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CHAPTER 1  

VARIATIONS IN REBEL-TO-PARTY TRANSFORMATION 
FOLLOWING NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT  

In August of 2003, the Second Liberian Civil War came to an end after seven years of 

insurrection by the Liberians United for Reconciliation and Democracy (LURD), the United 

Liberation Movement for Democracy (ULIMO), and the Movement for Democracy and Equality 

in Liberia (MODEL). As a result of the Accra Peace Accords in 2003, LURD and MODEL were 

each given six permanent seats in the cabinet. This should have supplied significant incentives to 

transform these organizations into political parties supportive of the movements’ leaders who 

now held political office. On the one hand, MODEL and ULIMO chose to form political 

organizations in 20041 and ran candidates in the election of 2005. On the other hand, the LURD 

leadership chose not to form a separate label and run candidates—rather, members of the LURD 

leadership joined the rival Unity Party (UP) and the Progressive Democrat Party (PRODEM).2 

Aside from the LURD, four other rebel organizations that participated in the second war did not 

choose to become political parties.   

The Second Liberian Civil War raises an interesting puzzle regarding rebel-to-party 

transformations. Why do some insurgent organizations choose to form a party and run candidates 

for election, whereas other groups do not, despite being signatories of the peace settlement, and 

1MODEL officially reorganized and changed its party name in 2004 to the Congress for Democratic Change. It has 
2 LURD is largely considered a defunct organization despite the incentives given to it in the Accra Peace Accords. 
Though the leadership became members of the Unity Party (dominant party) most of the LURD either became 
organized crime in Westpoint or dissolved back into the bush.  
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being allotted similar political opportunities by that settlement?3 As many scholars have noted, 

the transformation of armed groups into political parties is critical for peace and democracy 

(Manning 2004; 2007; Carothers 2006; Allison 2006; Reilly and Nordlund 2008). Indeed, the 

development of a system of competitive political parties that can govern effectively is critical for 

the maintenance of peace and democratization following an end to civil war (Cammett and 

Malesky 2012). Despite the importance of rebel party development to the long-term process of 

peace building, there has yet to be a comprehensive and generalizable theory that explains the 

transformation, performance, and strategy of these former rebel parties across time.  

In this dissertation, I argue that there are two challenges facing rebel parties following 

civil war. First, former rebel parties must create the management and administration required to 

use human capital effectively. Second, and equally as important, the party must develop ties to 

constituencies that fill the ranks of the party, not only as supporters but also as activists and 

campaigners. Why were MODEL and ULIMO better equipped than LURD and four other rebel 

movements to develop human capital and ties to constituencies after civil war? This dissertation 

argues that the answer lies with foreign sponsorship. Foreign sponsorship is one of the most 

powerful forms of support that former rebel organizations can receive, but yet has been largely 

missing from the rebel-to-party transformation literature. Through foreign sponsorship, 

organizations often receive training of cadres and hence obtain administrative skills important for 

developing an effective organization. Further, foreign sponsorship provides tangible resources, 

particularly patronage resources, which can be used to solidify support from potential electoral 

3 By political party I employ the minimalist definition offered by Kenneth Janda (1980: 5). Janda defined a party as 
“an organization that pursues a goal of placing its avowed representatives in government positions.” Thus to qualify 
as a party, an organization must have as one of its goals that of placing its avowed representatives in government 
positions. Moreover, these representatives must be the avowed representatives of the party, which means they 
identify with the party’s name or label.  “Placing” can mean through an electoral process, but not exclusively. so – 
parties can also seek power via administrative action (i.e. when a ruling party permits no competition). 

2



constituencies. Despite grievances toward groups like MODEL and ULIMO-K during the civil 

war, foreign sponsorship from Cote d’Ivoire, Sierra Leone, and the United States provided these 

rebel organizations the training and resources required to rebrand and provide services that many 

governments are unable to following a civil war. 

For all organizations, not just rebel groups transforming into political parties, there are 

two major challenges. First it is necessary to develop organizational skills and “human capital.” 

Organizations that possess these skills are more likely to succeed electorally than those that do 

not  (see Van Biezen 2003; Panebianco 1988). Second all organizations need to establish links to 

constituencies. In particular, for political parties, whose goal it is to win votes, forging ties with 

constituencies can translate into electoral support. Further, forging ties can also be a survival 

strategy, as Ishiyama (2013) points out regarding ethnic political parties.  

1.1 Developing Organizational Skills and Capacity  

Developing organizational skills and capacity are a crucial part of building any party 

organization (Panebianco 1988; Van Biezen 2003; Katz and Mair 2002; Katz and Crotty 2006). 

Developing organizational skills  among its members, on how to run a campaign,  how to 

allocate resources, and how to structure organizations and manage subordinates is crucial to the 

survival of a party organization (Wright 1971; Panebianco 1988; Katz and Mair 2002). 

However, developing human capital in a post-conflict environment can be particularly 

difficult and expensive. Insurgent-to-party transformations are often complicated by the 

prevalence of factionalism between partisans and military wing operators (Carothers 1999; 

Weinstein 2007; Driscoll 2012; Woldemariam 2012). In addition to the above requirements,  

much effort must be made to get different factions to play nice with one another before building 

more complex party structures. Solving these problems requires organizations to retrain and 
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reeducate their rank and file for peaceful political mobilization as well as provide monetary 

incentives to remain loyal to the organization. 

In addition to developing human organizational skills, parties need other resources as 

well. Party organizations require buildings, infrastructure, communications and cash. Further,  

campaigns require resources, not only for personnel, but also for advertisement, for media, for 

getting the party’s message out. In short, building a party is not an inexpensive proposition. 

Thus, I surmise that former rebel parties with foreign sponsorship should be better 

equipped with the funding and personnel required for the costly transformation of rebel operators 

and partisans into organized political cadres than those that depend on resource capture and 

domestic legitimacy alone. State sponsors have consistently shown their flexibility to evolve 

monetary support for rebel parties in spite of attempts to install campaign finance restrictions 

following negotiated settlements.4  Sponsors often use foreign direct investment and shell 

companies to deliver monetary capital to their agents (Falguera et al 2014).5 Investments allow 

organizations to take a stake in the future of the state, buying important resources, and 

constructing infrastructure important for their political image and development. Investment 

allows rebel organizations to rebrand themselves as well as create other lines of patronage 

through party-connected businesses. Furthermore, investment allows organizations to engage in 

corprativism: attracting business leaders to become politically connected elites. Through these 

political connections, elites gain access to certain political services and information, whereas the 

party receives electoral and patronage support.  

4 In response to the power attained through sponsorship, several post-conflict states have produced reforms and 
restrictions to combat the use of these externally produced resources in elections (see Falguera et al 2014). 
5 Furthermore as of yet there are no post-conflict states that restrict foreign direct investments, which place 
governments in a vise between interests that want economic development and their own self interests to restrict it 
(see Ohman 2014 in Falguera et al 2014).    
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In addition to material resources, foreign sponsorship can provide for advisors and 

expertise. Advisors and consultants provide organizations the education and training required to 

build cadres during their transition to political parties (Vanneman and James 1980). These allow 

organizations to adopt the organizational technology of their sponsors and learn important skills 

such as negotiation, coalition behavior, and campaigning. Aside from political consultants, 

several sponsors explicitly send militias and enforcers to aid parties with their security during 

transition. These militias provide a source of stability, allowing parties to forego the costs 

associated with funding wartime protection without wartime resources. Though the influxes of 

these militias do cause breakouts of conflict, they tend to be much shorter than the civil wars that 

preceded them.6 This provides former rebel organizations the ability to thwart potential spoilers 

who would otherwise be able to prohibit their conversion to political party. Several sponsors also 

provide specialized welfare through personnel in the form of doctors, lawyers, educators, and 

civil servants. These professionals provide educational and humanitarian influence allowing 

organizations to provide selective incentives for party membership and participation.  

Sponsors can also provide sanctuaries for rebel development and safety for individuals 

too important to lose to repression or transitional justice. During civil wars, sanctuaries provide 

rebel organizations a home base that – at least in theory – protects them from repression and 

retaliation of government forces, allowing insurgents to form bureaucratic functions outside of 

an active warzone (Salehyan 2007; 2011). Following a negotiated settlement sanctuaries provide 

amnesty for organizational figures that are too important to both the sponsor and to the agent 

organization to lose. While protected by amnesty, individuals can continue to support and 

6 see the Cedar Revolution in Lebanon 2005 – 2008; Fatah – Hamas Conflict in Gaza; al-Mahdi insurrections 2008-
2009; Constitutional Crisis of Cote D’Ivoire 2011; Constitutional Crisis of Comoros 2007; Constitutional Crisis of 
Mali 2012 – 2014; 
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develop the movement from their headquarters in the host country.7 This includes developing 

human capital in the form of expatriates, who can lobby for policies that increase the likelihood 

of party success at home.  

1.2 Developing Ties to Constituencies  

A second process involved in  rebel-to-party transformation is the development of ties to 

constituencies. Loyal constituencies are not only mobilized as voters on election day, they fulfill 

important roles for political parties throughout a system’s electoral and legislative cycles. 

Constituencies provide electioneering services such as fundraising, advertisement, and 

management (services that rebel cadres, trained to fight a conflict, may not be proficient at or 

willing to provide) (De Zeeuw 2007). These loyal constituencies can also provide candidate 

pools that can be used in electoral districts where running a revolutionary member may not be 

optimal.8 District based systems emphasize the use of personalities, thus voter preferences are 

largely determined by the individual attributes of the candidate, specifically their experience, 

education, occupation, zeal, and their role in the civil war (Allison and Alvarez 2011; Ishiyama 

and Marshall 2013).9 Lastly, reliable constituencies provide the “muscle” movements need to 

maintain enforcers, militias, or terrorists that deter supporters of other parties as well as mobilize 

votes by threat of force (Weinberg 1991). Some political parties require muscle due to the 

7 Thomas Nimely the leader of the Movement of Democracy in Liberia (MODEL) did not participate in the 
transitional justice proceedings in Liberia and has not been indicted for war crimes. Instead, he is a party leader of 
the Congress for Democratic Change whose foreign office is in Philadelphia, PA. Several former rebel leaders in 
Liberia have been granted amnesty in the United States, Nigeria, and Guinea and participate in party politics from 
sanctuary HQ.  
8 The strategic placement of candidates first and foremost requires district-based electoral lists (Gallagher and Marsh 
1988; Cammett and Malesky 2012).These include Single Member District – Plurality, Mixed Member District 
Systems, Open List Proportional Representation, and Single Member District Round-Off.  
9 Former rebel parties strategically place their candidates in districts based on the likelihood of success not on the 
moral grounds of the revolution (Allison and Alvarez 2011; Ishiyama and Marshall 2013). Furthermore, recent 
studies of the Unified Communist Party of Nepal – Maoists (UCPN-M), United Tajik Opposition (UTO), Farabundo 
Marti Liberacion Nacional (FMLN), and Guatemalan National Revolutionary Unity (URNG) find that rebel parties 
use members of reliable constituencies in areas where winning is unlikely but the costs of not running a candidate 
are still quite high (Allison and Alvarez 2011; Ishiyama and Marshall 2013).        
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institutional constraints they face in general elections, whereas others use their muscle 

strategically based on whether or not violence conveys a stronger message than legal nonviolent 

methods (Hamilton 1978; Crenshaw 1981; Weinberg and Pedahzur 2003; Danzell 2010).  

It is important to remember that many rebel groups provide some form of loot–based 

selective incentive to solve the collective action problem (Lichbach 2005; Le Billon 2009). 

Though these types of payments are readily available during war, the availability of funds as well 

as the incentive structure of the former rebels themselves changes following a negotiated 

settlement. Though some members of a rebel group may become members of a political party’s 

cadre, most rebels return to their farms and businesses following the war, which either makes 

them too uninterested or disenfranchised in volunteering for something as mundane as 

campaigning for elections (Booth 1984; Doyle and Sambanis 2002). This requires that 

transitioning rebel organizations must produce loyal constituencies through clientelistic payoffs 

and services. Clearly, these programs significantly add to the monetary and labor costs of rebel-

to-party transformations. Suffice it to say, once more rebel organizations with foreign 

sponsorship should be better equipped to supply constituencies with jobs and clientelistic 

services than those that depend on resource capture and domestic legitimacy alone.  

As mentioned above, sponsor investments into infrastructure development and politically 

connected shell companies provide ways for rebel parties to launder monetary support from 

abroad. In this symbiotic relationship, sponsors receive both a voice in the national dialogue and 

the infrastructure required to pursue economic goals, while rebel parties receive a front from 

which to produce loyalty through employment and funding through investment.    

Another innovation of post-conflict sponsorship has been the provision of services by 

[international] nongovernmental organizations (NGO, henceforth). More proxy parties use 
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humanitarian services to outbid and undermine public support for competitors by providing 

access to resources governments cannot provide following civil wars (Clark 1999; Thachil 

2014).10 Foreign sponsors have a history of providing material support, development aid, and 

humanitarian aid through non-governmental organizations, charities, and religious institutions 

(Clark 1999). These services allow organizations to rebrand themselves by adopting the 

legitimacy of those that provide the aid (Thachil 2014). Recent research suggests that parties that 

provide social service provisions through the use of NGOs are far more likely to capture 

supporters from other parties and develop long-term relationships with those constituencies 

(Chavez-Metoyer and Saint-Germain 2009; Thachil 2014).11 So much so that beneficiaries of 

these services were also far more likely to mobilize constituency support on the party’s behalf 

from election to election (Thachil 2014). NGO services are banned in three post-conflict 

countries: East Timor and Pakistan – whose ban only applies to religious organizations – and 

Cambodia whose bans apply to all NGO services not approved by the monarchy (Hurtado 2010; 

Ufen 2014).  

1.3 Legitimacy or Sponsorship? 

Generally speaking, most of the work on transformation has argued that political 

legitimacy is critical for rebel groups to be considered viable for electoral competition. To date, 

much of the scholarship has based on a limited selection of case studies and anecdotal evidence 

from post-conflict environments in Angola, Bosnia, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Liberia, Mozambique, 

10 Weinstein (2007) and Mampilly (2011) both explain the importance of market incentives on organizational 
survival. According to Humphreys (2005) and Kalyvas (2006) civilians join movements based on basic security 
needs, often times whoever approaches and protects them first. Clark (1999) and Thachil (2014) both find that 
parties can use NGOs as a means of providing much needed services to rent seeking constituencies.   
11 Saint-Germain and Chavez-Metoyer (2009) research focuses on the mobilization of NGOs by FMLN, URNG, and 
FSLN. These NGOs’ provisions for women and children helped mobilize previously untapped constituencies.  
Thachil’s (2011; 2014) research focuses on religious and conservative party support in India. He finds that 
opposition parties that traditionally cater to higher castes have been increasingly able to amass popular, lower caste 
support at the polls. Through the use of INGOs and NGOs these parties have been able to capture constituents that 
would normally vote for the National Congress, Communist Party of India, or Marxist-Leninists.  
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Nepal, and Sierra Leone (Allison 2006; Manning 2007; De Zeuuw 2007; Soderberg-Kovacs 

2008; Lyons 2013). Therefore much of the current theory advocates some form of path-

dependency, where party development is dependent upon the political origins of the movement 

(Manning 2007; Manning and Smith 2013) and/or the group’s management of the civil war 

(Allison 2005; Lyons 2005; de Zeeuw 2007).12  Path dependent theories do make some sense in 

this regard, as there are legacy effects attached to an insurgency’s behavior and management of a 

civil war (Collier 2004; Mueller 2006; Weinstein 2007).13  

However, the political legitimacy story cannot explain how organizations develop human 

capital and ties to constituencies nor can it explain how illegitimate organizations associated 

various war crimes are able to become prominent political parties. Political origins  may explain 

an organization’s leadership qualities and political connectedness, but it cannot explain of how 

former allegiances or affiliations before a war can be converted into the monetary capital and 

personnel required for development during peace. Likewise, a group’s management of a civil 

war does not necessarily equate into administrative qualities for political party development. 

Organizations that engaged in resource wars, genocide, and scorched earth campaigns still 

become political parties and still win competitive elections. Furthermore, resources, wealth, and 

recruitment gained during the civil war are not necessarily available during the peace, again the 

story cannot account for who transforms and who doesn’t. 

The principal focus of this dissertation is developing an explanation as to why some rebel 

organizations transform and thrive as political parties while others do not. I argue that foreign 

12 This also includes the behaviors of other organizations that contaminate the revolution and carry out missions 
under your name. For instance, Al Qaeda of the Islamic Maghreb (AQIM) infiltrated and contaminated the Taureg 
insurgencies in Mali and Niger inviting intervention from abroad. A similar contamination effect can detract from a 
rebel group’s transformation into a political party even one that has developed a fairly coherent identity and 
solidarity with potential future electoral constituency. 
13 There are clear validity issues when future events are explained exclusively by history and not by time specific 
shocks that affect decision-making in the present (Hyde et al 2008; Matsubayashi and Rocha 2013).   
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sponsorship provides generalizable explanations for the development of human capital and ties to 

constituencies by former rebel parties following negotiated settlements. Furthermore, this 

dissertation argues that there are different types of sponsors that provide different forms of 

organization capital. Authoritarian and Semi-Authoritarian backed organizations gain Leninist 

technologies that provide them the administrative qualities to emerge, survive, perform, and 

impact national politics. Quantitative analyses produce support for the central theory across a 

sample of 112 rebel organizations in 49 countries from 1980 – 2014.  

1.4 Summary of the Dissertation 

This dissertation attempts to understand a simple question, why do some organizations 

develop into emerging political parties after negotiated settlements while others do not, despite 

having similar incentives to do so?. Development is a loaded term in the study of civil war, 

peace, and democratization, unpacking development requires testing several hypotheses in the 

transitional process from rebel group to functioning political party. The processes empirically 

tested include emergence, persistence, electoral performance, and governance.  

Chapter 2 provides a review of the endogenous theories of rebel-to-party transformations, 

including the constraints new parties face and how internal capacities of these groups affect their 

ability to overcome these obstacles. Chapter 3 provides the central theory of the dissertation that 

different types of sponsors provide different pathways and strategies to the development of party 

elites, cadres, and constituencies. From these theories, I develop a set of testable hypotheses 

regarding the emergence, persistence, performance, and impact of rebel parties following 

negotiated settlements.     
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Chapter 4 provides a research design, including an overview of the data, variables, and 

methods used to analyze the development of rebel parties.14 The chapter starts with a description 

of the structure of the panel data used in the dissertation. The second section provides descriptive 

statistics and construction of the dependent variables to be studies in each chapter. The third 

section provides the operationalization of the independent, control, and robustness check 

variables. The chapter concludes with information regarding qualitative cases used in each 

analysis chapter, consisting of rebel protégé parties in Guatemala and Lebanon.  

Chapter 5 and Chapter 6 feature the first two disaggregated forms of development, 

referring to the emergence and persistence of party organizations following a negotiated 

settlement. These transitional processes are part of the intraparty development of rebel parties: 

the ability of groups to muster resources for electoral competition and the ability to manage and 

resolve disputes between factions. The central argument tested in these chapters is that 

organizations with authoritarian sponsorship will be more likely to emerge as parties following 

negotiated settlements than those with democratic sponsorship or no sponsorship. Emergence 

will be studied using both binary logit and difference in difference models.  Persistence referring 

to the duration-based lifespan of a party, will be studied using Gompertz-Makeham, Cox-

Proportional, and Kaplan-Meier hazard models.  

Chapter 7 features the third and fourth disaggregated forms of development, referring to 

the performance of rebel parties in elections and the impact these rebels have national-level 

development when they gain representation. Electoral performance will be tested in two different 

ways: 1) the ability of groups to maximize votes and gain representation and 2) the ability of 

groups to negotiate their way into receiving executive power. These sections empirically test the 

14 All models control for Robust-Clustered Standard Errors. Statistical Significance will be measured at the 
∗ ! ≤ !0.10!;!∗∗ ! ≤ 0.05;!∗∗∗ ! ≤ 0.01. Model performance will be measured using R2, Psuedo-R2, and Royston-
Adjusted-R2 depending on model specification. 
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argument that each type of sponsorship provide technologies that equate to different electoral 

and coalition-building results.  

Chapter 8 concludes the dissertation with an overview of the findings and the impact of 

rebel parties on our understanding of political development and decay, presenting avenues for 

future research. The central finding in this piece is that there is an inverse relationship between 

the political development of a sponsor and the political development of a protégé party. Rebel 

organizations with authoritarian sponsors are far more likely to emerge, survive, and perform 

than those with democratic sponsors or those lacking sponsorship. This finding is particularly 

interesting given the push in recent years by some scholars to sponsor the transition of rebel 

organizations into viable political parties (see Carothers 1999; 2006; Coyne 2007; Hoeffler 

2012). Policy wise, the findings suggest that this push to sponsor party development has largely 

been in vain, organizations with democratic backers like the United States, France, Israel, 

Turkey, India, Costa Rica, Solomon Islands, and Australia were far less likely to develop than 

their authoritarian counterparts. Furthermore, parties with democratizing sponsors like Russia, 

Indonesia, Thailand, Pakistan, Liberia, Democratic Republic of Congo, Zambia, Nicaragua, 

South Africa, and Panama also experienced disruptions in their development. Though the 

findings are worrisome, they do provide an incentive for future comparative research into the 

role of sponsorship in the development of viable rebel parties. The piece concludes with several 

different pathways for this future research agenda to take. 
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CHAPTER 2 

DETERMINANTS OF REBEL PARTY DEVELOPMENT 

In this chapter, I review the existing literature on constraints facing rebel groups as they 

transform into political parties. Much of the existing literature, albeit limited in amount, has 

tended to emphasize social and political constraints (or those environmental factors that affect 

the transformation process identified in chapter 1), or the organizational legacies of the rebel 

group (or the internal features of the rebel organization) (see in particular the work by Manning; 

also Le Billon 2009; Basedau and Lay 2012). However, as I will argue, an important part of the 

transformation process of rebel groups, involving the development of management capital and 

links to constituencies, which has been generally ignored by the literature, is also vitally affected 

by connections to foreign sponsors.  

In this chapter then, there are two major parts, 1) a literature review of the environmental 

constraints, internal organizational factors, and foreign sponsorship that affect rebel-to-party 

transformations and 2) a general theory and set of testable hypotheses of the piece that will be 

analyzed in later chapters.  

2.1 Constraints 

All negotiated settlements are compromises between belligerents that attempt to end a 

conflict through demilitarization and integration of rebel forces into the political, economic, and 

militaristic spheres of society. Rebel organizations attempt to make critical changes to the 

political system and the military, whereas government forces attempt to keep as much of the 

status quo as possible. As with all compromises, the players rarely get everything they want, 

forcing these parties to adapt to remain successful and survive. Unlike rebel defeats and 

victories, negotiated settlements provide rebel groups many different opportunities to become 
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political parties (or not). Therefore much of the initial choice to decide to compete is based on 

the constraints of entry associated with a political transformation. Whether or not those costs can 

be overcome are often dependent on the capabilities of the organization following civil war. 

2.1.1 Institutional Constraints 

The features of a settlement, directly those involving electoral institutions, are 

particularly important for understanding the fate of rebel organizations. According to much of 

the literature, costs of entry are measured primarily by electoral formulae (Horowitz 1985; 

Hartzell and Hoddie 2007). Different opportunities are created by proportional representation 

systems versus plurality systems, affecting the calculation of whether a rebel group can gain 

access to office (which will of course also be based on whether the groups support is 

geographically concentrated or diffuse). Generally speaking, PR provides easier access to entry 

for political competitors than plurality systems or high threshold PR systems (for an overview, 

see Ishiyama 2012). Further, as Cammett and Malesky (2012) note, PR systems also have the 

advantage of having lower organization costs, in that parties that form national lists are much 

easier to develop because the party is not burdened with recruiting candidates for individual 

districts, for instance. Thus electoral systems should affect the decision to transform into political 

parties, with PR systems more likely to lead to rebel group transformations into parties than 

otherwise. 

There are certainly variations that further distinguish the fundamental differences 

between PR and district based plurality elections, one of them being electoral list structure. 

Closed, national-lists promote the entrance of new political parties especially following conflict, 

more so than district-based open-lists (Cammett and Malesky 2012). This is because PR-Closed 

Lists promote competition based on collective or organizational identities (e.g. parties) whereas 
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district based systems emphasize personalities. This should mean, as several scholars have noted, 

that PR-Closed List systems should promote the entrance of political parties into competition, 

whereas district based systems may invite individuals to compete (potentially as independents) 

and not parties (Ishiyama 1997; Hale 2006). 

Another basic distinction is the average district magnitude (Mozaffar et al 2003; Cammett 

and Malesky 2012). Until recently the differences in district magnitude have been simply coded 

as a PR and FPTP dummy (Hartzell et al 2001; 2003; Roeder and Rothchild 2005). Though it is 

true that district magnitudes are indeed higher in PR than plurality systems, there are large 

variations across post-conflict PR systems. For instance, there are many post-conflict states that 

use PR but keep district magnitudes so low, that the system is really driven by plurality than by 

proportion (Mozzafar et al 2008). Clearly there is a difference between a PR system with an 

average district magnitude (ADM) of 20 or more and one with an ADM of 3. Mozaffar et al 

(2003) and Cammett and Malesky (2012) find that systems with higher district magnitudes are 

far more likely to entice new parties to join political systems by increasing the likelihood of 

success.  

Other power sharing agreements such as institutional guarantees of representation 

(guaranteed seats in the legislature or ministerial portfolios) or military reintegration are also part 

of settlements that can affect the calculation as to whether to become a political party (Nillson 

and Soderberg-Kovacs 2012a; 2012c).15  Both provide guaranteed access to power and resources, 

which should make the transition to becoming a political party easier (Nillson and Soderberg-

Kovacs 2013). However, there is not a consensus as to whether providing access or guarantees 

15 Perhaps the most expensive costs are those associated with security, especially if an organization must pay 
wartime costs without wartime resources. Indeed, many organizations dissolve, merge, or return to the bush in the 
time leading up to the first elections: where distrust of government commitment is high and the organization’s 
vulnerability is at its highest (Walter 1999; 2002;  Paris 2004; Svensson 2007; 2009; Nooruddin and Flores 2011).   
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will make it more likely a group develops into a political party. On the one hand Hartzell et al 

(1999) and Hartzell and Hoddie (2007) argue that power sharing provisions promote the success 

of the settlement in promoting peace, and for Manning (2007)  after such settlements there is a 

greater likelihood of rebel groups transforming into parties. On the other hand some have argued 

that inclusion and guarantees actually raise the likelihood of the breakdown of the peace and 

future war (Roeder and Rothchild 2005). Institutional guarantees present an incentive to rebel 

again, using the movement’s ability to negotiate through violence as a means to collectivize mass 

support and gain political power (Roeder and Rothchild 2005). It also supplies a long-term 

credible commitment problem that allows rebel leaders to act like partisans in the short run but 

mobilize the movement when demands are not met in the long run.16  

2.1.2 Social Constraints 

The structure of incentives for rebel party emergence should be affected by whether it can 

capitalize on existing issue-cleavages. Although broad domestic appeals should lead to better 

party performance (Chandra 2004; Weinstein 2007; Posner et al 2010) larger organizations run 

the risk of being riven by factionalism and dissolution (Horowitz 1985; Panebianco 1988). 

Therefore there is a tradeoff within parties between inclusiveness and cohesiveness. 17 

Organizations that attempt to maximize inclusiveness risk factionalism, while those that attempt 

to maximize cohesiveness risk marginalization. Therefore there are two fixed costs at work here, 

16 For instance as part of the Moro National Liberation Front’s negotiated settlement with Philippines in 2003, it was 
supposed to receive guaranteed representation and candidate selection in the Liberal Party (LPP). Three of the 
central leaders were elected to the House of Representatives in 2006 and three of the central leaders became 
governors and mayors in predominately Moro LPP controlled areas. This granted the central committee legitimacy 
both with its followers and with the government, and increased its national standing in 2010. However, in 2013 
gubernatorial and mayoral elections, the general secretariat lost his seat to another member of the LPP, thus starting 
the recent resurgence of the MNLF.  
17 After years of electoral success the Sandinistas (FSLN) have become one of the most inclusive parties in Latin 
America, however it has become so inclusive that there are now three different factions of FSLN. The factions 
participate in elections under a single label (thus far) but are in competition with one another in government. These 
include the moderate Marxist-Leninist faction (Cuban backed), the populist faction (Venezuelan/Panamanian 
backed), and the revolutionary vanguard (Russian backed).   
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the costs associated with maintaining and capturing constituency sponsorship, as well as the 

organizational costs associated with the level of inclusiveness.   

The extent to which a constituency is relevant may be greatly affected by political 

institutions (Ordeshook and Shvetsova 1998; Mozzafar and Scarritt 2003; Posner 2004; Cammett 

and Malesky 2012). It is widely held that systems with proportional representation (PR, 

henceforth) and lower electoral thresholds increase the relevance of voting blocs (Lijphart 1984; 

1996; Hartzell et al 2001). However, voting blocs can be quite successful in gaining 

representation in single-member district first-past-the-post systems if the bloc is highly 

concentrated within districts and are able to attract attention of larger, more relevant parties.18 

Generally, there are three main types of cleavages upon which parties base their appeals: 

economic class, denominational/confessional, and ethnicity (Gunter and Diamond 2003). 

2.1.2.1 Economic Inequality 

The presence of impoverished or disenfranchised laborers provides new rebel parties the 

constituents they need to compete at the national-level (Lipset and Rokkan 1967).  Indeed much 

of the work on inequality argues that relative deprivation increases the success of opposition 

parties and movements (Lipset 1960; Di John 2005; Esteban and Ray 2006; Boix et al).19 

Likewise, some argue that parties provide the only form of upward mobility in impoverished 

societies (Lipset and Rokkan 1967; Ishiyama 2012; Lyons 2013).20 Furthermore there seems to 

be a legacy effect of party backing, where constituencies continue to vote for parties that 

supported them even if it is not in their current self-interest to do so (Reilly 2008; Thachil 2014). 

18 For instance, though the Shan people of Burma are considered an ethnic minority nationally, they are highly 
concentrated within eleven electoral districts and command a sizeable minority in several other districts leading to a 
sizeable electoral success [64 seats] for the Shan National Congress Party in 2013 parliamentary elections. 
19 Inequality is the institutionalized asymmetric distribution of wealth (Cederman et al 2014) 
20 Some argue that this is conditional upon whether the concentration of these constituencies is rural-agriculture or 
urban-industrial (Lipset and Rokkan 1967; Booth 1984; Booth and Seligson 2007). Rural constituencies are 
generally much less active in political participation and civic engagement (Bratton et al 2005; Booth and Seligson 
2007). 
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Disenfranchisement occurs across all identities and are often the most sought after votes 

following a civil war. Capturing economically or politically disenfranchised constituencies  

requires a broad popular appeal and a political ideology that can potentially resonate with an 

entire population. 21 Although Jeremy Weinstein (2007) argues that organizations with broad 

popular appeals are most likely to politically develop into viable organizations following a civil 

war, this inclusiveness comes at a price. During civil wars, the most inclusive rebel groups often 

suffer from a lack in mobilization and fighting capacity (Allison 2006; Weinstein 2007). 

Following civil wars inclusive organizations enjoy short-term success at the cost of long-term 

party splits, fractionalization, and dissolution (Panebianco 1988; Van Biezen 2003; Allison 

2013).  

2.1.2.2 Ethnic Cleavages 

Identity issue-cleavages provide potential constituents for mobilization. Like poverty and 

inequality, ethnicity can be either be fixed or malleable depending on the salience of the 

cleavages (Posner 2004). When ethnic identities are fixed, the identities within a system are 

usually predetermined and enforced by some genetic or territorial code (Horowitz 1985; Connor 

1993). In these systems constituents are beholden to their identity, a specific set of grievances, 

and a list of acceptable programs that other ethnicities do not share (Horowitz 1985). Therefore 

in these systems constituencies rarely defect from the organizations affiliated with their group’s 

survival and rarely cooperate with other, competing ethnic identities (Kauffman 1996; Sambanis 

and Shayo 2013). When ethnic identities are malleable, individuals change their identities based 

21 Much of FMLN’s political success has been its rebranding following civil war from a peasant and indigenous 
movement to a working and middle class mass party. Unlike URNG, which remained firm to its revolutionary 
identity, FMLN established a broad popular appeal to include those most likely to vote. This did cause a period of 
brief factionalism and a party split in 2000 and a reformation in 2002. Following URNG’s split in 2000 the party has 
been in complete disarray whereas its former partner, the inclusive UNE is a ruling party.  
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on salient cleavages and the political gains associated with their allegiance to an ethnic group 

(Posner 2004; Posner et al 2010).  

 In ethnically polarized societies the ability of a political party’s ownership of a specific 

ethnic base may mean the difference between becoming a ruling party or not surviving (Posner et 

al 2008). In ethnically heterogeneous societies the ability for a party to benefit from one group 

depends largely on the distribution of that constituency and the district magnitude (Ordeshook 

and Shvetsova 1994; Mozaffar et al 2003). In highly heterogeneous societies parties are required 

to have a popular label that can attract voters from several groups (Chandra 2004; Posner 2004; 

Posner et al 2010). 

2.1.2.3 Religious Cleavages 

Denominational constituencies also provide an important political cleavage that can be 

mobilized for electoral support (Kalyvas 2000). Much like ethnicity, the effectiveness and 

reliability of religious support is at least somewhat dependent upon electoral institutions (Janda 

1989). A common occurrence in post-conflict societies is secularized constitutional parameters 

that block parties from declaring a religious identity or platform (Persson et al 2006; Chapman 

and Roeder 2007).22 The difference between proportional representation and FPTP may also 

affect the success of a religious political party (Janda 1989). Generally, PR electoral systems 

have been argued to be better for religious parties due to their ability to secure votes across 

multiple ethnic and ideological groups (Lijphart 1984; Hartzell et al 2001). FPTP systems on the 

other hand are usually less conducive to religious political parties because high electoral 

thresholds tend to produce inclusive moderate parties (Horowitz 1985; Mainwaring 1995; 

Chandra 2003).     

22 For examples of constitutions see Bulgaria, Burundi, Cote d’Ivoire, Burma, Armenia, Bangladesh, Malaysia, 
Djibouti, Somaliland, Macedonia, Nepal, Bhutan, Uganda,  

19



Again, subtle differences in electoral rules and geographic concentration can have 

important effects on the success of parties that have an exclusively ethno-religious base (Janda 

1989; Ordeshook and Shvetsova 1994). Though Cote d’Ivoire’s current constitution currently 

restricts religious parties, Muslims and Catholics are geographically concentrated in a way that 

the three major parties are able to retain the religious base without using a religious identity in 

elections. Therefore the Rally of Republicans (CIRR) which includes former rebel groups 

Forces-Nouvilles (FNCI) cater to the Muslim north, whereas the Popular Front (FPI) and 

Democratic Party (PDI) represent the Catholic south. In Burma’s FPTP system, ethno-religious 

groups are given incentives to form parties for regional Hluttaw elections, but are restricted from 

using religion in national Hluttaw elections.23 Essentially, this means that rebel parties dependent 

upon religious constituencies are restricted to regional elections and must either boycott or form 

alliances with approved parties for national elections.  

Generally, religious parties tend to perform well during times of national crisis. Recent 

research suggests that religion has a greater intensifying effect on conflict than ethnicity and 

ideology (Svennson et al 2006; Greig and Diehl 2012). When conflicts become sectarian, 

elections become sectarian too, producing grievances that continue throughout democratization. 

Although all revolutionary platforms create grievances, sectarian parties are more susceptible 

due to their lack of cohesiveness and malleability. Religious parties tend to suffer from a lack of 

cohesiveness between opportunists (that see the organization as a vehicle for power) and zealots 

(that see the organization as a vehicle for the word of God) (Panebianco 1988). When religious 

23 Burma’s civil war was split into two major conflict theatres. The Jihad War in Rohingya and Western Burma was 
started in 1962 after Buddhism was made the national religion. The Ideational War started in 1974 after the breakup 
of the Communist Party of Burma by the Junta government. In the negotiated settlement of 2010, rebel groups were 
given the chance to form political parties based on identity in their regional elections and based on ideology in 
national elections. Some rebel parties like the National Shan Democratic Party are able to compete in both, whereas 
Rohingya State Council (ARIF) and Pa Nationalist Party (PNOP) are only able to compete in regional elections.   
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parties lack cohesion they are susceptible to stagnation. Stagnation occurs when conservative 

elements of a party structure become entrenched and are unwilling to evolve with the changes in 

a political system (Van Biezen 2003). Stagnation can be particularly destructive, especially if 

voters can find parties that offer similar policy goals without a religious label.  

2.2 Internal Features  

Not all organizations are able to become political parties following a civil war. Indeed, an 

organization’s capability to fight in a guerilla war may not necessarily equate with electoral 

capabilities (Doyle and Sambanis 2002, Allison 2006; Ishiyama and Batta 2011). Yet as Carrie 

Manning (2004; 2007) and Michael Allison (2006) argue, rebel groups are not any different from 

the other potential competitors in post-conflict societies. Likewise, rebel groups are often limited 

by similar institutional and infrastructural limitations that their competitors do following civil 

wars (Meernik and Kang 2005). Like any new political party, a rebel party’s emergence should 

be dependent upon solving the collective action problem under the restrictions of a post-conflict 

environment (Reilly 2008; Klapidor 2009). 

Political parties are vote-maximizing organizations that actively recruit candidates for 

political office (Janda 1993; Sartori 2005). Thus every party requires loyal and active 

constituents to survive. Many organizations are required to change themselves after a conflict to 

appeal to moderates and rent-seeking opportunists (Allison and Alvarez 2011; Ishiyama and 

Marshall forthcoming). However, every former rebel organization has a reliable-natural 

constituency that not only identifies with the group, but also actively supports and participates in 

a group’s functions. Therefore the likelihood of party emergence is not necessarily the type of 

constituencies that back them but the popular appeal or relevance of the organization in the 

voting “selectorate” (Posner 2004; 2010).  
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2.2.1 Ideational Appeals 

According to Jeremy Weinstein (2007), rebels organized around ideational incentives are 

more likely to politically develop and are more likely to establish appeals across cleavages. The 

political development of these ideational organizations is due to their ability to recruit reliable 

human capital (Weinstein 2007; Ishiyama and Batta 2011). Thus instead of training a band of 

looting thugs, ideational organizations tend to educate recruits in a trade that allows them to 

provide services and upward mobility following a civil war (Weinstein 2007; Mampilly 2009; 

Ishiyama and Batta 2011).24 In short, ideational organizations provide services that allow them to 

attract and retain constituencies despite disadvantages they may have in fighting capacity and 

monetary capital (Klapidor 2009; Reilly 2012; Thachil 2014).   

