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This article explores the factors affecting post-rebel party electoral performance.
We present new research tracking the participation of these groups in national
legislative elections from 1990 to 2016. Our full data set covers 77 parties and
286 elections in 37 countries. It includes parties formed after conflicts of vary-
ing length and intensity, with different incompatibilities, in every region of the
world, and in countries with disparate political histories. Our analysis suggests
that post-rebel parties’ early electoral performance strongly affects future perfor-
mance, and that competition – crowd-out by older rival parties – and pre-war
organizational experience in politics have a significant positive effect, particu-
larly for those parties that are consistently winning more than about 10 per cent
of seats. But especially for parties that consistently win very low seat shares, orga-
nizational characteristics yield increasingly to environmental factors, most
importantly the presence of rival parties and the barriers to representation pre-
sented by electoral rules.
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POST-REBEL PARTY FORMATION IS VERY COMMON (MANNING AND SMITH

2016; Matanock 2018; Soderberg Kovacs and Hatz 2016). Carrie
Manning and Ian Smith (2016) found that in civil wars ending in
1990 or later, rebel groups formed political parties more than half
the time. Moreover, nearly 65 per cent of these parties have con-
tested every available post-war election, giving some of these parties
more than two decades of electoral experience. Unlikely long-term
contenders include parties as different as Mozambique’s Renamo,
Hezbollah (Lebanon), four different parties in Iraq, SDS and HDZ
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(Bosnia), FMLN (El Salvador), Sinn Féin (Northern Ireland) and
ALCOP (Liberia).1

With so many disparate post-rebel parties consistently participating
in elections, what do we know about their electoral performance?
Scholars have begun to examine these parties’ electoral fortunes and
the implications for lasting peace and democratic outcomes (Allison
2006, 2010; Dresden 2015; Ishiyama and Marshall 2015; Ishiyama and
Widmeier 2013, 2017; Manning 2008; Manning and Smith 2016;
Marshall 2017; Matanock 2018; Ogura 2011; Sindre 2016a, 2016b,
2018; Sindre and Soderstrom 2016; Soderberg Kovacs and Hatz, 2016;
Sprenkels 2018; M. Whiting 2016; S. Whiting 2016; and the contribu-
tions to this special issue). However, very few comparative studies have
investigated the correlates of these parties’ electoral performance
systematically over an extended period of time, particularly in a larger-
N comparative context (these include, to our knowledge, Dresden
2015; Ishiyama and Widmeier 2017; Manning and Smith 2016).

In this article, we present new research tracking the participation
of post-rebel parties in national legislative elections from 1990 to
2016.2 The parties in our data set have participated in two to eight
electoral cycles. We include all post-rebel parties formed after con-
flicts ending in 1990 or later – including any parties that formed as
breakaways or ‘secondary parties’ from the original post-rebel party.
Our full data set covers 77 parties and 286 elections in 37 countries. It
includes parties formed after conflicts of varying length and intensity,
with different incompatibilities, in every region of the world, and in
countries with disparate political histories.

We study both the initial and long-term impacts on party electoral
performance in a large-N study using both OLS and cross-sectional
time series models to test the significance of a set of environmental
and party-related factors. We find that environmental factors, from
the characteristics of the wartime party system to electoral rules,
interact in complex ways with post-rebel parties’ organizational
strengths and weaknesses. Rather than providing a firm, cut and
dried answer about the kinds of parties that do best or the compe-
titive environments that are most conducive to post-rebel party
electoral success, our analysis focuses on finding the key pathways to
success or failure in post-war elections.

The rest of the article proceeds as follows. In the next section, we
advance a theoretical argument to explain the long-term perfor-
mance of post-rebel parties, one that is grounded in the literature on
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post-rebel and other types of successor parties, and on political party
development more broadly. We put inter- and intra-party competi-
tion at the core of our theoretical explanation. In brief, more com-
petitive electoral environments place higher demands on parties to
identify and invest in new strategies and tactics to win elections. We
expect that for a given level of challenge (for a given political
environment), the organizational history and other characteristics of
a post-rebel party will shape the risk–reward ratio for party leaders
contemplating whether and how much to invest in adapting their
party’s ideological appeals, collective identity or organizational rou-
tines, such as candidate selection procedures, in order to win seats.
After describing the data, we present the results of our quantitative
analysis and conclude by reflecting on the theoretical and policy
implications of our findings.

EXPLAINING THE ELECTORAL PERFORMANCE OF REBEL
SUCCESSOR PARTIES

Which post-rebel parties adapt successfully to electoral politics over
the long term? Winning seats in the legislature consistently over time
is indicative of successful adaptation to electoral politics. The argu-
ment we advance to explain variation in the electoral performance of
post-rebel parties is driven by both environmental and organizational
factors, which together determine the risk–reward ratio for parties
adapting to and investing in electoral politics over time. Our argu-
ment generally follows Angelo Panebianco’s (1988) claim that party
performance is a factor of either how well the party can adapt to
political conditions or how well it can adapt politics to its needs.

We begin with the following assumptions. First, rebel groups and
political parties are not unitary actors, but, as Giovanni Sartori (2005)
has said of parties, they are composed of subgroups whose membership
and interests may shift over time. These subgroups might be based on
deeply rooted ideological differences or on differences over tactics or
strategy arising from the functional role of some groups over others.

Second, as Panebianco (1988: 10) notes, parties are both voluntary
associations and bureaucracies: ‘Parties are bureaucracies requiring
organizational continuity and hierarchical stability, and at the same
time voluntary associations which rely on at least a minimum of non-
obligatory participation.’
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To attract candidates, cadres to run the central party or its
regional wings, parties provide selective incentives. These are mate-
rial rewards that can be allotted to particular individuals to induce
effort and loyalty. The provision of selective incentives satisfies the
rational interests of those who work for the party, while collective
incentives increase organizational loyalty.

But, as voluntary associations, parties attract followers by offering
‘collective incentives’ that appeal broadly to followers in terms of
ideology or identity, or both, thus creating what Panebianco calls ‘an
electorate of belonging’ or a ‘community of fate’. To win elections,
parties need to offer a compelling set of ideas, a collective identity
that can help form a clear partisan boundary. Where a party effec-
tively monopolizes a collective identity, it gives the party’s leaders an
advantage over its followers. Party leaders have more room to man-
oeuvre, in terms of tweaking ideology or party goals, ‘the more the
party is a “community of fate”, a community defined by a specific
identity that has no equivalent in the external market’ (Panebianco
1988: 31).

Finally, like most organizations, rebel groups and political parties
seek both to achieve particular goals and to sustain themselves as
organizations. Their leaders face a similar two-level game as they seek
to maintain their leadership positions and preserve the organization
itself. These goals are sometimes in tension with one another. A
major change in environment (from battlefield to electoral arena)
might pose challenges to organizational cohesion and to incumbent
organizational leaders. The pursuit of elected office could require
changes to the party’s identity or ideological foundations. It might
lead the party to court new voter groups or recruit leadership cadres
with different skill sets from those that were prized in wartime. Such
changes sometimes generate challenges to the party’s incumbent
leadership from within.

At a given level of competitiveness, some organizations will be able
to weather the organizational challenges of consistent electoral
competition, and others will not. We expect that organizations, and
their leaders, will resist change unless they find their own survival or
primary goals threatened by the failure to change – most likely in
more highly competitive political arenas. At low levels of electoral
competitiveness, parties can more easily win seats at relatively low
cost. They don’t have to risk losing followers by changing their col-
lective incentives, for example. Or they might not have to change
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their leadership style or structure in order to accommodate the
demands of rigorous campaigning.

