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This document summarizes the main findings of a recently completed survey of the Kyrgyzstan public by the F. Clifton White Applied Research Center for Democracy and Elections at IFES. Funding for the survey came from USAID funds. SIAR conducted face-to-face interviews with 1000 voting-age adults, 18 and older from November 11 through November 22, 2005. The survey was carried out both in urban and rural areas throughout all seven oblasts of the republic, including Bishkek. Respondents could complete the interview in either Kyrgyz, Russian or Uzbek. 

For questions asked of the full sample of 1000 respondents, the results are subject to a margin of error of ±3 percent. Where appropriate, this report compares current attitudes with results of earlier surveys of the Kyrgyzstan electorate conducted by IFES.
Elevated mood in Kyrgyzstan yet majority still dissatisfied
· More Kyrgyzstanis say they are somewhat or very satisfied with the overall situation in the country than in any time in the last 10 years. Today, 41% are at least somewhat satisfied with the situation in the country but a majority of six in 10 (59%) say they are somewhat or very dissatisfied. In 1995, roughly half as many (21%) were satisfied. 
Belief in the power of voting on the rise 

· A majority of 61% say the people of Kyrgyzstan can change the situation of the country by voting. Fifty-six percent in 1996 and 49% in 1995 believed in the power of voting. 
· Likewise, more today agree that voting gives people like them a chance to influence decision making (62%) than in 2001 (44%) or in 1996 (51%).
Majority believe corruption in Kyrgyzstan is pervasive – up slightly from past years
· Eighty-eight percent say official state corruption is somewhat or very common. This is up from a low of 76% in 1995 and also up from 80% in 1996 and 81% in 2001. Some of this increase may be due to an increased awareness of what corruption is and a labeling of previously common acts as corruption. 
Kyrgyzstanis head into the December 18 local elections with moderate confidence

· Sixty-six percent say they are confident that the results of the December local elections will reflect the way people voted. However, the bulk of people express only a moderate amount rather than a great deal of confidence (48% vs. 18%) and 29% say they have little or no confidence in the election results.

· Weeks before the vote, fewer than four in 10 (37%) Kyrgyzstanis said they are very likely to vote in the December 18 local government elections. An additional 41% said they are somewhat likely to vote while 19% say they are either somewhat or very unlikely to go to the polls.

Lack of confidence contributes to low projected turnout, but a little confidence goes a long way
· Only 42% of those who say they have no confidence that the official election results will reflect the way people voted say they are likely to vote in the December local elections. However, when confidence levels increase slightly projected turnout rates sharply increase—70% of those with little confidence in the fairness of the election say they are likely to vote in the elections. At the other end of the scale, nearly all (96%) with a great deal of confidence say they are likely to vote. 
Confidence higher in presidential election results than for local elections…
· More than eight in 10 have at least a moderate amount of confidence in the presidential elections. Thirty-eight percent have a great deal of confidence with an additional 47% expressing moderate confidence that the official results of the presidential election reflected the way people voted. One in 10 have little (7%) or no (3%) confidence in the Presidential elections.
…And majority believe voter turn out rates for the presidential election were accurate
· Some speculate that voter turn out rates for the presidential election were inflated so as to meet the 50% plus turnout threshold for the elections to be declared valid. However, a majority of Kyrgyzstanis do not hold this to be true. Fifty-nine percent majority say the voter turn out rates were on the whole accurate while a third (33%) think the turn out rates were inflated.
Majority believe election commissioners are neutral in their decisions

· Two-thirds of people in Kyrgyzstan (67%) believe that in the 2005 presidential elections, central election commissioners performed their duties as a neutral body guided only by the law. One in five (21%) think they made decisions which favored particular candidates. Confidence in precinct election commissioners is on par with this. Sixty-nine percent say they performed their duties as a neutral body while 22% believe the precinct election commissioners showed favoritism in their decisions.
Voters cite big improvements in administration of presidential elections

· Many more of those who voted in this year’s presidential election say they were satisfied with the fairness of the election process than was the case among voters following the last presidential elections in 2000.  Seven in 10 (73%) say they are somewhat or very satisfied with the fairness of the elections process in 2005. This is up more than 25 percentage points from the previous election when just fewer than half were satisfied with the fairness of the process (46%).
· There is a nearly equally big jump in the percentage who are satisfied with the impartiality of election staff. Seventy-seven percent of voters cite at least moderate satisfaction with the impartiality of polling staff compared to 54% following the 2001 presidential election.