Ideational organizations are also administratively advantaged to emerge as political 

parties at a discount of the capital that other potential competitors have to pay (Weinstein 2007). 

First, ideational groups do not need to completely overhaul their organizational platform or 

manifesto. Rebel organizations with an ideational message tend to create very comprehensive 

and transparent manifestoes of their goals, policy inputs, and leadership (Klapidor 2009; 

Ishiyama and Batta 2011; Ishiyama and Marshall 2013). Second, ideational organizations tend to 

have political wings that are separate from their military wings. Indeed, Allison and Alvarez 

argue that military successes of rebels during a war do not correlate with electoral success 

following the war (Allison 2006; Allison and Alvarez 2011). In fact there seems to be an exodus 

of political trust away from rebel organizations that do make territorial gains during civil war.25 

24 There are many educational programs that ideational groups employ. Many organizations teach their members to 
engage in vocational trades, education, agriculture, medical care, and politics. See All Burma Students Democracy 
Front, Farabundo Marti Liberacion Nacionale, Unified Communist Party of Nepal–Maoists, Dauschkayun Nagorno-
Karbakh Movement,     
25 Several works have found that territorial gains during war do not correlate to district gains in electoral 
competition; see Carrie Manning (2004), Michael Allison (2006), Ishiyama and Marshall (forthcoming). 
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Electoral success becomes a possibility for organizations that can divorce themselves from the 

war. 26  Finally, ideational organizations are inclusive. Unlike identity organizations whose 

recruitment strategies intentionally exclude non-ethno-religious members, ideational platforms 

appeal to constituencies across social cleavages (Chandra 2004). Essentially, this means that 

ideational organizations have a natural constituency of 1, with the potential to appeal to the entire 

electorate.  

2.2.2 Identity Appeals 

The emphasis of many of identity-based civil wars becomes looting of resources denied 

to disenfranchised groups by the conventional political economy (Buhaug and Gates 2009; 

Basedau and Lay 2009). Thus groups organized by identity have higher fighting capacity, but 

also higher levels of one-sided violence alienating groups that may be beneficial to their cause. 

Indeed, Weinstein (2007) argues that organizations that solve the collective action problem 

through the use of resource looting are far less likely to develop. Despite their lack of 

organization during civil war, identity rebel groups have emerged as powerful political parties 

(Horowitz 1985; Kalyvas 1999; Chandra 2004; Posner et al 2010). For some organizations this 

transition is made through the creation of their own label, whereas others have required adoption 

from a stronger political party or list. The literature too, seems to be split in debate about which 

groups are likely to become political parties (Horowitz 1985; Chandra 2004; Posner et al 2010).  

According to the bloc-voting theory, identity organizations attain power with 

constituency reliability over relevance (Horowitz 1985). Thus party emergence is most likely in 

groups with smaller, more reliable constituencies that are more likely to participate in 

electioneering. Therefore these organizations do not need to invest in their human capital nor 

26 Rebel organizations divorce themselves from the revolution in three main ways: identity change (see Ishiyama 
and Marshall 2013), strategic candidate placing (Ishiyama and Marshall forthcoming), and candidate renovation 
(Allison and Alvarez 2011).  
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their platform, rather their success is dependent upon guaranteeing full turnout of their 

constituency in elections (Horowitz 1985). Guaranteeing a percentage of the total vote provides 

organizations a competitive edge even if they themselves cannot meet electoral thresholds, but 

able to attract the attention of potential coalition clients (Horowitz 1985). Organizations with 

particularly large constituencies must invest a great number of resources to capture their own 

supporters. It also requires more payoffs to solve the collective action problem, without a 

guarantee of participation 

According to mass-voting theory, identity organizations achieve power through 

constituency relevance: allowing parties to bridge electoral support across multiple social 

cleavages (for ethnic parties see Chandra 2004; Posner 2012; for religious parties see Kalyvas 

1996; 1999). Thus party emergence is most likely in organizations that command a sizeable 

proportion of the voting selectorate (Chandra 2004; 2008). Kanchan Chandra’s study of ethnic 

parties in India, finds that identity parties are only successful when their candidates can attract 

voters from other groups. Thus only organizations with a large ideologically moderate 

constituency base can fulfill the electioneering needs of ethnic and religious parties. Similarly, 

religious parties have been unable to retain membership against ideational opponents, requiring 

them to broaden their popular appeal to compete against their rivals (Kalyvas 2000; Adams and 

Somer-Topcu 2009). This seems to follow a shift in political ideology in many democratizing 

states away from niche parties toward vote-maximizing parties (Zelniker and Kahan 1978; 

Adams et al 2006).  Daniel Posner’s study of ethnic parties in Africa similarly argues that no 

constituency is reliable, as interests of voters change over time. Thus the ethnic parties that 

emerge are those that are evolutionary and large enough to mold the interests of other 
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constituencies in their favor. Essentially ethnic organizations emerge and survive only when they 

are salient. 

If political parties are indeed vote-maximizing organizations, then those that are most 

likely to emerge and develop are those with the voters and manpower to win. Essentially this 

means that organizations should strive to construct broad, popular appeals across different 

constituency groups (Chandra 2004; 2008). Therefore groups that are more inclusive to other 

constituencies should have an upper hand against [rebel] party organizations that actively 

exclude members based on ethnic or religious identity (Adams et al 2001). Exclusion is also a 

factor in ideological organizations: The URNG in Guatemala for instance, restricted its 

candidates and party membership to veterans of the civil war in 1999. The UNE on the other 

hand – which was the political wing of the URNG – split and became its own inclusive label in 

2000. The URNG is on the precipice of complete dissolution and the UNE is a successful 

political party. Inclusiveness provides organizations the manpower to operate party offices, 

persuade other constituencies to join them, and win elections. 

2.2.3 Resource Mobilization 

All political parties require two things: “stuff” with which to build parties and political 

support from some constituency, which involves linking the party with members of an electorate 

(Reilly and Nordlund 2008). Successful transformations require several different forms of 

resources to overcome the costs of entry into a political system. This project makes a very 

simple, yet generalizable argument: transformation of a rebel organization into a viable political 

party is dependent upon capturing loyal followers and rent-seekers, thus requiring organizations 

to provide public goods and services to attract them. Indeed, the transformation of a rebel group 

into a viable political party can be an expensive one, requiring organizations to capture resources 
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required to be viable political competitors and buy political legitimacy (Reilly and Nordlund 

2008; Soderberg-Kovacs forthcoming). 

How do former rebel organizations solve the collective action problem without restarting 

the civil war? Much of the previous literature does not address this question, focusing on a 

group’s final decision to adapt to, evade, or exit a post-war political system based on their 

previous political experience (Manning and Smith 2013), administrative capability (Allison 

2005; Lyons 2005), and organizational cohesion (de Zeeuw 2007; Soderberg-Kovacs 2008; 

Woldemarian 2012). Classically, the question of the collective action problem has been reserved 

to understanding how rebels finance selective incentives during the civil war (Humphreys 2005; 

Kalyvas 2006; Weinstein 2007). Indeed Jeremy Weinstein (2007) argues that the way rebels 

finance selective incentives has long-lasting effects on the human capital of an organization and 

their ability to reign in members after war ends. Likewise, Beth Whitaker (2013) argues that 

rebel finance structure may affect organizational behavior including their treatment of the 

civilians both during and after the conflict.27 

 Though the resource capture argument is one of the most robust findings in the study of 

civil war onset and duration, in most post-war cases the ability to capture national natural 

resources is moot.28 Following almost every negotiated settlement, resources and territory 

captured by rebel groups are returned to state control (Joshi and Darby 2013). Furthermore there 

are often electoral controls in place that restrict the use of state resources for funding party 

operations. Though these organizations may be better funded during the war, their dependence 

27 According to several scholars, the treatment of civilians during the war may greatly affect the likelihood of 
electoral support a party receives after the war is over and thus the type of institutions present after the war (Allison 
and Alvarez 2011; Whitaker 2013; Ishiyama 2014; forthcoming). As the civilian population becomes more useless 
to a group to the goals of the group, the incentive to cease one-sided violence against civilians decreases (Whitaker 
2013). 
28 See Collier and Hoeffler (2002; 2004): States with weak governments and plentiful natural resources are likely to 
experience reversion into civil war due to the incentives to renege and the short term benefits of capturing resources. 
Thus resource capture is an unlikely method of financing a political party following a negotiated settlement. 
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on a natural resource may be detrimental to their survival in electoral competition, especially if 

they no longer control the tap (Weinstein 2007).  

Even when rebels are permitted access to resources through power sharing agreements, 

they still must face the organizational derivatives of the resource curse (Ross 2001; 2012). First 

and foremost, access to natural resources marginalizes and disintegrates the connection between 

an organization and its constituents by decreasing the importance of constituency support for 

political and economic success. This is especially the case in FPTP systems, which traditionally 

favor labels built around individual personalities than national platforms. Access to rents allows 

individuals to amass power without loyal constituencies (Ross 2012). Second, access to natural 

resources produce internal fractionalization within organizations between those that want access 

and those that wish to strategically use the resource to fund the party. For constituencies the goal 

quickly becomes resource maintenance rather than building a platform built around resource 

funding (Wallich et al 1960; Madhavy 1971). This disconnect grows stronger when success in 

elections does not trickle down to quantifiable changes at the voter’s level. In short, resources 

create a disconnect between the party’s goals and the membership’s goals. Third, natural 

resources create incentives for spoilers and factions to capture control of the tap through violence 

in a get rich quick mentality (Yates 1996; Collier and Hoeffler 2004). Collectively, disconnects 

between party strategies and constituency goals create risk averse organizations entrenched in 

preserving the status quo than building on their funding (Shambayati 1994; Ross 2001; 2012). 

In order for resource mobilization to be effective, it must be able to provide the resources 

needed to maximize outbidding while minimally affecting the internal cohesiveness of 

organization itself. Resource rents provide quick political capital at high risk. The political 

capital produced from controlling rents is so strong that almost every negotiated settlement 
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directly places measures to restrict players from benefitting (Joshi and Darby 2013). Furthermore 

many post-conflict states write campaign finance laws that severely prohibit the use of rents for 

party development. Even when organizations gain access to revenue from rents, they have to be 

strong, formalistic, and cohesive organizations to not fall victim to the resource curse 

themselves. 

2.2.4 Domestic Support 

Recently, much of the organization-level research has focused on grass-roots support, 

taxation, and bush bureaucracies (Weinstein 2007; Mampilly 2009; 2012; Reno 2011). The 

argument being that constituency experiences during the war should reflect on their political 

behavior and the organization’s performance in post-war political competition. Organizations 

with effective administrative skills should be more likely to transition themselves into parties 

that are able to effectively engage in clientelistic strategy (Mampilly 2009). Likewise, 

organizations affiliated with legal political parties and activist organizations should be able to 

attain political legitimacy and capture constituencies through association (De Zeeuw 2007; 

Manning and Smith 2013).  There are consequences to remaining attached to a domestic sponsor 

following a civil war. First, domestic sponsorship is only valuable if it lends the credibility 

needed to meet electoral thresholds or negotiate a position in the government, if maintaining a 

domestic partnership leads to electoral failures, then there is no rational reason to remain 

connected to them. Second, domestic sponsorship requires a perpetual principal-agent contract 

where one is always doing the bidding for the other, this does not leave much room for an 

organization to develop its own set of ideals and platforms to run on, instead it forces them to 

help their partner win on their dime. Finally, much like rents, domestic sponsorship may cause 

28



disconnects between the party officials who may want to build their own collective identity and 

the constituents that want to maintain access to the partnership tit.    

Recent research by Michael Allison (2006; 2010; 2013) and Macartan Humphreys and 

Jeremy Weinstein (2008), suggests a mass public ambivalence for former rebel organizations 

after wars are over.29 Rebel parties often become a hindrance to and a liability for pre-existing 

political parties especially given lack of credible commitments and the anemic nature of brutality 

during the war (Allison and Alvarez 2011; Soderberg-Kovacs forthcoming). This requires rebel 

organizations to spend much of their resources on rebranding, especially if they are abandoned 

by like-minded political affiliates. For instance, many communist backed organizations 

abandoned the people’s revolution and the vanguard altogether, for more moderate labor party or 

social democrat platforms (see MPLA; FMLN; UNE; PFLP; UML). An inevitable precipitate of 

rebranding is factionalism, which sometimes becomes bloody separations as opportunists join the 

government forces and hardliners return to the bush (Doyle and Sambanis 2004; Klapidor 2009). 

Another inevitable consequence is placing candidates that may not be representative of the 

natural constituencies most likely able to electrify the party base (Allison and Alvarez 2011). 

The dichotomy here is that even organizations are able to amass domestic support, may in fact 

alienate the best fighters, guerillas, and cadres into becoming their enemies.  

Domestic sponsorship provides costly, organic capital at variable risk. The political 

capital of domestic sponsorship can be robust, but only if organizations are able to convince 

constituents to be active members of the party structure and goals. Essentially, this means 

providing access to patronage and selective incentives to retain support over long period of time. 

Furthermore it requires many organizations to rebrand their party identity and label to something 

29 Some researchers would argue that this is more of a mass exodus from rebel organizations to preexisting political 
parties. This requires organizations to change their candidate selection or party identity to better their electoral 
legitimacy (see Allison and Alvarez 2011; Ishiyama and Marshall 2013; forthcoming) 
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that may put new membership at odds with the heroes of the revolution. However, much like 

resource rents, constituency rents are finite and provide temporary gains. 

2.3 Discussion 

This dissertation has been inspired by recent and classical works of the transition of 

states, organizations, and individuals following civil wars. Particularly inspiring have been new 

advancements in the analysis of rebel-to-party transformations, which have provided the internal 

and external requisites for party development following civil war. However, as stated in the 

previous chapter, one factor has been glaringly missing from the analysis of these 

transformations, foreign sponsorship. Foreign sponsorship provides flexible and robust support 

for rebel organizations , providing the assistance insurgencies need to develop human capital and 

ties to constituencies at a time when existing socio-economic factors are not in their favor 

(Salehyan 2012). The next chapter provides the central theory and a set of testable hypotheses for 

this dissertation. I propose that foreign sponsorship plays a pivotal role in the formation, 

survival, performance, and impact of rebel parties following civil war settlements. Furthermore, 

the chapter argues that the regime types of the foreign sponsors largely determine the efficacy of 

sponsorship. The power of sponsorship is largely in the adoption of Leninist technologies than 

the wealth or resources at the sponsor’s disposal. In this argument, I propose that authoritarian 

and semi-authoritarian sponsors not only have incentives to develop rebel protégé parties, but 

also are better equipped to provide the administrative and managerial skills required for 

insurgent parties to gain prominence.  
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CHAPTER 3  

FOREIGN SPONSORSHIP 

Foreign sponsors provide access to resources that are often unavailable following a civil 

war, allowing rebel organizations to potentially outbid preexisting parties for constituent support, 

thus rebel organizations that are sponsored by foreign backers will be more likely to transform 

into political parties than organizations that do not possess such connections.30 Following 

negotiated settlements, foreign sponsors must delegate insurgencies to become protégé parties 

that are better equipped to produce friendly governments after civil war.31 

Fundamentally, delegation occurs when principals supply and train an agent to do their 

bidding for them (Varshney 2003). Generally, delegation has become the go-to form of 

producing political changes in other states, especially as the costs of interstate war continue to 

increase (Asal et al 2003; Zacher 2010). Through delegation foreign sponsors attempt to install 

friendly governments, check their adversaries in government, and/or check their 

potential/enduring rivals that support the target government. Though desired results may be years 

down the road, gaining access to the national dialogue provides sponsors special, internal 

capabilities to produce change from within. In these principal-agent contracts, both players 

usually stand much more to lose if these contracts do not provide results.  

The successful development of a proxy insurgent organization into a protégé party should 

be partly a function of the delegate’s salience to the security interests of a sponsor. Indeed, 

sponsors have incentives to strengthen their delegates when there are existential threats present 

to either the sponsor or to the proxy organization (Cunningham et al 2009; Salehyan 2010; 

30 Foreign sponsors may also be in the form of displaced populations and corporations, but in the context of this 
dissertation, I focus primarily on state sponsorship of insurgencies and protégé parties.   
31
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Salehyan et al 2012). This is especially the case if poor performance of a delegate is likely to 

harm the sponsor’s interests directly. Proxy organizations that are salient delegates should 

receive more funding and support for clientelism than those whose success/failure are not salient. 

External sponsors have incentives to remain connected to their agents and develop them 

into powerful political organizations. Indeed, many principal-agent contracts require rebels to 

remain connected through all conflict processes (Saleyhan et al 2011; 2012). Through external 

sponsors, political parties receive both militaristic and logistical support needed to become 

strong, whereas sponsors receive a political ally that can affect political and economic relations 

between the states. Indeed, one of the main reasons sponsors engage in proxy wars is to install 

friendly governments in place of competitors that threaten their survival.  

The long-term security interests of a sponsor should affect their willingness, resolve, and 

intensity of support toward friendly party organizations. Enduring rivals engage one another on a 

regular basis to gain information, increase audience costs, as well as open an opponent's 

floodgates for lower levels of intrastate violence (Senese and Vasquez 2008; Findley et al 2010; 

Vasquez 2012;). Given the long-term costs associated with participation in enduring rivalries, 

these states tend to be more susceptible to insurrection than any other politically relevant dyads 

(Azal et al 2003; Findley, Piazza, and Young 2010). Indeed, rival states tend to invest in extra-

state actors like pirates, terrorists, mercenaries, and insurgents to gain access to unconventional 

capabilities (Sambanis 2008; Findley et al 2010; Dugan et al 2007). However, transforming these 

unconventional capabilities into legal political parties requires expensive long-term investments 

to the peace and development of their post-conflict rival. Despite the increased costs, sponsors 

involved in an enduring rivalry have increased incentives to have friendly voices within the rival 

government, especially if having a voice in the national dialogue can end or weaken a rivalry.  
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Much like an enduring rivalry, the threat of a bloody civil war diffusing into a sponsor’s 

own borders is an existential threat that may compel sponsors to develop parties that can stabilize 

the geo-political situation. Civil wars are innately international often involving the constant flow 

of refugees, resources, and rebels across borders (Gleditsch et al 2008; Salehyan 2009; Kalyvas 

and Ballcells 2010). Indeed, when the remnants of the previous civil war begin crossing a 

sponsor’s borders the risk of existential threats grow, immensely. When these existential threats 

occur it is in the state’s interest to mobilize all existing capabilities to survive (Waltz 1967; 

Mersheimer 2001). One of these existing capabilities may be the organization(s) it supports in 

the country of interest, which it can mobilize either militarily or politically depending on the 

results needed (Asal et al 2003). If a sponsor requires a situation to be destabilized a proxy is will 

be mobilized to fight, if a sponsor requires stability then protégé party development may be key. 

As with all forms of principal-agent relationships sponsorship carries with it certain risks 

that can endanger both the agent and the principal if success is not achieved. Adverse selection 

refers to information asymmetry between the principal and the agent, as to the capabilities of the 

organization and their reliability to follow a contractual agreement (Varshney 2003; Saleyhan 

2010).32 The degree of adverse selection affects the level of involvement of a principal. Agency 

Slack refers to behaviors of a proxy organization outside of the bounds of a contractual 

agreement after delegation. Agency slack dictates the willingness of a principal to break a 

32 The Cuban-MPLA contract is a classic example of adverse selection (Vanneman and James 1983). Cuba’s lack of 
knowledge in the military capabilities and reliability of MPLA required them to take more responsibilities against 
Portuguese forces and later against UNITA (Millar 1980). Although MPLA was well organized administratively, it 
was consistently outmaneuvered by UNITA and had lost control of much of the country between 1974 and 1991. 
This required Cuba to send 10,000 advisors, mercenaries, and troops into the conflict used on a regular basis to 
relieve MPLA soldiers on the front lines (Millar 1980; Vanneman and James 1983).  

Politically, MPLA was also not as invested in the thought of communist revolution. In 1991, MPLA made 
concessions to several adversaries including the FNLA, SWAPO, and UNITA. MPLA also abandoned its 
revolutionary identity for democratic-socialism in 1992. MPLA has also become a pro-labor mass party. It no longer 
uses Marxist-Leninism as its party platform. The negotiated settlements with FNLA and UNITA in 1992 were also 
not part of the contract with Cuba. This is particularly important given the amount of involvement and investment 
Cuba made into Angola’s independence and revolution.  
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contract. As in any contractual agreement, principals screen, monitor, and threaten agents to 

constrain them to the acceptable behaviors of a covenant (McCubbins and Schwartz 1984; 

Cunningham et al 2008; Saleyhan 2010).  

Foreign Sponsorship provides rebels long term, robust political capital at low risk. 

Unlike capital revenues from domestic sources, foreign sponsorship requires a contractual 

agreement that both sides have incentives to uphold. Along with a long-term connection, 

sponsors provide a diversified portfolio of political capital including personnel, money, security, 

training, NGO services, foreign direct investment, and humanitarian aid. Furthermore, 

sponsorship allows organizations to buy the political support they need to meet electoral 

thresholds without alienating its base.      

3.1 Different types of foreign sponsors have different effects on transformation 

According to Huntington (1962, 44 – 47; 1968, 402) the most powerful influences that 

organizations can experience is regime change within a nation attempting modernize them: 

regime change in one state causes social and institutional change in another.33 When a state 

sponsor’s institutions move toward personalization, groups are able to gain entry without 

associating with established parties or engaging in established procedures that separate those 

with legitimacy from those that do not (Huntington 1968, 402). Rebel organizations sponsored 

by these regimes learn to challenge authority, challenge preexisting procedures, and develop 

weak, highly fragmented party structures (Huntington 1968; 402). Organizations that learn from 

formalistic, institutionalized societies are socialized very differently. These organizations are 

taught that there are established institutional structures, mechanisms, and gate-keepers that 

restrict or “slow down entry of new groups through a process of political socialization,” where 

33 The origins of this dissertation’s general theory appear in Samuel Huntington’s (1968) seminal work “Political 
Development and Political Decay,” that develops the ideas of institutionalization and institutionalized learning. 
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elites earn their keep from experience in “less powerful positions and the peripheral, semi-

political organizations (Huntington 1968, 402 – 403).”  These organizations learn that “new men, 

new viewpoints” that have been filtered through the political periphery are the agents of political 

change (Huntington 1968, 403). 34   

3.1.1 Democratic sponsors focus on electoral processes 

Liberal democracies do not have much to lose if their proxies are not supported in 

elections. Often democracies can negotiate with just about any political party or governing 

coalition to fulfill their interests. Sponsoring a proxy party is inherently undemocratic behavior, 

so instead of politically developing an organization, democracies tend to provide broad support 

in an attempt to maximize fairness. Essentially this means that a proxy’s competitors are often 

just as likely to benefit from post-settlement democratic sponsorship as the proxy is. 

Democracies are also inherently bad at developing strong organizations, instead they tend to 

focus on macro-level institutions, independent personalities, and individual-level voters.     

Democratic sponsors prefer to support strong, independent personalities that are able to 

capture informed voters and produce majoritarian appeals (Hale 2006). Democratic sponsors 

advocate for completely decentralized political systems, placing upward mobility and hierarchy 

in the hands of anyone willing to become a political elite (Glaeser et al 2007; Coyne 2008). 

Decentralization favors individual candidates whose loyalty to factions, parties, and party leaders 

is optional, creating free agents that are not beholden to any one political ideology and caucus 

based on which coalitions maximize their representation over time (Carothers 1999; Acemoglu 

and Robinson 2006c; Katz and Crotty 2006). Liquidity of political elites should produce hardship 

34 Syria and Iran both institutionalized protégés in Lebanon through AMAL and Hezbollah. Both organizations have 
adopted similar bureaucratic structures and strategies from their sponsors. AMAL adopted Syrian secularism and 
multi-sectarian coalition building strategies. Hezbollah adopted a highly centralized revolutionary bureaucratic 
structure, where all party activities are organized around closeness to Allah (see Hamzeh 2006). 
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for former rebel parties, requiring them to invest much of their capital in satisfying free agent 

demands, while also abandoning unpopular revolutionary ideologies important to the party’s 

base (Grossman and Noh 1994; Acemoglu and Robinson 2006a; Allison and Alvarez 2011). 

Liquidity also severely hampers a party’s ability to recover from electoral defeats, reducing 

incentives for elites, cadres, and candidates to return to the party (Simmons et al 2006).  

Democracies also have a long history of sponsoring kingpins that are dependent upon 

their support to remain in power (Cordoso and Faletto 1979; Robinson 1996; Schmitz 1999; 

Acemoglu et al 2012; Ahmed 2012). France, India, Australia, Ghana, and the United States are 

particularly guilty of backing corrupt rebel kingpins who control strategic territories, economic 

centers, and/or access to resources. 35 In almost all of these cases, the rebelling faction is centered 

on a personality and lacks any real political organization. Without active aid and sponsorship, 

these factions often fail, dissolve, or are ousted from power by other personalities.  

More personalized democratic sponsors also prefer to establish binding contracts, placing 

restrictions and demands for the way their aid is used (Salehyan 2010; Cunningham et al 2012). 

These contracts are easier to enforce with singular personalities than with complex organizations.  

Historically, these contracts have been associated with confusion over the possibility of further 

development, the path of development, and the timetable for development goals to be met: 

“increased communication that generate demands for more modernity than can be delivered 

(Huntington 1968, 406).” Indeed, confusion creates stress, stress creates division, and division 

causes party death (Pannebianco 1988). 

There are a few benefits to democratic sponsorship, but these require well-funded, 

cohesive organizations that are able to retain constituencies loyal to them during the war. 

35 Notable examples include Francois Bozize, Jonas Savimbe, Gnassingbe Eyadema, Said Mohamed Souef, Sodiri 
Ahmed, Francis Ona, Paul Kagame, Michael Aoun, and Altaf Hussein.   

36



Democracies advocate voter maximization and specialization through NGO services like voter 

education in an attempt to legitimize elections with massive turnouts (Gleditsch and Ward 2006; 

Glaeser et al 2007; Nishikawa and Hall 2015). This could be potentially beneficial to a protégé 

party, if they are able to mobilize this human capital for themselves. However, democratic 

sponsors are rarely selective in their choice of voters to maximize, instead they provide universal 

support to all potential voters, which may undermine the ability of a democratic protégé to outbid 

government parties (Alvarez et al 2000).  

The direct consequence to voter maximization is that spoilers may be better equipped to 

emerge in elections than the democratic protégé themselves. Democracies, however have far less 

to lose if their protégé don’t become successful political parties. Democratic security interests are 

fulfilled with installment of democratic institutions that follow many negotiated settlements. 

Electoral institutions increase the audience costs of state aggression, especially when that 

aggression targets other democracies (Russett and Oneal 1999; Bueno De Mesquita et al 2005). 

Backing a political party is beneficial for a democratic sponsor if it can lead to insider status with 

a specific economic interest.36 Democratic sponsorship tends to be more of a macro-level 

endeavor, providing training to electoral commissions, broad monetary assistance, and 

educational opportunities to voters. Whereas authoritarian sponsorship tends to be focused on the 

structure and development of the organizations that systematically run the government and 

economy (Ishiyama 1997; 2001).37  

3.1.2 Authoritarian Sponsors focus on electoral outcomes 

36 These contracts and cooperative relationships can often be made with any party. 
37 One need not look past recent occupations in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Bosnia to know that democracies rarely 
develop strong organizations to run the political systems they install, instead the strongest organizations are those 
supported by authoritarian sponsors.     
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Authoritarian states generally have the most to lose if they do not “have a horse” in a 

democratic race, due to the direct security threats that autocracies face from democratic 

governments (Enterline and Greig 2005; Enterline and Linebarger forthcoming). Indeed, when 

democratic governments are installed in regions classically controlled by despots, autocracies 

cooperatively gang up on the democracy using non-state actors as vehicles for change (Enterline 

and Greig 2005; 2009; Dugan et al 2007; Findley et al 2010). However, autocratic sponsors can 

forego violence if they are able to protect their interests through the electoral and coalition-

building process.  

Unlike their democratic counterparts, autocracies favor the institutionalization of strong, 

well-structured protégé organizations (Kitschelt 1999; Ishiyama 2001). Like all organizations, 

rebel groups have certain institutional norms that they use to structure administrative relations 

between leadership and the rank and file, providing the basis for rebel management of electoral 

resources and their management of government (Downton 1976; Weinstein 2007). These 

Leninist technologies are partly developed by the organizations themselves when they chose their 

ideological platform and by the environment of competitors and salient cleavages (Clapham et al 

1998; Weinstein 2007; Reno 2011). Organizations also derive a great deal of their organizational 

technology from their day to day interaction with their sponsors (Huntington 1968; Vanneman 

and James 1980; Kitschelt 1999; Kalyvas and Ballcells 2010), who depending on their regime 

type offer different strengths for electoral competition after a negotiated settlement. 

Even the most despotic leaders cannot keep power through violence and fear alone. Often 

the indiscriminant actions of the most repressive leaders help mobilize the rebel organizations 

that initiate their untimely demise (Mason and Krane 1989; Kalyvas 2006). Despots require 

several different strategies coupled with repression to keep power and deter potential state and 
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non-state spoilers (Boix and Svolik 2013). Indeed, survival as a despot requires negotiation, 

compromise, and deal brokering with those that have an innate interest to do them harm (Smith 

et al 2011; Smith and Bueno De Mesquita 2012). Requiring despots to mobilize their resources 

in ways that sustain access to power through building a coalition of elites, specializing them to 

control the state apparatus.  

The elites in despotic regimes are organized hierarchically and follow a very formalistic 

power structure. These regimes excel at developing highly specialized individuals: concentrating 

the most power in the smallest number of coalition members possible (Bueno de Mesquita and 

Smith 2011). Every elite is bred or selected with a purpose in the autocratic structure, each with a 

mandate of their own to ultimate power and each with a specific function within the inner circle.  

Semi-Authoritarian systems tend to have some democratic institutions, but centralize 

power around a large coalition of competing elites. Therefore most “anocratic” systems are 

controlled by a massive party apparatus that governs through a network of politically connected 

individuals. These politically connected elites gain preferential treatment in the economy and 

upward mobility through the ranks of the organization. Even on the local level, membership to a 

political bloc provides access to upward mobility and patronage (Ishiyama 2012; Lyons 2013). 

Much like autocracies, power is often maintained by both negotiation and fear, but like 

democracies blood is politically and economically expensive, especially in open-anocratic 

systems where elections dictate which elites become government leaders. These systems often 

encourage competition between the factions of the governing organization, which incentivizes 

these factions to maximize their representation in government posts.  

The elites in these semi-authoritarian systems are organized hierarchically, but follow a 

competitive and mobile power structure. Unlike despotic regimes, elites are chosen based on 
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their competitiveness and their merit, requiring the channels of succession to be relatively broad 

(Geddes 2002; Svolik 2009).38 The success of semi-authoritarian regimes relies on  maximizing 

the performance of elites through their branding, campaigning, and clientelistic strategies. These 

characteristics are particularly important for former rebel parties that often experience a mass 

exodus of constituent support following a civil war and need new ideas and programs to mobilize 

support.  

H1: Organizations with authoritarian and semi-authoritarian sponsors will be more 
likely to emerge and develop as political parties than those with democratic sponsors or 
no sponsors. 

3.2 Sponsorship and Protégé Party Persistence 

Generally, democratic regimes can negotiate with just about anyone in power to achieve 

the economic goals they desire in post-conflict environments (Ndikumana and Boyce 2010). 

Authoritarian regimes, on the other hand, usually have more to lose if their proxies do not 

survive, losing their access to the national dialogue of a state that may pose a security risk. 

Therefore unlike their democratic counterparts, authoritarian sponsors should provide their 

agents with the administrative skills required to create strong formalistic parties that are resilient 

to splits and fractures. Aside from electoral and governing advantages, these fundamental 

technologies are also particularly important for party homeostasis. Homeostasis is an extremely 

costly problem for many rebel parties that intentionally gloss over internal divisions during civil 

wars only to expose them in the post-war period (see Hammond 1998; Boudon 2001; Allison 

2006; 2009; 2013). Therefore the ability of groups to prevent party factionalism is essential to 

the lifespan and development of a party. 

38 The journey from cadre to executive committee member tends to be diverse in these systems/organizations. Elites 
prove themselves in several different capacities before having a chance to enter the executive committee or polit-
bureau. See UCPN-M and FMLN.  
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Rebel protégé of autocratic regimes should adopt strong leadership cadres, formalistic 

organizational structure, and superb negotiation skills. Formalistic technologies institutionalize 

norms that centralize leadership roles and mobility, placing faction interests below those of the 

party and the individual. Centralization does this by fusing individual motives with the success 

of party leadership, fostering the party’s role as the vehicle for upward mobility. Although 

centralization should reduce the likelihood of party failures by limiting individual allegiances to 

factions, autocratic-backed groups still experience intraparty disputes. The duration of these 

disputes and their total effect to the health of a party organization should be reflected by the 

negotiation and brokering skills rebel parties adopt from their sponsors. Indeed, the ability to 

resolve intraparty disputes may require leaders to amass clientelistic incentives, broker patronage 

deals, shuffle elites through government positions, all while using the state and party apparatuses 

to enforce consequences (Acemoglu and Robinson 2012; Ghandi and Przeworski 2007; Svolik 

2009). Compromise can be a powerful tool to retain party membership, but can also be used for 

building electoral coalitions that can be used to solve party crises and recruit new cadres.  

Semi-authoritarian technology produces a decentralized mobility system under a 

competitive brand-oriented hierarchy, placing upward mobility in the hands of the individual 

actor. Therefore semi-authoritarian technologies fuse political incentives of the individual with 

other like-minded elites to produce factions. However, organizations that place upward mobility 

in the hands of cadres are likely to experience issues with party cohesion (see Panebianco 1988; 

Table 3.1: Administrative Norms by Sponsor Regime Type 

Democratic Sponsor !"#$%$#&'(!!"#$%! > !"#$%&'! > !"#$% > !"#$"%&ℎ!" 

Autocratic Sponsor !"#$%! ≥ !"#$"%&ℎ!" > !"#$%$#&'(!!"#$% > !"#$%&' 
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Van Biezen 2003).39 As elites and factions become more specialized and maximize their 

influence, they seek access to more power, producing intraparty disputes that may escalate to 

party schisms and failures. Elites and factions may form their own parties or cast away dead 

weight within the party. Despite the increased risks of party disputes, semi-authoritarian 

technologies also provide the skills needed for the recovery, resurrection, and survival of parties 

after disputes take place. Party splits and failures require organizations to rebrand their image 

and electoral platform to not only advertise solidarity and strength to the populace, but also 

produce cooperation with likeminded parties and detente with factions that split.  

H2: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to persist, than 
organizations with democratic sponsorship or no sponsorship.  

3.3 Sponsorship and Protégé Electoral Performance 

For each regime type there are different goals for their protégé, which are dependent 

upon the sponsor’s political, economic, and security interests in the host state. Despots, 

anocracies, and democracies all have something to lose if their interests are not represented in a 

post conflict state, but as previously stated, authoritarian governments have far more to lose if 

they do not have access to the national dialogue and are unable to set an agenda that increases 

their own chances of regime survival. Therefore authoritarian and semi-authoritarian sponsors 

have incentives to maximize representation of their proxies, but provide different technologies 

and emphasize different goals for them to achieve.      

Winning post-conflict general elections requires that party organizations develop popular 

appeals, broad clientelistic strategies, and issue-based campaigns. In legislative elections, post-

conflict voters focus on economic and social problems, whereas post-conflict presidential 

39 Both Panebianco and Van Biezen argue that intraparty factions produce internal disputes over who is better 
equipped to maximize voter mobilization. This creates a feedback loop, where  factionalism limits cohesion, poor 
cohesion limits electoral performance, and poor turnout leads to party disputes, splits, and failures.  
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elections emphasize the importance of stability, crime, and corruption (Romero 2007; Acemoglu 

et al 2009; Hoddie and Hartzell 2010; Booth et al 2015).40 Generally, voters are attracted to 

strong masculine personalities that are able to accomplish tasks, thus parties with more 

authoritarian structures and strategies are more likely to produce pluralist candidates (see 

Rosenwasser and Dean 1989; Huddy and Terkildsen 1993). 41  Part of this task-oriented 

distinction is communicative, through the speeches, campaign promises, and clientelistic 

strategies employed by parties in lieu of elections (Wang and Kurzman 2007; Nichter 2008). Yet, 

perhaps the strongest force behind agent image is the reputation gained from experience and 

capacity to implement policy (Wang and Kurzman 2007; Weitz-Shapiro 2012).42 A growing 

literature on the candidate selection of rebel parties suggests that authoritarian-backed rebel 

groups like Cuban-backed FMLN in El Salvador and the Chinese-backed CPN-M in Nepal have 

already started enforcing agent stereotypes, recruiting candidates that can achieve popular 

appeals, are experienced policymakers, and can easily separate themselves from the revolution 

(Allison and Alvarez 2011; Ishiyama and Marshall 2013 respectively). The FMLN and the CPN–

M despite their foreign assistance operate in political systems with marginal clientelistic returns, 

increasing the importance of task-oriented stereotyping.  

In terms of the translation of administrative technologies toward electoral issues, 

authoritarian sponsored parties have favorable characteristics for post-conflict voter preferences.  

