Snapshot

SOUTH 3

iyl uiliglll 8ol
The Lebanese Center
for Policy Studies

“As part of its mission to inform

the larger public and advocate for
electoral reform, LCPS is assessing the
outcome of the 2018 Lebanese parlia-
mentary election focusing primarily
on voters’ behavior and choices as
well as the campaign discourse and
strategies of political actors.”

Authored by Georgia Dagher

Women Empowered for Leadershi

Gl

people unlimited

W Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Netherlands

This report is published in

partnership with HIVOS through
the Women Empowered for
Leadership (WE4L) programme,
funded by the Netherlands Foreign
Ministry FLOW fund.

WHAT'S IN THE BALLOT BOX?
el 8l Gasliuo ujpdl 13Lo

UNPACKING THE 2018 ELECTIONS

In the parliamentary elections of 2018, over 450,000 Lebanese were
registered to vote in South 3 (Bint Jbeil, Marjayoun-Hasbaya, and
Nabatiyeh). Eleven seats are assigned to this district: Eight Shia, one
Sunni, one Greek Orthodox, and one Druze." The district has a low degree
of confessional fragmentation, with Shias representing 80% of voters. Six
lists competed, with a total of 46 candidates.
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WHO VOTED?

Turnout in South 3 was slightly lower than the country average of 49%,

and greatly varied across electoral districts: Bint Jbeil saw a 43% turnout,
Marjayoun-Hasbaya 49%, and Nabatiyeh 54%. Shias were the most mobilized
in all districts, while Christians were the least mobilized. Overall, Shias had the
highest turnouts in each of the districts, while Christians had the lowest. In
Marjayoun-Hasbaya, a similar percentage of Shias and Druze voted, followed
by Sunnis, while Greek Orthodox, despite being represented by a seat, had
the lowest turnout.? Turnout among women voters was much higher than that
among men: It was between 3% and 4% higher in each of the three electoral
districts.® There were variations in turnouts across cadasters: In line with the
variations across confessional groups, a higher prevalence of Shias and Druze
in a cadaster was associated with higher turnouts, while a higher prevalence
of Christians was associated with lower turnouts. However, beyond this,
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statistically significant when— tyrnouts by cadaster tended to increase as the level of confessional

ing for voters’ gender,

confession, and other characteristics of fragm entation in a cadaster decreased.”

the cadasters they were registered in.
WHO WON?

Although six lists competed, one of them, formed by Hezbollah and the
Amal Movement, won all the seats with 86% of the votes. The Shia winners
were Hassan Fadlallah, Ali Fayad, Mohammad Raad (all three members of
Hezbollah), Ali Ahmad Bazzi, Ayoub Hmayed, Ali Hassan Khalil, Hani Kobeissi
(all four from Amal), and Yassine Jaber (Amal-affiliated). Qassem Hachem
(Ba'ath Party) won the Sunni seat, Anwar El-Khalil (Amal-affiliated) the Druze
seat, and Assaad Hardan (Syrian Social Nationalist Party [SSNP]) the Greek
Orthodox seat. Most of the remaining of the vote (8%) was won by a list
formed by the Free Patriotic Movement (FPM), Future Movement (FM), and
Lebanese Democratic Party (LDP). The list was much more successful in
Marjayoun-Hasbaya (16%), likely due to the fact that the seats these parties
generally aim to control are assigned to this district. There were large
variations in preferences for lists across confessional groups. Hezbollah-Amal
received almost all the Shia vote, and the majority of the Druze and Greek
Catholic vote. On the other hand, Sunnis gave the majority of their vote to
FPM-FM-LDP. The Maronite and Greek Orthodox votes were split between
Hezbollah-Amal, FPM-FM-LDP, and the LF-Independents list.

} VOTES FOR EACH LIST BY CONFESSIONAL GROUP IN SOUTH 3
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WHO WERE THE PREFERRED CANDIDATES
ACROSS CONFESSIONAL GROUPS?