· Improvements are also seen in the competency of polling staff (76% 2005 election; 59% 2000 election) and the facilities and equipment at polling stations (85% 2005 election; 78% 2000 election).
· Majorities of eight in 10 or more also say they are somewhat or very satisfied with the election registration process (84%), information on how to vote (87%) and information on how to mark the ballot (88%).  These figures are on par with the proportion of voters who expressed satisfaction with these aspects election administration following the 2000 presidential elections.
Carrot and stick tactics sometimes used to try to influence vote

· More than one in 10 people of voting age (13%) say they were either pressured or bribed to vote a certain way.  Specifically 8% say they were pressured and 7% say they were offered a reward or gift to vote a certain way. A small percentage were both pressured and offered a bribe.
· Vote buying by either money or some other reward and intimidation occurs most often in the east where 23% say someone attempted to pressure or bribe them into voting a certain way. About 1 in 10 in the remainder of the country report carrot and/or stick tactics being used—Bishkek 10%; North 10%; South 12%.
· Pressure and bribery are aimed somewhat more often at the economically disadvantaged.  Sixteen percent of those who say they do not have enough money to meet basic needs or barely have enough money to afford food report being pressured or bribed for their vote compared to 11% of those who are economically better off.
Sizable minority believe vote buying is acceptable under some conditions
· While a majority of more than six in 10 think that one should not accept money for voting for a candidate in an election, a third think there are circumstances in which accepting money is acceptable. When presented with three options and asked to identify the statement they agree with more, 24% say it is OK to take money from a candidate and then vote for whomever you want and 8% say that if you take money from a candidate you should vote for him or her. Sixty-three percent believe that it is better not to accept money regardless of whether or not you plan on voting for the candidate.

· Education does not influence attitudes toward vote buying, but men are more likely to take the entrepreneurial position and say you can take money and then vote for whomever you want than are women (30% vs. 20%) whereas women are more likely to say it is better not to accept money regardless of whether or not they already intended to vote for that candidate (68% vs. 60%).
Support for candidates motivates attendance at election rallies

· Among the 7% of Kyrgyzstanis that attended a campaign rally or demonstration for one of the candidates in the Presidential election, supporting the candidate (56%) and curiosity about what the candidate had to say (15%) are given as the top motivations for attending. Few (2%) say someone gave them money or a gift to attend.  
· Somewhat more report having attended a rally for the parliamentary elections (15%). Support for the candidate is also the number one reason given for attending a rally or demonstration in these elections.
Inking of fingers heralded as effective in helping to ensure elections free and fair, and most want to it used in future elections
· A majority citizens in Kyrgyzstan (52%) believe that inking was very effective in helping to ensure that the presidential elections were free and fair. An additional 30% believe inking was somewhat effective. 
· Likewise, a solid majority (62%) also say inking was very effective in preventing people from voting more than once. Twenty-three percent think inking was somewhat effective in preventing multiple voting while one in 10 (10%) believe inking was somewhat or very ineffective. 
· Nearly all voters (95%) say their hand was checked with a lamp to verify they had not already voted and their finger was marked with ink (96%) before entering the voting booth.
· Those who say their finger wasn’t checked with a lamp or inked cite lapses in procedures by officials more often than their resistance to the procedure as reason why the lamping and/or inking didn’t take place.
· Eighty percent say inking should be used in future elections as a method to prevent fraud. 

