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UNPACKING THE 2018 ELECTIONS

In the parliamentary elections of 2018, over 180,000 Lebanese were
registered to vote in Mount Lebanon 1 (Keserwan and Jbeil). Eight
seats are assigned to this district: Seven Maronites and one Shia seat.!
Mount Lebanon 1 has a low degree of confessional fragmentation with
Maronites representing an overwhelming majority of voters. Five lists
competed in the district, with a total of 38 candidates.?
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WHO VOTED?

Turnout in Mount Lebanon 1 was 65%, the highest across the country.

In both Keserwan and Jbeil, Shia voters, followed by Maronites, had the
highest turnouts (68% and 67%).? Voters from all other confessional groups,
combined, had a 44% turnout.* The polling stations that had voters from
more than one confession registered to vote saw a 62% turnout—likely
explained by the fact that the vast majority of voters in these stations were
Maronites and Shias. There were significant geographical variations in
turnouts, although turnout was above 50% in the vast majority of cadasters.
In line with the higher turnout rates among Shias and Maronites, a higher
prevalence of Maronite and/or Shia voters in a cadaster was associated with
higher turnouts.
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WHO WON?

The race in Mount Lebanon 1 was highly competitive, with three of the five
lists winning seats. The list formed by the Free Patriotic Movement (FPM)
and affiliated candidates won the highest share of the votes (47%) and four
seats: Three in Keserwan, obtained by Chamel Roukoz, Neemat Frem, and
Roger Azar, and one Maronite seat in Jbeil, obtained by Simon Abi-Ramia. The
second winning list was the one formed by the Lebanese Forces (LF), which
won 23% of the votes and one Maronite seat in each district. The seats were
obtained by Chawki Daccache (Keserwan) and Ziad Hawat (Jbeil). The third
list, a coalition between independents and Kataeb, won 16% of the votes
fr/hef;;;fi)uﬁncﬂgfé:erﬁﬂggz/gc;dgiﬁdesi and the two remaining seats, obtained by.irlwdep.endent candidates Farid El-
soters that had their own poline - KNazen (Keserwan) and Mustafa El-Husseini (Jbeil, the only Shia seat). Across
stations. In total 7/2770ff*7€ffo'120/§§? confessional groups, an overwhelming majority of Shia voters voted for a list
et o formed by H.ezbol.lah and mde.p.endents, vthe the m.aJor|ty of Maronites voted
Hezbollah-Independients came from 10T the FPM list, with the remaining of their votes split between the LF and
sunnivoters, while most of the support— Kgtaeb-Independents lists. Among other confessional groups,® the LF list was

FPM Greek Orthod
L "o the most popular, followed by the FPM and Hezbollah-Independents list.°
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100% I 2% I 2% I 3% I 2%

18%
16%
9%
25%
2%
38%
52% 47%
)
9% 28%
10%

Maronite Shia Others Mixed Confession

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

. Free Patriotic Movement . Lebanese Forces

. Kataeb - Independents

Hezbollah - Independents . Kulluna Watani

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

Due to the mixed proportional representation system, winners are not
always the most voted for candidates. Under a fully representative system,
El-Husseini, who won with only 256 votes (ranking 12th out of the 15
candidates in Jbeil), would lose to Hussein Zeaiter (Hezbollah), who lost
despite receiving 9,369 votes (ranking 3rd). Moreover, were the threshold
for winning a seat—which is equal to 12.5% of votes in Mount Lebanon
17—slightly lowered, the same result as above would occur. In fact, Zeaiter's

Ai?ﬂ?&’f&%ﬁf’ziﬁ;ifii%!i’i”iﬂgf list fell short of only 1,900 votes to pass the threshold. Beyond this, the

of votes than 100 over the number - MAIN losers of the electoral system were Shia voters. In Jbeil, 4% of Shia

of seats in the district. In the cose of - yoters voted for the winning candidates, with only 78 voting for El-Husseini,

Mount Lebanon 1, this is equal to . .
12.5% of votes (100/8). . compared to 5,155 voting for Zeaiter.
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DID VOTERS VOTE FOR CANDIDATES OF THE SAME CONFESSION?

In Jbeil, where Maronite and Shia voters had the option to vote for a

candidate of either confession, 98% voted for a co-confessional candidate.

There were some variations across confessional groups:® Nearly 99% of

Maronites voted for a Maronite candidate, while 95% of Shias voted for a Shia

o wm,gw candidate. All Shia candidates, but winner El-Husseini, were among the most
were registered in. - voted for candidates among the group in Jbeil.

HOW DID WOMEN CANDIDATES PERFORM?

There were six women candidates in Mount Lebanon 1, and altogether,
they only won 1.8% of votes. All lists but the FPM one included women
candidates, however, none of the women belonged to a traditional party.
Five candidates ran in Keserwan and obtained 2.9% of preferential votes,
while one ran in Jbeil and obtained 0.6%. Josephine Zgheib (Kulluna Watani,
Keserwan) was the most successful, winning 728 votes, ranking 9th out of
the 23 candidates in Keserwan.

HOW DID EMERGING POLITICAL GROUPS PERFORM?

Kulluna Watani, the list formed by emerging groups, put forward three
candidates in each of the districts and obtained 2% of votes. The list
performed significantly better among the diaspora, receiving 6% of their
votes. In Jbeil, even voters who voted for the Kulluna Watani list showed
preferences for co-confessional candidates. 93% of Maronite and 86%
of Shia voters who voted for the list cast their preferential vote for a co-
confessional candidate. Across genders, compared to men who voted
for Kulluna Watani, women gave a higher share of their votes to women
candidates on the list.”

WERE THERE SIGNS OF IRREGULARITIES?

There are signs of fraud from LF and FPM. There are first some signs of vote
buying. 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 of their behavior.’® Moreover, in regular
elections, votes for a party should not significantly vary across turnouts

by polling stations,' and a party benefiting from very high turnouts may
therefore point at vote buying."? However, LF in both Keserwan and Jbeil
and FPM in Jbeil tended to receive a significantly higher share of votes in
smaller polling stations, as well as those that had abnormally high turnout
rates, suggesting pressure to vote for each of the parties through vote
buying. Higher turnouts benefiting a party could also point at ballot stuffing,
as this would increase both turnouts and votes for this party. 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 for each party. As previous

.~ evidence suggests, when parties add ballots they tend to forget to add

review, g similar share of null votes. A lower percentage of null votes associated
with a higher percentage of votes for a certain party would therefore point
at irregularities.” In Jbeil, both LF and FPM'’s share of votes significantly
increased as the share of null votes in a polling station decreased, which
may point at ballot stuffing.
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