Economist Briefings

British Political Parties



The Labour Party
The Labour Party emerged as a political grouping at the end of the 19th century, growing out of a complex of organisations, notably the trade unions. After the First World War Labour displaced the Liberal Party as the main political alternative to the Conservative Party. Labour governed the country in 1945-51, 1964-70 and 1974-79. It returned to power in 1997 after 18 years in opposition. 
During its long period in opposition Labour was transformed. After a brief lurch towards the left at the beginning of the 1980s the party gradually moved back towards the political centre, weakening its links with the trade union movement and downplaying its previous emphasis on redistribution in an effort to widen its appeal to the middle classes. Mr. Blair’s “new” Labour Party is centrist and un-dogmatic, but traditional supporters regret its abandonment of key tenets of socialist doctrine, and there is resentment over the tight control exercised by Mr. Blair. 


The Conservative Party
The Conservative Party traces its roots back to the Tory Party of the 18th century. Traditionally, it has embraced right-of-centre policies and has drawn much of its support from business interests and the affluent. It also tends to enjoy greater support among the old than the young, and among rural rather than urban dwellers. In recent years it has suffered dramatic declines in support in Scotland and Wales and is now primarily an English party. 

Although the Conservative Party is easily the most successful political party in the UK this century (in terms of general elections won), it suffered its heaviest defeat since 1906 at the general election in 1997 and recovered almost no ground at the last election in 2001. The party has had difficulty shaking off its tired image with voters and overcoming the bitter divisions, particularly over Europe, which have raged within it since Mrs. Thatcher was deposed as leader in 1990. 


The Liberal Democrats
The third-largest party is the Liberal Democrats, established in the late 1980s by the merger between the Liberal Party and part of the Social Democratic Party, which had itself been formed in 1980 by disaffected senior Labour Party figures. The Liberal Party was the heir of the old Whig Party and alternated with the Tories as the party of government in the 19th century. It was displaced as the main alternative political force to the Conservatives by the Labour Party after the First World War (1914-18). Since then its electoral fortunes have fluctuated. The Liberal Democrats performed creditably at the 1997 and the 2001 general elections. 

As a result of the voting system, the Liberal Democrats’ representation in the House of Commons has always been much smaller than its share of the vote. Relations between the Liberal Democrat leadership and the Labour Party were quite close when the latter returned to office in 1997, but relations have since cooled and the two parties have gradually distanced themselves from each other. 

Russian Political Parties

The party political scene in Russia was highly volatile and fragmented throughout the 1990s but has begun to settle. Some 26 parties were included on the ballot for the 1999 election to the Duma, compared with 43 in 1995. Only six of them crossed the 5% threshold for parliamentary representation, and of these only the Communist Party of the Russian Federation (CPRF) could boast a substantial nationwide organisation. The second largest party in the Duma, Unity (now merged into United Russia), was little more than a collection of pro-Putin regional notables formed just weeks before the poll. Most other parties are very small, often organised around one prominent personality. 

A new law aims to promote party consolidation
A new Kremlin-backed law on political parties, which entered into force in November 2001, looks set dramatically to alter Russia’s party political scene. The law seeks to address some shortcomings, such as the opacity of party financing, but it also raises the registration requirements for political parties to a level that could stifle the development of all but the largest political groupings in Russia. Only political movements that have more than 10,000 members, with a minimum of 100 members in each of at least 50 of Russia’s 89 regions, can register as a political party. This will remove all regional and issue-based parties from the ballot, leaving perhaps a much smaller of parties than in the past to contest the next election, in December 2003. Moreover, the requirement that parties re-register on a regular basis may open the door to state pressure on opposition groupings. Although parties have been given until July 2003 to comply with the new requirements, the law has already triggered a wave of mergers among the groupings and factions represented in the Duma. 