Consistent, solid electoral performance by post-rebel parties does
not necessarily indicate that these parties are becoming more insti-
tutionalized, or more internally democratic, or contributing to the
growth of democracy. Indeed, even the weakest parties might per-
form well in an environment in which the wartime political cleavage
around which they mobilized followers is alive and well, or where
there are few older parties from a previous era of multiparty politics.

By contrast, where environments are competitive, and especially
where external guarantors enforce the rules to some extent, we
would expect to see party adaptation. What makes a political envir-
onment competitive? One answer is rival parties, especially those that
appeal to a similar electoral base (ethnic or ideological rivals). We
also expect that the presence of older, pre-war parties will crowd out
newer, post-rebel parties, diminishing their long-term electoral per-
formance. Where a party’s ideological appeals or collective identity
face strong competition from rival parties, it may need to adapt its
own strategies in order to compete. Finally, electoral systems based
on proportional representation (PR) present a lower barrier to
winning representations than majoritarian electoral systems, and we
would expect that post-rebel parties may do better in systems with
proportional representation.

Our quantitative analysis thus focuses on two broad sets of factors:
the party’s endowments as an organization, including the capacity
developed during a period of wartime territorial governance, any
prior political experience, ideological bonds forged with supporters,
or leadership or organizational coherence; and second, the political
environment into which these post-rebel parties emerged after war,
including characteristics of the party system (the presence of various
kinds of rival parties), the degree to which the democratic rules of
the game are enforced and the institutional framework governing
political competition.

Organizational Endowments

A party’s organizational endowments include both organizational
capacity (the ability to mobilize and deploy resources, make
authoritative decisions, perform core administrative functions or
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recruit and select candidates) and ideational capital (the ability to
mobilize followers around a collective identity or ideology). Our
approach acknowledges that the two are intertwined – our hypoth-
eses might be driven by either or both kinds of capacities.

Drawing on a broader literature on post-communist successor
parties, recent research finds that prior political experience has a
positive impact both on post-rebel party formation and on electoral
performance. Parties with prior political experience may have
retained some organizational structures, such as consensual decision-
making organs and mechanisms for gathering input from the party
base, that can facilitate the transition to party politics after the war.
The CPN (M) in Nepal, for example, benefited from prior political
experience, as did the FMLN (El Salvador) (Allison 2010; Ishiyama
and Widmeier 2013; Sprenkels 2018). Jennifer Dresden (2015) and
Manning and Smith (2016) find the relationship holds true more
generally for post-rebel parties.

In addition to prior peacetime experience, organizational
dynamics forged in wartime may affect post-war political formations.
For example, research on cases as seemingly disparate as Aceh,
Burundi, East Timor and Liberia have pointed to the enduring
influence of intra-organizational networks formed in wartime –

including but not limited to networks of combatants – in shaping the
behaviour of post-rebel parties (Alfieri 2016; Dresden 2015; Sindre
2016a, 2016b; Soderstrom 2016; Wittig 2016). Scholars of post-
communist party transformations similarly emphasize the importance
of connections and rivalries among internal party subgroups for later
electoral performance (Ishiyama 1995; Tavits 2012).

Dresden (2015) points out that the ability of rebel groups to
mobilize support from the population during wartime does not
always translate into post-war political performance. Instead, parties
must build ‘convertible capacities’ that include an effective ideology
or ‘networks of ethnic support’ as well as political organization. She
emphasizes that ‘building political organizing capacity may be one of
the best investments that a rebel group can make’ to secure electoral
success later on.

A substantial literature on rebel governance suggests that admin-
istering territory may also create capacities likely to affect governance
and political participation by these groups (Arjona 2014; Clapham
1998; Huang 2012; Ishiyama and Widmeier 2017; Mampilly 2011).
Using the cases of El Salvador and Nepal and Tajikistan respectively,
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Michael Allison (2010) and John Ishiyama and Michael Widmeier
(2013) find that rebel control of specific regions impacts local elec-
tion results. Ishiyama and Widmeier (2017) extend their research to
a large-N study and find, as in their case studies, that the key may lie
not in the specific organizational competencies that territorial
administration generates, but rather in the connections that rebel
groups must forge with civilians in their areas of control to extract the
resources on which they depend for their survival. This resonates with
the work of scholars of insurgency who find that the basis and
strength of such connections affects rebel success in wartime
(Christia 2013; Staniland 2014). Taken together, this work indicates
that one of the key legacies of wartime experience is a party’s ability
to connect with supporters by offering a shared identity and by
developing specifically political capacities.

Hypothesis 1: Prior political experience (coded as pre-war party) will have a
positive effect on post-war electoral performance by former-rebel parties.

Similarly, leadership continuity during the transition from rebel to
party can contribute to organizational stability and voter recognition
of the party immediately after the war. Continuity in leadership may
also indicate that there have not been major leadership disputes and
splits between the end of the fighting and the first elections. Over the
longer term, however, the sustained presence of the wartime leader
at the political helm could either signal a failure by the organization
to adapt to new circumstances (in competitive settings) or indicate
that the post-war political environment does not pose significant
organizational challenges. The latter might be true when the party is
able to continue trading on its wartime identity, as when the political
space is still polarized around the wartime cleavage. Leadership
continuity is captured by the term ‘warleader’ in our data set.

Hypothesis 2: Leadership continuity will have a positive effect on
performance in the first post-war elections, and a negligible or negative effect
thereafter.

If parties accrue advantages from prior experience and continuity,
then it stands to reason that parties formed as a breakaway from a
bigger party might find it harder to compete. Comparative literature
on party branding suggests support for this hypothesis (Ahmed et al.
2017; Lupu 2014). Allison (2016) finds that such parties performed
poorly in Nicaragua, El Salvador and Guatemala.

ELECTORAL PERFORMANCE BY POST-REBEL PARTIES 421

© The Authors 2018. Published by Government and Opposition Limited and Cambridge University Press

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/g

ov
.2

01
8.

34
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2018.34


Hypothesis 3: Parties formed by breaking away from one of the major post-
rebel groups will perform less well in elections.

Finally, inspired by scholarship suggesting that how a conflict ends
affects post-war politics, we also expect that a group’s military position
at the end of the war may affect its performance in elections (Toft
2010). The impact of this variable on post-rebel electoral perfor-
mance could be driven by either environmental or organizational
factors, or a combination of both. Rebel groups that win a military
victory are in a position to set peace terms that already disadvantage
other parties, while losing groups will likely have little bargaining
power over the institutional setting. Groups that sign a separate
peace, we suspect, may do so out of military or other organizational
weaknesses that cause leaders to cut their losses and try their luck in
the political arena. If wartime competencies transfer to the political
arena, these parties will suffer. We thus include dummies for whether
the war ended with a given party as the military victor or as militarily
defeated, as well as whether the group signed a separate peace, suing
for peace while other rebel groups continued to fight.

Hypothesis 4: A party’s military position at the end of the war will make a
difference to how it performs in elections.

Environment

Environmental factors influencing party performance include the
effects of formal institutions and the party system as well as the war
itself.