The goals for a tyrant and his elites are to place avowed proxies in active government roles, 

because anything else may result in an existential threat to their personal survival. With this in 

40 Presidential elections also favor parties that can attach these issues to experienced and charismatic personalities 
(Hale 2006). 
41 These findings also suggest that work regarding voter stereotypes is generalizable to post-settlement systems, 
particularly in reference to the policymaking capabilities of parties and candidates. 
42 Weitz-Shapiro (2012) argues that clientelistic incentives and vote buying have marginal returns in many 
democratizing systems and only ensure the turnout of a specific type of voter. Weitz-Shapiro (2012) instead argues 
that voters are attracted to those that can maximize policy outcomes with limited resources, finding that most voters 
are likely to vote for efficacy even when their votes have been otherwise “bought” by other parties.  
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mind, autocratic sponsors have incentives to develop their proxies into strong hierarchical parties 

that select and run specialized avowed elites for national office. Autocratic protégé should 

concentrate clientelistic strategies around getting elites into executive power rather than 

maximizing legislative representation. A direct consequence of concentrating on elite 

specialization is that there are less resources spent on other avowed candidates and thus less 

representation in government. This is an acceptable cost for autocratic sponsors as long as they 

gain access to governing coalitions. Leaders of semi-authoritarian states, on the other hand,  base 

their success off maximizing the number of like-minded elites in government (Geddes 2002; 

Svolik 2009). This process is done through bloc/faction primaries or selection committees tasked 

with appointing these positions. In each case the process is similar, candidates must have a 

competitive edge to attain the seats/appointments they want. Therefore a semi-authoritarian 

protégé targets voting constituencies with clientelistic services to maximize their representation 

in government. A direct consequence of maximizing representation is a lack of resources and 

attention toward coalition building, which may be acceptable to an anocratic sponsor if 

commanding the opposition can deter the government from acting against it. 

H3: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to gain 
legislative representation than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

H4: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to gain access 
to executive power than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

H4a: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to win 
presidential elections than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

3.4 The National Impacts of Rebel Parties 

Sponsors shape their agents to serve a functional purpose in the democratization of a 

state, capturing constituencies according to their control of capital and role in class struggles 

(Przeworski 2005; Acemoglu and Robinson 2006; Ansell and Samuels 2010; Ahlquist and 
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Wibbels 2012). Democratic sponsors caring about the processes of democratization and 

democratic consolidation will likely affect their willingness to support a rebel party in electoral 

politics. Authoritarian sponsors caring about democratic outcomes will likely stiffen their resolve 

to produce strong rebel parties in post-conflict elections. Yet, the strategies that protégé parties 

employ for reelection and regime survival may have long-term effects with regard to the 

economic and political development of a post-conflict host nation. 

As junior statesmen, former rebel governors need to overcome a dearth of issues 

following a civil war that all too often lead to the conflict trap (Collier and Hoeffler 2004; 

Meernik and Kang 2005). Successful rebel statesmen must have the ingenuity to make reforms 

on key issues that resonate with their voters and followers as well as deter potential spoilers. 

Indeed, the stakes are considerably high for the junior statesmen of former rebel parties as 

failures in economic performance can quickly lead to the reoccurrence of civil war (Wood 2003; 

Walter 2004; Meernik and Kang 2005). Hence, junior rebel statesmen must be able to make 

quantifiable reform and growth in a relatively short amount of time; in an environment that lacks 

the infrastructure and the human capital needed to jumpstart economic growth (Meernik and 

Kang 2005; Hoeffler 2012). What little human capital is available, are experienced in violence 

and often lack the ability to play nice with others in a developing workforce (Popkin 1979; 

Blattman and Annan 2014). Without effective economic reforms, security, and consolidation; 

revolution and organized crime quickly become the only game in town (Blattman and Miguel 

2010; Nussio and Oppenheim 2014).  

Democratic sponsors are historically associated with strengthening democratic process 

rather than political outcomes. Where plural democratic competition between groups produce 

policies respective of public preferences, increasing the costs of engaging in revolution. Thus 
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democratic process begets security, development, and peace. On the other hand, one of the 

principal characteristics of authoritarian protégé parties is that they are institutionalized with 

autocracy in their DNA. They have the tools required to enforce laws and guarantee peace and 

political survival through legal and extralegal means. They are also beholden to sponsors whose 

security interests favor electoral outcomes that install autocratic institutions in democratizing 

states.  

Rebel parties should be the instruments of political decay in new post-war democracies 

and should be more likely to hamper the development of liberal democratic institutions and 

norms (Huntington 1968). Despite being better equipped for electoral competition, rebel parties 

are incentivized to produce policies, structures, and gate-keeping institutions that keep them in 

power. Post-conflict systems that include rebel parties will likely experience longer peace 

durations, but stunted democratic development as rebels win more seats in the national 

government.  

H5a: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will produce longer peace 
durations as their representation in government expands. 

H5b: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be less likely to democratize
over time. 

H5c: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be less likely to experience
democratic consolidation. 
.   

3.5 Discussion 

The next chapter provides the research design for this dissertation. The research design is 

separated into five sections. The first section provides a summary of the electoral panel data used 

to analyze rebel party emergence, representation, and democratic turnover. The second section 

defines the dependent variables and provides some descriptive knowledge of their variation and 
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distribution in the data. The third section defines the explanatory independent and control 

variables that enter this study. The fourth section provides an overview of the types of analyses 

used in each chapter and a discussion of differencing methods in panel analyses. The fifth section 

provides a brief overview of the case studies that will be used for qualitative analysis and process 

tracing in this dissertation.  

Chapters Five, Six, and Seven provide the quantitative and qualitative analyses for the 

hypotheses developed in this chapter. Chapter Five provides an analysis of party emergence in 

national elections following negotiated settlements. Chapter Six analyzes the persistence of rebel 

parties following civil war using survival analyses. Chapter Seven quantitatively analyzes rebel 

party performance in electoral politics and substantively analyzes the impact of rebel 

representation on peace duration and democratic consolidation. These analyses chapters’ results 

are also tested through a set of robustness checks provided in the appendices.  
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CHAPTER 4 

RESEARCH DESIGN 

This dissertation attempts to understand the development of rebel parties following 

negotiated settlements. A party in this study is identified by the minimalist definition of Janda 

(1980): an organization that pursues a goal of placing its avowed representatives in government 

positions. A rebel party is a former insurgent group that has transformed itself into an 

organization that actively recruits, selects, and runs avowed candidates for government office 

under its own label. The central theory of the dissertation is that foreign sponsorship has an 

immensely strong effect on the short-term and long-term development of these new parties. 

However, to fully understand the development of a rebel party following a negotiated settlement 

and achieve external validity over time and space, one needs to disaggregate the development 

into its constituent parts. These constituent parts include emergence, staying power, 

performance,  and governance, which are the dependent variables of the study. This chapter 

provides a research design of the data structure, variable construction, research methodology, 

and case selection used in the analysis chapters to test the hypotheses.  

4.1 Using Election Panel Data to study Party Development and National Impact 

The data were selected from the Uppsala-PRIO Conflict Data Project of identified 

negotiated settlements (Wallensteen and Pettersen 2014). The Uppsala-PRIO Conflict Data 

Project (UPCDP, hereafter) has identified 117 negotiated settlements in around 50 countries. 

From this data, I find 112 organizations that form negotiated settlements with government forces 

or otherwise adhere to the terms brought forth by a negotiated settlement.43 From this sample are 

43 About ten cases are excluded from the original set of cases due data restrictions, conflicts with no organizations 
present, and statistical outliers that are so far out of the sample of cases that inclusion may skew results and add 
extra error to the models. Some cases that have occurred from 2008 – present were added to the analysis including 
Niger, Mali, and Burma.  
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four outliers, which were dropped from the data. This sample was then merged with the Non-

State Actor Database (NSA, henceforth; see Cunningham et al 2009) and then disaggregated by 

foreign supporters with explicit connections to the organization during the civil war. After this 

disaggregation I used the Correlates of War and Polity IV databases to collect data specific to the 

sponsors themselves. Following a re-aggregation of the data, each organization-year panel 

received a percent authoritarian sponsorship value.  

The majority of the data are structured as election panels following a negotiated 

settlement. This data consist of 397 unbalanced election panels across 49 countries and 108 rebel 

organizations that signed a negotiated settlement or adhered to settlement provisions, forming the 

first unit of analysis: organization–election-year. Panel data was chosen do to the time 

constraints of the dependent variable: organizations need not emerge unless there are elections 

for them to run their avowed candidates in. Panel data also allows the researcher to hone in on 

the time-specific shocks that affect the behavior of these organizations.44 Furthermore, it 

provides a template for more parsimonious modeling allowing for multi-level analysis and the 

control of constant, time-invariant variables. Multilevel analysis is of particular importance in 

this project due to the different sources of political resources and entry costs associated with 

party emergence. On the national level are the resources that party organizations compete for and 

the conditions that highlight which constituencies are available for mobilization. On the 

organization level are the structures that affect a party’s ability to utilize resources and mobilize 

voting constituencies. Lastly and perhaps most importantly, are the international relationships 

between organizations and foreign sponsors through which organizations have the potential to 

receive far more resources.  

44 Analyses will include both the static and conditional fixed effects models. Static models will include the time 
invariant legacy variables and the conditional fixed effects models will drop them.  
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All emergence and party development data were garnered from several election archives 

and encyclopedia resources of political parties. Information on party emergence and party 

development came from two main sources. Manning and Smith’s (2013) supplies the emergence 

data for the first elections following the end of a civil war. For organizations that emerge during 

later elections, I used three party encyclopedias: Political Parties of the World (2009), Handbook 

of Political Parties (2006), and the World Encyclopedia of Political Systems and Parties (2006). 

These sources were also beneficial in designating when parties and former rebel organizations 

split to form their own political labels and their performance in legislative elections.  

4.1.1 Emergence 

Emergence is analyzed using a binary dependent variable, measuring whether or not a 

party actively engages in electoral competition after civil war, hence [DV=pr(emergence)]. 

Organizations that transform and emerge into political parties [measured as "1"] are those that 

either select or compete to place candidates in national office via elections (Janda 1980) under 

their own label for national office. Emergence is dependent upon participation in each election 

following a negotiated settlement, yet patterns in an organization’s choice to participate are 

important in understanding the development of an organization. Indeed, new parties like former 

rebel organizations may have an incentive to boycott the first elections following a settlement, 

especially if they are not structurally ready for competition (Beaulieu and Hyde 2009; Beaulieu 

2014). Furthermore the change from dormancy to emergent party behavior is extremely 

important for understanding a causal linkage between those that develop after a settlement and 

those that do not. Therefore the structure of the variable will be measured two ways: binary 

variable and a difference variable. The Binary variable equals “1” when a rebel party actively 

participates in an electoral competition and equals “0” when an organization boycotts, doesn’t 
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participate, or participates under in a merger as part of another party’s political label.  The 

difference variable will be operationalized in two continuous ways: 1) a difference in difference 

measure and 2) a rounded difference in difference measure, both of which appear within a range 

from -1 to 1.   

Of the 112 rebel organizations that enter the quantitative models, 59 become political 

parties for the first general election following negotiated settlements. This equates to just about 

52% of the sample. Of the remaining groups, that fail to establish their own political party label, 

some organizations (17) merge into preexisting political parties and abandon their revolutionary 

identity. Though these organizations are technically part of the political process following the 

war, joining an established political party does not follow the definition of rebel party 

emergence: where a rebel organization actively recruits and electioneers under its own label. 

Many of these organizations rarely become integral parts of these established political parties 

rather they bring their constituencies with them.45 The remaining organizations emerge after a 

prolonged dormancy or fail to establish a party label: dissolving, becoming criminal enterprises, 

or returning to armed struggle. 

The table above provides descriptive information on the distribution of the dependent 

variables across geographic regions. The majority of cases have occurred in Africa, the Middle 

East, and Central Asia.46  Despite the high concentration of organizations participating in 

negotiated settlements in these areas, there seems to be variance in the organizational outcomes 

observed. This is especially the case in ratio of emergences to dissolutions across space. Though 

45 For instance, when the Moro National Liberation Front (MNLF) signed a negotiated settlement, it became a 
faction of the majority government Liberal Party (LPP). Though the leader of MNLF became a gubernatorial 
candidate, no other MNLF members became candidates for national office. 
46 Central Asian states were added to the Middle East category because their conflicts correlate better with the 
Middle East than they do East Asia. These countries include Afghanistan, Pakistan, Tajikistan, Nepal, Burma, and 
India. Which differ greatly from Eastern conflict zones like Cambodia, Indonesia, Papua New Guinea, and the 
Philippines.  
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Africa is responsible for the most cases, the rate at which rebel organizations become political 

parties following negotiated settlements is quite lower than other regions of the world. Likewise, 

there are no regions where rebel organizations always become political parties either.      

Temporally, however, the concentration of cases exists during the 1990s and early 2000s, 

with fewer negotiated settlements in the 1970s and 1980s. Party formation also tends to vary 

over time despite a concentration of party formations in the post-cold war era. The concentration 

of negotiated settlements and rebel party formations in the 1990s and 2000s may be indicative of 

new interest within the international community to provide security to conflict zones (Carothers 

2006; Fortna 2008; Joshi et al 2012). The concentration of cases may also be an artifact of the 

availability of organizational level data before the end of the Cold War. Yet again, despite this 

concentration, there remains variance in the probability of political parties emerging from 

negotiated settlements over time.   
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4.1.2 Electoral Performance and Executive Power 

Perhaps the best-known indicator of party development is the ability to maximize 

representation through electoral performance and coalition building. This dissertation seeks to 

understand several different forms of rebel party representation, including the percentage of seats 

held in the national legislature as well as the amount of executive power gained through coalition 

membership, prime ministership, and presidential victory. Governing Coalition Membership, 

Prime Ministership, and Presidential Victory will be measured by binary variables and 

Legislative Representation will be measured by a continuous variable.  

4.1.3 Democratization and Consolidation 

Two important impacts of rebel inclusion and representation in government is their effect 

on post-conflict democratic consolidation and democracy, generally. I operationalize 

democratization using ∆!"#$%&'( (Jaggers et al 2014). The PolityIV measure has long been a 

“gold-standard” for understanding regime-type. PolityIV measures the level of 

democracy/autocracy of a state using a -10 to 10 scale, using information of the presence of 

0.0"

0.3"

0.5"

0.8"

1.0"

1970" 1981" 1993" 2004" 2015"

Percentage)of)Organizations)that)Emerge)as)Parties)
Following)Negotiated)Settlements)Over)Time)

%pp"

53



democratic institutions. Operationalizing the change of PolityIV allows the researcher to analyze 

how inclusion affects the democratic process overtime while controlling for random effects.  To 

study the impact of inclusion on democratic consolidation, I utilize Jay Ulfelder’s (2012) 

Episodes of Democratic and Autocracy Data (DAD, henceforth) particularly his measure of 

Alternation in Party in Power. This variable is used to analyze whether or not systems with rebel 

representation pass Huntington’s (1991) two-turnover rule, where  “0” is coded as a turnover 

failure (No Change in Power) and “1” is coded as at least one change in power.47 I operationalize 

the democratic consolidation through the “two-turnover rule” because it provides a more 

interpretive explanation of the party’s impact on a political system and the competitiveness of 

other parties in that system. The two-turnover rule also provides a clearer picture than other 

datasets like PolityIV, whose institutional-based metric has equated states with regular elections 

like South Africa, Nicaragua, Russia, India, Israel, Mexico, and Thailand as liberal democracies 

despite being ruled by sustained single party or hegemonic party control.    

4.2 Using Duration Data to study Party Development and Impact 

Understanding the distribution of a sample is important to the performance of a hazard 

analysis. In order to properly specify the parametric cox hazard analyses, I conduct a Cox-Snell 

Residual Test. The Cox-Snell Residual Test provides a goodness of fit of H or the negative 

natural log of the Kaplan-Meier Estimator [–ln(Kaplan Meier Estimator)]; to the Nelson-Aalen 

Cumulative Hazard Estimator. If the Cox models are to fit the data, the residuals should be able 

to fit the temporal and event count qualities of the Nelson-Aalen estimator. Essentially, if a cox 

model is to fit the data its distributional curve should fit the line CS2 or ! = 1(Boswell and 

47 In its original form, the DAD data is organized in a way for researchers to study the duration 
of democracy. Unfortunately, this creates an illogical binary variable where 1 = failure to 
turnover. The DAD data was multiplied by -1 so that the data can be read logically. This was 
done to avoid confusion.  
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Gutierrez 2011). In the Cox-Snell Residual tests shown below, I conducted a shortened 

parametric model, where the duration of a transition spell was tested by two independent 

variables, sponsor authoritarianism and proxy war status.  

Figure 4.1: Cox-Snell Residual Tests of Party Lifespan 

The Cox-Snell residual test concludes that the data does not fit the distributions 

commonly used in peace studies research, suggesting that the Cox Proportional Hazard Model 

cannot follow a standard, Weibull, or log-normal hazard distribution. The Gompertz-Makeham 

distribution provides the best description of the survival data for cox model fit for all dependent 

variables. Gompertz-Makeham argues that time naturally follows a standard exponential 

distribution, such that Cox-Snell residuals are only linear with respect to log(time). In the study 

of conflict processes there is a long precedence of using the Weibull model to characterize 

duration within data. The Weibull distribution is based off the notion that the Cox-Snell residuals 

are naturally linear in their relationship to time. Indeed, much of our data follows a natural, 

balanced path of progression from one unit of time to the next. Gompertz-Makeham models are 

far less common in the study of conflict processes, instead they have been extensively used in the 

study of economic development, particularly in the study of physical quality of life and human 

security, where time often follows a variable, unbalanced panel format.  

4.2.1 Party Persistence 

0
1

2
3

0 1 2 3
Cox-Snell residual

H Cox-Snell residual

Party Lifespan: CSRT-Weibull

0
.5

1
1.

5
2

0 .5 1 1.5 2
Cox-Snell residual

H Cox-Snell residual

Party Lifespan: CSRT-Gompertz

0
.5

1
1.

5
2

2.
5

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5
Cox-Snell residual

H Cox-Snell residual

Party Lifespan: CSRT-Log-Normal

55



One of the most robust measures of party development is survivability as a viable 

political actor in electoral competition, otherwise known as a party’s staying power. Staying 

power, in the context of this study, is measured by a duration variable that indicates the lifespan 

of a rebel political party  (Soderberg-Kovacs 2012; 2014). For Party Persistence the failure term 

equals 1 when a party ceases to exist, dissolves, merges/adopts another party’s label, and/or 

returns to armed struggle. The party survival data consist of 114 party lifespans. 

In the graphs below, I attempt to understand the effect of time on the likelihood of failure 

in the sample. According to the Smoothed Hazard Estimates, party failures and deaths are most 

likely to occur in the first ten years following a party’s emergence in electoral competition. Yet, 

as discussed above, temporary party failures and schisms are likely to reoccur over time as 

parties resolve, recover, and then reignite intraparty conflicts. Party recoveries on the other hand 

exhibit a much different relationship to time, suggesting that there is no middle ground in the 

duration of the recovery process. Rebel parties either recover in first few years of a party split or 

take the better part of a decade hashing out deep-seeded organizational issues. 

Figure 4.3: Smoothed and Nelson-Aalen Hazard Estimation: Party Lifespan 

Due to the presence of right-censored observations, I also conduct a Nelson-Aalen 

Cumulative Hazards Model. The Nelson-Aalen Cumulative Hazard Model estimates the hazard 

at each distinct time of failure as a ratio of the number of failures to the number exposed to risk 
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time. Affirming the previous Smoothed and descriptive statistics, number of failures outnumber 

the exposures in the first 15 years of a party’s existence. Censorship in the lifespan data suggest 

that the risk of party death is unlikely after a 20 years, whereas the risk of temporary party 

failures and schisms are fairly consistent over time. Similarly, parties appear to become more 

cohesive and less at risk after 12-15years of existence. Recoveries on the other hand continue to 

behave differently, containing the highest amount of right-censored observations. This suggests 

that there is a clear difference between organizations that adapt and those that never recover. 

Many parties remain at risk of recovering from a party failure, yet the data suggest that recovery 

may not occur. The data also suggest that there is a limited amount of time an organization can 

effectively retain its party label under a failed, unrecovered state, suggesting that recovery 

becomes much less likely to occur after 10-12years of reformation. 

4.2.2 Peace Duration 

The peace duration data in this dissertation utilizes Mason and Joshi (2011), consisting of 

82 nation-level peace spells following negotiated settlements. One may quickly inference that 

several negotiated settlements fail and several states undergo multiple peace spells, suggesting 

that a reversion into civil war may be independent of rebel inclusion into the political system. 

Residual tests from Mason and Joshi (2011) suggest that the data follows a Weibull distribution 

and may require correction for Schoenfeld residuals. 

In the graphs below, I attempt to understand the effect of time on the likelihood of failure 

in the sample. According to the Smoothed Hazard Estimates, peace failures are most likely to 

occur in the first 10 – 15 years following a negotiated settlement. Yet, as discussed above, the 

risk of peace failure continues to be commonplace between 20 – 40 years following settlement. 
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This may suggest that the likelihood of post-settlement armed conflict is independent of time, or 

that there are significant legacy effects that linger long after peace settlements are signed.  

Graph 4.4 Smoothed and Nelson-Aalen Hazard Estimation: Peace Duration________________ 

Due to the presence of right-censored observations, I also conduct a Nelson-Aalen 

Cumulative Hazards Model. The Nelson-Aalen Cumulative Hazard Model estimates the hazard 

at each distinct time of failure as a ratio of the number of failures to the number exposed to risk 

time. Affirming the previous Smoothed and descriptive statistics, number of failures outnumber 

the exposures in the first 15 – 20 years of a party’s inclusion. Censorship in the peace duration 

data suggest that the risk of armed conflict is remains somewhat likely after 20 years, but sharply 

decreases in rate. Similarly, inclusive systems appear to become more secure and less at risk 

after about 25 years, though some major peace failures occur following four or five decades of 

settlement.  

4.3 Explanatory Variables  

Creating a political party and participating in elections are expensive operations, 

especially in post-conflict environments with little to no infrastructure in place. Despite foreign 

sponsorship being associated with longer civil wars, mass victimization of civilians, and 
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reversion into civil war (Cunningham et al 2011; Salehyan et al forthcoming), foreign sponsors 

are also able to provide resources unavailable to competitors seeking to spoil a rebel group’s 

chances of creating a party. Time-specific changes to sponsors are events that rebel proxies are 

often unable to prepare for and call into question not only the strategies they adopt but also the 

sponsor’s willingness to continue its backing.  

4.3.1 Percentage of Autocratic Sponsors 

To understand how sponsor regime type affects the likelihood of post-conflict party 

development, I utilize Salehyan et al (2014) measure of sponsorship. Salehyan et al (2014) argue 

that rebel organizations are often sponsored by groups of countries or networks. To account for 

the effects of these networks without bias, Salehyan et al (2014) average their indicators to 

account for the mean effects. The theory argues that autocratic sponsors provide better skills and 

resources for favorable rebel party outcomes. Thus I organize the main independent variable 

around the percentage of autocratic sponsors in a rebel’s support network. Network Autocracy is 

constructed from the PolityIV data.48 The PolityIV data are constructed as a scale from -10 to 10 

where state regime type is dictated by the presence of certain institutions. The majority of rebel 

backers fall into the most extreme forms of regime type: fully autocratic -6 to -10 and fully 

democratic 6 to 10.  

Despite being a gold standard for the measurement of regime type, the Polity IV data 

does suffer from interpretive problems when analyzing authoritarian governments. The sources 

of these problems are 1) the overlap between the two types of semi-authoritarian regimes and 2) 

overlap between semi-autocratic and despotic regimes. As a robustness check, I use the Geddes, 

Wright, and Frantz (2014) data on Autocratic Regime Breakdown and Transition data. This data 

48 In Chapter 5, these dummy variables will be interacted with their perspective representative shares in government 
to study the impact of rebel representation on economic growth and democratization.  
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provides more substantive detail about the leadership structures of the authoritarian sponsors that 

enter this study. The typology includes four dummy variables including one party regimes, 

personalist dictatorships, monarchies, and military dictatorships. Non-autocratic 

Regimes/democracies will be used as the base category in the robustness analyses and the 

unsponsored dummy will be used to control for organizations with no sponsorship.   

4.3.2 Mobilization Capacity 

Organizations that are able to mobilize their members during a civil war should have the 

capabilities to organize mass political participation in other forms after a civil conflict. To 

measure mobilization capacity, this dissertation uses NSAD (Cunningham et al 2013). Though 

there are several capacity measures in the NSAD, including fighting capacity, territorial/bush 

bureau capacity, and protection capacity; mobilization capacity measures the ability of a group to 

recruit and rally their members/supporters to participate in actions (Cunnigham et al 2013). All 

of these measures appear in NSAD as ordinal measures of the level and quality of organizational 

response to certain challenges. Mobilization capacity is chosen over the others due to the need of 

organizations to rally constituents during elections. Whereas measures like fighting capacity and 

territorial capacity are not necessarily connected to post war political behavior.49     

4.3.3 Party Origins 

Rebel groups have varied pasts, with some being political parties that turned into rebel 

groups, some beginning as student protest organizations, and others as semi-criminal 

organizations. De Zeeuw (2007) argues that experience with democratic institutions before a 

civil war either as an activist group, lobbying group, or political party should increase the 

likelihood of party emergence following civil wars. There is a difference between organizations 

that split off and become militant members of a political party and those that are forced to 

49 Note that the Mobilization Capacity is measured using the same ordinal structure as the Centralization variable.  
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violence after being formally banned (Manning 2008; Smith 2010). According to Carrie 

Manning’s (2007; 2008) work, organizations that can produce ties to a former legal political 

party are more likely to become political parties after civil war.50 The idea of this lineage to a 

former legal party and its activists, exiled leaders, and constituents often adds political 

legitimacy to the rebels, despite their actions during a civil war (Manning 2007). This counters 

with organizations that break off from parties that remain legal during a civil war in which case 

the rebels may be more of political liability than a partner in future elections (Smith 2010). 

Although organizations with an affiliation to a legal political party can significantly reduce the 

costs of entry required to become political parties, this relationship like all principal-agent 

agreements is largely dependent upon the willingness of a sponsor to form an attachment to a 

new political label.  

4.3.4 Party Ideology 

The inclusiveness of a rebel platform was measured using the Minorities at Risk data 

(Gurr et al 2008).51 The inclusiveness of a rebel group has been the source of much debate in 

relation to its political development after a civil war (Horowitz 1985; Chandra 2004; Weinstein 

2007; Posner 2005; Posner et al 2010; Kisin 2014). Indeed, organizations that are more inclusive 

have the capabilities to meet electoral thresholds (Chandra 2004), whereas more exclusive 

organizations have reliable foundations for strong niche parties (Horowitz 1985). Inclusiveness 

of a group is measured by the size of its natural constituency or the percentage of the electorate 

that its revolutionary platform targets. Inclusive organizations are those that not only advocate a 

more ideational approach to selective incentives, but also are those who maximize membership 

50 However, Manning and Smith (2013) also find that the number of party competitors mitigates the substantive 
power of party legacy in an electoral system.  
51 The CIA World Factbook and Reyna-Querol (2004) were used when data on an ethno-religious group’s was 
unavailable in the Minority at Risk data.  
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across social cleavages (Weinstein 2007). Exclusive organizations are those that actively exclude 

membership to an organization through some form of specific identity appeal. Using the 

Minorities at Risk data – and other resources where needed – I calculate each organization’s 

natural constituency as a percentage of total population. This provides a continuous measure of 

0.02 to 0.98, where the average constituency size is quite inclusive, 0.6559. Organizations with  

religious natural constituencies account for 13% of the sample and have an average constituency 

size of 0.0472. Organizations with exclusive ethnic constituencies based on bloodlines account 

for 32% of the sample, having an average popular appeal of 0.2109. Ideological organizations 

with inclusive mass appeals constitute about 52% of the sample, having an average constituency 

size of 0.9718.  

4.3.5 Party Fragmentation 

Intraparty disputes are a common occurrence in new political organizations (Panebianco 

1988; Van Biezen 2003). Rebel organizations have been known to suffer frequent factional 

issues during and directly following civil war. The reasons for these disputes are numerous 

including poor electoral turnouts, abandonment of revolutionary ideology, elite power struggle, 

but most are caused by internal divisions that were glossed over during the armed struggle 

(Soderberg-Kovacs 2012; 2014; Woldemariam 2012). Organizations experiencing internal strife 

should be at a higher risk of  party death than those that have develop highly institutionalized 

party structures, thus this variable appears as a control in the staying power models. Data on 

intraparty disputes were collected using expert histories of rebel parties in three party 

encyclopedias: Political Parties of the World (2009), Handbook of Political Parties (2006), and 

the World Encyclopedia of Political Systems and Parties (2006). These party disputes cover a 

range of critical issues such as division of labor, candidate selection, fractionalization, and party 
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splits. The variable is continuous measuring the length of a intraparty dispute in number of 

consecutive years. The overwhelming majority of disputes last a year or less, but there are 

exceptions: the longest period being a five-year dispute by the Croation Democratic Union 

(HDZBiH) and several two-year disputes by the African National Congress (ANC), Progressive 

Democracy in Liberia (PRODEM-LURD), Ejercieto Populaire Liberacion de Colombia (EPL), 

and the National Liberation of Chad (FROLINAT).   

4.3.6 Incumbent Advantage 

According to several scholars, party performance is an essential indicator of the internal 

cohesiveness of developing parties (Panebianco 1988; Van Biezen 2003; Janda and Kwak 2011). 

Rebel representation in government should have an important role in the development and 

survivability of their parties. Representation in government increases party access to the state 

apparatus, which may be used to provide clientelistic and repressive incentives to factions to 

remain loyal to the party label (Acemoglu et al 2004). Representation in government also 

provides party factions information about the competitiveness of the party label they belong to 

and calculate if it is in their best interest to remain allied to the rebel label, form their own label, 

merge with an existing label, or return to an armed struggle. Incumbent advantage is measured 

using the percentage share of a rebel party in the national legislature. This data was collected 

using several election archive databases including the Democratic Electoral Systems data 

(Borman and Golder 2013), the African Election Database (Nohlen et al 2009), the IPU–

PARLINE election archive, and the National Elections Across Democracy and Autocracy 

(NELDA) (Hyde and Marinov 2012). 

63



4.3.7 United Nations Peacekeeping 

The presence of a peacekeeping operation in a post-conflict state significantly cuts the 

security costs of an organization and helps solidify credible commitment to a negotiated 

settlement (Walter 2004). I use Paige Fortna’s (2008) Peace Keeping Operation and Performance 

(PKOP, hereafter) data to measure presence of an international peacekeeping force. The PKOP 

data organizes peacekeeping into a five-point scale based on the type of mandate. Mandates are 

time variant and often change as the salience of the conflict and the peace change over time. As 

the scale increases, the mandate assumes a greater role in security and state building (Fortna 

2008). The average peacekeeping mission in the sample is a level 2 mandate or a monitoring 

mission of small unarmed contingents of political watchdogs. Only twenty-eight percent of the 

sample receives level 4 or level 5 mandates, these are enforcement missions where the level of 

military and political enforcement is quite substantial. This means that almost three-quarters of 

the sample must rely either on their sponsor or their militias to provide security during their party 

transition.  

4.3.8 Settlement Implementation 

Settlement implementation is an ordinal independent variable that measures the degree 

through which a state has installed the provisions of a negotiated settlement. The range of this 

measure is from 0 – 3; where a score of zero stipulates zero implementation of a settlement, 

scores of 1 or 2 stipulate partial implementation, and 3 signifies full settlement implementation. 

The overwhelming majority of settlement provisions that enter this data go unimplemented (0) or 

partially implemented (1) by post-conflict governments. This measure captures the dilemma of 

governing elites following civil war termination that must decide between increasing the costs of 

armed conflict while also decreasing the costs of electoral success (see Bermeo 2003, 162). The 
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data on settlement implementation was collected using the Peace Accords Matrix (Joshi and 

Darby 2013).   

4.3.9 Number of Rebel Parties 

According to several scholars the inclusiveness of a negotiated settlement must be 

controlled for to understand the number of revolutionary interests competing for power through 

elections and/or power-sharing institutions (Bermeo 2003; Paris 2004; Doyle and Sambanis 

2006). As the number of rebel factions included in post-conflict elections increase, the risk of 

renewed civil war is also expected to increase. Likewise, when rebel factions gain representation, 

they are more likely to establish governing coalitions with like-minded rebel organizations 

increasing the threat of political decay. The inclusiveness of post-conflict elections was 

measured using election data from PARLINE, the African Election Database, and information 

from Political Parties of the World (Golder and Bormann 2013; Nohlen et al 2011; Sagar et al 

2009). The variable is a continuous variable with a range 0 – 9 and a mean inclusiveness of 3.07 

rebel parties.  

4.3.10 Socio-Economic Factors 

Infant mortality rate provides insight into the human security element of a post-conflict 

environment. Aside from measuring the infrastructure capabilities of a state it also provides 

information as to the level of poverty and discontent of the populace toward the status quo 

(Brandt et al 2011). IMR provides this information without the added bias of a government’s 

economic capabilities and development. Due to the high level of variation in the infant mortality 

rate and thus the marginal returns from a single unit change, I use logged IMR in the static 

statistical models. I use the World Bank Data on Human Development to collect this measure. In 

the research sample, the log IMR is quite high averaging a 4.149 out of a possible 5.029 
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indicating that there are indeed economic cleavages and discontent in these post-conflict 

environments that rebel parties can mobilize around.  

In addition, states whose economies are almost solely based on a natural resource like oil 

often have high macroeconomic growth but often lack governing capacity and investment into 

public infrastructure (Ross 2001; 2012). Natural resources also provide incentives for capturing 

resources and restarting civil war (Fearon and Laitin 2003; Basedau and Lay 2009) and devolve 

revolutionary movements into criminal enterprises (Weinstein 2007). Aside from the negatives 

associated with resources like oil, it also provides national-level resources that rebel groups may 

want to compete for through legal means. I measure the resource curse using Michael Ross’s 

(2012) data on oil and gas production, which I log due to the marginal returns of a change in one 

million barrels of oil.  

Ethnic fractionalization provides important information as to both the number of ethnic 

groups in a state, but also the possible number of adversaries to a rebel party’s inclusion. I 

operationalize ethnic fractionalization using Reyna-Querol’s (2008) Ethnic Fractionalization and 

Polarization Data. This measure will be used in place of popular appeal when national-level 

analyses of the impacts of rebel inclusion are conducted. Though popular appeal does account 

for the percentage of possible party support given the ideational/identity appeal of the party, it 

does not measure the number of potential adversaries or number of separate interests involved in 

the election.  

4.3.11 Electoral Institutions 

There are several electoral institutions that must be controlled for in order to fully 

understand whether an organization can actual enter the structure of competition (Mozaffar et al 

2003; Cammett and Malesky 2012). The classic measures for peace science research have been 
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to dummy PR and FPTP into a single variable (Hartzell et al 2001; 2003; Roeder and Rothchild 

2005). However, this is not necessarily the best way to understand differences in electoral 

institutions. For instance, there are many post-conflict states that use PR but keep district 

magnitudes so low, that the system is really driven by plurality than by proportion. Clearly there 

is a difference between a PR system with an average district magnitude (ADM) of 20 or more; 

and one with an ADM of 3. These differences are never captured using the classic PR/FPTP 

dummy (Mozaffar et al 2003). Thus in order to account for electoral formulae I take the natural 

log of the average district magnitude.  

Another control that rarely enters analysis is electoral list structure. Open list and district 

list systems require new political parties to develop candidate pools and personalities that can 

participate in each district they compete in. For new parties, these structures can be extremely 

expensive, especially when an organization must buy and train a new cohort of candidates in 

order to change its identity. Closed List systems on the other hand are much cheaper, due to the 

lack of investment new parties need to pursue into candidates. In this dissertation, I measure list 

structure as a dichotomous variable where list structures that require candidate recruitment equal 

0 and closed list structures equal 1.   

4.4 Quantitative Modeling  

This study attempts to understand the development of emerging rebel parties in two 

ways: rebel participation in post-settlement elections and their impact on democratic processes 

overtime. The base models are a set of panel analyses that account for both time variant and 

invariant indicators and their effect on subsequent dependent variables, which determine the 

method used. Binary logit is used for dichotomous dependent variables like emergence, 

executive power/ministerial portfolio and democratic consolidation. Random effects GLS is used 
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for continuous variables like seat share. Cox proportional hazard models are used for duration 

dependent variables of persistence and peace duration. 

4.5 Case Study Selection 

Frequently, the piece refers to protégé party development in Guatemala and Lebanon. 

The post-settlement states were selected based on their similarities with respect to conflict 

environment, but also distinct differences in the types of constraints these new parties are 

required to overcome. Institutionally, the qualitative sample consists of one mixed member 

proportional representation system (Guatemala) and one mixed member district system 

(Lebanon).52 These examples all provide qualitative evidence that matches the quantitative 

findings for each of the different forms of development. More importantly, the cases allude to  

the emergence, longevity, and outcomes of rebel parties that quantitative evidence cannot 

provide. Below I provide a brief description of the parties, the conflict environment, the 

institutional and societal constraints, and the type of development the example will help 

demonstrate.  

4.5.1 Guatemalan Civil War 1964 – 1996 

The second Guatemalan Civil War remains the longest conflict in Latin America to end 

in a negotiated settlement.53 Guatemala’s first civil war ended in 1964, after a scorched earth 

campaign of indiscriminate repression squashed the insurgency, but also sowed the seeds of the 

second civil war (Allison 2013; Booth et al 2015). In addition, governing parties placed 

economic, social, and political restrictions on a large swath of the population. The opposition 

unified under the Unified Marxist Leninist label, but fought separately until forming the United 

52 Guatemala uses a proportional representation system with mixed districts, some are open-list PR and some are 
closed-list PR. Lebanon uses a mixed member district system with closed list PR and candidate-list FPTP.  
53 The Colombian Civil War is the longest ongoing conflict in Latin America and there are currently peace talks 
between Government Forces and the FARC – ELN. There have been two earlier settlements with the EPL and M19 
both of which have formed political labels.  
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National Revolution (hence, URNG) in 1978. The civil war raged until 1994, resulting in a 

quarter of a million deaths and a hurting stalemate between the belligerents.54 As part of the 

negotiated settlement, former insurgent organizations were given the ability to reintegrate as 

legal political parties. Despite a majority of groups reintegrating, the URNG refused to 

demilitarize until the arrival of a United Nations peacekeeping and state building force. The 

URNG officially demilitarized in 1996 and formed a political label after the first election. 