The Communist Party
The Communist Party of the Russian Federation (CPRF), successor to the Soviet-era Communist Party, was launched in February 1993. With more than 500,000 members and 20,000 primary organisations, it is easily the largest and best organised party in Russia. However, the CPRF is an ideologically incoherent coalition of social democrats, Stalinists and nationalists, with very different views on the past and planning for the future. The CPRF has done little to dissociate itself from the old order, and this has earned it a core constituency among the elderly and the disaffected, which has helped to shore up the party’s share of the vote. The CPRF won 24.3% of the total vote in the party-list system in 1999 and it controls 129 votes in the Duma (90 CPRF deputies and 39 members of its satellite, the Agro-Industrial grouping). During the Putin administration the CPRF has swayed between co-operating with the Kremlin and blocking government initiatives. In 2002 it moved into full opposition to the Kremlin, which resulted in a damaging split after some key CPRF leaders decided to set up a new faction. 

Centrist parties merge into United Russia
United Russia—the Duma’s strongest political force—was set up in February 2002 as a result of the merger between the pro-Kremlin Unity and the Fatherland-All Russia Movement (OVR). The two had originally been rivals in the run-up to the 1999 parliamentary election, when the Kremlin helped to set up Unity as a counterweight to the OVR. Unity consisted mainly of middle-ranking regional officials and lacked any clear ideology other than its strong affiliation with Mr. Putin, then prime minister. The enormous financial and media backing engineered by the Kremlin secured it second place in the party-list voting in 1999, with 23.3% of the vote. The subsequent adherence of many single-mandate deputies to Unity—by creating a satellite faction, People’s Deputy—has given it 139 deputies in the Duma. However, United Russia has failed to transform itself into a disciplined and coherent political force able to pose a sustained challenge to the CPRF’s dominance. In early 2003 internal divisions resulted in a leadership reshuffle, and its approval ratings weakened further. 

	Parliamentary election results

	 
	1993
	 
	 
	1995
	 
	 
	1999
	 
	 

	Party
	List vote (%)
	List seats
	SMD(a) seats
	List vote (%)
	List seats
	SMD(a) seats
	List vote (%)
	List seats
	SMD(a) seats

	Russia’s Choice
	15.5
	40
	30
	3.9
	0
	9
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a

	Liberal Democrats(b) (LDPR)
	22.9
	59
	5
	11.2
	50
	1
	6.0
	17
	0

	Communist Party (CPRF)
	12.4
	32
	16
	22.3
	99
	58
	24.3
	67
	47

	Agrarian Party (APR)
	8.0
	21
	12
	3.8
	0
	20
	n/a
	n/a
	0

	Yabloko
	7.9
	20
	3
	6.9
	31
	14
	5.9
	16
	5

	Our Home is Russia (OHR)
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	10.1
	45
	10
	1.2
	0
	8

	Women of Russia
	8.1
	21
	2
	4.6
	0
	3
	2.0
	0
	0

	Party of Russian Unity & Accord
	6.8
	18
	1
	0.4
	0
	1
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a

	Democratic Party of Russia
	5.5
	14
	1
	n/a
	n/a
	0
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a

	Unity
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	23.3
	64
	9

	Fatherland-All Russia
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	13.3
	37
	29

	Union of Right Forces
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	8.5
	24
	5

	Others
	16.2
	0
	8
	34.0
	0
	31
	12.1
	0
	9

	Independents
	n/a
	n/a
	141
	n/a
	n/a
	78
	n/a
	n/a
	112

	Postponed
	n/a
	n/a
	6
	n/a
	0
	n/a
	n/a
	1
	1

	Note. Figures for party-list voting may not tally to 100 owing to spoiled ballots and ballots cast “against all”. Figures for seats won do not match faction sizes in the text, owing to the post-election affiliation of independents to factions and the “lending” of deputies among allied factions. 

	(a) Single-mandate district. (b) On the ballot papers in 1999 as Zhirinovsky’s Bloc.

	Source: Electoral Commission.