A rich comparative literature on parties and party system devel-
opment points to the importance of electoral system design in new
democracies, including in post-conflict cases (Reynolds et al. 2008;
Shugart and Carey 1992). Different electoral environments present
distinctive challenges to the collective and selective incentive strate-
gies that post-rebel parties developed during wartime. Elections can
empower internal challengers to incumbent party leaders. And they
may engender internal struggles over the party’s platform or identity
that threaten entrenched interests but promise to bring in new
voters. These challenges are likely to increase when parties enter
political arenas in which they must compete against older, more
experienced opposition parties. Ishiyama (1997) found crowd-out to
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be a factor for post-communist party development in Eastern Europe;
we also expect this to matter for post-rebel parties. These parties are
coded as ‘rivals’ in our data set.

Hypothesis 5: All else being equal, the presence of older parties dating from
before the post-war period will have a negative (‘crowd-out’) effect on the
electoral performance of post-rebel parties.

A party’s ability to formulate a coherent collective identity is
influenced in part by factors internal to the party itself. Sometimes
the organizational challenges presented by post-conflict electoral
politics lead to tensions between the ideational appeals that sustained
the organization in wartime and those that are likely to secure elec-
toral majorities in the post-war period. When parties act in ways
counter to what they say they stand for, it weakens voter loyalty.

Environmental factors also affect the strength and utility of the
party’s popular appeal. For example, when the collective identity –

the community of shared fate – articulated by a party becomes less
compelling because of changed economic or social conditions, or if it
becomes less politically salient as other parties more effectively pre-
sent themselves as champions of the same cause, then the party is
likely to lose support.

These challenges are likely to be less consequential when the
wartime cleavage remains relevant, as for Renamo in Mozambique,
HDZ in the Bosnian-Croat Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, or
CPN (M) in Nepal (Ishiyama and Batta 2011; Manning 2008). By
contrast, where this cleavage is no longer politically salient, parties
will have to rethink their ideological or identity-based appeals, which
can also put a strain on the party’s organizational capacities, as in the
Serb Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina (see Sindre 2019).

We partially capture this by coding for the presence of co-
ideological parties. The presence of co-ideological parties could
potentially cut both ways. On one hand, it may follow a pattern
observed in post-communist Europe in which successor parties need
open space in their ideological neighbourhood in order to succeed
(Bunce 2002; Grzymala-Busse 2002; Ishiyama 1997). Alternatively,
the presence of these parties may indicate the continued relevance
of wartime cleavages and room for the rebel group to move into
electoral politics. A sizeable comparative literature deals with
the stability of politically salient cleavages (Birnir 2007; Lipset and
Rokkan 1967).
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Hypothesis 6: All else being equal, the presence of co-ideological rivals, or
parties staking out the same ideological territory as post-rebel parties, will have
a negative effect on the electoral performance of post-rebel parties.

The timing of post-war elections might affect electoral outcomes.
Immediate elections may well have advantages for post-rebel parties:
fresh memories of their capacity for violence may intimidate voters
into supporting them, particularly in areas they control. The post-
rebel party may be the only or the most familiar party on the ballot, as
with Fretilin in East Timor. Alternatively, more time means time for
less well-known parties to marshal resources to contest elections.

Hypothesis 7: Longer delays between the end of war and the first election
will disadvantage post-rebel parties and hurt their electoral performance in the
first election.

There are also some more straightforward institutional features of
the post-war political environment, such as environmental rules, that
may affect the parties’ electoral performance. Newer, smaller parties
may have a better chance of gaining legislative representation under
systems of proportional representation than in winner-takes-all set-
tings (Reynolds et al. 2008; Shugart and Carey 1992). On the other
hand, in newer democracies, wartime cleavages may prove resistant
to institutional incentives, as in Mozambique where a polarized, two-
party system prevails despite proportional election rules for the leg-
islature (Birnir 2007; Manning 2008).

Hypothesis 8: Post-rebel parties will perform better in post-war elections
under systems of proportional representation, as compared to systems based on
single member districts.3

Controls

Actors’ strategies in respect of electoral politics are also likely to vary
with their expectations about the stability of the rules in place. We
control for this through the use of Freedom House political freedom
and civil liberties measures and code the involvement of an inter-
national peacekeeping mission (or other influential international
actors overseeing the transition).

Subnational elections might also change the dynamics of national
elections. As George Tsebelis (1991) has pointed out, when a game is
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played out in multiple arenas, players’ strategies will be affected in
ways that could impact their electoral performance. Examples
include El Salvador, where mayoral elections generated internal
challenges, and Mozambique, where municipal elections gave rise to
a new party formed as a breakaway from Renamo (Manning 2008).
We therefore code for whether or not a country holds subnational
elections during the period of our study.

Finally, it is possible that the nature of the conflict affects post-
conflict politics. For example, Terrence Lyons (2016) argues that
rebel groups that fought longer wars, in smaller territories, and with
less external support are more likely to build strong, coherent (and
authoritarian) party organizations after the war. We include mea-
sures of war duration and battle deaths to proxy the potential
destructive effects of war on the social fabric and party organizational
cohesion.

We also include additional controls for the goal of the conflict
(secession or national); whether the political system is parliamentary
or presidential; the timing of legislative elections relative to pre-
sidential or subnational votes; and regional dummies.

Variables

Table 1 lists our independent and control variables. Our dependent
variable, electoral performance, is operationalized as the percentage
of lower house seats won by a post-rebel party in a given election.4

Using lower house elections allows us to maximize the number of
cases as well as variation in outcome, since post-rebel parties winning
executive power is relatively rare.

OVERVIEW OF DATA

We constructed an original data set that covers national legislative
elections held between 1990 and 2016, in countries that experienced
intrastate conflict episodes ending between 1990 and 2009.5 We
include only those cases where rebel groups formed a political party.
This yields a set of 77 post-rebel parties, representing 37 countries
and every region of the world.

As noted earlier, post-rebel party formation in conflicts that ended
in 1990 or later is very common, occurring in more than half of the
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Table 1
Independent Variables

Definition Source All models?

Organization
Prior political

experience
(dummy)

Did the party exist before the most recent
episode of conflict?

Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Y

War leader
continuity

Was the last wartime leader the leader of the
party in the first election?

Day 2002; Day et al. 1996 Y

Secondary party Was this party formed by breaking away from
another rebel group?

Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks; Harbom et al.
2006

Y

Defeated Did war end through this party’s military
defeat?

Harbom et al. 2006; Kreutz 2010 Y

Victorious Did war end through this party’s military
victory?

Harbom et al. 2006; Kreutz 2010 Y

Separate peace
(dummy)

Did the party cease fighting before other rebel
groups in the conflict?

Harbom et al. 2006; Kreutz 2010 Y

Environment
Rival parties Did parties winning 10% or more in previous

elections compete in the first post-war
election?

Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Y

Co-ideological
rivals

Did a party of the same ideology win 10% or
more in the last election (were rival parties
co-ideological)?

Day and Degenhardt 1988;
Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Y

Election delay Indicates delay (in years) between war’s end
and first assembly election

Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Y
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Table 1: (Continued )

Definition Source All models?

PR elections Coded 1 for PR or mixed systems, 0 for SMD. Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Y

Controls
First assembly

election
Was this the first assembly election held since

the end of the war?
Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;

Europa Regional Yearbooks
Y

Assembly election
first

Was the assembly election held before any
other post-war elections (presidential,
subnational)?

Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Y

Secessionist Was this a secessionist conflict? Harbom et al. 2006 Y
Parliamentary Coded 1 for parliamentary systems, 0 if not. Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;

Europa Regional Yearbooks
Y

Local elections Were subnational elections held since the
war’s end?