Guatemala uses a mixed proportional representation system with open lists for eighty 

percent of parliament and closed lists for the remaining twenty percent. The system allows 

parties the flexibility to develop coherent party labels to win elections, but also allows them to 

develop avowed personalities for open list elections. These institutions allow rebel party leaders 

have chances to gain offices without being directly elected, but requires that rebel parties 

strategically choose avowed representatives of the party for both the open-list roster and the 

closed list appointments. Placing the wrong figures in closed list offices could alienate voters, yet 

the failure to place avowed revolutionary appointments may alienate the party’s base. As a semi-

presidential system, Guatemala also has presidential elections, which require an absolute 

majority. If an absolute majority is not reached the elections go to a second round between the 

two highest competitors. Presidents are held to a single term of four years, requiring parties to 

amass deep candidate pools and war chests. Additionally, parties are required to develop likeable 

avowed personalities that can establish a popular appeal and specialized enough to enact policy 

in less than four years’ time.  

54 URNG was dealt a significant blow in 1986 rendering it unable to continue the civil war, but also forced the 
government to seek a peaceful solution making the costs associated with winning the war unacceptable. The URNG 
continued insurgent activity until the settlement was signed in 1994, remaining a bush organization until 1996.  
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The societal constraints for party development in Guatemala are largely determined by 

socioeconomic status.55 Socioeconomic status is most polarized around the ownership and 

maintenance of land, dividing the political landscape between older authoritarian parties that 

advocate the rights of wealthy-middle class land owners56 from those developed after the 

settlement advocating poorer-working class squatters.57 Attempts to drive a wedge between the 

two cleavages have been largely successful. The National Advancement Party (PAN) in the 

1990s and the National Union of Hope (UNE) in the 2000s were both widely successful in 

capturing middle class voters from the Republic Front (FRG) and Democratic Union (UD). 

Although both parties had different strategies in this regard, both were required to abandon their 

original party ideologies, directly disenfranchising their base in the process.58 Therefore the 

societal constraints in Guatemala force new parties to make a choice between broad popular 

appeals and their revolutionary or authoritarian identity. Those that choose to reform their party 

labels must have the resources and administrative skills required to solve intraparty disputes 

while also reconstructing and rebranding a label from the ground  up.   

At first, security constraints for the URNG were considerable as a large part of the 

organization remained in the bush even after signing a negotiated settlement in 1994. Despite 

55 Indigenous identity is certainly a strong part of this equation, but indigenous groups ally themselves almost 
exclusively with socialist and communist labels during the Guatemalan Civil War. Maya have become exceedingly 
centrist since the end of hostilities and are often the swing votes in elections (Booth et al 2015). The Landino on the 
other hand, are much more likely to vote for conservatives (Booth et al 2015). There are currently no parties that 
advocate exclusively for indigenous constituencies.  
56 Republican Front (FRG), Democratic Union (UD) and Democratic Institutionalists (PID) 
57 United National Revolution (URNG), National Union of Hope (UNE), Great National Alliance (GANA), and 
National Advancement (PAN). 
58 Michael Allison (2006; 2011; 2013)  notes that rebranding was important for many voters in post-conflict Latin 
America who supported organizations that abandoned revolutionary ideology. FMLN in El Salvador became a 
powerhouse in elections after it replaced its revolutionary vanguard with independents. Ejercieto Revolucion de 
Puebla (EPR) an offshoot of FMLN has not faired well in elections due to its continued use of revolutionary leaders 
as a avowed candidates. Much like EPR, URNG has since failed to abandon its revolutionary label and has been 
decaying ever since. Allison (2006) found similar trends in Colombia, Angola, and Mozambique. This has been 
widely supported in several contexts including Cambodia (de Zeeuw 2008), Nepal (Ishiyama and Marshall 2013), 
and East Timor (Maras-Sindre 2014) 
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major institutional reforms, the main source of URNG’s credible commitment problem was with 

the composition of the military, dominated by middle class landowners (Sagar et al 2009; Allison 

2009). Between 1994 and 1996, URNG began letting individual factions enter the political 

process as the bulk of the organization remained ready to restart the civil war if the elections 

were repressed. These security constraints were largely settled following the arrival of 

MINAGUA in 1994 and peaceful multiparty elections in 1995.59 In 1996, the settlement was 

finalized, demilitarization ended, and URNG formed a legal political party.  

This dissertation analyses two rebel parties from the Guatemalan Civil War both 

members of the URNG umbrella organization during the civil war. The story of URNG is one of 

several different factions and wings attempting to establish popular appeals, while the parent 

organization remained revolutionary (Allison 2006; 2009). The transformation of URNG from 

insurgent umbrella organization to political party is a story of electoral development and 

intraparty decay, achieving meaningful representation without the ability to resolve intraparty 

disputes. URNG is widely considered a defunct organization, but continues to hold one seat from 

closed list elections.  

The political wing of the URNG split in 1999 and formed its own political label in 2000, 

forming Unidad Nacional de Esperanza (UNE). The UNE modeled itself as a liberal-progressive 

alternative to the Partido de Avanzada Nacional (PAN), which was widely successful since the 

negotiated settlement. The UNE abandoned the revolutionary ideology of their parent 

organization, established a democratic-socialist, labor party label and began producing new 

candidate pools and electoral coalitions (Sagar et al 2009). UNE have since become a 

59 In 1994, the United Nations Verification Mission for Guatemala  (MINAGUA) arrived with two hundred troops 
and three hundred human rights and election observers. Despite being the main rebel belligerent, URNG did not run 
avowed candidates in the 1995 parliamentary election. Several reintegrated factions ran in URNG’s place: New 
Democratic Front (FDNG), Authentic Integral Development (DIA), and New National Alliance (ANN).  
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powerhouse in Guatemalan elections: gaining 32 seats in 2003, 51 seats in 2007, and retained 48 

in 2011. They are now a ruling party in parliament and controlled the presidency 2007 – 2011 

(PARLINE 2014; Sagar et al 2009).  

4.5.2 Lebanese Civil War 1972 – 1992 and Cedar Revolution Crisis 2005 – 2008 

Lebanon has experienced two successful negotiated settlements, one occurring in 1992 

after the ousting of the Maronite Junta Michael Aoun by pro-Syrian forces and the other in 2008 

after the Cedar Revolution. In 1988-1989, a failed negotiated settlement – The Ta’if Accord – 

was reached between the Syrian-backed Amal Movement and the French and Turkish backed 

Phalangist and Free Patriotic Movements (Hamzeh 2006; Sagar et al 2009). Following the 

settlement, the Free Patriotic Movement under the lead of Michael Aoun established a military 

junta government, outlawing political organizations representing constituencies other than the 

Maronite or Orthodox Christian minorities (Richani 1998; Sagar et al 2009).60 In 1990 Syria 

intervened, bolstering the rebel movements of Baath al-Arabi, Hezbollah, Tashnaksayum, and 

AMAL. The 1992 Ta’if Accord, ended a twenty year inter-communal struggle over control of the 

country’s military and National Assembly. The settlement placed ceilings on representation for 

each religious sect, outlawed the Free Patriotic Movement as a legal political party, disarmed all 

militia movements in northern Lebanon (except al-Kata’eb), and placed a timeline for Syrian 

intervention to end (Hamzeh 2006; Sagar et al 2009; Grisham 2014).61  

60 The FPM believed in strict construction of the National Covenant struck between the Maronite Independence 
Movement and France in 1944.   
61 It is important to note that the disarmament only occurred in the north due to the Israeli incursion in Southern 
Lebanon and the hostilities between Hezbollah, Israeli military forces, and Israeli and Palestinian backed Druze 
militias. This will be particularly important in Hezbollah’s development as a political party as well as its 
gravitational pull as a coalition builder.  
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The Doha Accord was signed in 2008 following a civil conflict, involving pro-Iranian 

and pro-Syrian groups against Anti-Syrian Maronite, Druze, and Sunni groups.62 The conflict 

was ignited following several monumental shifts in Lebanon’s political system. The settlement 

reorganized Lebanon’s electoral system as a mixed member districts system as well as legally 

requiring the opposition bloc to receive at least two MPs (Sagar et al 2009; Golder and Bormann 

2014). 

The first monumental shift was the drawdown of Israeli and Syrian occupations in 2000 

and 2001. Changes in these occupations enfranchised Hezbollah as not only a legitimate military 

protector of southern Lebanon, but also as major political party with public support across 

several cleavages, a massive war chest, and sponsorship relations with both Iran and Syria 

(Hamzeh 2006; Berti 2013; Grisham 2014). The changes in occupation status and the role of 

Hezbollah also reignited the importance of paramilitaries in gaining political power, leading to 

the remilitarization of several political parties.  

The second monumental shift in Lebanon came in 2004 when Syria attempted to extend 

Emile Lahoud’s presidential term past the institutional limit. Recognized by several parties as a 

blatant unconstitutional act, the scandal dissolved the governing coalition and created a political 

crisis (Sagar et al 2009; Berti 2013). The crisis was further fueled by a resurgence of Anti-Syrian 

opposition led by the recently resigned Prime Minister Rafiq Hariri, whose seat was replaced by 

an AMAL party representative Omar Karami.  

The third monumental shift was the Cedar Revolution in 2005 ignited by Hariri’s 

assassination and the creation of three polarized political movements. The first movement, 

dubbed the Resistance Bloc or the March Eighth Alliance, was made of the remaining governing 

62Armed clashes also occurred between northern Christian minorities including Latakian, Armenian, Greek 
Orthodox, and Catholic groups.  
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coalition, advocating for Shia interests and increased dependence on Syria and Iran for security 

and development. The March Eighth Alliance was led by Prime Minister Karami and included 

constituencies loyal to AMAL, Hezbollah, Tashnaksayum, and Baath Socialist parties (Sagar et 

al 2009). The second movement, dubbed the March 14 Alliance (M14) or the Martyr Bloc, was 

established by Sunni, Druze, Phalangist, and Maronite anti-Syrian interests, advocating for 

complete separation between the two entities and closer ties to Turkey, Saudi Arabia, and 

Europe. The final movement, the Reform Bloc, was constituted of pro-Aoun Maronite, Orthodox, 

and Catholic constituencies, supporting demilitarization, reunification, and the legalization of the 

Free Patriotic Movement (Sagar et al 2009; Berti 2013). A detente between the three groups was 

reached in June of 2005 when the victorious M14 formed a multi-bloc governing coalition that 

included Amal and Hezbollah. The detente quickly fell apart as M14 and Reform Bloc pushed 

for UN sanctioned investigation into Hariri’s death, reinstated of the Free Patriotic Movement as 

a legal political party, and failed to provide military support for Hezbollah in the 2006 conflict 

with Israel (Sagar et al 2009).63 

There are several institutional constraints for rebel party development in Lebanon. First, 

there are limits to the amount of representation allowed per ethno-religious group based on 

population. Representation ceilings require that parties either assume an ethno-religious label in 

an attempt to gain as much of the allotted seats as possible or assume a popular ideological 

appeal void of identity. Combined with Lebanon’s use of mixed-member districts, rebel parties 

with identity labels must have the ability to maximize their natural religious constituency in PR 

elections and form popular electoral blocs in FPTP elections. Governing coalitions in Lebanon 

also require inclusion of at least two opposition groups in cabinet, requiring organizations to both 

strategically choose coalition partners as well as out negotiate opposition candidates for MPs. 

63 The UN sanctioned investigation eventually lead to the indictment of several pro-Syrian generals. 
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Essentially, institutional constraints in Lebanon require both the development of strong 

hierarchical party structures, but also flexible candidates that can compete on several platforms.  

Societal constraints for rebel party development in Lebanon are also particularly strong. 

The first constraint is the strong self-selection of voters into religious identities. This is made 

more difficult by an extreme shifts in self-selection identifiers over time. In the five years 

preceding the Dofa Accords, self-selection fundamentally shifted from Muslim vs. Christian to 

Shia vs. Sunni and Orthodoxy vs. Secularism. These fundamental shifts in voter identification 

require parties develop flexible candidate pools, but more importantly the ability to solve 

intraparty disputes between factions that identify with their constituencies.  

The presence of Syrian and Israeli occupations in Lebanon significantly simplified the 

security constraints of party development: those backed by Syria or supported Syrian 

intervention enjoyed lower security costs, than those that opposed occupation. However, after 

2001, the legitimization of Hezbollah as a national military force significantly changed 

perceptions of clientelism. This fundamental shift in clientelistic strategy placed importance on 

developing paramilitaries along with classic party structures. This significantly increased the 

costs of developing as a political party, requiring rebel parties to divert resources toward arming, 

training, and paying paramilitaries in order to remain relevant in the political climate. This 

dissertation uses five insurgent parties from Lebanon to explain the emergence and persistence of 

insurgent labels following negotiated settlements.  

Al-Kata’eb was the oldest political party in Lebanon, starting as a Fascist party in 1936, 

becoming an insurgent organization in 1975 and 2005, a junta in 1982, and dissolving after party 

failure in 2009 (Suleimann 1967; Sagar et al 2009). Al-Kataeb consistently experienced party 

fragmentation from 1936 – 1983 (all of which do not appear in this piece’s analysis). The most 
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catastrophic fragmentations occurred in 1992 and 2009. In 1992 al-Kataeb permanently split into 

two separate labels, an anti-Syrian Lebanese Forces Party (LFP) and the pro-Syrian Hizb al-

Kataeb.64 LFP remains an subordinate party, but has also negotiated its way into the governing 

coalition receiving two MPs in 2008, two in 2009, and one in 2011. Al-Kataeb has slowly lost its 

grip over candidates and cadres receiving only five seats in 2008, followed by one seat in 2009. 

Hizb al-Kata’eb is a failed party. Despite its party failure, much of the cadres and candidates that 

belonged to al-Kataeb have done very well as independents.65 

The history of the Amal Movement is one of intense division, but also one of the best 

examples of a party persistence. Amal started as an Islamist revolutionary organization backed 

by both Syria and Iran, advocating for the rights and interests of Shia communities during the 

Lebanese Civil War. Divisions within Amal started following the death of its charismatic 

revolutionary leader Imam Musa al-Sadr and a power struggle between the secular political wing 

led by Nabi Berri and the militant wing led by Hussein al-Husseini (Richani 1998; Hamzeh 

2006; Sagar et al 2009). Al-Husseini and Islamic Amal separated from the group in 1982 and 

helped forge Hezbollah, after secular Amal’s willingness to adopt a US and UN peace plan 

(Richani 1998; Sagar et al 2009). Under Berri’s leadership Amal became the largest Shia and 

urban party expanding its platform to include the urban middle class as well as the predominate 

Syrian-backed organization.  

64 Despite the split, Syria never financially backed or sponsored al-Kataeb explicitly, or at least never in the same 
ballpark as it did with AMAL, Hezbollah, and FPM. France continued to back both factions until 2009. Turkey 
withdrew support for Hizb al-Kata’eb, but remains a supporter of LFP and SFM. LFP also receives a large amount 
of funding from Egypt and the United States especially in recent years.  
65 The overwhelming majority of representation in Lebanon’s parliament belong to independent Maronite, Lakatian, 
and Catholic seat holders almost all former members of al-Kataeb. Some independents run under a religious label to 
cater to local constituencies, but most of them run under ideological appeals. In the scope of this piece, this is not 
considered party development, because the party failed and has not yet recovered. See Chapter 6 for a deeper 
discussion of this phenomenon and what it means for the study of political development after civil war.  
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Since its separation with AMAL in 1982, Hezbollah has been a very stable, cohesive, and 

well performing organization. Unlike AMAL, Hezbollah has always been an organization 

centered on grass roots political and military action. Though it has curbed its religious rhetoric 

significantly, it remains an advocate for poor, working class Shia in both urban and rural 

districts. The majority of its support is still geographically concentrated in Lebanon’s south and 

east. Though Hezbollah retains a friendly relationship with Syria, its main sponsor is Iran, which 

has invested heavily into Lebanon’s infrastructure and economic development, but has also 

steadily armed and manned Hezbollah. Today, Amal and Hezbollah have electoral parity both 

receiving 13 seats and MPs in cabinet.  

After being dismantled by the Syrian occupation in 1990, the Free Patriotic Movement’s 

leadership was exiled to France and Turkey. During the Cedar Revolution, many anti-Syrian 

groups believed that the restoration of FPM would lead to a competitive presidential election 

against the weak AMAL incumbent. Surprising everyone, the anti-colonial, anti-occupation 

organization underwent realignment, rebranding itself pro-Syrian and formed a coalition with 

Hezbollah and AMAL. Syria became FPM’s main sponsor and as a result, FPM became the 

largest Christian-backed organization in parliament, gaining several cabinet seats including 

deputy prime minister. The FPM now occupies an interesting political space in Lebanon, it 

consistently gains seats in governing coalitions with Hezbollah and SFM alike, yet it also 

remains the undisputed center of the Christian opposition.  

Formed by the March 14th Alliance in 2005 and led by Saad Hariri the son of the 

martyred Prime Minister, the Future Movement controls the largest seat share in parliament and 

until 2013 controlled 5 MPs and the Prime Ministership. The key to SFM’s success has been its 

ability to establish multi-ethnic and multi-sectarian coalitions between all of the major groups in 
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Lebanon.66 Its ability to establish these coalitions has been due to SFM connections to financial 

institutions, multinational corporations, connected NGOs, and Saudi and Qatari sponsorship.67   

4.6 Discussion 

The next three chapters provide analyses of the development of rebel parties following 

negotiated settlements. Chapter 5 provides panel analyses of the emergence of rebel parties in 

electoral competitions, including anecdotal evidence of different causes of emergence in 

Lebanon and Guatemala. Chapter 6 provides survival analyses of rebel party persistence along 

with anecdotal evidence of party death and longevity in Lebanon and Guatemala. Chapter 7, the 

final analytical chapter, delivers several panel analyses of the electoral performance, coalition-

making, and national impact of rebel parties. Using panel analyses the results provide evidence 

of the theory’s plausibility and suggests a heightened level of causality around the 

institutionalization and transformation of rebel groups into powerful protégé parties. Chapter 8 is 

the dissertation’s conclusion, which includes a summary of results, policy implications regarding 

the exportation of democracy, and avenues for future research.  

66  SFM current alliance includes the Progressive Socialist Party (Druze dominated),  al-Kataeb (Maronite 
dominated), Lebanese Forces Party (Maronite and Sunni dominated), and National Liberal Party (Maronite and 
Orthodox dominated). SFM also forms regular coalitions with the Free Patriotic Movement as well as Hezbollah.  
67 Bahia Hariri: Leads the largest NGO in MENA, advocating for education and development.  
Fuad Siniora: Senior partner of the Central Bank of Lebanon. Siniora also has a strong connection to construction 
companies and financial institutions in the EU and Saudi Arabia.  
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CHAPTER 5  

REBEL PARTY EMERGENCE 

This chapter analyzes the effect of foreign sponsorship on the emergence of rebel parties 

following a negotiated settlement. A party in the context of this dissertation is an organization 

that selects and runs avowed candidate for national government office under its own political 

label (Janda 1980; Janda and Harmel 1993). Therefore this chapter covers the basics of party 

development: who emerges and participates in elections. Emergence or the process through 

which organizations become political parties is dependent upon active participation in national 

elections. Therefore emergence is not a one-time occurrence and does not guarantee future 

emergent behavior. In order for parties to continue their emergent behavior, they must be able to 

resolve intraparty disputes and resurrect party labels following schism and failures. Emergence 

provides the fundamental knowledge needed to understand the development of these 

organizations. Hence, it is fitting to test party development in this context first, testing the 

following development hypothesis:   

H1: Organizations with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to emerge and develop 
as political parties than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsors. 

This chapter is split into three major sections. The first section provides an analysis of the 

emergence of rebel parties in each election following a negotiated settlement using both binary 

logit models and difference-in-difference models. The second section provides qualitative 

evidence of the different causes of party emergence in Guatemala and Lebanon. The final section 

provides a discussion of the hypothesis tested in this chapter and transition for the next chapter 

on rebel party persistence.  
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5.1 Analysis of Rebel Party Emergence 

The first step of rebel party development is emerging from the apocalyptic conditions of a 

civil war and transforming from an insurgent group to a party organization. Becoming an 

emerging political party requires insurgent organizations to overcome the electoral costs of entry 

at a time when recurrence of civil war is most likely, credible commitment is low, likelihood of 

repression is high, and likelihood of electoral success low. Every negotiated settlement presents 

incentives and opportunities for insurgents to become political actors, but why do some emerge 

as political parties while others do not. I make the argument that causal inference lies with the 

presence of foreign sponsors and their security interests in their proxy in a host state. This 

section tests this theory using binary logit models and difference in difference models.  

Due to the binary nature of the emergence variable the proposed statistical model is a 

binary logit. There are three binary logit models used to analyze the effect of foreign sponsorship 

on the emergence of rebel parties in elections following a civil war. The first model presents a 

control analysis without the treatment variables, providing an idea of the determinants of 

emergence without adequately controlling for foreign involvement. The second model tests the 

effect of sponsorship on the emergence of rebel organizations while controlling for time-

invariant indicators. The third model tests the effects of sponsor regime change on the emergence 

of rebel parties using difference-in-difference. The results are displayed using odds ratios, which 

provide information as to the substantive strength of a variable’s probability of producing a 

change in dependent variable. Odds Ratios below 1.000 are considered to be a negative effect on 

the pr(Y) and ratios above are considered to be a positive effect on the pr(Y). All models report 

clustered-robust standard errors.  
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Table 5.1: Logistic Panel Analyses of Rebel Party Emergence 
Variables    Model 1  Model 2 
Autocratic Sponsorship 25.373*** 

  (.638) 
Mobilization Capacity  2.715***           1.863 

 (.385)  (.410) 
Party Ideology  2.650*   9.451*** 

 (.512)   (.607) 
Party Origins 3.046*   4.975** 

(.591)  (.663)  
UN Peacekeeping 1.289*   1.291* 

 (.135)    (.144) 

Settlement Implementation     0.922 1.142 
 (.200)     (.256) 

District Magnitude 1.087            0.091 
 (.136)    (.138) 

Closed National List 1.427   1.043** 
 (.476)    (.463) 

Oil 3.820**   5.167** 
 (.633)    (.668) 

Infrastructure 1.007   1.006 
 (.006)   (.006) 

War Duration 1.016   1.000 
 (.017)     (.244) 

Constant 0.036***   0.005*** 
 (1.28)     (.1.31)  

N  383      383 
Pseudo R2 0.212    0.374 

Model 1 presents a base model without the main independent variable of foreign 

sponsorship. Much like the existing literature on the properties of emerging rebel or new parties, 

organizational and institutional factors seem to carry the most weight. Organizational 

characteristics such as party ideology and mobilization/recruitment capacity significantly impact 

the likelihood of party formation. Likewise, the model finds support for Carrie Manning’s (2004; 

2007; 2013; forthcoming) extensive work of the connections rebel organizations have to legal 

political parties and organizations: rebel groups whose origins are connected to legal political 
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parties are 204% more likely to emerge as parties themselves. The model also finds support for 

Walter (2004), Mason and Gurses (2008), and Soderberg-Kovacs (2008) that the presence of 

third-party peacekeepers has a positive effect in political [party] development by solidifying 

credible commitment. Oil production has a substantively high positive effect on the emergence 

of rebel parties, supporting Hoeffler (2012) argument that the presence of commodities 

incentivizes rebels to compete through electoral institutions. Lastly, Model 1 finds that logged 

average district magnitude increases the likelihood of new party formation, in that systems with 

higher PR-ness should attract new competitors due to the lower electoral thresholds to gain 

representation, but is not statistically significant (Lijphart 1984; Hartzell et al 2001; 2004). There 

is no statistical support for the effect of district magnitude, closed national lists, settlement 

implementation, infant mortality rate, and/or war duration.   

Sponsorship has a profound impact on the emergence of rebel party organizations in the 

elections following negotiated settlements. Model 2 finds that increased authoritarian 

sponsorship has a major substantive and statistical impact rebel party emergence. The results 

suggest that the protégé of autocratic sponsors are generally better at developing parties that 

consistently participate in national elections than democratic protégé or those without sponsors. 

Aside from the foreign support variable, there are five other variables that reach statistical 

significance. The ideology and origins of rebel groups are the only organization-level variables 

to retain statistical and substantive significance when foreign sponsorship is accounted for. 

Organizations that are inclusive and seek to establish a broad ideological or identity appeals are 

far more likely to become political parties than those organizations with more exclusive, identity-

based appeals. This supports Weinstein’s (2007) claim that organizations with popular appeals 

are more capable of political development following civil war. It also supports vote 
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maximization theory: organizations with broad appeals are better able to capture other 

constituencies and thus develop into stronger political parties than those that target a specific 

voting bloc (Chandra 2004; Posner et al 2010). Likewise, rebel organizations with political party 

origins are still more likely to develop into political parties even when foreign sponsorship is 

adequately accounted for. The presence of UN Peacekeeping as suggested by Mason and Gurses 

(2008) has a significantly positive affect on political development after war, increasing the 

emergence of rebel parties by 29%. The presence of oil also continues to have a large, 

substantive, and positive effect on emergence. One institutional variable becomes statistically 

significant following the addition of foreign sponsorship, suggesting support for Kisin (2015) 

argument that electoral lists affect the level of democratization after civil war. Post-settlement 

states with closed national lists are about 4% more likely than district-list or open-list systems to 

experience rebel party emergence. Rebel mobilization/recruitment capacity lost its statistical 

significance when foreign sponsorship is accounted for, but the substantive effect though 

lessened, remained positive.     

5.2 Rebel Party Emergence in Lebanon and Guatemala 

The results above paint a clear picture of party emergence after negotiated settlements, 

authoritarian backed parties emerge early and continue to place avowed candidates into electoral 

competitions. As sponsors become more democratic, rebel party emergence significantly 

decreases and those that do emerge become less likely to run avowed candidates over time. The 

quantitative results are statistically and substantively strong, yet only provide one-dimensional 

illustration of the phenomenon. Qualitative cases from Guatemala and Lebanon provide three 

types of rebel emergence after negotiated settlements: 1) emergence directly after or as a result 

of the settlement, 2) emergence after credible commitment, and 3) emergence after party failure. 
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The first category represent the majority of the former rebel organizations that enter the study, 

becoming political parties quickly and in-time for the first general elections. The second and 

third categories represent cases that remain dormant despite receiving institutional incentives to 

participate.68  

5.2.1 Emergence after Settlement  

A majority of the organizations that enter this study, some eighty rebel organizations that 

sign negotiated settlements declare themselves as parties directly following a negotiated 

settlement or are legalized as parties in the drafting process of a negotiated settlement. Being 

declared or legalized does not necessarily preclude a rebel organization for emergent party 

behavior. The operationalization of party emergence in this piece strictly follows Janda (1980) 

definition of political parties: organizations that place avowed candidates in competition for 

national office under their own political label. Of the one hundred seventeen rebel organizations 

that sign or adhere to a settlement, sixty-two place avowed candidates into competition in time 

for the first elections using their legalization and legitimacy as a “settlement party” to run 

avowed candidates. Some organizations emerge in later elections, others fail to solve internal 

disputes, merge into other pre-existing political parties, and/or return to the bush. Following the 

Liberian and Lebanese civil wars, there were several organizations that fell into this category. 

68 Furthermore, the third category represents cases of disagreement between sponsored factions of a party.  This is 
particularly prevalent in Latin America and Africa, where sponsor networks connect organizations to multiple 
different sponsors. When multiple sponsors democratize at different rates, friction often develops between factions. 
For instance, URNG was sponsored by Russia, Cuba, Panama, and Nicaragua; three of which began democratizing 
in the 1990s before URNG first electoral performance.  
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Each of which used their role in the civil war, settlement, and/or transition as a launch pad for 

their party’s emergence. 69 

5.2.1.1 AMAL 

AMAL’s conversion from insurgent organization to political party was a quick one and 

perhaps one of the easiest of the organizations that enter the data set. AMAL was long held as a 

legitimate advocate for Shia interests, despite its poorly performing paramilitary branch that had 

not won a single battle in the First Civil War, the War of the Camps, or the Cedar Revolution. 

Despite their lack of military capacity, the administrative capacity of AMAL has always been 

strong and centralized. AMAL’s political cadres had already started rebranding the party label, 

advocating increasingly secular interests and favoring the urban middle class over southern 

agrarian interests (Sagar et al 2009). AMAL also continued to receive massive amounts of 

resources and investments from Syria, Iran, and Russia. AMAL’s security constraints were 

vanquished by Syria’s military intervention, consisting of thirty thousand troops and a negotiated 

detente with Hezbollah.  

Following the first negotiated settlement, AMAL received five guaranteed seats in the 

legislature and received a ministerial incentive of Bureau Minister of the South, a position that 

was violently contested by Hezbollah (Hamzeh 2006). Despite being humiliated by Hezbollah 

during clashes between Shia paramilitaries, AMAL emerged as a political party in 1992 and 

1996, winning eight seats in 1992 and seven more in 1996, capturing several ministerial 

69 For the Lebanese cases, organizations used their wartime credentials, natural constituencies, and connections with 
their international sponsors to embolden their labels; experiencing a simpler transition to party emergence. In 
Liberia, there was a mass ambivalence from revolutionary brands, especially following a long transitional justice 
process. Liberian rebel organizations completely changed their labels and drafted new candidate pools. The 
transition in Liberia was a far more expensive one in party development, but not as expensive in the security 
constraints.  
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portfolios in both elections (Sagar et al 2009). AMAL formed a tentative electoral alliance with 

Hezbollah, Ba’ath Party, and Tashnaksayum, AMAL emerged in every election after 2000.   

This is not to say that AMAL did not experience intraparty disputes, of which there were 

many resulting in increased support and dependence on Hezbollah after 2005. Despite its 

frequent control of several powerful MPs and the prime ministership, AMAL has been in a state 

of decline since Hezbollah’s emergence as an independent label in 2000 and FPM’s resurrection 

in 2008. Despite its history as Syria’s revolutionary apprentice during the civil war and in the 

1990s, Syria has been increasingly willing to fund and develop other political parties in Lebanon. 

The acolyte in recent years has been Michael Aoun’s Free Patriotic Movement (FPM), whose 

label has grown to advocate not only for all Maronite interests, but all pro-Syrian, anti-

occupation interest groups.70  

5.2.1.2 Hizb al-Kata’eb [after the Doha Accords 2008] 

The Phalangist Party was the oldest political party in Lebanon, but has also been a major 

insurgent organization in the Lebanese Civil War and the Cedar Revolution. Kata’eb has been 

sponsored by France, Syria, and Turkey, though the latter withdrew support following the party’s 

split in 1992. Much like AMAL, the Phalangists have experienced internal disputes and sharp 

decline following its emergence after the Cedar Revolution. Unlike its position following the 

first civil war, the Phalangists were no longer a prominent paramilitary force, were no longer 

unanimously supported by Maronites, and were no longer in complete control of their own 

cadres and candidates (Sagar et al 2009). Perhaps the largest factor in al-Kataeb’s demise has 

been a crisis of identity, between cadres beholden to the pro-Syrian, United Maronite lobby and 

70 Unlike AMAL, FPM has coalition flexibility requiring parties wishing to form governing coalitions to broker with 
FPM. This allows Syria the ability to control Lebanese policy outcomes no matter who holds government. Michael 
Aoun has also made several high profile appearances in Syria in recent years there are FPM party offices in 
Damascus, Tyre, and Sidon.  
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those pro-Syrian, anti-occupation; both participated in the anti-Syrian March 14th Alliance (Sagar 

et al 2009). This crisis of identity was exacerbated by the resurrection of FPM a policy that they 

supported, but realigned to pro-Syrian, anti-occupation label. The Phalangists entered the 2008 

and 2009 elections with no clear brand aside from their sectarian label. The party received five 

seats in 2008 and imploded in 2009. A few candidates ran under an al-Kataeb label in 2011 

despite the party formally disbanding in 2009 of which no candidates gained office. Much like 

AMAL, al-Kataeb’s once loyal support began leaving for other political labels including the 

Syrian-backed FPM, the Turkish-backed Lebanese Forces Party (LFP) and the Saudi-Qatari 

backed Future Movement (SFM). A large number of al-Kata’eb’s elites began running as 

independents in 2009 and 2011. 

5.2.2 Emergence after Credible Commitment 

For several organizations, committing to a political process they either do not know or do 

not trust requires more information. A tantamount concern for these organizations are the 

security constraints associated with disarming, especially when organizations harbor distrust for 

the other parties and their sponsors. In these cases, organizations boycott elections or contest 

through a proxy of their own in order to disseminate if a negotiated settlement is likely to hold 

and if elections are fair enough to disarm and begin emerging. In some cases credible 

commitment was satisfied by a change/presence of peacekeeping mandate, recognition from an 

international actor, and/or the success of the first elections. This type of emergence resulted in 

the emergence of one dominant party (Hezbollah), one subordinate party (al-Kata’eb) , and one 

defunct party (URNG).  

5.2.2.1 Hezbollah 
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Despite Hezbollah’s large following among rural and urban Shia alike, the development 

of Hezbollah as a party did not occur until after 2000. Hezbollah had several reasons to reject 

commitment to the Taif Accords. At the time of the Taif accords, Hezbollah was fighting an 

Israeli occupation, an Israeli backed South Lebanese Army (SLA) (mostly Druze and 

Palestinian), and a Marxist insurrection. Hezbollah had demonstrated its ability to defend itself 

from multiple threats including several major Israeli incursions, yet it was the most targeted 

group throughout each conflict from other Lebanese groups (Sagar et al 2009; Grisham 2014). 

Despite shared organizational history and an eventual alliance with the Syrian-backed parties, 

Iranian-backed Hezbollah has had a violent rivalry with AMAL specifically. AMAL militias and 

Syrian troops had engaged Hezbollah in several major urban street battles for control of key 

[electoral] neighborhoods. In every battle Hezbollah has emerged a victor (Hamzeh 2006; Sagar 

et al 2009). To add insult to injury, the Taif Accords placed the leader of AMAL as the 

undisputed bureau chief of Southern municipalities until 2000. Hezbollah had also survived 

several northern incursions by Maronite paramilitaries and had fought Druze IDF and militia for 

control of the Southern Bekka and Shouff mountains (Richani 1998; Hamzeh 2006; Sagar et al 

2009). Lastly, despite unfriendly relations with AMAL, the two groups agreed enough with each 

other for an unstable detente to develop.  

In 1998, Hezbollah ran avowed candidates in municipal elections winning landslide 

victories and ousting AMAL from all southern posts (Hamzeh 2006; Sagar et al 2009). In 2000, 

Hezbollah finally began developing party structures for national competition after Syria 

recognized the organization as a legitimate branch of the armed forces of Lebanon and sole 

protector of the south (Hamzeh 2006; Sagar et al 2009). After credible commitment was fulfilled, 

Hezbollah quickly became a force to reckoned with in Lebanese politics, becoming a dominant 
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party 2000, 2005 (before the Cedar Revolution), and 2008 (after the Cedar Revolution). 

Hezbollah has had two high-level MPs since 2008 including the Ministers of Labor and Interior.  

Unlike AMAL, which has largely depended on Hezbollah for its own success since 2000, 

Hezbollah’s relationship with the FPM has been largely cooperative, the two signing an 

reconciliatory agreement in 2008 and forming a short coalition government in 2009.   

5.2.2.2 Hizb al-Kata’eb [after the Taif Accord 1990] 

At the end of the Lebanese Civil War, al-Kataeb had one of the strongest paramilitaries in 

Lebanon, winning several major battles against all of the paramilitary groups and the Syrian 

Army. Kata’eb briefly took control of the government during the civil war until the Free Patriotic 

Movement (FPM) ousted it. Much like Hezbollah, al-Kateab emerged from the war a dominant 

military force recognized by Syria as the legitimate wardens of the north.71 Unlike Hezbollah, al-

Kata’eb’s decision to boycott elections following the Taif Accord were not a security-based 

credible commitment problem, but an institutional one. Al-Kata’eb before the civil war had been 

one of the leading political parties, performing well in every election and was second only to the 

Nationalist Party (PNL) and was allied with the Free Patriotic Movement (FPM) since the 

Lebanon declared independence from France in 1944 (Suleiman 1967). The Taif Accord put in 

place a mixed member district system with power sharing institutions and electoral guarantees to 

Syrian-backed groups.  

In an act of defiance, al-Kata’eb and the other Maronite, Latakian, Orthodox, and 

Catholic constituencies boycotted the elections in 1992 forcing Syria and AMAL back to the 

negotiation table (Hamzah 2006; Joffe 2009; Sagar et al 2009). Under more favorable conditions 

al-Kata’eb emerged as a political party for the 1996 elections, but suffered an electoral defeat at 

71 This recognition did not sit well with much of al-Kataeb’s cadres, who saw Syria a direct threat to Lebanese 
sovereignty and wanted to reestablish relations with Israel and Europe. This led to a major schism in the party 
during the boycott and the creation of a new Maronite and Sunni opposition party: Lebanese Forces Party (LFP).  
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the hands of several Syrian-backed parties including AMAL and the new Hizb al-Massihi al-

Demokrati (Christian Democrats, CDP). As al-Kata’eb faltered in municipal and national 

elections, discontent grew between factions loyal to the United Maronite Church (UM) and those 

formerly loyal to the anti-occupation FPM, until the party’s demise in 2009 (Sagar et al 2009).  

5.2.2.3 URNG 

Despite urging civilians to participate in the 1995 – 1996 elections following a negotiated 

settlement, URNG did not emerge from the bush until Christmas of 1996. Even after signing a 

new negotiated settlement in 1996, URNG’s drawdown would take two years of UN sponsored 

disarmament and reintegration (Stanley and Holiday 2002; Allison 2006; Booth et al 2015). 

URNG’s choice to hold out until 1996 was partly due to its suspicions of the incumbency 

advantage of authoritarian parties like FRG and UD and the unlikelihood of democratic turnover. 