Liberal forces: Yabloko and the URF
Created in 1993, Yabloko is one of Russia’s most established parties. Led by Grigory Yavlinsky, a former economic adviser to the Soviet president, Mikhail Gorbachev, the party has moved from staunch opposition to the Kremlin to co-operation with Mr. Putin’s liberal economics team. Its following is restricted to parts of the liberal intelligentsia in Moscow and St Petersburg, and in the 1999 election Yabloko polled just under 6% of the party-list vote, winning just 21 Duma seats—compared with 45 in the previous parliament. Given its small size, the new law on political parties could endanger Yabloko, and the party has merged with the even smaller Democratic Alliance. 

The Union of Rightist Forces (URF) was formed by a loose coalition of liberal parties in 1999, when liberal political fortunes were at a low ebb. Its aim was to overcome the divisions on the right that had cost it so dearly in 1995, when Yabloko was the only liberal party to cross the 5% barrier. This new-found unity was rewarded with 8.52% of the list vote and a parliamentary faction of 32. Earlier discussions about transforming the URF from an umbrella organisation into a real political party were revived by the new law on political parties that would prevent political movements, such as the URF, from standing in elections. In 2001 the URF officially became a political party and elected Boris Nemtsov, a former deputy prime minister, as party leader. 

Given that Yabloko and the URF are the main liberal parties, a merger between the two would help to safeguard their position with regard to the new requirements for political parties. However, tentative plans to merge Yabloko and the URF have suffered from rivalries between the party leaderships. 

POLITICAL PARTY in CHINA (NOTICE ONLY ONE PARTY)

The CCP 
In June 2002 the CCP had 66.4m members, 5.2% of the total population, making it the largest political party in the world. Only 11.6m (17.5%) were women; 4.1m (6.2%) were from ethnic minorities. The membership is relatively old (77.7% of members are over 35), but 75% of the 11.9m new members recruited in 1997-2002 were under the age of 35, and 78.6% of the new members had received education at high-school level or above, which underlines the growing technocratic basis of the CCP elite. By contrast, only 52.5% of the general membership has received high-school education. The party claims that women accounted for 25.4% of new recruits in 1997-2002. Joining the party traditionally offered the promise of both material and professional benefits, and is still important for ambitious government officials. For the rest of the population, however, the attractions of party membership are fading as the CCP loses the dominance in everyday life that it previously enjoyed. 
The CCP's structure parallels and supervises that of the government and the legislature. Its main decision-making body is the central committee. Currently having 198 full members and 158 alternate members, the central committee meets in plenary session about twice a year. In the interim most of its power is vested in the politburo, which currently has 24 members. Above the politburo stands the politburo standing committee (PSC), the most powerful political institution in China, which currently has nine members. Membership of the central committee, the politburo and the PSC are decided upon at the CCP's national congress, which is held every five years, normally in the months preceding the first session of a new NPC. The most recent CCP National Congress, the 16th, was held in November 2002. 

Party secretariats and commissions
The apparently clear-cut line of pyramidal control within the CCP is complicated by its various secretariats and commissions, as well as issue-based leading committees. The general secretary is the party leader, following the abolition in 1980 of the post of chairman, and has the power to convene politburo meetings. The central secretariat handles the day-to-day business of the party. The Central Commission for Discipline Inspection, with responsibility for the internal discipline of the party—and hence managing a strong network of informers, spies and personnel files—is a particularly powerful body. Apart from the PSC, the work of the government is coordinated through leading groups, which bring together senior officials to formulate policy on particular issues. China thus has leading groups on foreign affairs and Taiwan. 