Nohlen 2005; Nohlen et al. 1999, 2001;
Europa Regional Yearbooks

Full only

Peacekeepers Were external peacekeepers deployed at the
end of the conflict?

Hogbladh 2011 Y

Region UCDP regions Full only
Freedom House

political rights
Freedom House Full only

Freedom House
civil liberties

Freedom House Full only
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cases where that option is available. Table 2 presents descriptive
statistics on electoral participation by individual parties in our data
set. These data show that once these parties are formed, the vast
majority of them (nearly 65 per cent) continue to participate in
subsequent elections over the long term.

The data set captures post-rebel parties formed after conflicts of
varying length and intensity, with different incompatibilities, in every
region of the world, and in countries with disparate political histories
and levels of post-war democracy and economic development.
Table 3 lists parties that competed in all available elections. During
the period covered in our study, there were 286 national legislative
elections in which the parties in our data set could have participated.

Our data include parties that formed as breakaways or ‘secondary
parties’ from the original post-rebel party. These parties’ participa-
tion and performance is coded from the first available election after
they broke away from the original party. Except in cases of rebel
victory, rebel successor parties have rarely won executive power, so
using legislative elections gives us access to considerably more
observations.6

Table 4 provides an overview of performance. We find that parties
failed to contest an election about 23 per cent of the time. This
includes both skipped elections (where parties participated in the
contests before and after the election they skipped) and parties that
eventually stopped contesting elections altogether.

In around 10 per cent of the elections held in the period covered
by our study, post-rebel parties contested but did not win seats.
Liberia’s second civil war (1993–2003) gave rise to two of the parties

Table 2
Participation in Elections Over Time (n= 77 parties)

Variable Definition Count Percentage

Never contested Formed party but never contested
elections

8 10.39

One-shot Contested one and only one election 12 15.58
Short-term Contested two or more elections, but

ceased to contest legislative elections
after that

7 9.09

Persistent Contested all available legislative
elections

50 64.94

Total 77 100.00
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Table 3
Parties Competing in All Available Elections

Country (n= 30) Party (n= 50)
Year of last election

covered
No. of
elections

Angola UNITA 2012 3
Bangladesh UPDF 2014 3
Bosnia and

Herzegovina
HDZ 2014 7

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

HDZ 1990 2014 7

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

SDS 2014 7

Burundi CNDD-FD 2015 3
Cambodia FUNCINPEC 2013 5
Central African

Rep.
KNK 2016 3

Chad MPS 2011 3
Colombia PDA 2014 8
Congo Brazzaville PCT 2012 3
Congo Brazzaville MCDDI 2012 2
Congo Brazzaville UPADS 2012 3
Croatia HDZ 2016 9
DRC RCDN 2011 2
DRC MLC 2011 2
DRC RCD-ML 2011 2
DRC UPC 2011 2
DRC PPRD 2011 2
East Timor FRETILIN 2012 3
El Salvador FMLN 2015 8
Ethiopia EPRDF 2015 5
Guatemala URNG 2015 4
Indonesia + Aceh Party 2014 2
Iraq DPK 2014 3
Iraq PUK 2014 3
Iraq Sadrists 2014 3
Iraq ISCI/SCIRI 2014 3
Kosovo PDK 2014 5
Lebanon Amal 2009 5
Lebanon Hezbollah 2009 5
Liberia ALCOP 2014 4
Liberia NDPL 2011 3
Liberia NPP 2011 3
Liberia LURD-Freedom

Alliance
2011 2

Liberia PRODEM 2014 3
Macedonia UCK 2016 6
Mozambique Renamo 2014 5
Mozambique MMD 2014 2
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in this category: LURD-Freedom Alliance and PRODEM, both sec-
ondary to the main rebel faction LURD. These two parties faced
competition both from other pre-war parties and from former rebel
parties formed out of Liberia’s prior conflict (1990–7).

In 28 per cent of elections, parties won at least one seat, but no
more than 10 per cent of the total seats. This group includes a large
number of secondary parties (for example, HDZ 1990 and NIH, both
secondary to HDZ-BiH in Bosnia; RCDN and RCD-ML in the
Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC), from RCD). These secondary
parties all faced strong competitors in the form of their parent party
and provide a good example of the ‘crowd-out’ phenomenon.

Table 3: (Continued )

Country (n= 30) Party (n= 50)
Year of last election

covered
No. of
elections

Mozambique PDD 2014 3
Nepal CPN (M) 2013 2
Northern Ireland + Sinn Féin 2016 5
Rwanda RPF 2013 3
Sierra Leone PLP 2012 3
South Africa ANC 2014 5
South Africa COPE 2014 2
Sri Lanka JVP 2015 6*
Tajikistan IRP 2015 4
Tajikistan DPT 2015 4
Uganda NRM 2016 5

Notes: * Includes active boycott in 2004.
+ Results are for assembly in autonomous region/province.
See Appendix for full list of party names.

Table 4
Performance Over Time in National Legislative Elections (Lower House)

(n= 286 elections)

Level of success Count Percentage

Did not contest election 67 23.43
Contested, did not win seats 29 10.14
Won at least one seat but less than 10% 80 27.97
Won 10–30% 45 15.73
Won 30–60% 40 13.99
Won over 60% 25 8.74
Total 286 100.00
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Countries with more than one original rebel faction are also
clustered in this performance group. They include opposition parties
in Lebanon, Iraq, Congo and DRC. In these cases, multiple rebel
factions created a fragmented and crowded party system and divided
the opposition vote between themselves.

In more than 15 per cent of elections, post-rebel parties won
between 10 and 30 per cent of the legislative seats, and in 14 per cent
of elections they won between 30 and 60 per cent. In almost 9 per
cent of elections, post-rebel parties won more than 60 per cent of the
seats. These are largely victors of armed struggle: either nationally in
the cases of the EPRDF (Ethiopia), RPF (Rwanda), CNDD-FDD
(Burundi), KNK (Central African Republic); or in secessionist con-
flicts: Fretilin in East Timor and the Aceh Party (GAM) in Indonesia.
Several of these parties (MPS, CNDD-FDD, NRM, PCT) consolidated
semi-authoritarian rule after taking power.

Only six parties are in a ‘consistently competitive’ zone. Their
electoral fortunes may rise and fall somewhat over time, but on
average they consistently poll around 20 per cent of seats. We think
this is the most interesting group in our data set, one that bears
further investigation.7 Table 5 lists these parties.

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we present the results of our analysis for each of our
eight hypotheses. In the conclusion, we discuss the broader theore-
tical implications, contribution to the current state of the literature,
and policy implications. We use several different approaches to

Table 5
Consistent Competitors

Count Party name (country) No. of elections

6 FMLN (El Salvador)+ 8
PDK (Kosovo)+ 5
Sinn Féin (N. Ireland)*+ 4
HDZ (Croatia)+ 8
Renamo (Mozambique) 5
SDS (Bosnia)** 7

Notes: * Results shown are for Northern Ireland Assembly elections.
+ Also won executive power at least once.
** Results for Bosnia are for Republika Srpska, lower house.
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analyse the data. First, we run a number of time series models, before
isolating first elections for study. All elections in which a party com-
peted are included in this analysis. Prior to analysis, we had to address
two problems with the data. The first was a high degree of multi-
collinearity between some of our key indicators.8 We only include the
corrected models in the text of the article, but we show both the full
and corrected models in the Appendix.

