



Abstract
Proportional electoral systems tend to be more beneficial for women’s descriptive representation than majority systems. However, within proportional systems the gender equality of election outcomes differs, highlighting the importance of studying the actual use of electoral provisions in proportional representation (PR) systems. Therefore, we investigate the determinants of voting for female candidates in Belgium’s local elections. This case is particularly interesting given the equal number of men and women on the candidate lists due to quota regulations, the possibility to cast multiple preference votes (lowering competition), and the high visibility of these local elections and its candidates. At the individual level, we find that women are more likely than men to vote for several women, yet same-sex voting is more common among men. Politically sophisticated respondents vote more often for candidates of both sexes. Against our expectations, a left-wing orientation does not increase the likelihood of voting for women. At the electoral district level, a larger supply of women at the top list position increases the chance to vote for this top woman, but there is no spillover effect to women lower on the list. District magnitude affects the number of preference votes but, against expectations, not the likelihood of voting for women.
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<<TT>>Descriptive information variables multinomial multilevel analysis
	<<T-1>>
	Min.
	Max.
	Mean
	SD.

	<<TSH>>Dependent variable: Type of preference vote 
	1
	7
	4.950
	1.902

	<<TSH>>Independent variables
	
	
	
	

	<<TB>>Women
	0
	1
	0.485
	0.500

	Education
	
	
	
	

	  Basic or lower secondary
	0
	1
	0.172
	0.377

	  Higher secondary
	0
	1
	0.379
	0.485

	  Tertiary education (reference category)
	0
	1
	0.449
	0.497

	Age
	18
	92
	44.484
	16.767

	Region
	
	
	
	

	  Brussels
	0
	1
	0.132
	0.338

	  Flanders
	0
	1
	0.576
	0.494

	  Wallonia (reference category)
	0
	1
	0.293
	0.455

	Political interest local level
(0 = no interest at all; 10 = a lot of interest)
	0
	10
	6.111
	2.756	Comment by Jennifer Wheeling: COMP: Please align columns vertically on the decimal.

	Ideology (0 = left; 10 = right)
	0
	10
	4.775
	2.226

	Know candidate personally
(0 = not important all; 10 = very important)
	0
	10
	6.097
	3.752

	<<TSH>>Electoral district level
	
	
	
	

	District magnitude
	15
	55
	35.734
	10.706

	Proportion women 1st position list
	0
	0.571
	0.274
	0.146


<<TFN>>Source: 2012 PARTIREP Exit Poll (n = 2,581; 40 municipalities).  


Multilevel multinomial regression explaining same sex voting
	
	<<T-1>>Full sample
	Women
	Men

	<<T-2>>
	Same-sex
	Cross-sex
	Same-sex
	Cross-sex
	Same-sex
	Cross-sex

	<<TSH>>Individual level
	
	
	
	
	

	Women
	−0.746***
(0.104)
	0.873***
(0.108)
	
	
	
	

	Education (ref: higher)
	
	
	
	
	

	   Lower
	0.143
(0.147)
	0.166
(0.151)
	−0.213
(0.249)
	0.238
(0.200)
	0.313
(0.188)
	−0.058
(0.244)

	   Middle
	0.500***
(0.112)
	0.312**
(0.118)
	0.316
(0.177)
	0.330*
(0.156)
	0.624***
(0.145)
	0.224
(0.185)

	Political interest
	−0.161***
(0.020)
	−0.152***
(0.021)
	−0.183***
(0.031)
	−0.154***
(0.028)
	−0.154***
(0.027)
	−0.160***
(0.033)

	Age
	−0.013***
(0.003)
	−0.006
(0.003)
	−0.013*
(0.005)
	−0.009*
(0.004)
	−0.010*
(0.004)
	−0.002
(0.005)

	Region
	
	
	
	
	
	

	   Bruxelles
	0.055
(0.195)
	−0.007
(0.203)
	0.369
(0.304)
	−0.241
(0.278)
	−0.153
(0.231)
	0.409
(0.281)


	   Flanders
	0.112
(0.130)
	0.087
(0.134)
	0.155
(0.206)
	0.036
(0.177)
	0.062
(0.156)
	0.186
(0.202)


	Ideology (Right)
	0.039
(0.023)
	0.015
(0.024)
	−0.008
(0.040)
	−0.008
(0.034)
	0.070*
(0.028)
	0.026
(0.036)

	Know candidate personally
	−0.082***
(0.015)
	−0.096***
(0.015)
	−0.112***
(0.024)
	−0.106***
(0.021)
	−0.068***
(0.020)
	−0.098***
(0.024)


	<<TSH>>Municipal level
	
	
	
	
	

	% 1st candidate: woman
	−0.586
(0.379)
	−0.427
(0.391)
	0.305
(0.582)
	−0.929
(0.514)
	−1.119*
(0.470)
	0.902
(0.604)


	District magnitude
	0.024***
(0.006)
	0.023***
(0.006)
	−0.003
(0.009)
	0.017*
(0.008)
	0.041***
(0.007)
	0.023**
(0.009)

	Constant
	1.333***
(0.348)
	0.297
(0.367)

	1.877***
(0.564)
	1.854***
(0.493)
	0.461
(0.423)
	−0.287
(0.533)

	Log likelihood
	-2,563.128
	
	
	
	
	

	Variance
	0.019 (0.022)
	
	
	
	
	


Source: 2012 PARTIREP Exit Poll (n=2,581; 40 municipalities). Notes: Only respondents that have cast at least one preference vote are included. Results of a multilevel multinomial logistic regression analysis. Reference category= Mixed vote. Unstandardized coefficients are presented with standard errors between brackets. *p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001. 