Corruption among officials
Immediately after the government had embarked on a programme of economic reform in 1978, the legitimacy of the CCP rose as the standard of living of ordinary people improved rapidly. Since then, the popularity of the party has faltered. Endemic official corruption has been a major cause of the party's popularity woes. In recent years the resultant discontent has been exacerbated by economic changes that have led incomes in rural areas to stagnate, and by government attempts to reform SOEs that have resulted in large numbers of lay-offs. In an example of this disgruntlement, in March 2002 thousands of former state workers took to the streets of two cities in China's north-east, complaining about the non-payment of welfare, income and severance benefits, and the enrichment of party officials. These were perhaps the largest worker-initiated protests in the history of the PRC. (Although involving some workers, the momentum for the huge 1989 protests had been provided by students.) 

Such social discontent clearly represents a serious challenge to CCP power. Officials have been working to rationalize pension, unemployment and medical care systems, but the task is both hugely complex and expensive, and so far they have made little more than a start. The government has also been trying to stamp out graft. Orders to officials to refrain from many kinds of economic activity are frequently reiterated. People who fail to meet standards of integrity are, in theory, excluded both from CCP membership and from employment as officials—the party claims that 124,000 members were expelled in 1997-2002. More senior officials are being convicted of graft, and are being subjected to seemingly ever more serious punishments: in September 2000 the vice-chairman of the NPC, Cheng Kejie, was executed after being found guilty of corruption. (Although not all executions are corruption-related, according to Amnesty International, a UK-based human rights watchdog, at least 1,060 people were executed in China in 2002, almost 70% of the 1,526 executions worldwide known to Amnesty.) 

Given the problems in the state-owned sectors of the economy, lay-offs are likely to continue. Graft will also persist because it is essentially the result of a half-reformed economic system and a ruling party that is above the law—causes that the willingness of the authorities to arrest, prosecute and sometimes shoot corrupt officials does nothing to address. Popular discontent is therefore unlikely to disappear soon. 


The PLA
The army was reduced in size in the 1980s, but following the bloody crackdown by the military on popular demonstrations in 1989 the armed forces gained a greater political role. In the immediate aftermath of the massacre there were reports that a number of generals had attended meetings of the politburo, albeit in a non-voting capacity. The influence of the People's Liberation Army (PLA, China's military) was still being felt several years later. China's large intimidatory military exercises in the Taiwan Strait in 1995 and 1996 appeared to reflect the need of Mr. Jiang and other leaders to pander to the hawkish views of the military. An order issued by Mr. Jiang in July 1998 for the military to give up its business empire suggested that the civilian leadership was trying to reduce the direct political power of the PLA. The military is, however, unlikely to be pushed out of politics completely; its profile and clout were raised by heightened tension with Taiwan in 1999-2000. Ultimately the PLA's political power is guaranteed by its role as the protector of party rule in China. 

Control over the army is vested in two parallel commissions, the State Central Military Commission (CMC) and the Party Central Military Commission. The bodies usually have identical memberships, and meetings of the State Central Military Commission are rarely reported, leaving no doubt as to where the real power lies. The chairmanships of the two commissions were the last official leadership positions that Deng Xiaoping held until 1989-90, when he handed both jobs to Mr. Jiang. Mr. Jiang's successor as CCP general secretary, Hu Jintao, is vice-chairman of the CMC. 


The ruling party's monopoly on political power
The CCP has tried hard to maintain China's monolithic power structure, leaving various identifiable interest groups in effect underrepresented. Although there are national organisations supposedly looking after the interests of women, farmers and workers, all are tame bodies pliant to the will of the CCP. Even before the CCP mobilized against student protesters in 1989, it had denounced as "counter-revolutionary" the independent trade unions that had sprung up during the protests. The CCP remains nervous of any sign of organisation among workers, mindful of the role of Solidarity in the downfall of Communist Party rule in Poland. 

The party traditionally enforced social control and political discipline in large measure through the pervasive role of the "work unit". State-owned factories provided not just a salary, but housing, education and political indoctrination. The so-called neighborhood committees, often composed of retired workers, provided another mechanism of control in the cities, in such areas as family planning and crime prevention. These systems of social control are, however, gradually breaking down. This is partly the unintended result of government policy, as the government pursues structural reform of the SOEs. It is also because greater social mobility and the aspirations stimulated by 20 years of strong income growth have made people less susceptible to constant surveillance. 