A few candidates tended to receive the majority of each confessional
group's vote. In Bint Jbeil, Fadlallah obtained 68% of the Shia vote, in
Marjayoun-Hasbaya, Fayad received 54%, and in Nabatiyeh, Raad received
57%. Among the majority of other groups, the votes cast for each list went
almost exclusively to one candidate. For example, 66% of Sunnis voted

for FM candidate Imad El-Khatib, while 20% voted for Hachem (Ba’'ath).
Among Greek Orthodox voters, 22% voted for Hardan (SSNP), 20% for
Chadi Massaad (FPM), and 18% for Fadi Salameh (LF); and among Druze,
58% voted for El-Khalil (Amal-affiliated), and 28% voted for Wissam Charrouf
(LDP).

WHO WERE THE MAIN WINNERS AND LOSERS
OF THE ELECTORAL SYSTEM?

Due to the mixed proportional representation and confessional system,
candidates who win the highest number of votes do not always win. Under
a fully representative system, Hardan (SSNP), who won his seat with 3,321
votes, would lose to El-Khatib (FM), who won 8,543 votes. Under this
scenario, there would be two Sunni and no Greek Orthodox winners.

DID VOTERS VOTE FOR A CANDIDATE OF THE SAME CONFESSION?

In Marjayoun-Hasbaya, where seats were reserved for multiple confessional
groups, 86% of voters represented by a seat voted for a co-confessional
candidate. There were no large variations across groups (between 83% and
88%). However, across genders, women (88%) had a stronger confessional bias
than men (84%).> This was the case among all confessional groups, although it
was more pronounced among Shia and Druze women (7% and 3% higher).

HOW DID WOMEN CANDIDATES PERFORM?

The three women candidates in South 3 obtained 1% of preferential votes
combined. The one woman candidate in Bint Jbeil, Rima Hamid (Kulluna
Watani), won only 0.8% of preferential votes (471 votes). Two women ran in
Marjayoun-Hasbaya: Abeer Ramadan (Independent [Fina Nghayyer]), who
obtained 0.1% of votes (or 93 votes), and Hala Abou Kasm (Communist
Party) who received 2% of preferential votes (or 1,593 votes). Abou Kasm
won as much as 10% of the Greek Orthodox preferential vote, ranking 5th
among the group. While she only received 2% of Shias’ preferential votes,
she ranked 6th among them, performing only worse than all five candidates
in the Hezbollah-Amal list. By gender, men voted more for each of the
women candidates, compared to women voters.® Abou Kasm, for example,
obtained 2.5% of men's preferential vote, and 1.7% of women's.

HOW DID EMERGING POLITICAL GROUPS PERFORM?

Kulluna Watani, a list formed by emerging groups, received only 1% of votes
in South 3 (2,262 votes).” Christian voters overall gave a higher share of their
vote for the list: 4% of Maronites, and over 10% of Greek Orthodox and
Greek Catholics voted for the list. The percentage was lower among Druze
voters (3%), while less than 1% of Shias and Sunnis voted for them. Given
the much higher number of Shia voters in Bint Jbeil and Nabatiyeh, the vast
majority of the votes obtained by the list in those districts came from that
sect. However, in Marjayoun-Hasbaya, the list had diverse constituents: 26%
of its votes came from Shias, 18% from Druze, 16% from Greek Orthodox,
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and 7% from Sunni voters. Beyond this, voters registered in cadasters with
higher levels of confessional fragmentation were more likely to vote for
Kulluna Watani, which points at sectarian parties’ higher ability to mobilize
voters in more homogeneous areas.

WERE THERE SIGNS OF IRREGULARITIES?

There are some signs of irregularities that benefited the Hezbollah-Amal

list. Previous evidence shows that polling stations with fewer voters are
more attractive for politicians buying votes as the smaller groups of voters
facilitate aggregate monitoring.t Looking at each party shows that Amal
generally received a higher share of votes in smaller polling stations.
Moreover, besides the size of the polling station, Hezbollah-Amal clearly
benefitted from very high turnouts. This again could suggest pressure to
vote through vote buying, or even ballot stuffing, which would increase
both turnouts and votes for a list. One way to detect ballot stuffing is to

see how the percentage of null votes in a polling station correlates with the
percentage of votes received by a party. Previous evidence shows that when
parties add ballots, they tend to forget to add a similar proportion of invalid
ballots.’® A higher percentage of votes for a party associated with a lower
percentage of null votes would therefore point at irregularities. There are
signs that Hezbollah obtained a higher share of votes in polling stations that
recorded a lower percentage of null votes, suggesting ballot stuffing.
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