URNG was also fearful of repression from the branches of the military, which under the 

guidelines of the original negotiated settlement remained under the authoritarian control (Sagar 

et al 2009; Allison 2009; Joshi 2013). Many scholars argue that URNG had other reasons for its 

credible commitment issues particularly informing its enemies how weak they really were (Jonas 

1995; Stanley and Holiday 2002; Allison 2006).72 These credible commitment issues led to a 

brief UN intervention that sought to help administer the reintegration process as well as survey 

the use of repression against the political opposition. Following URNG’s disarmament and an 

end to the UN Verification mandate, the military would begin using repression on a frequent 

basis against candidates of all opposition parties.  

72 Estimates of URNG power in 1970 were estimated at close to 20,000 (Perrera 1993; LeBot 1995) and were 
estimated to be 8,000 strong by 1995 (Stanley and Holiday 2002; Allison 2006; 2009; Booth et al 2015). The actual 
size of URNG forces had been severely depleted following relentless search and destroy missions, 
repression/genocide, and PAC missions to just over 500 veteran fighters and 1000 militia (Allison 2009; Booth et al 
2015). Many researchers suggest that URNG’s unwillingness to emerge was partly due to its fear that with 
information of military weakness that authoritarian parties and military units would try to finish them off.  
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5.2.3 Emergence after Party Fragmentation 

The final form of emergence occurs following a major party or coalition failure, where 

the unified presence of these organizations satisfy the political needs of an insurgent organization 

while it develops its own party structures or remains in the bush. For other organizations, a major 

party failure presents a window of opportunity to form a political label of their own and 

capitalize on the misfortune of others. Yet for most of the organizations that enter this dataset 

that have yet to emerge, party failure within their own group often ignites internal disputes over 

the future of the organization, causing irreparable divisions and a need to form new labels. In all 

of these cases, the costs of entry are acceptable in comparison to not being represented. 

Qualitatively, rebel emergence following a party failure and schism has occurred in Guatemala 

with the URNG and Lebanon with al-Kata’eb, resulting in   

5.2.3.1 URNG Party Failure: FDNG, DIA, ANN, and UNE 

Following the Oslo and Mexico City Accords, URNG agreed to become a sponsor of 

Guatemala’s first multiparty elections, yet it had several credible commitment issues with the 

authoritarian political parties, standing poised to restart the civil war if the Republican Front 

(FRG) and Democratic Union (UDP) used violence to repress voters. The URNG engaged in a 

massive get out to vote campaign and provided voter education services through several Human 

Rights NGOs (Sagar et al 2009).  Despite this, fissures began developing within the URNG 

between factions that wanted to capitalize on URNG’s legitimacy as a recognized party label, 

those that wanted to develop their own label, and those that felt that credible commitments had 

not been met in the 1994 agreement (Allison 2009; Booth et al 2015). This led to URNG’s first 

massive failure leading to the fragmentation of three member organizations, developing separate 

party labels along these dividing lines. FDNG was touted as URNG’s political successor, made 
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of a coalition of several Marxist-Leninist groups. Within FDNG two other groups emerged, a 

Marxist-Agrarian DIA and a socialist workers party ANN. DIA and FDNG were largely loyal to 

the military wing of the URNG, both cooperating and competing over similar labels of Marxist 

Leninism and agrarian land reform (Sagar et al 2009; Allison 2009). ANN on the other hand, was 

not loyal to any particular wing of the organization, abandoning Marxist-Leninism during the 

campaign for a populist Bolivarian label. 

Divisions within both the Marxist URNG–FDNG–DIA camp and the autocratic FRG–UD 

camp led to the massive success of center-right PAN and respectable success of the populist 

ANN. Following the electoral disaster, FDNG dissolved back into the URNG as a major schism 

between the military and political wings of URNG began widening. The military wing sought to 

construct a coalition party label with DIA based on agrarian land reform while the political wing 

sought to construct a new centrist label modeling themselves from the success of PAN and ANN 

(Allison 2009; Sagar et al 2009). In 1999, DIA–URNG emerged and suffered another major 

electoral defeat widening the organizational divide between the military wing and the political 

wing and leading to URNG’s implosion in 2000 (Allison 2009). From the ashes of URNG 

emerged two political parties: URNG-Maiz and UNE. 

URNG-Maiz established from the military wing of the organization, kept its label, 

candidate pool, platform, and absorbed DIA and FDNG into its party.73 URNG-Maiz has 

participated in every election since the split, but has rapidly declined as its breakaway parties 

gained more and more status. URNG-Maiz briefly served in a governing coalition with the Great 

National Alliance (GANA) and UNE coalition in 2007, but was dropped from the coalition after 

73 The military wing of the URNG had long been sponsored by the Soviet Union and other Marxist rebel 
organizations in Central America such as the FMLN in El Salvador and the FSLN in Nicaragua. The political wing 
of the URNG had long been sponsored by Cuba since the origin of the first insurrection in 1964 before the Soviet 
Union began actively sponsoring the URNG and its military factions (see data from Cunningham et al 2014 and 
Salehyan et al 2014).  
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the 2011 elections. This was due to increasing hostility toward URNG-Maiz and its agrarian land 

reform agenda, which was no longer a political hot button issue (Booth et al 2015). URNG-Maiz 

was also using the same candidate pools it had during the 1999 and 2000 elections at a time 

when war crimes trials were being held. URNG-Maiz is widely considered a defunct party label 

by Guatemala experts.74 The organization also began engaging in community outreach, activism, 

human rights advocacy, and NGO work; much of the URNG began defecting in 2011 seeking 

either organized crime or merger with UNE or GANA (Allison 2009; 2013; Booth et al 2015).   

The UNE was established by a massive defection of the political wings of the URNG, 

ANN, and PAN in 2000 (Sagar et al 2009; Booth et al 2015).75 The massive defection provided 

UNE seats in government, a ministerial portfolio, and leadership of the opposition to the PAN 

and FRG government. UNE was officially registered as a separate political label in 2002 and 

went on to narrowly lose in presidential elections, but became the third largest parliamentary 

party in 2003 (Sagar et al 2009). The party has remained emergent and became a dominant ruling 

party in 2007. In 2011, UNE retained control of the parliamentary government, but was unable to 

run a candidate in the presidential elections.  

5.2.3.2 Phalangist Party Failure:  LFP, SFM, FPM 

The Phalangist party has experienced two major party failures after both negotiated 

settlements, resulting in the creation of three emergent and competitive insurgent parties.76 Each 

failure marked a significant change in the political economy of Lebanese electoral competition. 

Two factions became political parties after leaving al-Kata’eb and forming their own label 

74 See Allison (2006; 2009; 2013); Booth, Wade, and Thomas (2015) 
75 GANA was partly established by a similar defection of URNG’s diplomatic and exiled wings the Association of 
Revolutionary Brothers and the Association of Civil Servants (ASC). Together with two centrist parties, GANA 
became a dominant party in 2007 with UNE. However, these wings did not participate explicitly in the armed 
struggle so they do not enter the data. 
76 And each organization that split would eventually become an insurgency and reemerge as strong political parties. 
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including the Lebanese Forces Party (LFP) in 1992 and the Free Patriotic Movement (FPM) in 

2006. One rebel faction tentatively loyal to al-Kata’eb emerged during the Cedar Revolution to 

form a label, advocating for Sunni and Maronite interests named the Future Movement (SFM). 

The Lebanese Forces Party (LFP) and Free Patriotic Movement (FPM) emerged as political 

parties at time when al-Kata’eb was suffering from a crisis of identity between Maronite interests 

groups that favored different sponsors following the Taif Accord and Doha Accord respectively.  

After the Taif Accord, al-Kata’eb emerged a major paramilitary in Lebanon with major 

internal problems between religious interest groups and the organizations party leadership. The 

religious faction favored Syrian sponsorship and believed in the creation of a united Maronite 

label supportive of the stability and security provided by Syria (Sagar et al 2009). The party 

faction opposed Syrian occupation, arguing that it challenged Maronite autonomy and Lebanese 

sovereignty. The Lebanese Forces Party effectively separated itself from al-Kata’eb in 1990 and 

the paramilitary followed in 1992 after al-Kata’eb’s ousting of Samir Gagea and his commanders 

following their refusal to accept ministerial portfolios from the Syrian-backed AMAL 

government (Sagar et al 2009). In reaction to Samir Gagea decision, he was charged with treason 

and sentenced to life in prison. Gagea’s sentencing united Lebanon’s Christians and Sunnis 

against the Syrian backed parties under the LFP label which emerged again in 2000 winning 300 

municipalities and six parliamentary seats, LFP has emerged in every election since, becoming a 

dominant coalition party in 2005, 2008, and 2014 and gaining presidential victory in 2014.  

During the Cedar Revolution and the Doha Accord, al-Kata’eb faced internal division 

once more, this time following a crisis of identity, that put them at odds with their domestic, 

Syrian-backed religious sponsor United Maronite (UM). The crisis of identity came to a head 

following the assassination of Prime Minister Harriri with one al-Kata’eb caucusing with the 
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March 14th Alliance (M14) and the other brandishing itself as an opposition faction al-Kata’eb 

al-Succar allying itself with the March 8th Alliance. During the Cedar Revolution, [anti-Syrian 

occupation] al-Kata’eb shattered into several different insurgent political labels organized against 

the AMAL-Hezbollah government including the Free Patriotic Movement (FPM), National Bloc, 

Murr Bloc, Change and Reform Bloc, Skaff Bloc, Tripoli Bloc, and Northern Independence Bloc 

(Sagar et al 2009). Many more of al-Kata’eb’s members became independents and started 

running in FPTP elections in 2008. The FPM led by Michael Aoun politically realigned itself 

after the Doha Accord to al-Kata’eb’s former political label: pro-Syrian, anti-occupation, 

Maronite nationalism. The reemergence of FPM was both a split from al-Kataeb but also a label 

created from an opportunity to exploit its parent’s identity crisis. The rest of the breakaway 

organizations either merged into the M14 or the Reform Bloc.  

Unlike FPM and LFP, Tayyar al-Mustaqbal or the “Future Movement” evolved out of a 

window of opportunity to form a unified Sunni label.  The origins of the Future Movement began 

in 2003 as relationship between Sunni and Shia constituencies began polarizing as Iran and Saudi 

Arabia began jockeying for control in Lebanon as they had in the Gaza, Yemen, Sudan, and Iraq 

(Chehabi 2006; Berti 2013). The polarization and shift in sectarian climate was also due to the 

lack of political power mustered by Maronite constituencies since the Taif Accord. Sunnis in 

Lebanon had long been divided by organizations that either tacitly supported Maronite anti-

occupation labels and those that supported anti-Israeli Islamist labels (Hamzeh 2004; Norton 

2007; Sagar et al 2009). Sunnis where further divided by ideology in urban centers like Beirut, 

Sidon, and Tripoli some allying themselves with Marxist labels, Islamic Renaissance labels, and 

Salafist labels. The decay and failure of al-Kata’eb changed the salience of ethnic politics in 

Lebanon away from North – South and Maronite – Shia to Neighborhood v. Neighborhood and 
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Shia v. Sunni. During the Cedar Revolution, the [Sunni] Future Movement invaded Hezbollah 

territory from the North and East with its Druze allies from the South and East. Armed clashes 

between the Future Movement and AMAL also took place in the North.77 After the Doha 

Accords, the Future Movement did well in 2008 elections forming a coalition with the Change 

and Reform Bloc until 2009, when FPM realigned with Hezbollah (Sagar et al 2009; Berti 2013). 

As the leaders of the opposition, the Future Movement lobbied other anti-Syrian groups to form 

an electoral coalition for 2011. In the 2011 elections the Future Movement received twenty-six 

parliamentary seats (20.3%), five ministerial portfolios, and the appointment of prime minister 

(Sagar et al 2009).  

5.3 Discussion 

This dissertation sought to understand a simple, yet important puzzle in the study of 

development following civil war: why do some rebel organizations thrive as political parties 

after negotiated settlements, while others do not despite having similar incentives to do so. 

Previous work has focused on post-settlement institutions (Soderberg-Kovacs 2008; 2014), 

domestic sponsorship (Manning and Smith 2013), organizational structure (Sindre 2014), and 

access to resources and capital (Nilson and Soderberg-Kovacs 2014); all of which provide 

information as to the costs of becoming political parties after civil war, yet do not present a 

causal argument for why some rebels are able to compete and survive while others fail and die. I 

argue that causal inference lies with foreign sponsorship, providing the skills and capital parties 

need to overcome the costs of entry and outbid competitors for vote maximization.  

77 The Sunnis were largely routed by the better armed, trained, and organized Hezbollah, but did make some 
headway against AMAL in Beirut and Tripoli. Despite losing the Cedar Revolution, the Future Movement cemented 
itself as the main anti-Shia, anti-Syrian, anti-Iranian, and anti-occupation label. The Future Movement has 
experienced internal divisions in recent years between factions loyal to the Islamic State and factions allied with the 
Lebanese Forces Party.  
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H1: Organizations with authoritarian and semi-authoritarian sponsors will be more 
likely to emerge and develop as political parties than those with democratic sponsors or 
no sponsors. 

Strong Support. There is an inverse relationship between the political development of a sponsor 

and the development of a protégé party. This is the strongest and most consistent result in the 

dissertation thus far. Autocratic and Semi-Democratic sponsors were associated with 

substantially increased likelihood of party emergence in electoral contests.  

Robustness checks using GWF Autocracy Data, affirm these results, finding that one-

party states and personalist dictators are both statistically and substantively associated with rebel 

party emergence at the 95% and 99% confidence level, respectively (Geddes et al 2014). 

Monarchic sponsors are also perfectly correlated with rebel party emergence. Much like the 

analyses in Models 2 – 3, semi-autocratic military regimes are inconsistent with regard to 

emergence. Analysis of non-autocratic sponsors reveals a 74% decreased likelihood of emergent 

behavior, a large number of which enter periods of dormancy, where they consistently boycott 

elections, restart civil wars, merge with competitors, and abandon party labels. Further 

robustness checks of sponsor democratization using a simplified ∆!"!"#$ operationalization 

reveal similar negative results.78  For every change in polity score toward liberal democracy, the 

likelihood of rebel party emergence falls by 11%. This result suggests that the regime transitions 

of sponsors exhibit direct effects on the development and decay of their protégé parties.     

78 Please find the robustness analyses of rebel party emergence in Appendix 2.1 and 3.1 
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CHAPTER 6 

REBEL PARTY PERSISTENCE 

This chapter provides parametric survival analyses of rebel party persistence, otherwise 

known as staying power. Emerging as a political label has very little significance if the party 

label cannot adapt to their ever-changing internal and external political environments. This 

chapter analyses the statistical and substantive claim of this dissertation, that foreign sponsorship 

significantly impacts the administrative wherewithal of rebel party labels following civil war, 

testing the following hypothesis:    

H2: Former rebel parties with authoritarian and semi-authoritarian sponsors will be 
more likely to survive, than organizations with democratic sponsorship or no 
sponsorship. 

This chapter is split into four sections. The first section statistically analyzes the 

hypothesis above, using a Cox-Proportional Hazard Model and a Gompertz-Makeham Hazard 

Model where results are displayed as hazard ratios. Results above 1.00 are considered to be a 

certain percentage more likely to fail experiencing a shorter lifespan.  Failure is associated with 

party death, dissolution, merger into another political label, or a return to armed struggle. To 

control for serial correlation and heteroskedasticity I provide robust standard errors and model 

performance is measured using Royston Adjusted R-Squares (Royston and Sauerbrai 2004). The 

second and third sections provide qualitative anecdotal evidence of party death and persistence in 

post-settlement Guatemala and Lebanon. Party Death will be process traced through the decay of 

URNG in Guatemala and al-Kataeb in Lebanon, whereas party persistence will be traced through 

the development and longevity of UNE in Guatemala and AMAL in Lebanon. The fourth section 

will provide a discussion of the chapter’s findings. 
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6.1 Analyzing Rebel Party Persistence 

As in previous section sponsor regime changes directly affect the political development 

of rebel parties. Models 3 & 4 present the results of Cox-proportional and Gompertz-Makeham 

hazard analyses of the effect of authoritarian institutionalization on rebel party lifespan. As 

expected, rebel organizations with autocratic sponsors are less likely to die. This suggests 

support for Bozoki and Ishiyama (2003), Kalyvas and Ballcells (2012b), and Reno (2011) work 

on Leninist technologies: organizations with authoritarian backers produce better elite structures 

and thus better foundations for development.  

Substantively, rebel parties with autocratic sponsorship are 60 – 65% less likely to 

experience party death than those backed by principally democratic sponsors. Of the 

organization-level indicators, mobilization capacity, party ideology, and the party cohesion are 

statistically and substantively associated with party lifespans. Rebel organizations with strong 

mobilization and recruitment characteristics were able to repurpose their capabilities toward 

political party development. This result calls into question Allison (2005; 2009) argument that 

the mobilization capacity of rebel organizations is not necessarily transferable to post-conflict 

party development. Organizations built on ideological principles that can amass broad popular 

appeals are associated with about a 76 – 78% decreased likelihood of party death, achieving 

statistical significance at the 99% confidence level. This result provides statistical support for 

Weinstein’s (2007) argument, that organizations with ideological appeals and mass ethnic 

appeals are more likely than exclusionary organizations to develop. As expected, the strongest 

indications of party death were rebel parties experiencing intraparty disputes and fragmentation. 

Parties undergoing these internal cohesion issues were 41 – 46% more likely to experience party 

failure than those with more cohesive structures. The origins of a rebel organization had no 
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statistical or substantive effect on the likelihood of party death, suggesting a limitation to 

Manning and Smith’s (2013) argument that rebel organizations with political party or labor 

union origins were better equipped for rebel-to-party transformation and development.  

National-level indicators received varied statistical results. As expected, shocks in 

commodity production following civil war has a negative effect on the development of rebel 

parties, yet despite its statistical significance only accounts for a 2 – 3% increase of party death. 

Less expected are the positive affects of endogenous shocks in rebel party representation and 

peacekeeping mandate to party death. Interestingly, increases in rebel party representation are 

associated with likelihood of party death, yet this result is extremely marginal accounting for a 

tenth of a percentage point increase. Likewise the presence of long-term, state-building 

peacekeeper mandates has a substantive effect of 9 – 10% increased likelihood of rebel party 

death. This provides some questions about the effectiveness and bias of peacekeeping 

organizations or perhaps why peacekeeping has such a profound effect on party survival.  The 

lack of significance for political institutions is particularly interesting given that power sharing 

institutions like proportional representation and closed national lists are often associated with 

decreasing the costs of electoral competition (Hartzell and Hoddie 2001; 2007). PR systems were 

associated with a 4 – 7% increased likelihood of party death, which is contrary to the goal of 

post-conflict PR. Closed national lists substantively behaved as expected decreasing the risk of 

party death by roughly 30%, but was statistically insignificant.  
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Table 6.1: Survival Analyses of Rebel Party Persistence 
  Gompertz-Makeham   Cox-Proportional 

Variables    Model 3   Model 4 
Autocratic Sponsorship    0.348***   0.407*** 

     (.118)     (.129)  
Mobilization Capacity     0.624*  0.612** 

    (.157)     (.138) 

Party Ideology     0.215***   0.240***              
    (.094)     (.101)  

Party Origins    0.983   0.932       
     (.016)       (.284)  

Incumbent Advantage     1.306      1.064 
    (1.25)     (1.06)  

Party Fragmentation    1.464*   1.416* 
     (.295)      (.265) 

Peacekeeping Mandate    0.984   0.988 
   (.092)     (.085)  

Settlement Implementation    1.144   1.109 
    (.224)    (.196) 

District Magnitude    1.200                1.188 
    (.171)        (.157) 

Closed National List    0.595   0.634 
    (.196)   (.195)  

Oil     3.325***  2.881***      
(1.24)    (.998) 

Infrastructure    0.998   0.997       
     (.004)      (.005) 

War Duration    0.907   0.914 
     (.085)     (.086) 

Constant    0.796 
   (.784)  

N  82      79 
Royston-Adjusted R2   0.464    0.403 

Kaplan-Meier Survival Estimation of the party lifespan provides descriptive information 

to the distribution of failure events in the model. Failure events in the model occur within the 

first ten years of a party’s existence, constituting a substantial majority (roughly 75%) of the 

sample. These results suggest that the most stable parties remain relatively consistent once they 
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achieve 10 years of existence. The model also suggests that there are some catastrophic failures 

of otherwise long lasting, stable parties around the 20-year mark. These catastrophic failures 

occurring late in party existence only account for about 5 – 10% of the total sample. Plateaus in 

the figure symbolize time periods where the likelihood of party death is equal to zero of which 

there are two censored ranges. The first of these occurs between the ten and fifteen year marks 

and the second appears after twenty-two years of existence. The results suggest that most rebel 

parties lack the ability to remain political parties following negotiated settlements, more than half 

of them dying within five years of participating in their first electoral competition. The failures 

of long existing parties with more than fifteen years of experience, suggest that even the 

strongest parties may not be able to withstand monumental or generational shifts.  

Figure 6.1: Kaplan-Meier Survival Estimation for Party Persistence 

6.2 Party Death in Guatemala and Lebanon 

The data suggest that party death either occurs within the first ten years of a party’s 

existence or after a long history of division that ends with a catastrophic implosion. These deaths 

are also commonly associated with changes in sponsor regime type toward democratization. 
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Upon further review, the cases of Guatemala and Lebanon paint three pictures of party death. 

The first results from a change in the salient cleavages that divide a society politically. The 

second results from an increase in information that exposes organizational weaknesses to 

potential spoilers.  The final blow was a crisis of identity stemming from changes in sponsorship. 

The URNG in Guatemala and al-Kata’eb in Lebanon experience all of these types of causes of 

death. This section finds support for the theory, but also warns that subtle changes in political 

environments may trigger a party’s demise independent of who sponsors them.  

6.2.1 Death by Saliency 

Like organisms, parties that do not adapt to their environments will lack homeostasis, 

will not evolve, and will not survive. In both Guatemala and Lebanon, parties atrophied by their 

inability to remain current and provide a label and platform that answered the contemporary 

societal issue of their time. Worse yet, these labels used the same candidates and campaign 

promises that they had been using since the end of civil war, which were similar to the issues that 

started the war more than forty years before. In both instances, party death was solidified by the 

emergence of a faction party label that satisfied their constituency’s needs. The lack of 

adaptation by both sides led to the death of URNG in Guatemala and al-Kata’eb in Lebanon. 

6.2.1.1 URNG 

 In Guatemala, there were two sharp ideological shifts in ten years, both of which were 

largely ignored by the URNG. The first ideological shift was a total and massive ambivalence of 

revolutionary ideology by Guatemalan voters. Surveys taken of Guatemalan voters in the late 

1990s and early 2000s saw a change in Maya and Landino political attitudes (Booth et al 2015). 

Both groups, which had during the civil war been beholden to the URNG and FRG respectively, 

saw the policies of both organizations as negative. Both constituencies viewed Marxist-Leninism 
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in a negative light and both constituencies viewed community defense and police forces called 

the People’s Action Committees (PACs) by FRG as a form of genocide.79 The change in 

URNG’s natural Mayan constituency is particularly revealing, a shift away from the political left 

toward the center-right, this shift led to the success of PAN in the 1990s and UNE-GANA in the 

2000s (Booth et al 2015).  URNG-Maiz continued to advocate a Marxist-Leninist platform in the 

1999, 2000, and 2003 winning about 2 – 5% of the seats in parliament. Its breakaway centrist 

factions, the ANN received the third most seats in parliament in 1996 and 2000 and UNE 

received a majority in 2003 and 2007.  

The second shift in Guatemala occurred during the 2003, 2007, and 2011 elections with a 

chronic increase in crime, particularly femicide (Booth et al 2015). URNG did conduct itself 

differently engaging in several community outreach and human rights advocacy missions to help 

route out the problems. In 2007, URNG helped organized the CICIG a corruption, organized 

crime, and war crimes tribunal that eventually led to the International Criminal Court engaging 

in their own investigations (Booth et al 2015). Despite the goodwill achieved in its capacity as a 

human rights advocacy NGO, the organization again ran a Marxist-Leninist label in 2007 and 

2011, suffering two electoral defeats. The URNG was able to negotiate a detente coalition with 

its former political wing the UNE, but was ousted from the governing coalition in 2011.  

6.2.1.2 Al-Kata’eb 

In Lebanon, the shift was more ethno-religious in nature than it was ideological. 

Beginning in 2003, Lebanese parties began receiving massive amount of monetary and military 

investment from foreign sponsors. Construction, infrastructure development, and capital 

formation began to skyrocket in southern Lebanon as Iran increased its investment in Hezbollah. 

79 PACs were used by the FRG to fund neighborhood counter-terror operations, but in many cases the PACs were 
required to provide “proof of kill” to remain in the good graces of the FRG government. PACs were associated with 
several mass killings of Maya civilians (Short 2007; Allison 2009; Booth et al 2015).  
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Aside from the huge increase in resources, Hezbollah controlled districts began increasing in 

population as Iran began sending personnel to aid Hezbollah in developing a political label and 

social welfare structures. As sponsorship of Hezbollah intensified, Sunni constituencies loyal to 

Hezbollah began being pinched from Hezbollah’s new centralized party structure that placed 

non-Shia political at the bottom of their organization (Hamzeh 2006; Sagar et al 2009). Tensions 

grew across Lebanon’s urban centers between Sunni and Shia neighborhoods represented by 

AMAL or Hezbollah. Saudi Arabia, Qatar, and Israel began funding Sunni and Druze militias in 

Lebanon all coming to a head in the Cedar Revolution.  

During the Cedar Revolution the salience of Maronite interests became subordinate to 

those of Sunnis. The change in salience was a crushing blow for al-Kata’eb which had run itself 

as the dominant United Maronite party in Lebanon for twenty years, but was still using the same 

candidates in its electoral bids. The shift also caused a critical split in the organization between 

those that were pro-Syria and pro-Shia with those that were Pro-Syria, anti-occupation, and pro-

Sunni. Al-Kataeb emerged from the Cedar Revolution a militarily battered organization that had 

thrown in with the [largely Sunni] Future Movement, but was routed by Hezbollah (Sagar et al 

2009; Grisham 2014). Despite their sacrifice, al-Kata’eb did not negotiate for ministerial 

incentives in the Doha Accord and lost a ministerial portfolio to its new ally the Future 

Movement. 

6.2.2 Death by Spoiler  

After a negotiated settlement, parties affiliated to government forces and to other 

revolutionary groups receive information as to the level of domestic support of a disarming rebel 

group, but also the likelihood that an organization is physically capable of restarting armed 

resistance. In both Guatemala and Lebanon, URNG and al-Kata’eb emerged from the bush as 
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battered organizations with depleted reserves, ambivalent domestic sponsors, and near-empty 

magazines. The disarmament of both organizations reduced the information asymmetry of the 

strength of insurgent forces, increasing armed violence and repression against the groups after 

the first elections.  

In Guatemala, the URNG and its affiliate parties were targets of electoral violence in 

2000, 2003, and 2007 from FRG, UD, and PAN delegated units.80 Roughly fifty UNE candidates 

and activists were killed in 2007, followed by the political imprisonment of 100 party workers in 

2011. URNG has since become a defunct party label, but has become a major human rights 

advocacy NGO in Guatemala. Many of its fighters, lacking the ability to receive upward mobility 

through a successful party have turned to organized crime, implicating URNG and her affiliates 

(Allison 2009; Booth et al 2015). 

 In Lebanon, al-Kata’eb exited the Doha Accords a fraction of its former self: 1) it was no 

longer a paramilitary force to be reckoned with, 2) it had lost seven factions and cadres to new 

party labels, 3) and had facilitated its own demise with the legalization of FPM, which then stole 

its label. Al-Kataeb continued to be challenged by other Maronite, Orthodox, Shia, and Sunni 

militias in northern Lebanon.  

6.2.3 Death by Shocks in Sponsorship 

The central theory of this piece is that authoritarian foreign sponsorship provides 

organizations the managerial skills to develop as political parties. However, qualitative evidence 

of the relationship suggests that too many sponsors may do more bad than good, especially if 

sponsors democratize at different rates. Heterogeneous rates of sponsor democratization create 

crises of identities within insurgent organizations, which may lead to party fragmentation and 

80 Several of these units were tried during war crimes tribunals and the ICC for their involvements in the massacres 
of UNE candidates and families in 2007.  
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death. In Guatemala and Lebanon, sponsorship provided both the lifeline needed for the 

organizations amass an effective insurgency, emerge as political parties, and develop; but also 

played an essential role in their demise. In URNG, changes in sponsorship created intraparty 

polarization between those loyal to the revolutionary ideology and those that wanted to reform 

the party into a left of center label. The behavior of URNG also started to change as its sponsors 

democratized, becoming more of an advocacy NGO than a party label. In al-Kata’eb, changes in 

sponsorship created intraparty fragmentation over affiliation to certain interest groups and 

lobbies. The behavior of Kataeb also changed from an organization that ran avowed candidates 

to an organization that trained independents.  

6.2.3.1 URNG 

URNG was sponsored by Cuba, the Soviet Union, Panama, and [Sandinista] Nicaragua.  

URNG had collectivized the support of some twenty thousand troops at its height and survived 

thirty years in the bush. Yet after the fall of the Soviet Union, the first negotiated settlement in 

Nicaragua, and the American invasion of Panama, three of URNG’s sponsors began 

democratizing, while Cuba the URNG’s longest sponsor remained autocratic.81 URNG had 

always been an umbrella organization with three major wings, each with their own sponsors. The 

Soviet Union, Panama, and Nicaragua advocating for a Marxist Leninist communist revolution in 

Guatemala largely backed URNG’s military wing. URNG’s political wing was backed primarily 

by Cuba, which had sponsored the first Mayan insurgencies the Fuerzas Armadas de Revolucion 

de Guatemalteca (FARG), the 13th Bolivarian Movement (MB13), and the mass public 

demonstrations that were violently repressed in 1959 – 1964. The third part of the organization 

the Association of Civil Servants (ASC) was created as an organization in-exile during the 1980s 

81 URNG was also backed by Costa Rica, which oddly enough supplied arms to both sides of every civil war state in 
Central America. Costa Rica had been a liberal democracy throughout URNG’s insurgency, but played an increased 
role in Guatemala after the negotiated settlement.  
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and grew to include human rights activists, lawyers, and civil servants loyal to the URNG cause. 

ASC never fought in the Civil War but were instrumental in the peace accord process.82 

The crisis of identity for URNG started during the elections of 1996, which the URNG 

remained in the bush, but pleaded for Guatemalans to vote for FDNG. FDNG’s candidate 

selection was a who’s who of the revolutionary vanguard. Other party labels fragmenting from 

the URNG and the FDNG included agrarian faction DIA and moderate faction ANN. The 

elections revealed that heroes of the communist revolution made really inefficient candidates 

compared to independents and mid-level cadres used by ANN. URNG also did not mount an 

effective electoral campaign and did not adequately finance FDNG for the open-list elections. In 

1999 and 2000 URNG doubled down on a Marxist-Leninist label and on its candidate pools, but 

this time drew from the ASC to increase its popular appeal (Allison 2006; 2009). The Russian, 

Nicaraguan, and Panamanian sponsored URNG continued its advocacy work, yet continued to 

decay as a party label until 2011. In 2000, the Cuban-backed political wing defected from the 

URNG, DIA, and ANN, abandoned Marxist – Leninism, and formed its own labor party label. 

For the URNG, sponsor democratization put some factions of its organization at odds with other 

factions seeking political mobility. The structure of the URNG has changed dramatically since 

2000, yet its appeal remains revolutionary despite critical changes to the preferences of voters in 

Guatemala.83  

6.2.3.2 al-Kata’eb 

Kataeb suffered several major setbacks over the course of its decay as a political party. 

The first in 1992 was not only a disagreement over the party’s stance on Syrian occupation, but 

82 ASC were sponsored by Costa Rica, Mexico, and the UN (Sagar et al 2009; Allison 2009; Booth et al 2015) 
83 This is also a frequent occurrence with democratic-backed organizations.  FUNCIPEC and KPLF in Cambodia are 
great examples of organizations that decay and die as parties but then assume different political roles in society after 
party death or merger.  

108



was linked to sponsorship. France and Turkey sponsored Kataeb 1944 – 1992. France supported 

Kataeb over the Free Patriotic Movement and many of the other Independent Maronite 

movements and Turkey sponsored Kataeb as an adversary of Syria and its proxies in Lebanon. In 

1992, Syria’s recognition of al-Kataeb as the legal northern paramilitary force created a 

fundamental identity crisis between those that supported peaceful relations with Europe, Israel, 

and United States and those that recognized Syrian occupation as legitimate and AMAL as a 

legitimate political entity. More importantly, it put two interest groups at odds with each other 

over the future of the Maronites in Lebanon: the military and the church. The church was 

protected by Syrian troops during the civil war and thus favored the stability of a Syrian 

occupation. The United Maronite church had also received funding and arms from Syria during 

the civil war and also advocated for a government defined by sectarian institutions.  

The military faction of Kataeb was backed by Turkey and saw the occupation and Syria’s 

“recognition” of the group as a blatant threat to Lebanese sovereignty (Sagar et al 2009). The 

military faction would split to form Lebanese Forces Party (LFP), and has also aligned 

themselves with the Sunni Future Movement, the March 14th Alliance, and their sponsors 

(despite staying out of the Cedar incursion). 84  Despite significantly hampering Kataeb’s 

development, the split did not kill the organization, which was likely due to Syrian support. The 

final blows occurred in 2009 following the Cedar Revolution, the Southern Incursion, and the 

Doha Accord.  

The Cedar Revolution put Kata’eb in a complete crisis of identity over the same issue 

that had split the organization in 1992 (Sagar et al 2009). The organization now had French and 

Syrian backing, but was also in friendly diplomatic relations with Israel and EU. During the 

84 Saudi Arabia and Turkey are the principal sponsors of the LFP today. The US, EU, and Israel maintain friendly 
relationship with the party and its paramilitary.  
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Cedar Revolution, Kataeb ideologically split into two organizations, and rebelled against the 

covenant with Syria and against its alliance with AMAL. The organization committed political 

suicide in more ways than one. Rebelling against pro-Syrian forces despite being a pro-Syrian 

party, rebelling against its principal benefactor, killing its own ranks in Kata’eb clashes, and 

legalizing the FPM. The FPM would later back Syria, denounce the Sunni incursion, and receive 

UM sponsorship.   

The structure and function of Kata’eb has also changed significantly since 2009. Kata’eb 

continues to receive French support and has received direct aid from the United States. The 

organization receives one guaranteed ministerial portfolio as a result of the Taif Accord, which 

rotates between Labor and Defense. Despite access to powerful guaranteed MPs, Kata’eb has not 

fared well in elections, but has been churning out battalions of independents in recent years. 

Candidates formerly of Kata’eb have a large share in the FPTP districts in Lebanon (24% in 

2009 and 2011, and 17% in 2014), but choose not to run under a Kata’eb label (PARLINE 2014). 

As independents, the candidates continue to be split on the Syrian ideological divide, but were 

instrumental in swinging control to the March 14th Alliance in 2011 and 2014.  Independents 

were also instrumental in the Lebanon Forces Party’s presidential victory in 2011 and 2014.  

6.3 Party Persistence in Lebanon and Guatemala 

The data suggest that former rebel parties consistently endure failures, splits, and schisms 

over the course of their lifecycles. What separates organizations that die from those that survive 

are the managerial skills of organizations, specifically their ability to solve intraparty disputes 

and resurrect party labels. The data also provide an interesting paradox that authoritarian-backed 

parties are more at risk of failure, but are better at resolving intraparty disputes. Qualitative 

evidence from Guatemala and Lebanon provides strong support for this finding, suggesting that 
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the longevity of a party is associated with the foreign sponsorship. Furthermore, the qualitative 

evidence suggests that organizations backed by authoritarian sponsors are consistently vetted 

until they lose their usefulness. Authoritarian-backed groups are also likely to form detente 

coalitions with faction rivals to satisfy mutual interest and development needs. When 

organizations lose authoritarian sponsorship, they lose their ability to adapt and are prone to 

fragmentation. AMAL provides an excellent example of the longevity of rebel parties backed by 

authoritarian sponsors, but also how perceived usefulness of proxies change over time. AMAL 

has experienced two major party failures and more than seven smaller ones since the end of the 

Syrian Civil War. UNE provides an excellent example of the longevity of rebel parties backed by 

an authoritarian sponsor, despite the presence of other democratizing sponsors. UNE has 

experienced four major failures and two minor ones since fragmentation from its parent 

organization.  

6.3.1 AMAL 

AMAL’s failures have at times been catastrophic and in a major intraparty dispute 

following the Cedar Revolution resulted in a temporary stoppage of Syrian sponsorship (Sagar et 

al 2009). A large part of AMAL’s risk to party failure can be attributed to the dismal state of its 

paramilitary, which in Lebanon is a significant symbol of an organizations political status 

(Suileman 1967). Despite AMAL’s frequent risk for failure, the organization has found ways to 

resurrect its party label and establish detente coalitions with powerful political rivals. AMAL 

faced its first catastrophic failure in 1992 after announcing an alliance with two of its major 

rivals during the civil war: Hezbollah and Tashnaksayum. Both organizations had fought and 

won major pitched battles with AMAL extending an enduring rivalry that lasted since Lebanon’s 

independence.   

111



Earlier in 1990 – 1992, a small conflict between AMAL and Hezbollah erupted over 

control of Lebanon’s southern corridor. AMAL had been granted governing power over the 

South by its sponsor Syria and Hezbollah challenged both while fighting a war with Israel and 

came out the victor (Sagar et al 2009). The humiliating defeat of AMAL created the grounds for 

the first party failure, as members loyal to a government of sectarian political institutions began 

joining either Hezbollah or one of the Maronite parties. The defeat of AMAL also divided Sunnis 

who were concerned over security and stability; some choosing Kataeb and Lebanese Forces 

while others chose Hezbollah. AMAL also lost credibility that it was anything more than the 

lapdog of Syria and the occupation forces. Despite this catastrophe, the internal crisis within 

AMAL was solved in just two years time. The organization produced a popular appeal label that 

advocated for Muslim equality, wealth redistribution, social programs, and electoral reform, 

included in the coalition were rival eye candy Hezbollah (which did not actively run any 

candidates), Tashnaksayum, and National Baath Socialist Party.  