Organised dissent or questioning of the CCP's right to rule is not tolerated. Any form of organisation that can mobilize large numbers of people is regarded as threatening. This remains true even 50 years after the founding of the PRC. For example, after 10,000 of its adherents protested in Beijing in 1999, a spiritual group, Falun Gong, was outlawed as an "evil cult", and has since been subjected to a fierce campaign of repression. Political leaders accept that vocal resistance to the process of reform by SOE workers who have lost jobs is inevitable, but any attempt to organize such protests is treated harshly. The globalization of information through the Internet is also seen as a potential threat, and access to Internet sites is censored, as are the national media. Separatist aspirations in Tibet, or among the Muslim Uighur population centered in Xinjiang in the west, are also suppressed. The rise of radical Islamist movements in central Asia, which might lend support to Uighur separatists, is a serious concern, and this explains China's support for the US-led "war against terrorism". 

Decentralization of power
Although the CCP reacts strongly to the growth of regional independence movements, local governments have at times in the last 50 years gained some degree of autonomy. Given China's topography—the PRC is almost as big as the US, and some provinces have populations as large as those of significant countries—this is perhaps not surprising. The attitude of the central authorities in Beijing has also been important. During the 1960s and 1970s attempts by Mao to "unleash the masses" led to decentralization, but the chaos that ensued inevitably meant that these phases were followed by periods of recentralization. 

Since then there has been a more consistent trend of decentralization, as resource mobilization powers and spending responsibilities have been devolved to local governments. Local governments have also increasingly become entrepreneurs and major stakeholders in local enterprises, seeking to maximize employment and revenue-raising opportunities in the areas under their jurisdiction, regardless of the policy instructions of the central government. The central government is far from powerless: it can still exercise considerable influence through its ability to appoint and remove leading local officials, and provincial governors are frequently reshuffled to prevent the emergence of a localist challenge. Moreover, the centre can usually win compliance, albeit sometimes reluctant and slow, with its main policies. However, some observers argue that devolution is irreversible and that, given the size and diversity of the country, the government will eventually have to be reorganized along federal lines. 

Political Parties in Mexico

The PAN adapts to government under Mr. Fox
Three parties dominate Mexican politics: the PAN, the PRI and the PRD. After more than 60 years in opposition, the PAN won the presidency in the July 2000 election. The PAN was founded in 1939 and has built up a support base mainly in northern and central states and among the urban middle classes, although it has widened slightly beyond these groups since the early 1990s. Although inclined to free-market policies, the party has also shown some populist tendencies. The leadership of Luis Felipe Bravo Mena, who was elected president of the party in March 1999, and re-elected for another three-year term on March 9th 2002, has been undermined by the authority of the party chiefs in Congress and by the powerful personality of Mr Fox. PAN members are divided in their support for Mr. Fox as a significant number consider that he hijacked the party to further his personal ambition. Mr. Fox largely shares the party’s policy orientation, notably in his strong support for free-market policies, but he is not seen as a loyal party servant and occasionally breaks from PAN positions. As a result of his uncertain loyalty to the party line, the PAN cannot count on Mr. Fox to put its interests first. Conversely, the president cannot count on the full support of his own party for his legislative initiatives. 

The PRI struggles to adapt to its loss of power
For the first time since it was established in 1929, the PRI is in opposition at the federal level, a reality that has proved difficult for most of its members to accept. Detached from presidential power, the PRI is struggling to reinvent itself. Having lacked any coherent ideology for decades, the party became a means of winning and exercising power, and largely followed the direction set by the president. In addition, since the early 1980s a clear separation developed between the party’s traditionalists, mostly positioned in the legislature and local government, and its technocrats, a minority who dominate the federal executive. 