The second issue was a high degree of autocorrelation in electoral
performance. This indicates considerable stability in party perfor-
mance, likely due to factors such as incumbency advantages and
name recognition.9 To address this concern, we have taken two
approaches. The first is to use Prais–Winsten AR1 autoregression-
corrected regressions with standard errors clustered on 37 countries
to look at longer-term performance. Due to the presence of a large
number of time-invariant factors and high degrees of autocorrelation
in the time series model, we also isolate first elections for analysis in
an OLS regression.

Performance Over Time: Time Series and First Elections Models

Figure 1 presents our two primary models (time series and first
elections) as a side-by-side comparison. The plots shown in Figure 1
indicate a point estimate for the regression coefficient surrounded by
line segments indicating a 95 per cent confidence interval for the
estimate. Both models include standard errors clustered on country.
Detailed tables of these models can be found in the Appendix. The
model including all elections is the Prais–Winsten regression descri-
bed above, with 219 total elections in 37 countries. The other model
includes only the first elections, with 63 observed elections in 33
countries.10

Organizational Variables. In some important respects, the story told
by the time series model is similar to that of first elections. Patterns
established in the first elections generally tended to be sustained over
all subsequent elections in which a party participated.

We find strong support for Hypothesis 1: both in first elections and
over the longer term, there are real payoffs for rebel groups with
prior political experience. Interestingly, this includes parties with a
wide range of experience, from cases in the former Yugoslavia that
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had a very brief pre-war existence as parties and competed in only
one election, to broad fronts with a well-developed ideological
agenda like the FMLN in El Salvador. It also includes parties with a
long history but no electoral experience, such as the Dashnaks of
Nagorno-Karabakh, and rebels that experienced intermittent epi-
sodes of conflict and relative peace such as the PIRA, ANC and Iraqi
Kurds. This suggests that the performance of post-rebel parties is
being driven by something other than organizational competencies –
perhaps the identity or ideology the group represents, or the absence
of other viable alternatives for those opposed to the incumbent. This
finding bears further investigation.

We also find support for Hypothesis 2, which predicts that
leadership continuity will have a positive impact on electoral
performance. In the first elections, maintaining the wartime leader at
the head of the party has a positive impact, with a performance

Figure 1
Primary Model Comparison

ELECTORAL PERFORMANCE BY POST-REBEL PARTIES 433

© The Authors 2018. Published by Government and Opposition Limited and Cambridge University Press

ht
tp

s:
//

do
i.o

rg
/1

0.
10

17
/g

ov
.2

01
8.

34
 P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
lin

e 
by

 C
am

br
id

ge
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
re

ss

https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2018.34


difference of around 10 per cent. But, as expected, the presence of
the wartime leader has no discernible impact on performance when
we look beyond the first election. Maintaining the party’s wartime
leader in the first elections may provide ideational and organizational
continuity that minimizes internal disruption and allows the group to
capitalize on a well-known leader during the challenging initial
transition to politics. But keeping the wartime leader over multiple
electoral cycles might indicate that an organization is unable to adapt
to new circumstances.

We find support for Hypothesis 3, which predicts that secondary
parties will perform less well than the parent party. While the effect of
being a secondary party is negative and significant in both models, it
appears to be much more important for secondary parties that were
formed prior to the first post-war elections. Splits occurring between
the end of the war and the first election appear to be more damaging
than splits that occur after the first election. Perhaps name
recognition, for both parties and leaders, is critical in first elections,
but after that other organizational competencies come into play.
Together with our findings on Hypothesis 2, this suggests that
organizational continuity is particularly important in the first
election, and less so thereafter.

Finally, we found support for Hypothesis 4, which predicts that a
party’s military position at the end of the war will affect its
performance in post-war elections. Military defeat and victory have
very strong and significant effects on performance in both models.
Parties that emerge from the war as military victors have a clear and
enduring electoral advantage, while the opposite is true for parties
that were defeated in war. Making a separate peace with the
government also has a negative impact on party performance as
expected.

Environmental Variables. We also find that the competitive environ-
ment parties enter after war is important for their electoral perfor-
mance. We find strong evidence for Hypothesis 5, which predicts a
‘crowding-out’ effect on party performance when older parties
formed in a previous era are present in the first post-war election.
The presence of rival parties that won 10 per cent or more of seats in
the last election – whether that election was held before or during
the war – has a strong negative impact on party performance,
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reducing estimated performance by around 25 per cent in both of
our models.

Hypothesis 6 predicts that the presence of co-ideological rivals will
have a negative effect on post-rebel parties’ electoral performance.
We find instead that co-ideological rivals have a positive but not
significant effect. This is somewhat puzzling in light of the finding
that rival opposition parties more generally have a crowding-out
effect on post-rebel party performance. If some or all of these co-
ideological parties are breakaways from the post-rebel party, then –

consistent with Hypothesis 3 – the main party should still do well in
comparison. On the other hand, the presence of numerous parties
competing for the same ideological space might indicate that the
cleavage that served as a mobilizing frame for rebel groups during
the war remains the primary political cleavage in the post-war period.
This finding is tentative and indicates a potentially promising area for
future research.

Timing of the first post-war election is also important, as predicted
in Hypothesis 7. We find that delaying the first election has a negative
impact on the ability of post-rebel parties to win seats both in first
elections and over time. Former rebel parties appear to gain an
advantage when they can cement their position in electoral politics
early on. In a few cases, post-rebel parties sat out first elections or
performed very poorly, and then managed to win seats in later
elections, but that was very unusual. By and large, parties that
competed in the first elections continued to compete, and continued
to win similar seat shares, in all subsequent elections.

It stands to reason that post-rebel parties are most likely to succeed
in the immediate aftermath of conflict for several reasons. First,
transitional elections may be viewed by voters and by incumbents as
part of the peace process itself. Voters may vote for post-rebel parties
out of fear, or in hopes of buying their quiescence. Also, the
organizational challenges of peacetime politics for these organiza-
tions are likely to multiply over time. Without elections to provide a
source of resources (through government subsidies or access to
patronage), parties will struggle to find the resources they need to
survive and mount effective campaigns.

Among our control variables, only the duration of the conflict has
some degree of impact on the electoral success of post-rebel parties,
although it is relatively minor. Both in first elections and over time,
the length of conflict has a positive and statistically significant impact
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on post-rebel electoral performance. This effect is not substantively
very significant. It increases the seat share won by around 0.05 per
cent for every additional month the war lasted (0.6 per cent per
year). We are not sure why more time on the battlefield translates
into better electoral results, but it might be related to name
recognition or the development of organizational competencies that
help the party adapt to the challenges of electoral politics.

Log-Transformed Models

Electoral performance for a considerable number of parties in our
data set is consistent but fairly weak, with many parties winning
minimal seat shares. Due to the unbalanced nature of the perfor-
mance data, as noted in Figure 2, we also look at a log transformation
of the dependent variable. This transformation makes clearer the
factors that affect parties at the low end of the performance spec-
trum, particularly those winning 10 per cent of seats or less.

While the overall pattern that emerges in the log-transformed
model is similar to that in the non-transformed models, there are a
few interesting exceptions. For example, in the log-transformed
models, pre-war party organization (Hypothesis 1) loses significance,
remaining marginally significant for first elections only. The way the
war ended also loses some explanatory power. Military defeat
(Hypothesis 4) ceases to be significant in the first election model,
although this is due to the fact that only three instances of defeated
parties are represented in the model.11 The impact of making a
separate peace (Hypothesis 4) also changes. While it remains a
negative factor in all models, in the log-transformed model it no
longer has a significant negative impact on first elections but does
lead to a loss of performance in subsequent elections.