AMAL experienced another major setback in 2000, when Hezbollah was recognized by 

Syria as the sole paramilitary force of Lebanon’s southern districts, a position that was granted to 

AMAL just a decade earlier. Hezbollah broke ranks from AMAL during elections and ran under 

its own party label receiving a sizeable load of the Shia representation. In just one election, 

Hezbollah has achieved parity with AMAL, forcing it to reform its coalition which had grown to 

include several pro-Syrian labels such as al-Kata’eb, the Arab Democrats Socialist Party, and the 

Arab Christian Democratic Party. The inclusion of Hezbollah and the decay of Kata’eb led to 

another failure in 2003 just before the Cedar Revolution, as Sunni militias began separating 

themselves from pro-Syria and pro-Iran Shia labels. The shift caused some twenty Sunni seats to 

go up for grabs and helped commence the emergence of the Future Movement. Despite these 
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setbacks, AMAL and Hezbollah reorganized their coalition government around the protection of 

pro-Syrian and pro-Iranian Shia – Maronite interests.  

Despite being directly challenged during the first stages of the Cedar Revolution, AMAL 

and its detente coalition with Hezbollah did not experience a party failure until 2008. During the 

Cedar Incursions 2006 – 2008, AMAL attempted to violently challenge Hezbollah for control of 

southern Lebanon as well as for control of several key Shia neighborhoods. Hezbollah again 

remained victorious against everything thrown at them. In response to AMAL’s actions, Syria 

withdrew its sponsorship of AMAL while it ended its occupation of the country. In 2008, AMAL 

and Hezbollah ran as rivals in FPTP elections and as coalition partners in PR elections.  Despite 

losing the election, AMAL was for the first time representatively subordinate to Hezbollah. 

Hezbollah also signed an agreement with the newly reformed Free Patriotic Movement, which 

switched control to the March 8th Alliance. Hezbollah mended relations with AMAL upon which 

Syria reinstated sponsorship of AMAL. However, Syria also became a foreign sponsor of 

Hezbollah and the FPM in the process.   

From 2008 – present, AMAL has become increasingly dependent upon Hezbollah and its 

ability to form governing coalitions with other dominant labels like FPM. Some evidence 

suggests that AMAL is no longer Syria’s acolyte and may have run its course. In recent years, 

the connections between Syria’s Bashar al-Assad and FPM’s Michael Aoun have taken a curious 

turn for the better. 85 FPM has also quickly become a powerhouse in legislative politics due to its 

strategic location in Lebanese politics allowing whoever sponsors FPM the ability to have a hand 

85 URL: http://www.aljazeera.com/news/middleeast/2008/12/200812364716222912.html 
   URL: http://www.dailystar.com.lb/Opinion/Commentary/2008/Dec-04/116432-michel-aouns-minority-package-
tour.ashx 
  URL: http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/babylonbeyond/2008/12/syria-old-foes.html 
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in any governing coalition. FPM has also overtaken Hezbollah and AMAL as the primary 

political alternative to the SFM and has overtaken al-Kata’eb as the primary alternative to 

Lebanese Forces Party.  

6.3.2 UNE 

UNE had experienced four major failures as the political wing of URNG one resulting in 

its own party emergence in 2000. Since 2000 the organization has experienced only a few minor 

disputes and one major dispute in 2011 (Allison 2009). The first major splits occurred directly 

following the negotiated settlement by armed factions of the URNG that sought to carve a piece 

of the post-settlement electorate for themselves. The military faction of URNG urged voters to 

back its protégé FDNG, but a large part of the organization’s political and diplomatic cadres 

backed the center-left ANN and the Mayan interests in URNG backed DIA (Allison 2009; Booth 

et al 2015). Following the first elections, URNG-backed groups received the third largest seat 

share in the legislature, prompting URNG to emerge from the bush and form its own political 

label. Political wings (UNE and ANN) and military wings (URNG, FDNG, DIA) continued to 

experience major disputes before the 1999 elections. The political wings of the organization 

proposed abandoning revolutionary ideology and changing the way they selected candidates for 

open-list elections, working off the success of the ANN in the last elections. In a compromised 

reached in 1999, the two wings agreed to run as a URNG party list utilizing candidates from the 

organization’s diplomatic wing the ASC and the political wing, but remain a Marxist-Leninist 

label (Sagar et al 2009). Following another dismal electoral performance the URNG shattered, 

from which UNE emerged in 2000 taking the political cadres of the major rebel organizations 

under the URNG label. 
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 Between 2000 and 2011, UNE experienced many minor intraparty disputes, between 

cadres concerned over the mass defections of URNG-Maiz, ANN, LIDER, UNC, and GANA to 

the party (Sagar et al 2009). In each dispute, the party set up electoral alliances with GANA and 

ANN, while also distancing themselves more and more from URNG. UNE maintained a working 

relationship with URNG allowing them to join the governing coalition, but then ousting them in 

2011 to form a coalition with the Patriotic Party (PP) a breakaway organization from the UNE-

GANA coalition. In 2011, UNE faced a major political disaster after its disqualification from the 

presidential election. Guatemala electoral law stipulates that presidential incumbents and their 

family are restricted to just one five-year term. In an attempt to circumvent the electoral 

restrictions, Colom and his wife divorced so she could run for president (Booth et al 2015).86 The 

electoral commission and high courts in Guatemala did not recognize the divorce and 

disqualified the UNE from running a presidential candidate.87 The election would become the 

first in Guatemalan history that an incumbent party would not be running a candidate. The 

disqualification of the party sent shockwaves within the organization, causing several factional 

fragmentations including LIDER, UNC, and the PP a faction of GANA. The Patriotic Party (PP) 

capitalized on the weak UNE-GANA coalition and won a landslide victory in presidential 

elections. UNE still only lost 3 seats in parliamentary elections, but its coalition partners GANA 

lost 34, URNG-Maiz lost 2, and ANN lost 16 (PARLINE 2014). Following the elections, UNE-

86 Cuban-backed rebel parties also attempt to install a succession of party leaders with common bloodlines. 

URL: http://www.mpla.ao/mpla.6/orgaos-nacionais.11/comite-central.19.html 

 In Angola, Cuban-backed MPLA uses the Dos Santos family to fill nineteen positions within the party’s executive 
committee,  five positions in the polit bureau, and four family members have formed political labels within the 
MPLA structure to run a spoiler candidates to FNLA and UNITA. In one of these organizations, OMA there are nine 
Dos Santos family members  in the executive committee.  
87 Women’s Issues were of extreme importance to voters in 2011. Between 2000 and 2007, femicides and violence 
against women had risen by 70%. The main issues going into 2011 were crime and women’s rights (Booth et al 
2015). 
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GANA formed a new governing coalition with PP and maintains control of parliament, but at the 

cost of losing presidential control.88  

6.4 Discussion 

This chapter attempted to better understand the staying power of rebel parties. Party 

lifespans were largely determined in first 10 years following a party’s emergence in post-

settlement elections. Although a few catastrophic party deaths occurred to parties after more than 

a decade of electoral participation, most parties that survived the first decade of electoral 

competition were likely to survive. Rebel parties were also fairly in cohesive over the course of 

the study, more than half of the sample was exposed to risk of failure after the first 10years of 

emergence.  

H2: Former rebel parties with authoritarian and semi-authoritarian sponsors will be 
more likely to survive, than organizations with democratic sponsorship or no 
sponsorship.  .  .  

Strong Support. Authoritarian rebel protégé parties are far more likely to experience longer 

lifespans. Autocratic and Semi-Democratic sponsorship were found to significantly decrease the 

likelihood of party death by 31 – 34% and 38 – 40% respectively. These results suggest that 

autocratic technologies are associated with longer lifespans, lending credence to formalism and 

centralization arguments. In all, the analyses appear to draw a causal connection between the 

rebel staying power and the vanguard technologies. Shocks in regime types are associated with 

changes in party homeostasis, employing technologies they receive to counter challenges to their 

stability and internal environment. Organizations with authoritarian sponsors are better equipped 

88 In Guatemala the military and president both have veto powers. 
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in this regard having both the administrative strategies and negotiation tools necessary to adapt to 

changes in their political environment. 89  

Robustness checks of these results confirm strong support for the theory. Using the 

Geddes, Wright, and Frantz (2014) autocratic transition data, I find that all forms of autocratic 

technology are substantively associated with the persistence of protégé.90 Of these autocratic 

technologies, Military Dictatorships and One Party States provide the best sponsorship for 

protégé party persistence being statistically significant at the 99% level and facing a decreased 

likelihood of party death, 97% and 77% respectively. Logically, this makes a lot of sense; 

Military Dictatorships provide technologies for control and security, whereas One Party States 

provide technologies for human capital development and ties with constituencies.  

Robustness checks using Marshall and Jagger (2009) PolityIV data find that differences 

within authoritarian technologies affect the degree and type of success parties are likely to enjoy. 

The most autocratic states provide the best path toward party formation and negotiation skills for 

coalition membership, yet are not as good at maximizing representation or producing policy 

outcomes. Semi-Democratic sponsors provide the best paths for emergence and maximum 

representation, but are not as good at bargaining and coalition building. Semi-autocratic sponsors 

on the other hand produce lukewarm paths for emergence and representation, but excel in 

policymaking. Whether these results are attributed to better organizational development or 

because of the resources they bring to the bargaining table is a question that needs further 

investigation (Kaarbo 2003; 2008). Yet, the distribution of power among authoritarian backed 

parties points to the former rather than the latter. 

89 According to Ghandi and Przeworski (2006) the most successful autocratic parties are those that can enforce 
cooperation between factions and elites that were once under a single banner. These party co-opts are not necessarily 
electoral coalitions but organizations with separate labels that caucus together to maximize power. 
90 Please see Appendix 2.2 – 2.4 for Gompertz-Makeham, Cox-Proportional, and Schoenfeld Residual Tests of the 
Robustness Analyses for Rebel Party Persistence. 
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CHAPTER 7

 REBEL PARTY PERFORMANCE AND NATIONAL IMPACT 

This chapter attempts to complete the theoretical story started in the previous chapters by 

understanding rebel party performance in achieving legislative and executive power. Electoral 

performance includes a measure of legislative representation, and three measures of executive 

power. Legislative power is measured by the percentage-share of seats in a post-conflict state’s 

national legislature. Membership to governing coalitions, prime minister appointments, and 

presidential candidate victory are used to measure a party’s ability to gain executive 

power/representation. As with the previous sections, the central theory of the dissertation holds 

precedence, rebel organizations with authoritarian foreign backing should be more 

institutionalized, operating at a higher electoral and governing capacity than those with 

democratic backing or no sponsorship. These include infusing minimal uses of violent repression 

with clientelistic empowerment programs including elite shuffles, wealth redistribution, and 

upward intraparty mobility. Therefore I predict a continuation of the inverse relationship 

between sponsor democratization and party policymaking behavior in economic sectors. Hence, 

this section analyzes the following hypotheses:  

H3: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to gain 
legislative representation than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

H4: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to gain 
executive power than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

H4a: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to win 
presidential elections than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

The third classification of rebel party development explored in this dissertation is 

performance in elections following a negotiated settlement. The results from the previous section 

suggest significant statistical and substantive support for the central theory: organizations with 
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authoritarian foreign backing are more likely to overcome the costs of entry and become political 

parties. However, a few questions still remain, including whether or not these parties that form 

actually matter and actually affect the political systems they enter. Moreover, does organizational 

development from insurgent to emergent party lead to a development in performance over time. 

This section provides the first step toward answering these questions by analyzing the rebel party 

performance in legislative and presidential elections over time. Again I test the argument that 

causal inference lies with the presence of foreign sponsors and their security interests in the host 

state. Furthermore, I test the argument that the political development of the sponsor greatly 

affects the political development of their protégé parties.  

7.1 Analysis of Rebel Party Performance  

This section provides an in-depth analysis of the effect of foreign sponsorship on 

legislative election performance in its simplest terms: the percentage of the national legislature 

controlled by a rebel party. Model 5 provides a regression analysis of the percentage of seats 

parties receive each election panel. Autocratic protégé parties receive 4.5% more representation 

than democratic and semi-democratic protégé parties, though it may seem a small substantive 

effect, changes in representation at this level may dictate who controls government. Once again 

party ideology has a strong effect on rebel party development, increasing legislative election 

performance by 8.3% as inclusiveness increased. Once again mobilization capacity and party 

origins have little statistical and substantive effect on post-settlement electoral performance, 

suggesting support for Allison (2005) work on post-settlement El Salvador. As expected, 

incumbent advantage is extremely strong in determining party performance at all levels, 

increasing the representative share by roughly 75%. Unexpectedly, the presence of UN 

Peacekeepers provides a strong statistical effect, but a lack of substantive significance 
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accounting for only a 1.3% increase in legislative representation. Economic and institutional 

factors were largely ineffectual on the electoral performance of rebel parties. Commodity 

production and infrastructure were both statistically and substantively insignificant. Contrary to 

the literature, power sharing institutions such as high district magnitude PR systems and closed 

national lists were not strongly associated in any way to rebel representation.  

A party’s ability to perform well in elections is one thing, but their ability to make 

representation meaningful is quite another. Often power in post-war governments is not dictated 

by a plurality of seats gained, rather an organizations ability to utilize negotiation skills and 

cooperate with other parties to form governing coalitions. This section attempts to better 

understand a type of electoral performance often overlooked in the study of rebel parties: the 

ability of party officials to negotiate and form coalitions. Model 6 & 7 provide binary logit 

models of rebel likelihood to gain governing coalition membership and prime minister 

appointment. Each model reports the odds ratio and robust-clustered standard errors. The models 

continue to find some support for this piece’s central theory: rebel parties with authoritarian 

sponsors are better institutionalized for electoral competition and negotiation into positions of 

power, except for prime minister appointments, which are not statistically associated with having 

foreign sponsors. Rebel parties with autocratic sponsors are more likely to gain access to 

governing coalition membership than parties with more democratic sponsors or those lacking 

sponsorship altogether. Rebel parties with broad ideological appeals on the other hand are far 

more likely to gain access to prime minister selection. This means that organizations with 

communist labels or inclusive ethno-religious labels are far more likely to receive ministerial 

portfolios than those that represent more exclusive groups. Rebel party origins and mobilization 

capacity have no statistical effect on the likelihood of rebel executive appointments.  Once again, 
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the incumbent advantage has a significant statistical and substantive role in determining which 

parties attain executive power.  

Table 7.1 Analyses of Rebel Party Performance in Post-Conflict Elections 
%Representation           Coalition      Prime Minister          President 

Variables          Model 5        Model 6  Model 7      Model 8 
Autocratic Sponsorship 0.045**         4.189***    2.491       10.889** 

 (.020)            (.390)     (.603)            (1.18) 
Mobilization Capacity             0.017               1.364    1.217         1.080 

 (.011)          (.202)    (.240)           (.368) 

Party Origins            -0.003         1.501  1.536         0.496 
 (.018)          (.346)     (.434)         (.500) 

Party Ideology  0.083***         1.961  22.192***         4.814* 
 (.019)          (.526)    (.734)           (.875) 

Incumbent Advantage  0.756***     154.325***            214.117*** 17329.920*** 
 (.291)          (.762)  (1.13)           (3.65) 

District Magnitude 0.001                       0.872    1.486***        1.033 
 (.000) (.093)     (.097)           (.146) 

Closed National List 0.022         0.998     0.492*         0.662 
 (.020)          (.349)      (.388)           (.458) 

Settlement Implementation 0.013         1.614**  1.459        1.095 
  (.010)          (.200)  (.219)           (.221) 

Number of Rebel Parties       -0.005                     1.253**  1.258**        1.088 
 (.003) (.089)      (.105)           (.129)  

UN Peacekeeping 0.013**         0.907    1.212        0.939 
 (.005)          (.107)      (.135)           (.182) 

Oil 0.013         0.669    1.712         0.702 
 (.022)            (.386)    (.431)           (.692) 

Infrastructure 0.000*         1.002  0.997       1.007 
 (.004)           (.003)     (.004)           (.006) 

War Duration 0.001         1.002    1.009         1.004 
 (.001)            (.011)      (.015)           (.017) 

Constant              -0.110***          0.032***               0.001***         0.001*** 
               (.039)           (.545)      (1.42)          (1.72) 

N   387           382  382       313 
Pseudo R2  0.689          0.244  0.420        0.542 
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Institutional conditions though insignificant in their association with legislative elections 

are particularly powerful in understanding the likelihood of rebel party selection to executive 

positions. As district magnitude increases, more PR-oriented post-settlement states are 48.6% 

more likely experience a rebel prime minister. Rebels are roughly 50% less likely to receive 

prime minister appointments in states that use national electoral lists than those with district-lists 

or open-lists. Settlement implementation is substantively significant in both models, but is only 

statistically significant in regard to coalition membership status. Likewise, as the number of rebel 

organizations included in post-conflict elections increases, the likelihood of rebel executive 

appointments increases by roughly 25%.   

UN peacekeeping has no substantive effect on rebel party performance. Lack of 

infrastructure is as expected negatively associated with rebel party success, but this effect is 

marginal in the substantive sense. PR systems with higher district magnitudes are associated with 

a 31% increased likelihood of PM appointment, whereas closed national lists often touted for 

decreasing the costs of political competition continue to produce negative effects for 

representation. Of the organizational controls, rebel parties with broad popular appeals and 

mobilization capacities during civil wars have an increased likelihood of producing meaningful 

representation particularly in high-level ministerial appointments. Affiliation to a legal political 

party, commodity production, and war duration are statistically insignificant with regard to 

gaining meaningful representation.  

About three-quarters of the organizations that enter elections following negotiated 

settlements must develop in presidential or semi-presidential systems. For most parties in these 

systems a presidential victory is the grand prize of electoral competition. With it presidential 

office often offers the power post-conflict groups need to solidify and consolidate their positions 
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in a political system. Therefore understanding what effects rebel party chances to become 

presidents is an important niche of this study that is often overlooked. Presidential victories also 

require different types of resources, management, and electoral expertise. Model 8 provides a 

logistic analysis of sponsorship’s effect on rebel candidates’ likelihood of presidential victory. 

The odds ratios provided symbolize the percentage likelihood of victory being achieved. Outside 

of incumbent advantage, authoritarian sponsorship and party ideology are the only statistically 

significant variables associated with rebel presidential victories. The results from Model 8 

continue to support the theory that authoritarian sponsorship provides better organizational 

technologies for party development than those parties with predominantly democratic sponsors 

or those that lack sponsorship. As sponsorship networks become more autocratic, the likelihood 

of rebel parties winning presidential elections quite substantial and statistically significant at the 

99% level. Rebel organizations with inclusive party ideologies are also more likely to win 

presidential elections than those with more exclusive ethnic identities.  

Incumbent advantage remains the most significant variable in the success of rebel party 

candidacy, suggesting that rebels are more than capable of using their representation in 

government as a means of elevating their chances in elections.  Commodity production has a 

negative effect on the likelihood of rebel candidate victory in presidential elections. All of the 

wartime variables are statistically and substantively significant in determining the likelihood of 

rebel presidential victory. Organizations with broad popular appeals and high mobilization 

capacity are much more likely to win presidential elections, increasing vote shares by 15% and 

8% respectively. As expected longer civil wars are associated with decreased electoral 

performance of rebel parties, decreasing the likelihood of presidential victory by 45%. 

Presidential elections held in systems with PR legislative elections are positively associated with 
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rebel presidential victories. Infrastructure, closed national list, peacekeeping, and legal party 

affiliation all have no significant effect on the performance of insurgent parties in presidential 

elections.  

Figure 7.1 provides qualitative information of sponsors whose organizations were able to 

receive ministerial portfolios despite underperforming in general elections. 91  Robustness 

analyses confirm the results from the quantitative analyses, rebel parties with the most 

authoritarian sponsors like Eritrea, Ethiopia, Libya, Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Cuba, China, Iran, and 

Qatar were more capable of negotiating an entrance to the governing coalition. Robustness 

checks also find that autocratic backed rebels are far more likely to receive high-level ministerial 

portfolios than those backed by democracies or no one. Furthermore, authoritarian backed parties 

are not constrained by the military and economic capabilities of their sponsors. This differs from 

rebel parliamentarians with democratic support who are only likely to negotiate their way into 

meaningful representation when backed by powers with strong military and economic 

capabilities. The most autocratic states provide the best path toward party formation and 

negotiation skills for coalition membership, yet are not as good at maximizing representation. 

91 The qualitative table was collected using the dyadic data in Appendices 2 and 3.  
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Robustness checks of these hypotheses confirm the results of this chapter across the 

board.92 As with previous robustness analyses, one party regimes are consistently good sponsors 

of new rebel parties, producing substantive and statistical significance in all models. One party 

regime sponsors are associated with 13 more seats in the legislature, 8% increased 

representation, 112% increased likelihood of coalition membership, and substantial increased 

likelihood of prime ministership and presidential victory. Personalist sponsorship was consistent 

with regard to attaining executive power, increasing the likelihood of coalition membership by 

98% and prime ministership/presidential control by substantial margins (594–638%). Monarchic 

sponsors provided statistical and substantive significance for rebel presidential victories, but 

were statistically insignificant for others types of representation. Once again, sponsorship from 

military dictatorships was a bit of a red herring, producing no statistical significance across the 

models and was perfectly correlated with success in prime minister and presidential contests. 

Substantively, however, military dictator sponsors were associated with fewer seats won (-23), 

but increased likelihood of coalition membership by 113%. Simplified analyses of sponsor 

democratization also reaffirm the findings in this chapter. Parties with democratic sponsors were 

35% less likely to gain executive power and 50% less likely to win presidential contests, both 

results being significant at the 99% level.  

Robustness checks using Marshall and Jaggers (2014) democratic institutionalization data 

suggest that autocratic and semi-democratic protégé parties were the most likely to gain all types 

of representation on both the legislative and executive levels. Autocratic protégé were especially 

suitable for post-conflict election processes. Semi-Autocratic rebel protégé less so, except with 

regard to gaining prime minister appointments, which was likely due to their policymaking 

capabilities in office. Semi-democratic provides robust electoral performance in all of the major 

92 Please see Appendix 2 for dyadic robustness analyses using Geddes et al (2014) Autocratic Transition Data.  
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categories, but also suggest that semi-democratic regimes produce well rounded political parties 

that perform well in elections, but are not as specialized as autocratic protégé in gaining 

meaningful representation in executive offices. 

7.2 Analysis of the National Impacts of Rebel Party Performance 

This dissertation has consistently found that many rebel organizations have the skills 

needed to become strong, hegemonic political parties in post-conflict systems. Foreign backed 

parties, especially those with predominantly autocratic sponsors are far more likely to acquire 

seats in the legislature, governing coalition, and office of the presidency than those with 

predominantly democratic sponsorship. Negotiated settlements are invariably accompanied with 

major political transitions that if not successful may lead to costly consequences. Indeed, 

transforming insurgencies into legal political organizations is necessary to peace and 

development after civil war (Reilly and Nordlund 2008; Cammett and Malesky 2012). 

Negotiated settlements and third party interveners provide many rebel organizations access to 

critically important resources to ease their transitions and reintegration (Mason and Gurses 2008; 

Mason and Joshi 2011). Some successful transitions like those in Guatemala, Lebanon, and 

Liberia have led to the development of former rebel parties and interest groups, yet in many 

other cases like Angola, Burma, Libya, and Pakistan; failures of transition lead to the diffusion of 

organized crime and/or the ignition of civil war. This section tests the final hypotheses of this 

dissertation regarding the overall impacts of rebel party inclusion and performance in post-

conflict elections: 

H6a: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be more likely experience
lasting peace  

H6b: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be less likely to democratize
over time.  
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H6c: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be less likely to experience
democratic consolidation. 

The fourth characteristic of rebel parties is their impact on the political systems they 

enter. In short, do these parties matter? Do they have lasting effects on the states that include 

them in politics? This chapter attempts to understand national impact in four major ways: peace 

duration, democratization, leadership turnover, and party turnover. Currently there is some 

debate about the likelihood of peace and democratization after civil war. Some scholars argue 

that negotiated settlements, particularly those with provisions for rebel inclusion through power-

sharing institutions and peacekeeping are the best scenarios for peace and development (Allison 

2006; Mason and Gurses 2008; Mason and Joshi 2011). Other scholars argue that negotiated 

settlements provide incentives to fight, where the most successful systems are those with rebel 

victories (Roeder and Rothchild 2005; Fortna and Huang 2012). However, outside of controlling 

for conflict termination, power-sharing, and peacekeeping; the debate has yet to account for the 

inclusion of rebel groups into a system as legal political parties.93  

This section provides the first test of the national impacts of rebel party inclusion and 

performance. Three national impacts are studied in this section. First, Model 9 & 10 provide 

hazard analyses of peace duration following negotiated settlements. Positive hazard ratios should 

be read as variables that increase the likelihood of a return to civil war, a decrease in stability and 

peace. Model 11 provides a Random Effects GLS model to analyze changes in democratic 

institutions across post-conflict election panels. Model 12 and 13 report odds ratios for binary 

logistic analyses of democratic consolidation. Consolidation is operationalized in two ways 

including a measure of leadership turnover and party turnover. Leadership turnover refers to a 

93 Doyle and Sambanis (2006) do however control for the number of belligerent factions included in a peace
settlement, but do not operationalize factions as political parties.   
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change of the executive from panel to panel. Party turnover refers to a change of the party in 

power from panel to panel.   

Table The Effects of Rebel Party Inclusion and Performance on Peace Duration 
    Cox Proportional          Weibull Model 

Variables Model 9   Model 10 
Rebel Party Inclusion  1.030      1.029 

  (.134)        (.134) 
Rebel Legislative Share  0.084***        0.183** 

  (.081)        (.099) 
Settlement Implementation              1.419*      1.302 

  (.271)        (.267) 
UN Peacekeeping*_t  0.935***      0.943*** 

  (.022)        (.022) 
Infrastructure              1.003      1.003 

  (.003)        (.003) 

Federalism  1.285      1.446 
  (.473)       (.597) 

Ethnic Fractionalization  0.620      0.704 
  (.457)        (.579) 

Ethnic Fractionalization2  0.144      0.251 
  (.411)       (.695) 

Polity  1.040      1.102 
  (.027)        (.027) 

Polity2  0.986**      0.989* 
  (.006)       (.006) 

Log(Population)  0.880      0.858 
  (.123)        (.131) 

War Duration  1.001      0.995 
  (.039)        (.048) 

Constant      0.146* 
       (.047) 

N      70         70 
Royston Adjusted R2    0.187       0.200 

Model 9 & 10 provide Cox Proportional and Weibull hazard analyses of peace duration 

using a Mason and Joshi (2011) model. This model includes national-level measures for ethnic 

fractionalization, ethnic fractionalization2, PolityIV, PolityIV2, and logged population. Of these, 
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only Polity2 is statistically significant in understanding peace duration following settlements. The 

performance of Polity2 suggests that the most democratic and most autocratic regimes are 1 – 2% 

less likely to revert back to civil war, hardly a substantive finding. 

Models 11 through 13 provide analyses of the political development impacts of rebel party 

inclusion following negotiated settlements. These models account for three different control 

variables important for understanding political development and political decay in new 

democracies, including federalism, ethnic polarization, and religious polarization (Ordeshook 

and Shvetsova 1992; Reyna-Querol 2008; Fortna 2008; Fortna and Huang 2012). Of these, 

federalism and religious polarization have the most substantial effects on post-conflict political 

development. Increases in religious polarization are associated with a positive statistical effect on 

democratization over time, but a negative substantive (though statistically insignificant) effect on 

the turnover of political power. Federalism on the other hand is the most powerful indicator for 

likelihood of electoral turnover in post-settlement states, but is statistically insignificant with 

regard to democratization.  

Interestingly, the inclusion of rebel parties is associated with a 3% increase in the 

likelihood of renewed civil war, suggesting that settlements that allow more rebel parties the 

more at risk than those that are more exclusive.94 However, the statistical and substantive 

insignificance of rebel inclusion suggests that the number of parties allowed to compete, cannot 

alone be used to understand the likelihood of post-conflict stability.95 The real substantive and 

statistical significance lies with rebel control of national government, settlement implementation, 

and UN Peacekeeping. As rebel party control of the national legislature increases, post-

settlement states are far less likely to revert back to civil war and peace duration increases from 

94 See inclusion of factions in Doyle and Sambanis (2006, pp. 100 – 101). 
95 See institutions of inclusion in Paris (2004). 
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82 – 92%. This suggests that inclusion of rebel parties is not nearly as important as their 

performance in elections and/or their access to legislative power. Settlement implementation, on 

the other hand, is associated with an increased risk of renewed armed struggle by 42%. This may 

be an artifact of “buyer’s remorse” in systems that do not experience high levels of rebel 

performance in elections. Most likely this result provides support for Roeder and Rothchild’s 

(2005) argument of incentivized rebellion via negotiated settlement, where credible 

commitments to settlement provisions incentivize rebels to use violence to increase their position 

in government. Finally, as expected, UN Peacekeeping decreases the risk of renewed civil war, 

especially as peacekeepers take on more of a state-building mandate. Although the effect of 

peacekeeping is statistically significant, it only accounts for roughly a 6% increase in peace 

duration.       

Once again, Models 11 – 13 find the inclusion of rebel parties is not a particularly 

significant factor in understanding the likelihood of post-conflict development. Rebel party 

inclusion in post-settlement elections provides no statistical or substantive effect on 

democratization or consolidation. However, when rebel parties win office through general 

elections, there is a substantial overall negative effect on democratization and consolidation. As 

rebel party representation increases, the process of democratization stalls and is replaced by 

political decay. This provides some substantive reasons behind the establishment of many 

dominant party semi-democratic regimes in post-conflict states. Increases in rebel representation 

are associated with an 86% decrease in leadership turnover and a 95% decrease in party turnover. 

In short, when rebel groups are successful in elections, the peace lasts but the progress toward 

democracy is retarded. 
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Table 8.3: Analyzing the National Impacts of Rebel Inclusion: Democratization and 
Consolidation 
Variables               Democratization           Leader Turnover     Party Turnover 

  GLS Coefficient         Odds Ratio         Odds Ratio         
      Model 11          Model 12           Model 13 

Rebel Party Inclusion          -0.074 0.923 1.000 
   (.114)  (.106)  (.222) 

Rebel Legislative Share  -0.956* 0.141** 0.048*** 
 (.511)  (.118)  (.015) 

Settlement Implementation         -0.051 0.590*** 0.589** 
    (.123)  (.121)  (.124) 

UN Peacekeeping Mandate         -0.021 1.390** 1.343* 
    (.093)  (.245)  (.404) 

Federalism          -0.339 4.190** 2.457* 
 (.332)  (1.096)  (.551) 

Electoral List Structure          0.317 0.589 0.930 
   (.227)  (.408)  (.351) 

Log(average district mag.)          0.070 0.940 0.871 
   (.091)  (.286)  (.125) 

Ethnic Polarization          -0.707 4.736 3.197 
   (1.076)  (2.645)  (1.335) 

Religious Polarization          0.931* 0.932 0.716 
    (.562)  (.705)  (.768) 

Oil    -0.203 0.556 0.269*** 
    (.293)  (.218)  (.450) 

Infant Mortality Rate   -0.005 0.984*** 0.979*** 
    (.003)  (.012)  (.007) 

War Duration   0.004 1.017 1.001 
    (.013)  (.036)  (.021) 

Constant  0.831 1.338 3.764 
    (.879)  (1.947)  (1.045) 

N           147   184   190 
(Pseudo) R2  0.091  0.148  0.205 

Of the other settlement-specific control variables, settlement implementation and 

peacekeeping mandate are statistically and substantively significant. Post-conflict states that 

have implemented more provisions of a negotiated settlement experience a decreased likelihood 

of democratic consolidation. This 40% drop in democratic consolidation suggests that the 

provisions of most negotiated settlements force parties to employ extralegal methods to maintain 

hold of power: former rebel forces seek to capitalize on settlement provisions and former 
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government forces become fearful of the greater ease that rebel parties can amass political 

power. This finding suggests some support for Fortna and Huang (2012), which argue that 

negotiated settlements provide greater incentives to return to armed struggle than 

rebel/government victories. UN Peacekeeping on the other hand, is both statistically and 

substantively associated with democratic consolidation over time. As peacekeeper mandates 

approach a more state-building role, the likelihood of leadership turnover increases by 39% and 

the likelihood of party turnover increases by 34%. These results suggest that UN Peacekeepers 

are particularly effective in their management and enforcement of peaceful democratic turnover 

in settlement states.  

Of the economic control variables, oil and infrastructure were statistically associated with 

a decreased likelihood of post-settlement democratic consolidation. Oil producing states were 

associated with a roughly 73% decreased likelihood of party turnover. Despite being statistically 

insignificant in the democratization and leadership turnover models, the performance of this 

variable is in line with work by Ross (2001; 2012): the resource curse of oil production stagnates 

political development. More specifically, the results suggest that the presence of oil provides 

political parties access to massive amounts of patronage resources that can be used to amass 

constituent support and outspend political rivals in elections. Infant mortality on the other hand 

has a strong statistical effect on consolidation (at the 99% level), but a marginal substantive 

effect of 1.5 – 2%. These results suggest that poverty stricken societies with income inequalities 

and lackluster infrastructure are less likely to experience democratic consolidation than those 

more economically developed.    

7.3 Discussion 
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The results from Chapter 7 argue that authoritarian foreign sponsorship provided 

increased electoral capacities to former rebel parties, allowing them to build hegemonic party 

organizations. Furthermore, this chapter finds that rebel party performance has a direct effect on 

the peace, democratization, and democratic consolidation of settlement states. The success of 

rebel parties in elections and the strategic use of the state apparatus while in government provide 

better insight to how these groups develop overtime. Analyses in the first section suggest that 

institutionalized protégé parties are associated rebel party development including their ability to 

participate, perform, and win in elections. The results generally support the causal mechanism, 

that authoritarian sponsorship provides parties the tools and skills needed to transform 

insurgencies into viable political parties and bush warriors into effective rebel statesmen. The 

second section of this chapter attempted to understand the national impacts of rebel party 

inclusion and performance on post-settlement states. Analyses from this section supplement the 

premise of the dissertation’s central theory. Organizations with authoritarian sponsors are far 

more likely to receive representation in national offices, thus these organizations are more likely 

to use their positions in government and their autocratic skillset to retain these positions over 

time. This chapter tested three hypotheses regarding rebel party performance and three 

hypotheses regarding the national impacts of rebel party performance in post-settlement states.   

H3: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to gain 
legislative representation than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

Supported. Rebel parties with higher levels of Autocratic-backing are associated with 3 – 4% 

increase in their percentage control of national legislatures. Robustness checks concur with this 

finding, authoritarian sponsors particularly those with single-party or personalist regimes are 

associated with the maximization of legislative representation through elections. In all, the 
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results suggests that rebel parties with authoritarian sponsorship will be more likely to win 

electoral contests than those with democratic sponsorship.     

H4: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to gain 
executive power than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

Supported. Although rebel parties backed by autocrats were not substantially successful in 

maximizing legislative seats or statistically associated in receiving ministerial portfolios; they 

were both substantively and statistically best associated with negotiating their way into 

governing coalitions. A central argument of this dissertation is that the survival and development 

of rebel parties is dependent upon the management of resources and that organizations with 

authoritarian sponsors should receive better administrative technologies than those backed by 

democracies or no one. One of the principal forms of resource mobilization and management 

occurs in the coalition building process following post-settlement elections. At this point parties 

with administrative skills separate themselves from the rest of the pack, especially if they can 

negotiate their way into a governing coalition despite underperforming in elections.  

H4a: Former rebel parties with authoritarian sponsors will be more likely to win 
presidential elections than those with democratic sponsors or no sponsorship.  

Strongly Supported. Authoritarian sponsorship was most powerful with regard to presidential 

elections. Authoritarian governments place a lot of time, money, and resources into the public’s 

perception of the head of state. In many authoritarian governments, the political survival of elites 

is driven by the image of the ruler, particularly in states like Iran or North Korea where the ruler 

is touted as being of divine or demigod status. Furthermore, authoritarian governments do not 

have to go through all the red tape that democratic sponsors do, allowing them the ability to 
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bankroll presidential candidates in ways that democratic-backed and unsponsored candidates 

simply cannot.  

H5a: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be more likely experience
lasting peace than those with losing rebel parties. 

Strongly Supported. The results from this chapter suggest that post-settlement states are far more 

stable and peaceful when rebel parties are successful in elections. The results also find that the 

inclusiveness of a settlement does not have a positive nor profound effect on peace duration, 

rather performance in elections dictates the willingness of rebels to remain observant of a 

settlement. Thus electoral success has a satiating effect, providing incentives to battle in future 

elections rather than through an armed struggle. Substantively, increases in rebel representation 

are associated with a 92% decrease in the likelihood of civil war onset following negotiated 

settlements. 

H5b: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be less likely to democratize
over time. 

H5c: Post-Settlement States with successful rebel parties will be less likely to experience
democratic consolidation. 

Strongly Supported.  The results from this chapter suggest that rebel parties use their 

representation and access to national resources to increase their staying power in government, 

producing peaceful semi-democratic states with hegemonic party systems. Rebel parties have 

developed many different strategies across post-settlement states. Some rebel parties like FMLN, 

UNE, EPRDF, CPN-M, ANC, SDS, and AMAL have established broad electoral appeals across 

different socio-economic cleavages, through wealth redistribution, trade, and social programs 

(Meltzer and Richard 1981; Bussman 2001; Przeworski 2001; 2005; Wallerstein and Moene 
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2001; Arriola 2013).96 Many rebel parties like ZANU-PF, MBR-200, SPLM, RENAMO, and 

CNDD have resorted to Draconian repressive strategies such as starvation, economic warfare, 

extrajudicial killing, imprisonment, and torture to retain their positions of power. Other rebel 

parties like FRUD, FRELIMO, KPLF, and MPLA maintain relatively peaceful, fraudulent 

elections. Regardless of the method through which rebel parties retain power, rebel party success 

provides conditions for peace and stability at the cost of political decay.  

