidovali
v jakychkoli obecnich, krajskych, narodnich volbach nebo volbach do Evropského par-
lamentu v Ceské republice od roku 1993. Pro kazdého kandidata CPCD zahrnuje jeho
jméno, prijmeni, vék, pohlavi, misto bydlisté, vysokoskolské vzdélani, ¢lenstvi ve strané,
stranu, za niz kandidoval, pozici na kandidatce a volebni vysledky kandidati i stran.
Individualni kandidaty napri¢ jednotlivymi volbami jsme identifikovali pomoci algoritmu,
ktery zpracovava zverejnéné tudaje kandidati, predevsim jméno, prijmeni a misto bydliste.
Déle pridavame informace o darech poskytnutych jednotlivym politickym stranam, které
cerpame z datasetu Ceskych politickych darti (Czech Political Donation Dataset, CPDD).
Tento druhy dataset, ktery v ¢lanku predstavujeme, obsahuje zaznamy o jednotlivych
darech 12 prednim politickym strandm z oficidlnich zdznamt za obdobi od roku 2017 do
roku 2023. Oba datasety jsou nyni vefejné dostupné.
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