Environmental variables become more important in these models.
The presence of co-ideological rivals (Hypothesis 6) has a more sig-
nificant, and positive, effect on the performance of former rebels in
first elections than it did in the linear models, although its impact
becomes less certain as parties participate in more elections.

Another major difference that we see in both log-transformed
models is the increased impact of PR electoral systems (Hypothesis
8). Electoral rules are not statistically significant in the linear inter-
pretation of performance, but proportional elections do appear to
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make a major difference for parties at the bottom end of the per-
formance spectrum. Parties with a better baseline performance are
not significantly affected by the proportionality of the electoral
system.12

In these models, the impact of leadership continuity, secondary
party status and timing of elections are broadly similar to those from
the linear models: parties that change leaders or are secondary par-
ties tend to perform less well, as do parties in cases where first elec-
tions have been delayed.

Together, these findings suggest that parties at the lower end of
the performance spectrum are more influenced by environmental
factors such as electoral rules than are parties at the higher end of
the spectrum. The positive finding here on co-ideological rivals is
again intriguing and reinforces our suspicion that this finding is

Figure 2
Log-Transformed Model Comparison
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worthy of additional research to unearth possible causal mechanisms.
In many of our cases, well-defined ideologies were rare in both rebel
and non-rebel parties – we coded ideology according to the parties’
self-descriptions. It is hard to know whether these labels themselves
are meaningful to voters, but they do appear to represent a common
understanding of what the party stands for.

CONCLUSION

This study examined the electoral performance of 77 parties in 37
countries over up to eight electoral cycles. We examined organiza-
tional and environmental factors associated with electoral perfor-
mance in the first post-war elections, and in all subsequent available
national legislative elections. To our knowledge, this is the first large-
N study to do so.

Across very disparate contexts, we found some striking patterns.
An overarching finding is that the first post-war elections are crucial –
party participation and performance in first elections set enduring
patterns. Parties that do not participate in first elections very rarely go
on to participate regularly or to win seats later on. But 65 per cent of
post-rebel parties that participated in the first post-war election went
on to contest all subsequent national legislative elections, and 90 per
cent of the time they win at least one seat.

This finding has important policy implications. Regardless of
either organizational endowments or environmental challenges,
when elections mediate the transition from war to peace, rebel
groups are likely to gain and sustain a foothold in politics. And their
participation and performance in the first transitional elections from
war to peace is a very strong predictor of their ability to survive as
political actors. The policy literature has begun to reconsider the
value of putting elections at the centre of peace processes as well as
the timing and sequencing of political transitions (World Bank
2011). Our research shows that holding transition elections does tend
to promote the long-term integration of rebel groups into political
life over the longer term.

First elections cast a long shadow, but they do not wholly deter-
mine party performance over time. Our findings suggest first that
post-rebel parties perform best over the longer term if they had prior
experience as a party and if they are able to sustain ties to a support
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base through politically salient ideational appeals. Interestingly, nei-
ther the length nor the type of prior party experience (for example,
whether electoral or not), seemed to matter. This was surprising.
There is an emerging debate in the broader literature on civil wars
and on post-conflict politics about the relative importance of rebel
groups’ organizational strengths and their ties to a community. Our
findings provide tentative support for the notion that, as rebel groups
transition into politics, their ideational appeals may be particularly
significant.

Second, we found that post-rebel parties did better when they
faced a less crowded field of competitors, and where institutional
barriers to gaining representation were relatively low. The parties in
our data set cluster around two poles of performance – very low
(parties routinely win representation, but at less than 10 per cent of
seats) and very high (winning 30 per cent or more of seats in every
election). Interestingly, both poles are marked by less competitive
arenas.

At the high end, we suspect that consistently strong election results
are more likely a function of relatively weak competition than of
organizational strengths. Low performers, on the other hand, find
themselves in environments with relatively low barriers to repre-
sentation, but they fail to adapt in ways that could improve their
electoral performance. This interpretation is supported by our find-
ing that electoral rules are particularly important for parties at the
low end of the performance spectrum.

But the real theoretical payoff lies in the middle of the spectrum,
with a small but interesting group – the ‘consistent competitors’. The
parties in this disparate group have participated in at least four
consecutive elections and win on average around 20 per cent of seats
across all elections. This group – which includes competitors as dis-
parate as Sinn Féin and Kosovo’s PDK, the FMLN and Renamo –

includes variation on nearly every dimension.
This group highlights what is perhaps our most important finding:

that similar outcomes in terms of electoral performance can be
produced by different combinations of organizational and environ-
mental factors. Further investigation of these categories promises to
provide additional theoretical insights. And each of these perfor-
mance groups contains potentially rich case studies against which to
test and further develop our theoretical framework as well as other
hypotheses from the literature.
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Our study began with a theoretical framework built on intra- and
inter-party competition. We explored hypotheses suggested by the
existing literature about the relative importance of organizational
and environmental factors and how these interact. We think our
findings support the basic theoretical frame of our study – that
incumbent party leaders will strive to minimize the adaptations
necessary to compete; that more competitive environments will cre-
ate greater pressure on them to adapt; and that a party’s organiza-
tional experience will mediate the kinds of adaptations that get
made. We approached our study from the point of view of party
elites, their preferences and their likely behaviour, even viewing
ideological appeals to followers as largely instrumental.

But this research suggests a new question with intriguing policy
and theoretical implications. What about voters? How should we
interpret post-rebel party electoral performance? Over time, is the
performance of post-rebel parties best read as an artefact of organi-
zational advantage gained through wartime or pre-war experience?
As a reflection of more, or less challenging political arenas shaped by
institutional design? Or as a measure of the extent to which the party
reflects voters’ preferences?

Scholars of post-rebel parties have spent considerable time on the
first set of factors, investigating the organizational capacities and
adaptations of these groups during wartime and in the transition.
There is also a sizeable literature on the second set of factors, per-
haps because setting the institutional environment that will shape
party incentive structures is something that external interveners
could affect most directly. The next frontier is to explore more fully
the relationship between these parties and the people who vote
for them.
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APPENDIX

Table A1
List of Political Party Names and Abbreviations

Country Party Party name (English) Party name

Angola UNITA National Union for the Total
Independence of Angola

União Nacional para a Independência Total
de Angola

Azerbaijan
NKR

ARF Armenian Revolutionary Federation Dashnaktsutyun

Bangladesh PCJSS PCJSS Parbatya Chattagram Jana Samhati Samiti
Bangladesh UPDF United People’s Democratic Front Yukta pipalasa d

˙
ēmōkrēt

˙
ika phrant

˙
a

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

HDZ-BiH Croatian Democratic Union of Bosnia-
Herzgovina

Hrvatska Demokratska Zajednica Bosne i
Hercegovine

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

HDZ 1990 Croatian Democratic Union 1990 Hrvatska Demokratska Zajednica 1990

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

NHI New Croatian Initiative Nova Hrvatska Inicijativa

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

SDS Serbian Democratic Party Srpska Demokratska Stranka

Burundi CNDD National Council for the Defence of
Democracy

Conseil National pour la Defense de la
Démocratie

Burundi CNDD-FDD National Council for the Defence of
Democracy–Forces for the Defence of
Democracy

Conseil National pour la Défense de la
Démocratie–Forces pour la Défense de la
Démocratie

