
�������� ��	
���
��

Malapportionment and Multilateral Bargaining: An Experiment

Emanuel I. Vespa

PII: S0047-2727(15)00207-8
DOI: doi: 10.1016/j.jpubeco.2015.12.003
Reference: PUBEC 3631

To appear in: Journal of Public Economics

Received date: 9 June 2014
Revised date: 27 November 2015
Accepted date: 1 December 2015

Please cite this article as: Vespa, Emanuel I., Malapportionment and Multi-
lateral Bargaining: An Experiment, Journal of Public Economics (2015), doi:
10.1016/j.jpubeco.2015.12.003

This is a PDF file of an unedited manuscript that has been accepted for publication.
As a service to our customers we are providing this early version of the manuscript.
The manuscript will undergo copyediting, typesetting, and review of the resulting proof
before it is published in its final form. Please note that during the production process
errors may be discovered which could affect the content, and all legal disclaimers that
apply to the journal pertain.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2015.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2015.12.003


AC
C

EP
TE

D
 M

AN
U

SC
R

IP
T

ACCEPTED MANUSCRIPT

Malapportionment and Multilateral Bargaining:

An Experiment1

Emanuel I. Vespa
UC Santa Barbara

Abstract

Members of collective decision-making bodies often represent communities that differ in

population sizes. Malapportionment results when decision-making power is not allocated

evenly across the population. Two well known institutions with malapportionment have

emerged: bicameralism and weighted voting. This paper studies experimentally how agenda

setting power affects the distribution of resources, comparing across those two institutions.

Conventional wisdom suggests that malapportionment favors scarcely populated states. I

find that this is the case under weighted voting, but not necessarily in a bicameral system.

In the later case, the allocation of agenda setting power can be used to eliminate distortions

stemming from malapportionment.

1. Introduction

Members of collective decision-making bodies often represent communities which differ

in population size. Such heterogeneities present a problem of committee design: how is

decision-making power to be allocated in order to avoid the concern that larger communities

systematically impose their will on the rest? Malapportionment results when decision-

making power is not allocated evenly across the population. Currently, more than one-third

of the legislatures in the democratic world were designed to reflect explicit malapportionment
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