Fig. 1: A Key to the Figures
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Figure 2: Ecuador
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Figure 3: Mexico
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Figure 4: Bolivia
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Figure 5: Brazil
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Figure 6: Colombia
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Figure 7: Argentina
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Figure 8: Costa Rica

78

a4 % ?%2

kB

53

53
B2

0.2 0.4 0.6

Partisan Powers

0.8




Quality of Representation

Figure 9: Uruguay
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Figure 10: Chile
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Figure 11: Venezuela
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Figure 12: Peru
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