Cambodia BLDP/BLP Buddhist Liberal Party/Buddhist Liberal
Democratic Party

Buddhist Liberal Party/Buddhist Liberal
Democratic Party
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Table A1: (Continued )

Country Party Party name (English) Party name

Cambodia FUNCINPEC United Front for an Independent, Neutral,
Pacific and Cooperative Cambodia

Front Uni National pour un Cambodge
Indépendant, Neutre, Pacifique et
Coopératif

Central African
Republic

FDPC Democratic Front of the Central African
Peoples

Front Démocratique du Peuple
Centrafricaines

Central African
Republic

KNK National Convergence ‘Kwa Na Kwa’ Convergence Nationale ‘Kwa Na Kwa’

Central African
Republic

NAP New Alliance for Progress Alliance Nouveau pour le Progrès

Central African
Republic

UFDR Union of Democratic Forces for Unity Union des Forces Democratiques pour le
Rassemblement

Chad MPS Patriotic Salvation Movement Mouvement Patriotique du Salut
Colombia AD M-19/PDA Alternative Democratic Pole Polo Democrático Alternativo
Congo

Brazzaville
MCDDI Congolese Movement for Democracy and

Integral Development
Mouvement Congolais pour la Démocratie et

le Développement Intégral
Congo

Brazzaville
PCT Congolese Workers’ Party Parti Congolais du Travail

Congo
Brazzaville

UPADS Pan-African Union for Social Democracy Union Panafricaine pour la Démocratie
Sociale

Cote d’Ivoire MPCI Patriotic Movement of Cote d’Ivoire Mouvement Patriotique de Cote d’Ivoire
Croatia HDZ Croatian Democratic Union Hrvatska Demokratska Zajednica
DRC MLC Congo Liberation Movement Mouvement de Libération du Congo
DRC PPRD People’s Party for Reconstruction and

Democracy
Parti du Peuple pour la Reconstruction et la

Démocratie
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Table A1: (Continued )

Country Party Party name (English) Party name

DRC RCD-ML Congolese Rally for Democracy–
Liberation Movement

Rassemblement Congolais pour la Démocratie

DRC RCDN Rally of Congolese Democrats and
Nationalists

Rassemblement des Congolais Démocrates et
Nationalistes

DRC UPC Congolese Patriotic Union Union des Patriotes Congolais
East Timor FRETILIN Revolutionary Front for Independent East

Timor
Frente Revolucionária de Timor-Leste

Independente
El Salvador FDR Democratic Revolutionary Front Frente Democratico Revolucionario
El Salvador FMLN Farabundo Marti Liberation Front Frente Farabundo Martí para la Liberación

Nacional
El Salvador Renovador Renewal Movement Movimiento Renovador
Ethiopia EPRDF Ethiopian People’s Revolutionary

Democratic Front
EPRDF or Ehadig

Georgia
(Abkhazia)

FNUA Forum for the National Unity of Abkhazia

Guatemala URNG Guatemalan National Revolutionary Unity Unidad Revolucionaria Nacional
Guatemalteca

Indonesia
(Aceh)

Aceh Party Aceh Party Partai Aceh

Indonesia
(Aceh)

ANP Aceh National Party (now Aceh Land
Party)

Partai Nanggroe Aceh

Iraq DPK Kurdistan Democratic Party Demokratische Partei Kurdistans
Iraq ISCI/SCIRI Islamic Supreme Council of Iraq Al-Majlis Al-A’ala al-Islami al-‘Iraqi
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Table A1: (Continued )

Country Party Party name (English) Party name

Iraq PUK Patriotic Union of Kurdistan Yekîtiya Nîştimanî ya Kurdistanê
Iraq Sadrists Sadrists al-Tayyār al-Sadri
Kosovo PDK Democratic Party of Kosovo Partia Demokratike e Kosovës
Lebanon Amal Amal Movement H

˙
arakat Amal

Lebanon Free Patriotic
Movement/
Aounist
Party

Free Patriotic Movement/Aounist Party at-Tayyār al-Wat
˙
anī al-Horr

Lebanon Hezbollah Hezbollah H
˙
izbu ‘llāh

Liberia ALCOP All Liberia Coalition Party All Liberia Coalition Party
Liberia LURD-

Freedom
Alliance

Liberians United for Reconciliation and
Democracy–Freedom Alliance

Liberians United for Reconciliation and
Democracy–Freedom Alliance

Liberia NDPL National Democratic Party of Liberia National Democratic Party of Liberia
Liberia NPP National Patriotic Party National Patriotic Party
Liberia PRODEM Progressive Democratic Party Progressive Democratic Party
Macedonia UCK National Liberation Army Ushtria Çlirimtare Kombëtare
Moldova OSTK

(Republic)
United Council of Work Collectives United Council of Work Collectives

Mozambique MDM Mozambican Movement for Democracy Movimento Mocambicano para Democracia
Mozambique PDD Party for Peace, Democracy and

Development
Partido para Paz, Democracia e

Desenvolvimento
Mozambique Renamo Mozambican National Resistance Resistência Nacional Moçambicana
Nepal CPN (M) Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist)
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Table A1: (Continued )

Country Party Party name (English) Party name

Nicaragua FDN (Contras) Nicaraguan Democratic Force Fuerza Democratica de Nicaraguense
Northern

Ireland +
Sinn Féin Sinn Fein (Ourselves) Sinn Féin

Philippines MNLF Moro National Liberation Front
Rwanda RPF Rwandan Patriotic Front Front Patriotique Rwandais
Sierra Leone PLP Peace and Liberation Party Peace and Liberation Party
Sierra Leone RUFP Revolutionary United Front Party Revolutionary United Front Party
South Africa ANC African National Congress African National Congress
South Africa COPE Congress of the People Congress of the People
South Africa EFF Economic Freedom Fighters Economic Freedom Fighters
South Sudan SPLM Sudanese People’s Liberation Movement Sudanese People’s Liberation Movement
South Sudan SPLM-DC Sudanese People’s Liberation Movement –

Democratic Change
Sudanese People’s Liberation Movement –

Democratic Change
Sri Lanka JVP People’s Liberation Front Janata Vimokthi Peramuna
Tajikistan DPT United Tajik Opposition Hizbi Demokratii Tojikiston
Tajikistan IRP Islamic Renaissance Party of Tajikistan Hizbi Nahzati Islomii Tojikiston
Uganda NRM National Resistance Movement Kitaifa Harakati za Upinzani
Yemen YSP Yemeni Socialist Party Yemeni Socialist Party

E
L
E
C
T
O
R
A
L
PE

R
FO

R
M
A
N
C
E
B
Y
PO

ST
-R
E
B
E
L
PA

R
T
IE
S

445

©
T
h
e
A
uth

ors
2018.Publish

ed
by

G
overn

m
en

t
an

d
O
pposition

L
im

ited
an

d
C
am

bridge
U
n
iversity

Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2018.34 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2018.34