Following the loss of the presidency, a battle for control of the party ensued, with the traditionalists emerging as the dominant force. In an election open to all citizens on February 24th 2002, Roberto Madrazo, a former presidential pre-candidate and governor of Tabasco, and Elba Esther Gordillo, the de facto leader of the powerful Sindicato Nacional de Trabajadores de la Educacion (SNTE, the National Union of Teachers), were elected as party president and secretary-general, respectively. They narrowly defeated Beatriz Paredes (party leader in the Chamber of Deputies) and Javier Guerrero (former deputy for Chihuahua). Popular among its grassroots, and with a long career as a PRI member, Mr. Madrazo has a populist touch, but he is also considered to be a pragmatist. Several governors and legislators, however, have already evolved as important figures with authority, and Mr. Madrazo frequently finds it difficult to present the party as having a united front. 

Ideologically, the PRI is evolving into a centre-left party with a social-democratic agenda. It is likely to hold together, aiming to gain a majority in the Chamber of Deputies in 2003 and regain the presidency in 2006. Currently it has 17 of the 31 state governorships and the biggest parliamentary groups both in the Chamber of Deputies and the Senate. 


The PRD loses its popularity
The PRD was formed in 1989 by supporters of Mr. Cardenas’s 1988 presidential bid. After his defeat in the 1994 election, the party suffered a temporary decline. Between 1996 and 1999, under the leadership of Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador, the party’s electoral fortunes improved, partly owing to the significant protest vote against the government during the economic crisis. When Mr. Cardenas won the mayorship of Mexico City in 1997, the PRD became the second most important force in Congress. The party diversified its base by embracing disaffected PRI members, winning over states that had been considered impregnable. The PRD made important gains by opposing almost any measure proposed by the government. However, in the 2000 presidential election, Mr. Cardenas managed only a distant third place as many of his supporters defected to vote for Mr. Fox. The party also suffered losses in Congress. 

Mr. Cardenas still enjoys a significant following. This is set to continue during the tenure of Rosario Robles, who was elected PRD president on March 17th 2002 in an election heavily marred by irregularities. With its 50 deputies and 16 senators, the PRD can (as it did when approving the budget and tax code for fiscal years 2002 and 2003) help the PAN to achieve a majority in Congress. However, Ms Robles is generally opposed to supporting the government because of its free-market orientation. 

A three-party system has evolved since 1997, with five other small parties being represented in Congress. The most important among them is the PVEM, which benefited greatly from having supported Mr. Fox as a presidential candidate (in terms of seats in Congress gained from the coalition it formed with PAN). However, it openly broke ranks with the government in September 2001, mainly because it did not get any cabinet positions, not even the Ministry of the Environment. Three more political parties obtained legal registration from the Instituto Federal Electoral (IFE, Federal Electoral Institute) in June 2002, bringing to 11 the number of parties that will compete in the July congressional election. 


Forces outside parliament
Mexico has an important rebel group, the Ejercito Zapatista de Liberacion Nacional (EZLN), which is based in the state of Chiapas. Other relatively small guerrilla movements have at times emerged, but have either fizzled out or been deactivated by government forces. No formal peace negotiations have taken place since 1996 as both the government and the EZLN have been unwilling to give ground on certain questions. The EZLN, cornered militarily, has a small political base but a formidable propaganda machine. In September 1997 a political front, the Frente Zapatista de Liberacion Nacional (FZLN), was established to mobilize national support for the Zapatistas, but it will not participate in elections. As soon as he entered office, Mr. Fox tried to re-start peace negotiations. He removed the army from several areas, freed EZLN prisoners and sent a constitutional initiative to Congress to increase the autonomy of indigenous groups. Congress ultimately passed a much watered-down version of the initiative that proved unacceptable to the EZLN, which then refused to enter into peace talks. 