The results in this chapter support theoretical assumptions of the new literature on 

stability and democratization in post-conflict states. On the one hand, this chapter supports those 

that argue that settlements alone do not incentivize peaceful behavior (Fortna and Huang 2012). 

Greater degrees of settlement implementation and rebel party inclusion were associated with 

increased risks of peace failure. This chapter also supports those arguing that negotiated 

settlements can provide the best framework for peace and development as long as UN 

peacekeepers are present to enforce democratic processes (Mason and Joshi 2011). Furthermore, 

this chapter provides a new argument, that the inclusionary provisions and implementation of a 

settlement are not particularly important, when compared to the success of the parties that enter 

post-conflict elections. Successful rebel groups will lead to peaceful semi-democratic states, 

failed parties will lead to renewed civil war.    

96 Attracting engaged political elites and upper-middle class voters has been directly linked to 
with increasing international trade. 
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CHAPTER 8 

CONCLUSION 

Why do some rebel groups emerge and thrive as political parties and others do not? Why 

are some organizations better equipped to build human capital and ties to constituencies after 

civil war? A number of explanations have been developed to explain the variation of rebel-to-

party transformations across civil war environments: rebel organizational legitimacy, rebel 

mobilization capacity, access to resource rents, sociopolitical constraints, and credible 

commitment problems, to name a few. These explanations are applicable in varying degrees, but 

they are all subordinate to the influence of foreign sponsors.  

8.1 Exporting Democracy through Revolutionary Vehicles 

This dissertation finds resounding support for recent research opposed to the exportation 

of democracy as a credible policy objective [in its current implementation] (Enterline and Greig 

2005). The results also affirm arguments that democracies produce inadequate institutions that 

are incapable of surviving the pressures of authoritarianism around them (Enterline and Greig 

2005; 2007; Mason and Meernik 2006; Walter 2011). Often the results suggest that democratic 

institutions and processes funded by liberal sponsors are likely to be held by authoritarian backed 

groups in the long run.  Authoritarian sponsorship is far superior to democratic sponsorship 

because of the focus on organizational capital, supporting researchers like Sam Huntington 

(1962; 1968) and Thomas Carothers (1999; 2006) who have argued that the United States should 

provide “organizational assistance” for rebel-to-party transformations rather than broad 

investments into electoral institutions or the military capabilities of organizations during wars.   

 Despite the overall negative effect democratic sponsorship has on party development, 

there have been some successes like those in Liberia, Cambodia, and Togo. Therefore the 
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dissertation does find some marginal support for the argument of democratic exportation: the 

idea that advanced industrial democracies should be in the business of exporting their ideals, 

norms, and institutions through revolutionary vehicles, using their vast economic tools to bailout 

new parties (Burnell 2000; Schraeder et al 2002; Coyne 2007). Schraeder et al (2002) contend 

economically developed sponsors should follow a “German” or “Nordic” model of democratic 

exportation, focusing on economic and humanitarian interests, building strong ties to specific 

constituencies. Coyne (2007) concurs that a “German” model of democratic exportation is more 

likely to succeed, but that democracies should utilize free trade agreements following conflict, 

providing new party labels the disposable income they need to meet costs of development. 

Interestingly, quantitative and qualitative results from this dissertation find, that wealthy 

sponsors are not necessarily better sponsors nor do they produce better rebel parties. Evidence of 

this phenomenon was particularly clear in Figure 7.1, where parties backed by the likes of 

Eritrea, Libya, Cuba, Syria, Thailand, and Angola outperformed organizations backed by 

economic and militaristic powerhouses like United States, France, Turkey, Pakistan, India, and 

Russia.   

Simultaneously, there is the realization that the sponsorship of rebel movements is often 

critical to democratic security interests and will likely need to continue. However, I do argue that 

what Schraeder et al (2002) refer to as the “US Model,” where assistance is purely based on out-

spending and out-equipping existential threats; is not an effective means of sponsoring 

revolutionary vehicles or former rebel parties. Further, sponsoring corrupt personalities and 

warlords drunk with aid and independent from constituencies, is not an effective or efficient 

policy, either (Carothers 2006). Why do American attempts to sponsors rebel movements fail so 

often? Why are Nicaragua, Angola, Libya, and Syria such astute failures? 
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9.1.1 MODEL and ULIMO-K 

 In August of 2003, the Second Liberian Civil War came to an end after seven years of 

insurrection by the Liberians United for Reconciliation and Democracy (LURD), the United 

Liberation Movement for Democracy (ULIMO), and the Movement for Democracy and Equality 

in Liberia (MODEL). As a result of the Accra Peace Accords in 2003, three major rebel 

organizations were to be included in the electoral process: LURD, ULIMO-K and MODEL. 

Despite the “inclusion of many hostile factions,” MODEL and ULIMO-K, would go on to form 

their own party labels after the settlement (see Doyle and Sambanis 2006). The leaders of these 

organizations were very well known to ordinary Liberians and to the Liberian diaspora in the 

United States (Sagar et al 2009). The leaders of the movement were also former military and had 

served as legally appointed members of the government under Samuel Doe before the first civil 

war.  

Both organizations also had to deal with major fragmentation and fractionalization issues 

after the wars were complete. Despite being run as a formalistic military organization, MODEL 

suffered from factional issues tied to the groups recruitment: between those who had helped form 

the organization abroad (most of the movement was exiled in Cote d’Ivoire or the United States) 

and those that had defected or conscripted into MODEL during hostilities (see Lyons 2009; 

Sagar et al 2009). ULIMO on the other hand, did not have a recruitment or identity problem, it 

was an ethnic label centered on Krahn interests. In ULIMO, factionalism was more procedural: 

who would be selected to run as avowed candidates on the organization’s behalf?  

Despite these similarities, the two organizations represent completely different sides of 

American sponsorship policy. MODEL, a protégé of Cote d’Ivoire and the United States that 

formed the Congress of Democratic Change (CDC) in 2004, uses broad popular appeals and 
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selects avowed candidates from Liberian popular culture. Much of the MODEL leadership 

originated from political positions in Liberia or from interest groups in the United States prior to 

the civil war (Sagar et al 2009). This provided the organization a great deal of human capital 

advantage over the other belligerent organizations. Very much like FMLN in El Salvador and 

UNE in Guatemala, the CDC has refrained from selecting its “heroes of the revolution” as 

avowed candidates in national elections. Further, most of its “heroes” including the central 

leadership had been repurposed into interest groups and lobbying firms (Sagar et al 2009). 

Despite their human rights record during the war, MODEL experienced a particularly easy ride 

through the transitional process greatly due to its organizational structure and foreign 

connections. The organization’s leader, Thomas Nimely, was an American educated doctor and 

defense minister that organized MODEL while exiled in Cote d’Ivoire (Sagar et al 2009). 

Despite having the highest public opinion of all the rebel leaders, Nimely retired from political 

life in Liberia, but still retains a position in the CDC party office in the United States.  

Where MODEL specialized in well-organized broad popular appeals, ULIMO-K 

specialized in the use of violence and terror. Despite being one of the smaller rebel organizations 

in Liberia and Sierra Leone, ULIMO-K was quite effective as an insurgent and criminal 

organization, fighting toe-to-toe with much larger armies like the RUF, AFRC, ULIMO-J, and 

NDPL (Lyons 2005; 2009; Sagar et al 2009). The majority of American sponsorship attempts 

favor the ULIMO model, creating very effective fighters/terrorists but very ineffective political 

parties. ULIMO-Kromah sponsored by Sierra Leone and the United States, was synonymous 

with many crimes against humanity across a wide swath of West Africa including three civil 

wars in Liberia and Sierra Leone and a diamond conflict in Guinea. ULIMO formed an ethnic 

party label the All Liberian Coalition Party (ALCOP) in 1997 and again in 2004 (Sagar et al 
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2009). Despite its ability to mobilize and recruit followers, ULIMO’s transition to and 

development as ALCOP has been stunted, receiving only three seats in government and less than 

8% of the popular vote in the first two general/presidential elections. The lack of party 

development in ALCOP is likely due to the organization’s leadership and reluctance to disarm. 

Unlike MODEL, ULIMO’s decentralized leadership shared power among several different 

Krahn warlords and chieftains. In elections, ALCOP’s candidate selection features a whose-who 

of revolutionary heroes, tribal leaders, and human rights abusers.97 ULIMO-ALCOP has also 

been reluctant to fully demobilize and disarm creating a fearful voting environment seeking 

stability (Doyle and Sambanis 2006; Lyons 2009).  

9.1.2 UNITA and FDN 

Much like ULIMO, the counter-revolutionary Forces for Democracy in Nicaragua 

(Contras, henceforth) in Nicaragua and UNITA in Angola were particularly fearsome bush 

warriors, but lacked the organizational capital to form effective political parties after the wars 

had ended. Despite their lack of popular appeals, organization, and human capital required for 

political party development, the organizations did share the lobbying prowess of more successful 

American-backed groups like MODEL and the Khmer Rouge. The Contra Movement and 

UNITA were able to amass political, financial, and military support from multiple sponsors for 

over 20 years.  

The Contra counter-revolutionaries were fractious loose-knit group of disenfranchised 

military officers and conservative religious leaders. In the beginning years of sponsorship, the 

United States sought to divert FSLN attention away from its own sponsorship of pro-communist 

97 Several of ALCOP’s candidates and party leadership have been charged for crimes against humanity or were
required to engage in truth and reconciliation following the war (see Sagar et al 2009; Lyons 2009). The party’s 
presidential candidate and central leader, Alhaji Kromah, has been exiled twice for human rights and war crimes 
charges (Sagar et al 2009).  
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insurgencies in El Salvador and Guatemala (Hunter 2012). Yet, as the counter-revolution 

continued, the focus became more about kill count: using insurrection and terrorism to weaken 

the Sandinista government (Greentree 2008; Hunter 2012). Much like MODEL, the Contras were 

particularly good at lobbying and influencing public policy in their sponsor states. The Contra 

Forces lobbied the United States, Argentina, and Honduras, producing lists of assassination 

requests and emergency funding actions (see Greentree 2008; Hunter 2012). Yet, despite their 

lobbying prowess and financial backing, they were unable to form their own party label 

following the negotiated settlement. Instead, the FDN and Contra movement merged with the 

National Opposition Union (UNO) a collection of political parties and interest groups that aimed 

for dethroning Sandanista government through the electoral process (Sagar et al 2009). UNO did 

have some success in the early 2000s, but has been unable to gain governing coalition status or 

since 2006 or presidential victory since 2001.   

 UNITA has a particularly interesting sponsorship history, having contracts with United 

States, Zaire, and South Africa from 1972 – 1997 and contracts with Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Israel, 

Zambia, and Qatar from 1994 – present (Windrich 1992; Cunningham et al 2009; Sagar et al 

2009). During the First Angolan Civil War, UNITA were touted as pro-democratic, anti-

communist freedom fighters. A large part of this image came from UNITA’s use of American 

Media to set national discussion and support for their group (Windrich 1992). Jonas Savimbe, 

UNITA’s charismatic leader frequently invited American journalists to Eastern Angola to view 

UNITA’s governing process and account the repression its members endured while under MPLA 

rule and Cuban intervention (Windrich 1992). In 1979, 1981, and 1989 Savimbe traveled to the 

United States on press and lecture tours. During the tours, Savimbe began amassing support of 
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interest groups and in 1981 was invited to appear at the White House with President Reagan 

(Windrich 1992).  

Savimbe’s stunning use of American media outlets allowed the group to keep aid and 

weapons flowing throughout the civil war. “Reagan’s African Rambo” began showing his true 

character as a ruthless self-interested warlord in 1989 and 1991 in his attempts to derail the peace 

talks (Windrich 1992). Furthermore, reports from former UNITA and FNLA defectors suggested 

that Savimbe was slowly increasing his position by repressing the other pro-democratic parties 

and leaders (Windrich 1992). Following the first negotiated settlement in 1991, UNITA ran in its 

first national elections in 1992, winning roughly 34% of the legislature and 40.1% of the 

presidential vote.  

Declaring fraudulent elections, Savimbe and UNITA launched a surprise advance 

capturing two-thirds of the country in 1992 (Windich 1992; Sagar et al 2009). In 1993, the 

United States recognized the MPLA government forcing UNITA to adhere to the negotiated 

settlement. Subsequently, President Clinton withdrew American support of UNITA in 1994 amid 

reports of its nefarious activities in the diamond trade. In 1996, Savimbe once again returned to 

the bush war to support the Mobutu regime (a long-term sponsor) in the First Congo War and 

returned to hostilities against MPLA government forces (Lyons 2009; Sagar et al 2009). 

Following Mobutu’s demise, the Angolan Civil War devolved into a resource war over the 

control of diamonds, slaves, and narcotics. Despite losing support from the United States, Zaire, 

and South Africa, Savimbe forged new sponsorship contracts with Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Egypt, 

Zambia, and Israel during the resource war until his death in 2002. Following the second 

negotiated settlement, UNITA has emerged in every election as a subordinate party in national 

elections and a dominant party in local elections.    
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9.1.3 Policy Prescription 

On October 11, 2015, President Obama defunded a program that sponsored liberal rebel 

organizations in Syria (Hortopan 2015). The five hundred million dollar program trained roughly 

twenty thousand insurgents that belonged to a myriad of groups including the Islamic Front and 

elements of the Free Syrian Army (Przybyla et al 2014). The program sought to train rebels how 

to conduct military operations and logistics with the hope that their training would turn the tide. 

Absolutely none of the money invested in these groups went toward leadership development, 

human capital development, or organizational capacity. It is particularly clear that the United 

States has not learned its painful lessons from Liberian, Cambodian, Nicaraguan, and Angolan 

sponsorship programs. The fatal flaw in American policy is two-fold. First, the measurement and 

evaluation of policy success continues to be dictated by kill count and not by organizational 

development and constituent maximization. Second, policy implementation focuses on the 

development of military tactics rather than the ability to rule. Therefore democracies focus on 

military outcomes, but abandon organizations for electoral processes after wars end. 

 This contradictory policy of sponsoring terrorists during the war and electoral processes 

during the peace provides a recipe for stagnation, instability and renewed civil war. Policy-wise, 

my findings suggest that advanced industrialized democracies need to either 1) restructure their 

sponsorship programs toward strong organizational development instead of war-making capacity 

and/or 2) depend on authoritarian allies if they wish to develop strong parties in states of 

economic and security interest. Democratic-backed parties were most successful when sponsors 

like the United States and France cooperated with personalist, monarchic, and single party states 

like Cote d’Ivoire, Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Turkey, Uganda, Syria, and South Africa (pre 1994).  

145



9.2 Foreign Sponsorship and the Development of Rebel Linkage Institutions 

This dissertation has found overwhelming evidence that foreign sponsors have a 

significant role in rebel-to-party transformations. However, rebel participation in political parties 

and elections do not represent all of the choices available to them after a civil war. Linkage 

institutions are particularly important in not only the growth of democracy, but also in defining 

the characteristics of democracy. There are several linkage institutions missing in the literature 

on post-conflict democratization and party development including rebel party mergers and rebel 

interest groups. 

9.2.1 Mergers and Acquisitions 

In its current form, rebel party development is operationalized using Janda’s (1980) 

definition of political parties. Taken literally, this definition excludes rebel organizations and 

parties that abandon their label to merge with another party label. In many cases, the choice to 

merge does not necessarily conclude participation or success as a linkage institution in post-

conflict politics. Several rebel organizations and their avowed candidates such as the Moro 

National Liberation Front in the Philippines and Kokang Democracy and All Burma Students for 

Democracy in Burma have done quite well merged with stronger political parties such as the 

Liberal Party (LPP) in the Philippines or the National League (NLD) or State Peace and 

Development Party (SPDC) in Burma. Likewise, some dying or defunct rebel parties like al-

Kata’eb in Lebanon have done particularly well training independents to run in FPTP districts 

despite the organization’s ineptness in PR districts.  

Mergers and acquisitions of rebel parties should also be accounted for due to their impact 

on party systems. Negotiated settlements alone already provide perfect environments for party 

realignment and shifts in how party systems operate. The acquisition or merger of a rebel party 
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with another may act as a catalyst in this process, especially if a former rebel organization can 

deliver constituency support, patronage, and/or organizational capital to an establishment party. 

Conversely, the national impacts of these forms of inclusion and success need to be accounted 

for; do disturbances in party systems elevate democracy and increase peace duration?       

9.2.2 Interest Group Transformation 

The results from this project suggest that foreign sponsorship produces elitist and 

hyperpluralist political systems. In elitist systems rebels with foreign sponsors have the money, 

power, and influence that other new or establishment parties may lack. In hyperpluralist systems 

rebels may have the ability install iron triangles and broker deals between with domestic and 

foreign institutions. Qualitative evidence from the previous section on wartime capabilities of 

American sponsored rebel organizations suggests that democratic-backed groups may be better 

equipped for rebel-to-interest group transformation after civil wars end. However, there are also 

several autocratic-backed organizations that decide to form interest groups and non-government 

organizations instead of political parties. Many of these autocratic interest groups are oddly 

enough advocates for human rights and anti-corruption measures such as the Association of Civil 

Servants and the URNG in Guatemala, Zapatista International (formerly EZLN) in Mexico, 

Naxalite Council for Reconciliation in Assam (formerly ASCN), or the Arakan-Rohingya 

National Organization in Burma (formerly ARIF). How does the inclusion and performance of 

rebel interest groups affect democracy and stability?   

9.3 Dissertation Summary and Results 

This project proposed that foreign sponsorship plays a pivotal role in the 

institutionalization of protégé parties: organizations with the management and administrative 

skills needed to thrive in post-conflict elections and produce policies beneficial to their survival. 
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The quantitative results find strong statistical and substantive support for the Leninist 

institutionalization/technology mechanism, affirming earlier work by Sam Huntington (1968), 

Herbert Kitschelt (1996), and John Ishiyama (1997; 2001) that autocracies are far better at 

developing strong party organizations than by those that have already democratized. Similarly, 

the results suggest that political elites learn different administrative strategies from autocratic 

governments than they do from democratic governments (Svolik 2009; Acemoglu and Robinson 

2010; Smith and Bueno de Mesquita 2012).  

The regime type of a sponsor provides important insight to the development of emerging 

rebel parties following negotiated settlements. Autocratic sponsors provide the best 

administrative technologies for day-to-day party operations: formalistic hierarchy, negotiation 

skills, and branding strategies. Formalistic hierarchy and centralization provide authoritarian 

protégé the organizational structure required to emerge, persist, and solve factional disputes 

during transformation. Negotiation skills of autocratic sponsors provide protégé parties 

persistence and the ability to gain executive power.  

Autocratic sponsors also provide their protégé the legal and extralegal means of 

productive governance and staying power. Sponsors shape their agents to serve a functional 

purpose in the democratization of a state, capturing constituencies according to their control of 

capital and role in class struggles (Przeworski 2005; Acemoglu and Robinson 2006; Ansell and 

Samuels 2010; Ahlquist and Wibbels 2012). Authoritarian regimes have incentives to build their 

protégé into victorious parties that produce vote-maximizing outcomes. Furthermore, rebel party 

success deeply impacts the national politics of post-conflict states. Though these states are likely 

to enjoy peace and stability as rebel success mounts, they will also likely experience political 

decay with retarded democratization and consolidation.   
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This dissertation finds that foreign sponsorship greatly increases the probability of rebel-

to-party transformations after civil wars end in negotiated settlement. These organizations may 

not be “legitimate” in the traditional sense, but they can buy the legitimacy necessary for 

successful electoral competition. Further, rebels can use their positions in government to install 

themselves as dominant political parties, providing essential resources and services voting 

constituencies, even those that may harbor hatred and grievances against them. Protégé 

organizations also receive different administrative technologies through different types of 

sponsors. When compared to democratic protégé, authoritarian-backed parties are far more likely 

to develop into prominent and persistent political parties. Robustness analyses using Geddes, 

Wright, and Frantz (2014) data suggest that the best sponsors for rebel party development are 

authoritarian and semi-authoritarian one party states, followed by personalist and monarchic 

states. Further, robustness analyses suggest that the best sponsors for rebel governing capacity 

and post-conflict democratization are military dictatorships. The findings of this project are 

worrisome and recommend that advanced democratic sponsors reevaluate their sponsorship of 

revolutionary vehicles and political parties after civil war.   
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APPENDIX 1 

 REBEL ORGANIZATIONS & PARTIES 
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State Rebel Organization Party Label(s) 
Algeria Islamic Salvation Front El – Islah 

El – Islah Islam 
Angola National Union for Total Independence of Angola 

(UNITA) 
National Union for Total Independence 
of Angola  (UNITA) 

Movimento Populair de Libertacao de Angola (MPLA) Movimento Populair de Libertacao de 
Angola – Partido de Trabahlo (MPLA-
TP) 

Frente Nacional de Libertacao de Angola (FNLA) National Front (FNA) 

Azerbaijan Tashnaksayun Nagorno-Karbahk (AKM-KNR) Tashnaksayun 

Bosnia Serb Democratic Forces (SDS) Serb Democratic Party (SDS) 

Croatian Democratic Union (HDZ-biH) Croatian Democratic Union (HDZ-
biH) 

Burma All Burma Students Democratic Front (ABSDF) Merged with National League 

Arakhan-Rohingya Islamic Front (ARIF) 

Karen National Union (KNU) 

Karenni National Progressive Party (KNPP) 

Mong Tai Army (MTA) 

Shan State Army (SSN-A) Shan National Democratic Front 
(SNDF) 

United Wa State Army (UWSA) United Wa Democracy (UWD) 

Myanmar National Democratic Army (MNDA) Merged with Kokang Democracy 

Merged with SPDF 
Pa–O Nationalist Army (PNA) Pa–O Nationalist Front (PNF) 

Burundi Conseil National Pour la Defense de la Democratieñ–
Forces  pour la Defense de la Democratie (CNDD – FDD) 

Conseil National Pour la Defense de la 
Democratieñ (CNDD) 

Conseil National Pour la Defense de la 
Democratieñ (CNDD–Hutu Faction) 

Fronte de Liberation Nationale (Frolina) Fronte de Liberation Nationale 
(Frolina) 

Hutu Forces of National Liberation (PalipeHutu-FNL) Forces Nationale de Liberation 

Cambodia FUNCIPEC FUNCIPEC 

Khmer Rouge (KPR) Cambodian People’s Party (KDKP) 

Khmer People’s National Liberation Front (KPNLF) Norodon Ranariddh Party (KNRP) 
Central 
African 
Republic 

Union des Forces DÈmocratiques pour le Rassemblement 
(UFDR) 

Union des Forces DÈmocratiques pour 
le Rassemblement (UFDR) 

Union des Forces DÈmocratiques pour le Rassemblement 
– Movimiento de Selekka  (UFDR-SM)

Union des Forces DÈmocratiques pour 
le Rassemblement – Movimiento de 
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Selekka  (UFDR-SM) 
Chad National Liberation Front of Chad (FROLINAT) FROLINAT 

National Front of Truth and 
Reconcilliation (FNTR) 

Movement of Democracy and Justice (MDJT) People’s Movement for Democracy in 
Chad (PMDC)  

National Liberation Front of Chad (Political Wing) Rally for Democracy 

Colombia Ejercieto Populaire de Liberacion (EPL) Partida de la Esperanza, Paz, y 
Libertidad  (EPL) 

Merger with Democratic Pole 
Coalition 

Movimiento de Bolivar de 19 (EPL-M19)  Democratic Alliance Party 

Democratic Pole Coalition 
Comoros Mouvement Populaire Anjouanais (MPA–Baccar) 

Federalist Presidential Guard of Azali Convention for the Renewal of 
Comoros  

Congo Cocoyes National Council of Republicans 

Cote 
d’Ivoire 

Patriotic Movement (MPCI) Merger with Rally of Republicans 

Ivorian Popular Movement (IPM) Merger with Rally of Republicans 

Forces Nouvelles (FNCI) Merger with Rally of Republicans 

Democratic 
Republic of 
Congo 

Rally for Congolese Democracy (RCD) Rally for Congolese Democracy 
(RCD) 

Movement of Liberation for the Congo (MLC) Movement of Liberation for the Congo 
(MLC) 

Djibouti Front pour la Restoration de l'Unite et de la Democratie 
(FRUD) 

Front pour la Restoration de l'Unite et 
de la Democratie (FRUD-AD) 

People’s Rally for Progress 
El Salvador Farabundo Marti Liberacion Nacionale (FMLN) Farabundo Marti Liberacion Nacionale 

(FMLN) 
Eritrea Eritrean National Islamist Alliance (EHREA) 

Georgia Communist Party of Abkhazia (KPA) Communist Party of Abkhazia (KPA) 

Guatemala Unidad Revolucionaria Nacional Guatemalteca–Military 
Faction (URNG) 

Unidad Revolucionaria Nacional 
Guatemalteca (URNG-Maiz) 

New Democratic Front of Guatemala 
(FDNG) 

Authentic Integral Development (DIA) 
Unidad Revolucionaria Nacional Guatemalteca–Political 
Faction (URNG) 

Alternativa Nueva Nacion (ANN) 

Unidad Nacionale de Esperanza (UNE) 
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Grand National Alliance (GANA) 

Peoples Patriotic Party (PPP) 
India All Tripura Tiger Force (ATTF) Indigenous Nationalist Front 

Mergers with ANC and BJP 
Indonesia Gerakhan Aceh Merdeka (GAM) Partai Aceh 

Revolutionary Front for an Independent East Timor 
(FRETILIN) 

FRETILIN 

Revolutionary Army for an Independent East Timor 
(FALINTIL) 

National Congress for Reconstruction 
(NCF) 

Timorese Heroes (KOTA) Association for Timorese Heroes 
(KOTA) 

Timorese Democratic Union (UDT) Timorese Democratic Union (UDT) 

Timorese Social Democratic Revolution (TSDR) Timorese Social Democracy Assoc. 
(TSDA) 

Iraq Al-Mahdi Army National Independent Cadres and 
Elites (NICE) 

Israel & 
Occupied 
Territories 

National Liberation of Palestine (Fatah) Fatah 

Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine – Marxist 
Leninists (PFLP-ML) 

Popular Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine – Marxist Leninists (PFLP-
ML) 

Popular Front for the Liberation of  Palestine – General 
Council (PFLP-GC) 

Baath Socialist Party 

Islamic Resistance Movement (HAMAS) 

Palestinian Islamic Brotherhood  

HAMAS 

Lebanon Lebanese Phalanges Al-Kata’eb 

Al–Kata’eb Al–Kata’eb  

Lebanese Forces Party 
AMAL Movement AMAL 

Hezbollah Hezbollah 

Free Patriotic Movement Free Patriotic Movement 

Tashnaksayum Tashnaksayum 

Palestinian–Druze Resistance Merger with Socialist Syrian 
Nationalist Party (SSNP) 

Sunni Future Movement (SFM) Future Movement (FM) 

Liberia General Butt Naked Brigade (GBNB) 

Liberians United for Reconciliation and Democracy 
(LURD) 

Mergers with Unity Party (UPL) 

Mergers with Progressive Democratic 
(PRODEM) 

Movement for Democracy in Liberia (MODEL) Congress for Democratic Change 
(CDC) 
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United Liberation Movement of Liberia – Kromah Faction 
(ULIMO–K) 

All Liberian Coalition Party (ALCOP) 

Macedonia Kosovar Liberation Army (UCK) Partia Demokratike e Albans (PDA) 

Partia Demokratike e Kosovis (PDK) 
Mali Popular Movement for Azawad Liberation (MPAL) Republicans for Democratic Alliance 

(RDA) 

Alliance for Democratic Progress 
(ADP) 

National Movement of Liberation of Azawad (MNLA) 

Alliance of Tauregs in Niger and Mali for Change 
(ATNMC) 

Solidarity 

Ansar al-Dine 

Mexico Zapatista Army of National Liberation (EZLN) 

Mozambique Frente Libertacao de Mozambique (FRELIMO) Frente Libertacao de Mocambique 
(FRELIMO) 

Resistincia de Nacional Mocambicana (RENAMO) Resistincia de Nacional Mocambicana 
(RENAMO) 

Namibia South West African Peoples Organization (SWAPO) South West African Peoples 
Organization (SWAPO) 

Nepal Unified Communist Party of Nepal – Maoists (CPN-M) Unified Communist Party of Nepal – 
Maoists (CPN-M) 

Nicaragua Frente Sandinista de Liberacion Nacionale (FSLN) Frente Sandanista de Liberacion 
Nacionale (FSLN) 

Fuerzas Democratica de Nicaragua–Contras (FDN–
Contras) 

Niger Coordinated Resistance Army (CRA) 

Mouvement de Nigeriens pour la Justice (MNJ) Merger with NPDS 

Nigeria Niger Delta Peoples Volunteer Forces (NDPVF) 

Pakistan Balochistan Liberation Army (BLA) Bolochistan National Party (BNP) 

Muttahida Quami Movement (MQM) Muttahida Quami Movement (MQM) 

Papua New 
Guinea 

Bougainville Revolutionary Army 

Peru Tupac Amaru Revolutionary Movement (MRTA) 

Philippines Moro National Liberation Front (MNLF) Merger with Liberal Party (LPP) 

LAKAS – Rainbow Coalition 
National Democratic Forces – Agrarian Communist Party 
of Philippines (NDF) 

BAYAN 

Rhodesia Zimbabwe African National Union (ZANU) Zimbabwe African National Union 
(ZANU) 

Zimbabwe African National Union – 
Patriotic Front (ZANU–PF) 
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Zimbabwe African National Union–
1990 (ZANU–1990) 

Zimbabwe Peoples Revolutionary Army–Marxist 
Leninists (ZPRA–ML) 

Zimbabwe African Patriotic United 
Front (ZAPU) 

Zimbabwe African Ndonga Union (ZANU-Ndonga) Zimbabwe African Ndonga Union 
(ZANU-Ndonga) 

Senegal Movement for Democratic Forces in Casamance (MDFC) 

Sierra Leone Armed Forces Revolutionary Council (AFRC) Peace and Liberty Party 

All People’s Congress 
Civil Defense Forces – Kamajors Merger with Sierra Leone Peoples 

Party (SLPP) 

Revolutionary United Front (RUF) Revolutionary United Front Party 
(RUFP) 

West Side Boyz 

South Africa African National Congress (ANC) African National Congress (ANC) 

Sudan & 
South Sudan 

National Democratic Alliance (NDA) National Democratic Alliance (NDA) 

Sudan Peoples Liberation Movement (SPLM) Sudan Peoples Liberation Movement 
(SPLM) 

Sudan Peoples Liberation Army (SPLA) South Sudan Peoples Democratic Front 
(SSPDF) 

South Sudanese Liberation Army (SSLA) 

Tajikistan United Tajik Opposition (UTO) Islamic Rennaissance Party 

Togo Movement for Togolese Democracy (MTD) Merger with Union of Forces for 
Change (UFC) 

Venezuela Fifth Bolivarian Revolutionary Movement (MBR–200) Fifth Revolution Movement 
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APPENDIX 2: 

 DYADIC ROBUSTNESS CHECKS USING 
GEDDES, WRIGHT, & FRANTZ (2014)  
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A.2.1: Robustness Analyses of Rebel Party Emergence 
Variables Model 1 Appendix 1 
Personalist Sponsor    3.099*** 

  (.370) 

Military Dictator Sponsor   0.930 
 (1.581)  

One Party State Sponsor   7.474*** 
(.751) 

Relevant Rivalry   1.149 
 (.525) 

Sponsor Military Expenditure      1.074*** 
   (.028) 

Incumbent Advantage    0.320 
   (.955) 

Inclusiveness  3.099**   4.404* 
 (.575)   (.780)

Mobilization Capacity  2.640**             2.878* 
 (.493 )   (.648) 

Party Affiliation 2.626*   0.999 
(.556)    (.646) 

Peacekeeping Mandate 1.205*   1.327* 
 (.103)    (.166) 

Avg. District Magnitude 1.470***           1.268 
(.181)    (.218) 

Closed National List  0.693   0.912 
(.446)    (.612) 

Commodity Production 0.998   1.051* 
(.018)    (.026) 

Infrastructure  1.005   1.009 
(.006)    (.006) 

War Duration  1.280   0.801 
(.216)     (.209) 

Constant 0.021***   1.743 
(1.462)     (1.609)  

N  702     466 
Pseudo R2 0.251    0.258 
Note: Monarchical Sponsorship and Unsponsored were dropped from the model. Monarchical 
sponsors are perfectly correlated with party emergence and unsponsored parties are perfectly 
correlated with party failures to emerge.  
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A.2.2 : Robustness Analyses of Rebel Party Persistence 
     Gompertz-Makeham       Cox-Proportional Schoenfeld 

Variables Appendix 2 Appendix 3 Appendix 4 
Monarchic Sponsor     0.782   0.789     0.6032 

     (.129)    (.119) 

Personalist Sponsor      0.782   0.822     0.6721 
     (.189)    (.186) 

Military Dictator Sponsor     0.028***   0.039*** 0.2768 
    (.036)    (.049) 

One Party State Sponsor     0.222***   0.289***              0.7946 
    (.066)    (.077) 

No Sponsor     0.686  0.674     0.6018 
(.265)  (.231) 

Relevant Rivalry    1.472*   1.311                  0.9823 
    (.314)   (.257) 

Sponsor Military Exp. *_t      1.002           1.002          0.7048 
     (.002)     (.002) 

Incumbent Advantage      1.001   1.001     0.6396 
(.002)     (.002) 

Commodity Production*_t    1.002*  1.002          0.4037 
(.001)    (.001) 

Infrastructure     0.999   0.998           0.2894 
     (.004)      (.003) 

Inclusiveness     0.632*   0.642*     0.5324 
(.154)    (.152) 

Party Fragmentation     2.410***   2.252***     0.4926 
     (.536)    (.480) 

Mobilization Capacity       0.436***         0.458***     0.9115 
    (.082)     (.078) 

Party Affiliation    0.690   0.716     0.4153 
    (.180)    (.172) 

Avg. District Magnitude    0.968                0.965     0.9380 
    (.085)    (.078)

Closed National List     0.466***   0.548**     0.8996 
(.131)    (.142) 

War Duration     1.245***   1.216***     0.3988 
     (.093)      (.090) 

Constant    0.097*** 
   (.070) 

N     138     138 
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Royston-Adjusted R2   0.544    0.460 

A.2.3: Robustness Analyses of Rebel Party Performance 
#Seats %Seats     Coalition            PM        President 

Variables     Appendix 5         Appendix 6          Appendix 7         Appendix 8      Appendix 9 
Monarchic Sponsor   -1.298   0.029   0.738  2.212         3.984*** 

(11.809)    (.062)     (.453)   (.883)              (.489) 

Personalist Sponsor    3.450   0.052*   1.985*  7.384***    6.943** 
    (7.523)    (.030)  (.427)   (.449)              (.808) 

Military Dictator Sponsor  -23.376  -0.080   2.130 
(37.890)    (.142)    (2.956) 

One Party State Sponsor  12.589**   0.081***   2.120**          5.448***    3.826* 
(5.470)      (.024)    (.333)  (.365)              (.812)

Relevant Rivalry -18.306  -0.002   0.363***        0.514*        0.893 
(12.765)  (.037)     (.368)  (.354)              (.723) 

Sponsor Military Exp.        1.108*   0.001          1.066**          1.046         1.070 
    (.628)    (.003)     (.028)  (.034)              (.057) 

Incumbent Advantage     71.905**         0.369***   2.653*  5.502***    4.937* 
(30.319)   (.101)     (.541)  (.604)              (.943) 

Peacekeeping Mandate   -6.292   0.019   1.355**  1.471***    1.294 
   (4.194)   (.015)     (.127)  (.145)              (.212) 

Commodity Production    0.161  -0.001   1.017              1.018          1.024 
    (.414)  (.001)      (.016)   (.016)              (.028) 

Infrastructure     0.242*   0.000   0.986***        0.992         0.993 
     (.142)    (.000)    (.004)    (.006)              (.011) 

Inclusiveness    24.665*   0.179***   1.163            17.780***    4.184 
   (13.126)            (.065)  (.359)    (.799)             (1.222) 

Mobilization Capacity      14.888**         0.065**   1.894***  1.223    2.490 
    (7.393)        (.032)     (.238)    (.218)             (.579) 

Party Affiliation     3.857  -0.013   1.250  1.473         0.279* 
   (11.778)  (.046)  (.502)    (.652)             (.684) 

Avg. District Magnitude     1.292             0.004   0.943  1.679***    1.455 
(1.993)  (.014)  (.109)    (.135)             (.272) 

Closed National List     -6.292   0.012   0.626  0.632         0.722 
(16.687)   (.042)   (.398)   (.427)          (.641) 

War Duration      2.533  -0.011   0.700**  0.698**      0.364*** 
    (2.974)        (.010)   (.151)    (.173)              (.205) 

Constant                -35.544   0.034   4.460  0.072       20.138** 
(30.246)    (.128)  (1.456)    (1.739)             (1.459) 

N     485     485     485  483           371 
R2   0.375   0.429    0.180            0.313          0.379 
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Note: Military Dictator Sponsored organizations were perfectly omitted from models predicting prime 
ministership and presidential victory. Unsponsored organizations are perfectly correlated with failure to 
perform. 

APPENDIX 3:  

DYADIC ROBUSTNESS CHECKS USING 
MARSHALL AND JAGGERS (2014)  
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A.3.1 Sponsor Institutionalization as a Difference Variable 

Sponsor institutionalization is measured by 5 dummy variables constructed from the 

PolityIV data.98 The PolityIV data are constructed as a scale from -10 to 10 where state regime 

type is dictated by the presence of certain institutions. The majority of rebel backers fall into the 

most extreme forms of regime type: fully autocratic -6 to -10 and fully democratic 6 to 10. 