Table A2
All OLS Models, First Elections Only

Full model Short model Log-transformed model

Variable Coef. RSE p Coef. RSE p Coef. RSE P

Assembly election First 18.598 10.068 0.074 15.139 8.058 0.069 0.992 0.429 0.027
Local elections − 6.522 8.241 0.435
Rival parties − 29.724 6.466 0.000 − 23.683 5.838 0.000 − 0.648 0.298 0.037
Co-ideological rivals 7.436 7.501 0.329 11.330 7.445 0.138 0.745 0.349 0.041
Warleader 17.780 4.737 0.001 15.895 3.843 0.000 0.780 0.199 0.000
Separate peace − 22.941 3.233 0.000 − 16.915 6.185 0.010 − 0.243 0.289 0.406
Defeated − 47.286 12.331 0.001 − 26.809 10.175 0.013 − 1.740 1.064 0.112
Victorious 29.630 6.899 0.000 32.949 9.174 0.001 1.491 0.235 0.000
Battle deaths 0.000 0.000 0.145
Secessionist 4.451 6.652 0.508 0.407 7.012 0.954 0.124 0.365 0.737
War duration 0.029 0.021 0.183 0.059 0.025 0.023 0.001 0.001 0.410
Election delay (yr) − 3.850 0.533 0.000 − 3.527 0.682 0.000 − 0.162 0.038 0.000
Pre-war party 24.786 6.177 0.000 14.253 6.063 0.025 0.612 0.315 0.061
Secondary party − 35.478 8.291 0.000 − 28.500 6.635 0.000 − 2.148 0.274 0.000
PR elections 10.179 3.186 0.003 8.250 6.064 0.183 0.995 0.254 0.000
Parliamentary − 1.001 4.976 0.842 − 8.108 6.046 0.189 − 0.250 0.348 0.478
Peacekeepers 4.656 6.701 0.492 1.620 5.826 0.783 0.101 0.290 0.729
Implementation − 5.731 6.902 0.413 − 3.148 6.552 0.634 − 0.407 0.256 0.122
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Table A2: (Continued )

Full model Short model Log-transformed model

Variable Coef. RSE p Coef. RSE p Coef. RSE P

Europe − 14.129 9.837 0.161
Asia 9.315 10.453 0.379
Americas 14.114 9.705 0.156
Mideast − 22.910 4.965 0.000
FH political rights − 4.923 1.685 0.006
FH civil liberties 0.717 2.090 0.734

Constant 42.407 14.208 0.005 22.197 9.491 0.026 1.692 0.432 0.000

N 63 63 63
Countries 33 33 33
p> F 0.000 0.000 0.000
R2 0.741 0.621 0.688
Root MSE 16.315 17.916 0.930
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Table A3
All Panel models

Full model Short model Log-transformed model

Variable Coef SRSE p Coef SRSE P Coef SRSE p

First assembly elec. 2.117 1.459 0.156 2.574 1.377 0.070 0.245 0.094 0.013
Assembly elec. first 3.096 6.921 0.657 3.153 7.737 0.686 0.372 0.434 0.397
Local elections 7.370 3.917 0.068
Rival parties − 27.422 5.807 0.000 − 23.047 5.033 0.000 − 0.807 0.241 0.002
Co-ideological rivals 11.516 7.536 0.135 12.811 6.807 0.068 0.652 0.418 0.127
Warleader 7.214 2.905 0.018 5.404 3.731 0.156 0.351 0.200 0.089
Separate peace − 22.259 4.179 0.000 − 18.766 5.309 0.001 − 0.665 0.259 0.014
Defeated − 15.507 6.852 0.030 − 18.480 6.210 0.005 − 1.119 0.393 0.007
Victorious 32.795 7.641 0.000 37.299 10.246 0.001 1.478 0.359 0.000
Battle deaths 0.000 0.000 0.112
Secessionist 11.396 7.242 0.124 − 7.085 5.492 0.205 0.093 0.234 0.693
War duration 0.003 0.026 0.922 0.054 0.025 0.040 0.001 0.001 0.649
Election delay (yr) − 2.475 0.829 0.005 − 1.790 0.824 0.037 − 0.101 0.032 0.003
Pre-war party 13.867 5.195 0.011 12.258 6.066 0.051 0.397 0.285 0.172
Secondary party − 22.608 7.371 0.004 − 15.281 6.496 0.024 − 1.351 0.526 0.015
PR elections 5.168 3.766 0.179 7.906 5.025 0.124 0.704 0.251 0.008
Parliamentary 7.256 6.623 0.281 − 2.105 6.661 0.754 0.068 0.177 0.705
Peacekeepers 0.167 5.668 0.977 1.836 5.706 0.749 − 0.239 0.293 0.421
Implementation − 5.786 6.003 0.342 − 5.039 6.705 0.457 − 0.356 0.309 0.256
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Table A3: (Continued )

Full model Short model Log-transformed model

Variable Coef SRSE p Coef SRSE P Coef SRSE p

Europe − 32.511 8.563 0.001
Asia − 10.547 7.443 0.165
Americas 6.425 7.105 0.372
Mideast − 28.843 7.554 0.001
FH political rights 0.511 1.342 0.705
FH civil liberties −2.240 1.583 0.166

Constant 44.025 11.653 0.001 27.383 7.709 0.001 2.287 0.419 0.000

N 219 219 219
Clusters 37 37 37
R2 0.512 0.384 0.520
RMSE 11.046 10.782 0.660
p F 0.000 0.000 0.000
Rho 0.676 0.790 0.732

E
L
E
C
T
O
R
A
L
PE

R
FO

R
M
A
N
C
E
B
Y
PO

ST
-R
E
B
E
L
PA

R
T
IE
S

449

©
T
h
e
A
uth

ors
2018.Publish

ed
by

G
overn

m
en

t
an

d
O
pposition

L
im

ited
an

d
C
am

bridge
U
n
iversity

Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2018.34 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/gov.2018.34


NOTES

1 See the Appendix for a full list of parties in this study.
2 Using lower house elections allows us to maximize the number of cases as well as
variation in outcome. In our data set, only 19 of 77 rebel parties (24.6 per cent) ever
won executive power. Some prominent examples include the FMLN (El Salvador),
RPF (Rwanda) and HDZ (Croatia).

3 We coded mixed systems as proportional.
4 Except for Northern Ireland and Aceh, where regional assemblies are the most
meaningful arena of competition and provide the clearest picture of electoral
performance for the post-rebel party for comparative purposes. The post-Soviet de
facto republics are also considered national elections, as they do not participate in
elections in the internationally recognized state.

5 This data set builds on Manning and Smith (2016).
6 Parties that did not win a military victory, but have won executive power at least
once, include FMLN (El Salvador), PDK (Kosovo), Sinn Féin (Northern Ireland)
and HDZ (Croatia).

7 An in-depth discussion of this group of parties is beyond the scope of this article.
Instead see Manning and Smith (2017).

8 To address this, we used a selection process to identify variables with high variance
inflation factors and then referenced both pairwise correlations and principal
component analysis to identify groups of offending variables. Two variable clusters
created problems. The first involved the presence of parties from previous elections,
holding local elections, and a country’s Freedom House scores, all correlates of
more democratic systems. The second concerned regional indicators for Europe
and the Middle East – largely due to a concentration of secessionist parties with pre-
war electoral experience in the Balkans and of parliamentary systems in Iraq and
Lebanon (both having multiple former rebel parties participating in elections).

9 Preliminary models included lagged electoral performance to account for past
electoral performance, but these models did not differ substantively except for
reducing the number of cases (and thus statistical confidence) by excluding first
elections.

10 There are only 33 countries rather than 37 for this analysis because some countries
in our data set had parties that did not contest the first available assembly election
but did participate in subsequent elections.

11 Aoun (Lebanon), YSP (Yemen), JVP/SLPF (Sri Lanka).
12 Another measure of barriers to entry into the political system is district magnitude.

Using this measure created missing data problems, so we opted for the proportional
representation/majoritarian dummy variable instead.
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