Neither the church nor the military are major participants in politics. Since gaining constitutional recognition (and the right to vote) in 1992, Roman Catholic Church leaders have attempted to influence policy, particularly on education, but have been rebuffed by politicians, even by those from PAN (which has traditionally strong church ties). The military has also become more prominent. The institutional loyalty of the armed forces was tested in the 2000 political transition, but proved to be strong when Mr. Fox appointed a minister of defense of his choosing over several more senior generals.
Iran’s Political Parties

Majlis factions

Legitimate political activity is permitted only among those who publicly accept the velayat-e faqih (rule of the supreme Islamic jurisprudent). Political parties, legalized in 1998 after a 13-year ban, are still at an early stage of development and policy formation, and party discipline remains embryonic. Nevertheless, factions within the ruling hierarchy, and in the Majlis, are increasingly visible. While these are most often defined broadly as "reformist" or "conservative", the system is fluid and a range of political allegiances exist based on patronage, specific interests and the exchange of favors. The government is obliged to lobby strongly to move legislation through the Majlis and policies are frequently subject to complication or even reversal in the face of political maneuvering or popular opposition. The Servants of Construction, the Assembly of the Militant Clergy, the Islamic Participation Front and the Crusaders of the Islamic Revolution are the most well established groups and are closely associated with the reformist camp, while the conservative camp is focused around the Society for Militant Clergy, the Allied Islamic Society and Society of the Qom Seminary Teachers.

Nigeria’s Political Parties

Few differences remain between the political parties
In the April 2003 elections the ruling People's Democratic Party (PDP) extended its grip on power at the federal and state levels of government (local council polls were not held, but are now scheduled for March 2004). The PDP is now strong in all regions of the country with commanding majorities in the National Assembly as well as controlling about three-quarters of the federal legislature and state governorships. Its dominance partly reflects the lack of ideological distinction between Nigeria’s three main political parties, which were formed in 1998, mostly as vehicles for alliances of prominent politicians to secure positions of power. The PDP brings together veteran politicians who played prominent roles in the Second Republic (1979–83) and the aborted Third Republic (1989–93), as well as some retired military officers. The All Nigeria People’s Party (ANPP), the second-largest party, is dominated by conservative politicians, and draws its support mainly from the far north. The Alliance for Democracy (AD), a predominantly Yoruba party that backed Mr. Obasanjo's re-election, managed to retain only one of the six south-western states it previously controlled, losing the rest to the PDP. 

	Party strength, 1999 and 2003 elections

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	House of
	 

	 
	State governors
	 
	Senate(a)
	 
	Representatives
	 

	 
	1999
	2003
	1999
	2003
	1999
	2003(a)

	People’s Democratic Party (PDP)
	21
	28
	67
	73
	212
	221

	All Nigeria People’s Party (ANPP)(b) 
	9
	7
	23
	28
	80
	94

	Alliance for Democracy (AD)
	6
	1
	19
	6
	68
	34

	Total
	36
	36
	109
	107(c)
	360
	354(d)

	(a) Number of seats. (b) Competed as the All People's Party (APP) in the 1999 elections (the APP merged with the United Nigeria People's Party in August 2003). (c) Two results still outstanding. (d) Others won five seats; six results are outstanding. 

	Source: Press reports.



There are now 30 parties
Although politics is dominated by the three large parties, around 30 political parties participated in the general election following the registration of 27 new parties by the INEC in 2002. The new parties, which cover a wide range of interests from labor and human- rights groups to disaffected politicians from the main parties, were registered after a clamor for the relaxation of the strict rules that limited party registration. However, none of the new parties made a significant impact in the elections and only a few won any seats. 

In addition to the existing political parties, a number of influential human- rights groups and cultural-ethnic associations have a relatively high political profile. However, the radical pro-democracy movement that led the opposition to military rule became divided and weakened following the deaths in mid-1998 of General Abacha and Chief Abiola, the two principal adversaries in the political imbroglio, and now have little to no real political role. 