Democratic Sponsor [polity iv ≥ 6] will be used as the reference/base category so that an 

adequate analysis of authoritarian sponsorship can take place. Furthermore much of the literature 

on post-war democracy has focused on the behavior of democratic sponsors, thus much of their 

behavior has already been documented by previous research. The three main independent 

variables including Autocratic Sponsor [polityIV ≤ -6], Semi-Autocratic Sponsor [-5 ≤ polityiv 

≤ 0] and Semi-Democratic Sponsor [1 ≤ polityiv ≤ 5], are used to differentiate authoritarian 

sponsors  that lack representative political institutions from those with functioning electoral 

systems and parties. Lastly, the Unsponsored dummy is used to control for organizations that 

receive no sponsorship or have lost their sponsorship from a foreign actor.  

Despite being a gold standard for the measurement of regime type, the Polity IV data 

does suffer from interpretive problems when analyzing authoritarian governments. The sources 

of these problems are 1) the overlap between the two types of semi-authoritarian regimes and 2) 

overlap between semi-autocratic and despotic regimes. As a robustness check, I use the Geddes, 

Wright, and Frantz (2014) data on Autocratic Regime Breakdown and Transition data. This data 

provides more substantive detail about the leadership structures of the authoritarian sponsors that 

enter this study. The typology includes four dummy variables including one party regimes, 

98 In Chapter 5, these dummy variables will be interacted with their perspective representative shares in government 
to study the impact of rebel representation on economic growth and democratization.  

162



personalist dictatorships, monarchies, and military dictatorships. Non-autocratic 

Regimes/democracies will be used as the base category in the robustness analyses and the 

unsponsored dummy will be used to control for organizations with no sponsorship.   

A.3.2 Difference-in-Differencing 

Rebel parties develop at different rates and rarely follow a linear path. Therefore time 

specific shocks in a party’s environment and external support should affect their development, 

performance, and behaviors as political parties. This means that static panel analyses cannot 

alone provide causality. The difference-in-difference model attempts to understand how these 

time-specific changes in the explanatory variables affect the development of an emerging party. 

Consider the following panel regression formula for two time periods where the status quo is 

upheld in t=1 and a time specific shock occurs in t=2. Where d2t is a dummy variable that equals 

0 in t=1 and equals 1 in t=2 and !! captures all unobserved or time-invariant factors that affect 

!!".  

!!" = !!! + !!!!2! + !!!!!" + !!" 

It may be worthwhile to think of this regression equation as analogous to the static 

analyses referred to above. From these models we can determine statistical effects but cannot 

adequately determine if these statistical results are substantively important in determining 

causality. In its current form this regression model has yet to adequately control for the added 

error associated with time-invariant or unobservable factors. This added error needs to be 

controlled for in order to determine a time-dependent causal inference. Difference-in-Difference 

does this through two steps: 1) first differencing and 2) shock differencing.   

!!! = !! + !!! + !!!!! + !!! + !!!! 

!!! = !!! + !!!!! + !! + !!!" 
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!!! − !!!! = !!! + !!! !!! − !!!! + ! !!! − !!!!

Δ!! = !!! + !!!Δ!! + !Δ!! 

After first differencing the data across the two panel years, we obtain a regression equation that 

helps determine whether the status quo holds in an explanatory factor or a shock occurs 

(Matsubayashi 2013). From this equation we get two possibilities Δ!! = !1 for parties where a 

time specific adoption or shock takes place or Δ!! = 0 for parties that have not experienced a 

time specific shock (Matsubayashi 2013). These shocks will now by differenced, providing 

insight into the causal effect a Δ! has in a Δ!. 

Δ!!" = !!! + !!!Δ!!" + !Δ!!" = !!! + !! + !Δ!!" 

Δ!!"# = !!! + !!!Δ!!"# + !Δ!!"# = !!! + !! + !Δ!!"# 

Δ!!" − !Δ!!"# = !!! + ! Δ!!" − !Δ!!"#

In shock differencing observations are differenced in order to attain whether or not a time 

specific shock resulted in a real change in the dependent variable. Difference-in-differencing is 

far superior to fixed effect estimation because of its ability to test time-specific shocks over time, 

from one panel to the next (Matsubayashi et al 2011; Matsubayashi 2013). Despite getting closer 

to causal inference, difference in difference is less flexible than mean differencing and still 

encounters the problem of autocorrelation and heteroskedasticity. Furthermore, difference in 

difference lacks optimality when testing continuous dependent variables, where a single unit 

change in the variable may not make much difference. As a robustness check, mean differencing 

will be conducted to adequately account for temporal changes across several panels and will be 

used for all continuous dependent variables. To control for autocorrelation, the robust standard 

errors are clustered by country.  
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A.3.3 Mean Differencing 

Mean differencing is an optimal causal inference platform for Chapter 7, specifically 

dependent variables regarding seat share and economic policy performance. Very much like 

difference in difference, mean differencing accounts for time-specific shocks from status quo 

variable behavior. Rebel party performance like its emergence and staying power is rarely a 

linear path, and may be attributable to its environment or to decisions made in previous time 

periods. Consider again a similar base model, but now with a continuous dependent variable and 

multiple panel periods:  

!!" = !!! + !!!!!" + !!" 

Before we can inference any causal mechanism, the added error from the environment must be 

controlled for, furthermore the change in a single unit of Y is not likely to have great substantive 

and statistical causal meaning. In its current form time invariant and insignificant time-deviant 

variables are found in the model. In order to control for deviation over time, we mean each 

variable affected by !  over time and difference the mean terms from the base model 

(Matsubayashi 2013; Sekhri et al 2013):  

!! = !!!!! + !!! + !!!! 

!!" − !!! = !!! !!" − !!! + ! !!" − !!!

!! = !!!!!" + !!!" 

However even in time demean form, the model is still affected by serial autocorrelation, which 

still requires clustering robust standard errors. The time demean differencing will be used to 

determine causal relationships between characteristics of foreign support and deviations from the 

mean in seat representation, seat share, and economic policy performance. These results will read 
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as a panel regression, where a variable is responsible for a positive or negative effect in the 

number of the dependent variable.  

Table A.3.1: Logistic Panel Analyses of Rebel Party Emergence 
Variables    Model 1  Model 2 Model 3 
Autocratic Sponsor  13.686*** 10.448*** 

  (.705)    (.566) 

Semi-Autocratic Sponsor   1.874*   1.507 
 (.397)    (.441) 

Semi-Democratic Sponsor    8.620***   7.300*** 
(.702)    (.593) 

No Sponsor    0.254*   0.177* 
   (.876)    (.681) 

Relevant Rivalry   1.503   1.362* 
 (.555)     (.523)

Sponsor Military Expenditure      1.033   1.064** 
   (.048)    (.023) 

Incumbent Advantage  2.103   1.454   1.806 
(.886)  (.889)   (1.093) 

Inclusiveness  3.099**   4.427* 
 (.575)    (.609)

Mobilization Capacity  2.640**             1.660 
 (.493 )   (.478) 

Party Affiliation 2.626*   3.259 
(.556)    (.663) 

Third Party Intervention 1.205*   1.153   1.261* 
 (.103)    (.301)     (.124)

Avg. District Magnitude 1.470***           1.455* 
(.181)    (.181) 

Closed National List  0.693    0.833 
(.446)    (.474) 

Commodity Production 0.998    1.020   1.039* 
(.018)  (.019)    (.018) 

Infrastructure  1.005    1.009*   1.004 
(.006)     (.006)    (.005) 

War Duration  1.280    1.319 
(.216)    (.244) 

Constant 0.021*** 11.735*** 
(1.462)     (.245)

N  702      701     701 
Pseudo R2 0.251    0.405   0.322 
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Model 1 presents a base model without the main independent variables of foreign 

sponsorship. Much like the existing literature on the properties of emerging rebel or new parties, 

organizational and institutional factors seem to carry the most weight. Organizational 

characteristics such as popular appeal and capability mobilize and recruit members significantly 

impact the likelihood of party formation. Likewise, the model finds support for Carrie Manning’s 

(2004; 2007; 2013; forthcoming) extensive work of the connections rebel organizations have to 

legal political parties and organizations: rebel groups with affiliations to legal political parties are 

47% more likely to emerge themselves. The model also finds support for Walter (2004) and 

Soderberg-Kovacs (2008) that the presence of third-party peacekeepers has a positive effect in 

political [party] development by solidifying credible commitment. Lastly, Model 1 finds that 

logged average district magnitude increases the likelihood of new party formation, in that 

systems with higher PR-ness should attract new competitors due to the lower electoral thresholds 

to gain representation (Lijphart 1984; Hartzell et al 2001; 2004).  These results are all 

substantively and statistically significant. There is no statistical support for the effect of closed 

lists, commodity production, infant mortality rate, and/or war duration.   

Sponsorship has a profound impact on the emergence of rebel party organizations in the 

elections following negotiated settlements in Model 2. It also has a statistical impact on the 

significance of other variables often associated with rebel party emergence. Across the different 

types of regime structures the results suggest that the protégé of autocratic sponsors are generally 

better at developing parties that consistently participate in national elections than democratic 

protégé or those without sponsors.  At a substantive level there seems some variation in the 

effect of certain authoritarian regime technologies on the probability of party emergence. The 

most autocratic regimes are the best party sponsors, followed by semi-democratic regimes, 
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suggesting that there isn’t a linear relationship between the level of autocracy and the likelihood 

of party emergence.  

In both Models 2 and 3, having no sponsor produces a similar substantive and statistical 

result, organizations that lack or lose foreign backing are 75 – 83% less likely to emerge as 

active political parties. Although the analyses in Model 2 suggested a lack of statistical 

significance in sponsor security interests other than regime type, the difference-in-difference 

analyses suggest that changes in sponsor power and rivalry over time have an effect on party 

emergence. Sponsor rivalry status remains to have a positive substantive effect on party 

emergence of 36% though its statistical effect is only significant at 90%. When sponsors are 

pressured by the existential threat of a relevant enduring rivalry the results suggest that sponsor 

resolve to develop their protégés increases by 36%. Sponsor power is statistically significant at 

the 95 and 99% level, but substantively marginal, equating to only an 6.4% increased likelihood 

of emergence. This result suggests that the wealth or the amount of resources that could 

conceivably be used to sponsor a protégé do not necessarily guarantee emergent behavior. 

Aside from the foreign support variables, there are five other variables that reach 

statistical significance. The inclusiveness of a group is the only organization-level variable to 

retain its statistical and substantive significance when foreign sponsorship is accounted for. 

Organizations that are inclusive and seek to establish a broad popular appeal are far more likely 

to become political parties following negotiated settlements than organizations with more 

exclusive, identity-based appeals. This supports Weinstein’s (2007) claim that organizations with 

popular appeals are more capable of political development following civil war. It also supports  

vote maximization theory: organizations with broad appeals are better able to capture other 

constituencies and thus develop into stronger political parties than those that target a specific 
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voting bloc (Chandra 2004; Posner et al 2010). The other variable that maintains its substantive 

and statistical significance is logged average district magnitude. The “PR-ness” of a political 

system can have a substantial effect on the likelihood of party development ( 45%).   

Model 3 provides a difference-in-difference analysis and attempts to understand how 

time-specific changes in the explanatory variables affect a change in emergent parties over time. 

There are two major changes that a difference-in-difference model makes in regard to the 

explanatory variables in this study. First, like in all fixed-effects estimation models, time-

invariant variables are sacked. Second, the natures of the explanatory variables that enter the 

models are altered to describe changes from panel to panel. Conducting a difference-in-

difference model (DiD) for this analysis also allows for a broad look at the effect of sponsor 

institutionalization on emerging rebel parties over time and whether broad changes in a sponsors 

political system affect the development of their protégé parties. When sponsors become more 

autocratic, their proxies are likely to emerge as political parties, however, sponsor regime shifts 

to closed anocracy do not strongly correspond statistically with increased emergence. Whereas 

open anocratic and autocratic sponsors provide the strongest statistical and substantive linkage to 

party emergence of all the variables that enter the models. Organizations that lose the support of 

a sponsor are also less likely to emerge in elections.99  

Of the other variables that enter model 3, only peacekeeping mandate and commodity 

production are statistically significant. As peacekeeping mandates take on a greater state-

building role, likelihood of emergence from election to election increases over time by 30 – 40% 

suggesting that increased security and advising from an impartial third party significantly 

99 Interestingly, the model suggests that organizations are slightly better off if they are abandoned than if their 
sponsor becomes a liberal democracy. This may lend credence to the fact that democracies often contribute either to 
the system as a whole or to multiple different organizations in a political system, thus losing a sponsor may be better 
than the presence of a democratic sponsor.  
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increases the likelihood of party development. Natural resource production also seems to 

increase the likelihood of party emergence from election to election, most likely due to the 

opportunities associated with gaining access to the tap. This effect though statistically significant 

is not particularly powerful in the substantive explanation of emergence, only accounting for a 

4% increase in emergence. Infant mortality rate has no substantive or statistic effect. However, 

one of the more interesting findings is the lack of benefit rebel parties receive from the 

incumbent advantage having a substantive effect and the right directional relationship, but not a 

statistical one. This is especially interesting given the legitimacy and resources granted to parties 

with incumbents in government.  Parties with incumbents should be active in elections to 

maintain and grow their access to incumbent resources.  

As in previous section sponsor regime changes directly affect the political development 

of rebel parties. Models 8 – 11 present the results of Cox-proportional and Gompertz-Makeham 

hazard analyses of the effect of authoritarian regime institutionalization on rebel party lifespan. 

As expected, rebel organizations with autocratic and semi-democratic sponsors are less likely to 

die. This suggests support for Bozoki and Ishiyama (2003), Kalyvas and Ballcells (2012b) and 

Reno (2011) work on Leninist technologies: organizations with authoritarian backers produce 

better elite structures and thus better foundations for development. Substantively, rebel parties 

with autocratic sponsorship are 31 – 33% less likely to experience party death. Organizations 

with open anocratic sponsors are 40% less likely to experience party death, yet this result is not 

matched in the Cox-proportional model barely escaping 90% significance. Semi-Autocratic 

protégé parties are also associated with longer party lifespans, but these institutionalized 

technologies are not statistically or substantively significant, equating to just an 8% decreased 

likelihood of party failure. Organizations with no sponsors however are substantively very much 
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associated with party death and are statistically significant at the 90% level. Organizations 

backed by powerful sponsors are less likely to fail an effect that is statistically significant at the 

99% level, but is substantively marginal at less than 5%. The presence of a relevant rivalry is 

both substantively and statistically insignificant in the lifespan of rebel parties 
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A.3.2 Analyses of Rebel Party Persistence 
    Gompertz-Makeham     Cox-Proportional 

Variables    Model 8  Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 
Autocratic Sponsor      0.704*  0.680**   0.719*  0.688** 

     (.166)  (.153)    (.163)   (.144) 
Semi-Autocratic Sponsor     0.743  0.923   0.761              0.929 

    (.193)   (.207)    (.193)   (.030) 
Semi-Democratic Sponsor    0.612*  0.589**   0.676           0.634* 

    (.189)   (.174)    (.193)   (.174) 

No Sponsor     1.665  2.354*  1.467              2.065*   
(.812)  (.972)  (.642)    (.851) 

Relevant Rivalry    1.038  1.060   1.019              1.014 
    (.240)    (.241)  (.229)   (.233) 

Sponsor Military Exp.        0.957**  0.945***          0.959***       0.945*** 
     (.016)    (.016)     (.016)   (.015) 

Incumbent Advantage      1.001     1.000   1.001 1.000 
(.002)    (.002)     (.002)   (.002) 

Peacekeeping Mandate  1.099             1.095 
  (.076)      (.067) 

Commodity Production    1.028**  1.030***  1.022***       1.024** 
(.011)  (.011)    (.011)  (.010) 

Infrastructure     1.014***  1.016***    1.012***       1.014*** 
     (.004)     (.003)    (.011)  (.002) 

Inclusiveness     0.482***   0.504** 
(.146)  (.145) 

Party Fragmentation     1.918***  2.164***   1.847*** 2.085*** 
     (.299)    (.314)    (.279)  (.294) 

Mobilization Capacity       0.799         0.785 
    (.158)   (.146) 

Party Affiliation    0.751   0.775 
    (.217)  (.213) 

Avg. District Magnitude    1.070                1.044 
    (.098)     (.089)

Closed National List     0.723   0.778 
(.199)  (.197) 

War Duration     1.129*   1.137* 
     (.214)       (.089) 

Constant    0.120***  0.047*** 
   (.079)  (.014) 

N     135     135     135  135 
Royston-Adjusted R2   0.285    0.322    0.297 0.241 
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National-level indicators received varied statistical results. As expected, shocks in 

commodity production following civil war has a negative effect on the development of rebel 

parties, yet despite its statistical significance only accounts for a 2 – 3% increase of party death. 

Less expected are the positive affects of endogenous shocks in rebel party representation and 

peacekeeping mandate to party death. Interestingly, increases in rebel party representation are 

associated with likelihood of party death, yet this result is extremely marginal accounting for a 

tenth of a percentage point increase. Likewise the presence of long-term, state-building 

peacekeeper mandates has a substantive effect of 9 – 10% increased likelihood of rebel party 

death. This provides some questions about the effectiveness and bias of peacekeeping 

organizations or perhaps why peacekeeping has such a profound effect on party survival.  The 

lack of significance for political institutions is particularly interesting given that power sharing 

institutions like proportional representation and closed national lists are often associated with 

decreasing the costs of electoral competition (Hartzell and Hoddie 2001; 2007). PR systems were 

associated with a 4 – 7% increased likelihood of party death, which is contrary to the goal of 

post-conflict PR. Closed national lists substantively behaved as expected decreasing the risk of 

party death by roughly 30%, but was statistically insignificant.  

 Of the organization-level indicators, the inclusiveness and the internal cohesion of a 

rebel party are statistically and substantively associated with party lifespan. Organizations built 

on broad popular appeals are associated with about a 50% decreased likelihood of party death, 

achieving statistical significance at the 95 and 99% levels. As expected, the strongest indications 

of party death were rebel parties experiencing intraparty disputes and fragmentation. Parties 

undergoing these internal cohesion issues were 84 – 105% more likely to experience party 

failure. The other organizational indicators behaved as expected, decreasing the likelihood of 
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party death, but were statistically insignificant, including mobilization capacity and affiliation to 

a legal political party both of which decreased party failure by roughly 30%. 

This section provides an in-depth analysis of the effect of foreign sponsorship on 

legislative election performance in its simplest terms: the number of seats won by a rebel party 

and the share of those seats in association with the total number of seats in the legislature. Much 

like the panel analyses conducted in chapter three the sponsor regime variables measure the 

institutionalization of a rebel party. Models 8 and 10 provide panel regression analyses of the 

number/percentage of seats parties receive each panel including the effect of time variant and 

invariant variables. Models 9 and 11 provide mean differenced analyses, where coefficients 

provide substantive information as to the number/percentage of seats changed when a time 

specific shock occurs.  

Unsponsored parties and democratic-backed parties continue to experience 

political decay in Models 8 – 11. Sponsor abandonment and lack of sponsorship result in 

statistically significant and substantive negative changes in representation. All of the 

authoritarian sponsor types substantively increase the number of seats allocated, but only semi-

democratic protégé parties attain statistical significance, accounting for roughly a 12-seat 

increase. This changes with respect to the percentage of seats won, autocratic and semi-

democratic protégé are both responsible for statistical and substantive gains. Autocratic protégé 

parties receive 7 – 8% more representative share than democratic protégé and semi-democratic 

parties 3.5 – 6.5% more representation, both small yet sizeable changes in representation that 

may dictate who controls government. Semi-autocratic protégé parties continue to be 

substantively and statistically insignificant. Sponsor security interests have varying effects on the 

performance of rebel parties. When parties are supported by a sponsor with a relevant rivalry 
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there seems to be a substantial negative effect on party performance. Despite a sponsor’s 

elevated interests in developing parties in these states, the results suggest no statistical effect. 

Whereas just as in emergence and staying power, parties sponsored by powerful foreign states 

are statistically and substantively more likely to increase seat accruement, but are statistically 

insignificant in percentage control of legislature.  

Four other control variables approach statistical and substantive significance.  As 

expected, rebel parties significantly benefit from the incumbent advantage increasing 

representative share by 31 – 42%. Party organizations with broad popular appeals are also more 

likely to experience electoral success increasing seat allocation by 30 and representative share by 

18%, offering further evidence that organizations based off ideological appeals are better 

equipped than those based on identity or denominational appeals. Rebel organizations that were 

associated with higher mobilization capacities during the armed struggle were associated with a 

16-seat increase and a 7% representative share in elections. Unexpected was both the direction of 

association and lack of statistical significance with regard to peacekeeping. As peacekeeping 

mandates approach state-building mission status, representation of rebel parties decreases. 

Economic and institutional factors were largely ineffectual on the electoral performance of rebel 

parties. Commodity production and infrastructure were both statistically and substantively 

insignificant. Contrary to the literature, power sharing institutions such as high district magnitude 

PR systems and closed national lists were not strongly associated in any way to rebel 

representation.  
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A.3.3 Regression Analyses of Rebel Party Performance: Legislative Representation 
       Number of Seats      %Representation 

Variables    Model 8  Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 
Autocratic Sponsor    5.169   8.803   0.067**  0.077** 

   (6.691)    (.566)  (.027)   (.032) 
Semi-Autocratic Sponsor    5.376 12.927   0.005             -0.007 

   (5.281) (11.441)       (.025)   (.030) 
Semi-Democratic Sponsor   16.770* 11.855*   0.045**          0.036* 

   (9.411)   (6.066)       (.022)  (.022) 
No Sponsor -19.819**      -22.404***  -0.049            -0.093***   

   (9.537)   (8.320)        (.043)   (.032) 
Relevant Rivalry -16.339 -14.916   0.004            -0.014 

 (11.976)  (12.839)    (.032)   (.032) 
Sponsor Military Exp.       1.326**   1.687***         0.002             0.002 

    (0.592)    (.023)     (.003)    (.003) 
Incumbent Advantage    67.168**       78.794**   0.309*** 0.421*** 

  (31.637)  (33.216)     (.112)    (.116) 

Peacekeeping Mandate   -5.716*  -4.917   0.018 0.012 
   (3.445)   (3.514)         (.012)    (.014) 

Commodity Production   -0.016   0.198  -0.013            -0.001 
     (.303)     (.346)      (.001)  (.001) 

Infrastructure    0.215   0.124   0.001            -0.0001 
     (.139)       (.141)    (.000) (.0005) 

Inclusiveness   30.265***   0.183*** 
  (11.063)    (.053) 

Mobilization Capacity     15.958***         0.072** 
   (6.018)     (.029) 

Party Affiliation     1.806 -0.017 
  (10.850)    (.047) 

Avg. District Magnitude     0.258              -0.004 
  (1.847)    (.012) 

Closed National List   -4.455  0.019 
   (13.091)   (.038) 

War Duration     1.829 -0.005 
    (2.779)   (.010) 

Constant                -28.243*** 37.736***  0.007 0.215*** 
(23.029)  (5.281)   (.108)  (.016) 

N    696      701     696   701 
R2   0.356    0.242   0.430 0.320 
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Models 12 and 13 provide suggestive analyses of the impact of rebel representation in 

legislatures on economic and political development. The inclusion of rebel parties into legislative 

positions does not have a statistical or substantive effect on either economic growth or 

democratization. The directional effects tell a different story, suggesting that rebel representation 

in legislatures has a negative effect on national economic and political development. As expected 

post-war economic factors are statistically associated with the level of development following 

post-settlement elections. Commodity production booms are associated with positive economic 

and political development, increasing money/capital flow and incentives to compete (see 

Hoeffler 2012). As expected lack of basic infrastructure are statistically associated with negative 

economic and political outcomes. Foreign investment like commodity production increases 

incentives for political competition hence increases the likelihood of democratic turnover. 

Wartime factors including the rebel popular appeal, mobilization capacity, and war duration are 

all statistically significant with regard to the likelihood of democratic turnover. Rebel popular 

appeal and war duration as expected are associated with turnover failures following post-

settlement elections. Mobilization capacity on the other hand is associated with successful 

democratic turnovers.  

A party’s ability to perform well in elections is one thing, but their ability to make 

representation meaningful is quite another. Often power in post-war governments is not dictated 

by a plurality of seats gained rather an organizations ability to utilize negotiation skills and 

cooperate with other parties to form governing coalitions. This section attempts to better 

understand a type of electoral performance often overlooked in the study of rebel parties: the 

ability of party officials and MPs to negotiate and form coalitions. Model 14 and 16 provide 

binary logits of rebel likelihood to gain governing coalition membership and prime ministership. 
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Model 15 and 17 provide difference in difference panel analyses of the likelihood that rebel 

parties are likely to gain meaningful representation. Each model reports the odds ratio and 

robust-clustered standard errors.  

The models continue to find support for this piece’s central theory: rebel parties with 

authoritarian sponsors are better institutionalized for electoral competition and negotiation into 

positions of power. Rebel parties with autocratic sponsors are the most likely to gain access to 

the governing coalition and are also far more likely to gain ministerial portfolios and prime 

ministership than other parties. Semi-autocratic protégé parties are associated with a 90% 

increased likelihood of prime ministerial appointment, but lack the negotiation skills to have a 

substantive effect on governing coalition membership. This suggests that semi-autocratic protégé 

offer something else that may not be quantifiable that makes them more suitable for legislative 

premier or prime minister positions. Semi-democratic sponsorship continues to have a positive 

relationship on rebel party development, increasing the likelihood of governing coalition 

membership by 73% and attainment of prime ministership by 81%. This effect is lost when 

organizational, institutional, and economic controls are fully accounted for.  Organizations that 

remain unsponsored or lose their sponsorship are negatively associated with gaining meaningful 

representation and are perfectly correlated with the failure to attain prime ministership in post-

settlement elections.  

Sponsor security interests have varying effects on the attainment of meaningful 

representation. Rebel parties backed by militarily powerful sponsors continue to be statistically 

more likely to gain access to meaningful representation, however the substantive effect this 

indicator remains marginal having less than a 10% effect on either outcome. Sponsor rivalry is 

only statistically and substantively significant in the likelihood of rebel party prime ministership. 
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Rebel protégé who represent the interests of sponsors with a relevant rivalry have a mitigating 

effect, decreasing the substantive likelihood of prime ministership by roughly 47%. 

A.3.4 Binary Logit Analyses of Rebel Party Executive Performance 
    Governing Coalition    Prime Ministership 

Variables    Model 14  Model 15 Model 16 Model 17 
Autocratic Sponsor   2.202*** 2.455***  2.270***  2.567*** 

   (.261)  (.290)    (.295)   (.267) 
Closed Anocratic Sponsor   1.121 1.101  1.904**  1.264 

   (.265)  (.304)    (.325)   (.324) 

Open Anocratic Sponsor   1.385 1.726*  1.175               1.808** 
   (.257)  (.265)   (.302)   (.267) 

No Sponsor   0.342             0.313 
   (1.327)  (.098) 

Relevant Rivalry  0.648 0.636   0.656  0.539* 
   (.291)               (.310)    (.305)   (.346) 

Sponsor Military Exp.      1.061*** 1.079**   1.044*  1.054** 
    (.022)     (.023)    (.026)   (.027) 

Incumbent Advantage    2.184             2.319*   3.397**  5.863** 
   (.593) (.630)    (.603)   (.746) 

Peacekeeping Mandate   1.716* 1.119   1.348*  1.261* 
   (.099)  (.095)    (.169)   (.135) 

Commodity Production   0.990 0.991   0.988  1.039 
   (.017)  (.017)      (.019)   (.018) 

Infrastructure   0.991** 0.992***   0.993  0.990** 
    (.004)    (.003)    (.006)   (.005) 

Inclusiveness   0.976 11.108*** 
  (.369)    (.646) 

Mobilization Capacity               1.669**   1.573** 
  (.216)    (.240) 

Party Affiliation   1.156   1.209 
  (.395)    (.631) 

Avg. District Magnitude   0.890                1.311** 
  (.101)    (.138) 

Closed National List   0.575   0.483* 
   (.359)    (.417) 

War Duration   0.872   0.829 
   (.135)     (.173) 

Constant                 1.682              0.853***   0.097 0.279*** 
(1.330)   (.141)    (1.596)  (.159) 
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N    696      701     646   696 
Pseudo R2  0.140    0.242   0.243 0.143 

Incumbent advantage again as expected has a significant role in determining prime 

ministership over time which is substantively the most significant in Model 17, but had no 

statistical effect on rebel membership into the governing coalition when all controls are 

accounted for in Model 14. As peacekeeping mandates approach state building the likelihood of 

rebel parties gaining meaningful representation increases, but the strength of effect is mitigated 

in panel analyses. Lack of infrastructure is as expected negatively associated with rebel party 

success, but this effect is marginal in the substantive sense. PR systems with higher district 

magnitudes are associated with a 31% increased likelihood of PM appointment, whereas closed 

national lists often touted for decreasing the costs of political competition continue to produce 

negative effects for representation. Of the organizational controls, rebel parties with broad 

popular appeals and mobilization capacities during civil wars have an increased likelihood of 

producing meaningful representation particularly in high-level ministerial appointments. 

Affiliation to a legal political party, commodity production, and war duration are statistically 

insignificant with regard to gaining meaningful representation.  

Models 18 – 21 provide suggestive analyses of the effect of rebel representation in 

meaningful positions of government on post-conflict economic growth and democratization. 

Similar to the previous section, the inclusion of rebel groups into positions of power has no 

substantive or statistical effect on the post-conflict development. The control variables largely 

behave as expected for the exception of rebel mobilization capacity and closed national list 

structure. Rebel mobilization capacity during the civil war has thus far translated into post-war 

competitiveness and governing capabilities, yet in Model 21, when rebels hold the PM, more 
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capable groups are likely to fail the turnover test. Closed national lists on the other hand continue 

to display worrisome results especially since these institutions are claimed to be better, less 

expensive institutions in post-war environments. Closed national lists are associated with lower 

economic and political development, and political decay when rebel parties gain governing 

coalition membership. The graphs shown below provide substantive analyses of the effect of 

meaningful representation when interacted with the foreign sponsorship of the respective party.  

Graph 7.4 provides predictive margin analyses of the national effects of autocratic 

protégé parties gaining meaningful representation. Again as in previous substantive analyses, the 

effect of autocratic representation has little substantive effect on national economic growth or 

democratization. Despite having the negotiation and brokering skills to frequently achieve 

governing coalition membership and high ranking ministerial portfolios, autocratic protégé are 

not well equipped to produce substantial policy outcomes. Despite their inclusion into governing 

coalitions and their appointments to prime ministership, autocratic protégé are half as likely to 

engage in democratic backsliding as they are when they maximize legislative representation. 

Furthermore, autocratic rebel parties appear to be less pressured to institutionalize authoritarian 

structures when they have access to meaningful representation.   

About three-quarters of the organizations that enter elections following negotiated 

settlements must develop in presidential or semi-presidential systems. For most parties in these 

systems a presidential victory is the grand prize of electoral competition. With it presidential 

office often offers the power post conflict powers need to solidify and consolidate their positions 

in a political system. Therefore understanding what effects rebel party chances to become 

presidents is an important niche of this study that is often overlooked. Presidential victories also 

require different types of resources, management, and electoral expertise.  
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Model 22 and 23 provide logistic analyses of sponsorship’s effect on presidential victory. 

The odds ratios provided symbolize the percentage likelihood of victory being achieved. Models 

24 and 25 present a regression and mean difference regression of sponsorship’s effect on 

presidential vote share as a percentage of votes cast. The coefficients provided symbolize a 

percentage change in the voting share received. The results from Models 22 through 25 continue 

to support the theory that authoritarian sponsorship provides better organizational technologies 

for party development than democratic sponsors.  

Semi-democratic sponsorship only increases the voter share by 7.8% and is a very 

substantively significant indicator of presidential victory, but only in difference analyses. Semi-

autocratic sponsorship continues to behave peculiar in the models and lacks statistical 

significance.  Autocratic support however provides the strongest effect on presidential election 

performance associated with a 14% increase in vote share and a substantial increased likelihood 

of presidential victory. Unsponsored parties are perfectly correlated with presidential election 

losses and receive 12 – 15% less votes than those sponsored by foreign actors. Sponsor security 

interests continue to be elusive indicators of rebel party performance. Sponsor rivalry status has 

no significant effect on performance in presidential elections. For the first time sponsor military 

power has a negative effect on rebel performance in elections by 6%, yet there is little to no 

effect on the likelihood of presidential victory.  
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A.3.5 Logit and Regression Analyses of Rebel Party Performance: Presidential Elections 
      Candidate Victory    Candidate Vote Share 

Variables    Model 22  Model 23 Model 24 Model 25 
Autocratic Protégé    2.502**  4.510***   0.114***  0.136** 

     (.374)    (.566)    (.034)   (.050) 
Semi-Autocratic Protégé    1.336  1.097   0.034             -0.020 

    (.337)  (.550)    (.025)   (.030) 
Semi-Democratic Protégé    1.172  2.581***   0.029           0.078* 

    (.299)   (.308)    (.069)  (.053) 
No Sponsor  -0.117*          -0.144***   

   (.043)    (.037) 
Relevant Rivalry    1.824   1.139   0.045              0.011 

    (.461)    (.422)    (.041)   (.523) 
Sponsor Military Exp.       1.037   1.042           0.000            -0.064** 

     (.038)    (.031)     (.003)    (.023) 
Incumbent Advantage     5.616**     8.926***   0.176* 0.275*** 

    (.890)    (.672)     (.096)    (.077) 

Peacekeeping Mandate    0.986   0.964   0.002            -0.004 
    (.253)    (.126)        (.022)    (.014) 

Commodity Production    0.945*   0.954**  -0.005**        -0.005** 
    (.032)    (.020)      (.002)  (.002) 

Infrastructure    0.999   0.995   0.001            -0.001 
     (.008)      (.005)    (.000)  (.006) 

Inclusiveness    2.692*   0.152** 
   (.810)    (.085) 

Mobilization Capacity      2.803**         0.083** 
   (.425)    (.046) 

Party Affiliation    0.547 -0.073 
   (.536)   (.058) 

Avg. District Magnitude    1.386*              -0.001 
   (.190)   (.022) 

Closed National List    0.588 -0.006 
    (.504)   (.056) 

War Duration    0.549*** -0.017 
     (.214)   (.018) 

Constant    2.240  0.159***  0.150            0.246*** 
(1.406)   (.244)   (.151) (.023) 

N     508     544   696   387 
[Pseudo] R2   0.285    0.242 0.430 0.238 
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Incumbent advantage remains the most significant variable in both the success of rebel 

party candidacy and the vote share received. Commodity production has a negative effect on the 

likelihood of rebel candidate victory in presidential elections. All of the wartime variables are 

statistically and substantively significant in determining the likelihood of rebel presidential 

victory. Organizations with broad popular appeals and high mobilization capacity are much more 

likely to win presidential elections, increasing vote shares by 15% and 8% respectively. As 

expected longer civil wars are associated with decreased electoral performance of rebel parties, 

decreasing the likelihood of presidential victory by 45%. Presidential elections held in systems 

with PR legislative elections are positively associated with rebel presidential victories. 

Infrastructure, closed national list, peacekeeping, and legal party affiliation all have no 

significant effect on the performance of insurgent parties in presidential elections.  

Graph A.4: The Impact of Autocratic Protégé Parties by Legislative Representation 

Graph 7.1 provides substantive predictive margins of the impact of autocratic protégé 

representation in the national legislature. The results suggest that autocratic protégé have little 

effect on economic performance and substantial effect on democratic turnovers as their 
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representative share increases. However, the results do suggest that the likelihood of a political 

system failing the democratic turnover rule is high as autocratic protégé maximize representation 

in national legislatures. This is particularly interesting given that autocratic rebel protégé are far 

better equipped to emerge, survive, and compete in elections than their rivals within the confines 

of electoral democracy. The finding suggests that autocratic sponsored parties become the 

instruments of institutionalization within their host countries, enforcing policies and installing 

norms that help them either become hegemonic parties or authoritarian rulers. 
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APPENDIX 4: 

SCHOENFELD PROPORTIONAL-HAZARDS TESTS100 

100 A key assumption that needs to be fulfilled in hazard models is proportional hazards  over time, which is directly 
related to the independent variables used in a study. The Schoenfeld Test analyzes independent variables, regressing 
their relationship to the null hypothesis that hazards are not proportional over time. If the ! > Χ! reaches 95% 
confidence  or ! ≤ 0.05!then the hazard assumption is not met and the factor needs to be interacted with time. 
Schoenfeld residual tests found that all models display proportional hazards over time.  
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Table A.4.1 Schoenfeld Cox-Proportional Test: Peace Duration 
Variables           !       Χ!            D.F.               ! > !Χ! 
Rebel Party Inclusion           0.196    1.99 1         0.1580 
Rebel Electoral Performance          -0.184    2.00 1 0.1571 
Federalism           0.115    0.74 1    0.3907 
UN Peacekeeping*_t          -0.109    0.17 1         0.6810 
Settlement Implementation         -0.008    0.00 1         0.9520 
Polity          -0.048    0.07 1         0.7963 
Polity2          -0.009    0.00 1         0.9575 
Ethnic Fractionalization          0.028    0.03 1         0.8658 
Ethnic Fractionalization2 0.009    0.00 1         0.9543 
Log(Population)        -0.088    0.60 1         0.4404 
Infant Mortality Rate          -0.137  0.02 1 0.3239 
War Duration                 -0.133      0.00 1         0.1731 

Table A.4.2 Schoenfeld Cox-Proportional Test: Party Lifespan 
Variables             !       Χ!            D.F.               ! > !Χ! 
Authoritarian Sponsor ship             0.152    1.05 1 0.3051 
Mobilization Capacity                0.038          0.08 1 0.7785 
Party Ideology                 -0.021          0.03 1         0.8740 
Party Origins          0.151          3.15        1 0.1831 
Party Fragmentation          0.193    2.77 1         0.2644 
Incumbent Advantage                  -0.186    0.50 1         0.4773 
UN Peacekeeping         -0.061    0.25 1         0.6165 
Settlement Implementation   0.037    0.07 1         0.7909 
District Magnitude          0.090      0.73 1         0.3936 
Closed List          0.002    0.00 1         0.9913 
Oil          0.178  2.33 1 0.1265 
Infant Mortality Rate         -0.107  0.71 1 0.4004 
War Duration                -0.177      1.89 1         0.1688 
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