Transparent ballot boxes also inspire confidence
· A large majority of Kyrgyzstanis believe that transparent ballot boxes in the summer’s presidential election were very (55%) or somewhat (30%) effective in helping to ensure free and fair elections.  
· Majorities of more than seven in 10 say the presence of independent local election observers (73%), international election observers (73%), posters with information about procedures and rights in and around polling stations (75%) and coverage by media (76%) were effective in keeping the elections free and fair. Six in 10 or more believe oversight by political parties (61%) and NGOs (65%) were somewhat or very effective.
Almost all say their name was on the voter registration list before Election Day
· Most voters say their name was on the voter registration list when they went to vote (92%). Seven percent report their name was added to the list at the polls.
Many don’t believe the ballot is truly secret
· Roughly one-third of the population of Kyrgyzstan has doubts about the secrecy of the ballot. Only 65% say it is not possible for someone to find out how a specific person at their polling station voted. Seventeen percent say it is definitely possible and 18% say they are unsure or don’t know if someone could find out how a specific person voted or not. 
· Confidence in the secrecy of the vote is highest in the East where 79% say no one can determine how a specific person in their area voted. In other areas fewer than two-thirds believe it is not possible to find out how someone voted—South 66%; Bishkek (59%); North (56%).
· Men and women and people of all education levels are equally likely to believe or not believe that voting in Kyrgyzstan is secret.
Confidence in the 2005 parliamentary elections lower than the presidential or local government elections

· A slim majority of 52% say they have a great deal or moderate amount of confidence that the parliamentary election results accurately reflected the way people voted, compared to 66% for the local elections and 85% for the presidential elections. 
Election commissioners perceived to be less neutral in the parliamentary elections
· As many think the central election commissioners performed their duties as a neutral body guided only by the law as believe they showed favoritism towards some candidate in their decisions (42% vs. 44%). The same holds for precinct election commissioners. Forty-three percent think precinct election commissioners were neutral in their decisions while 44% believe they showed favoritism. By comparison, in the parliamentary elections two thirds of the population believe that the central and precinct election commissioners were neutral in their decision making.
Majority support a quota for women in the parliament

· Roughly six out of 10 (62%) say there should be a quota for the number of seats held by women in Kyrgyzstan’s parliament, the Jorgorku Kenesh. About a quarter (27%) disapprove of the idea and 11% are unsure about their view on this issue. 
· When supporters of the quota are asked what percentage of seats should be reserved for women, the average suggestion for the quota is around 25%. 
· Support for a quota is higher among women than men (67% vs. 57%) but the quota finds majority support among both groups.

Mixed support for printing election materials in languages other than Russian and Kyrgyz

· Only 17% of the country as a whole say that election materials should be printed in additional languages, but when ethnic minorities are asked, support skyrockets. Fifty-nine percent of Uzbeks and 26% of people of other nationalities want election materials printed in other languages. Only one in 10 (11%) ethnic Russians or Kyrgyz think materials should be printed in additional languages.
No consensus on how elections are paid for

· When asked who funded the presidential election in Kyrgyzstan, the electorate is split in their opinions indicating that the funding of elections is not a topic many know much about. A plurality of 37% say elections are paid for by the Kyrgyz government’s budgetary resources. Two in 10 (19%) say they are paid for by funds from foreign donors and three in 10 (28%) say they are paid for by a combination of domestic and international donor funds. 
Large backing for referendum to adopt changes to constitution

· A majority of six out of 10 (60%) think changes to the constitution should be approved of by a popular referendum. A quarter (24%) think changes should be put to a vote by parliament and 10% say either method is satisfactory. 
Identity as Kyrgyzstani citizen now held more important than ethnicity

· When asked which is more important (all things considered) ethnicity or Kyrgyzstani citizenship, a solid majority of 61% say their Kyrgyzstani citizenship is more important than their ethnicity. One in five (19%) say their ethnicity takes primacy over their identity as a Kyrgyzstani citizen while 16% say both are equally important. In previous surveys in 1996 and 2001 the public was more equally spilt in whether ethnicity or identity as a citizen was more important.
Belief that Kyrgyzstan is a democracy has, at best, stalled despite positive changes
· Similar to results in 1995 and 1996, a majority of six in 10 (60%) say Kyrgyzstan is primarily a democracy.  
· However, among those who say Kyrgyzstan is not a democracy, a majority of 56% say that not only is Kyrgyzstan not a democracy but neither is it on the road to becoming a democracy. This assessment is somewhat bleaker than in 1996 when a minority of 44% of those who thought Kyrgyzstan was not yet a democracy also believed it was not headed towards becoming one.  
· It is difficult to square the fact that popular assessments of Kyrgyzstan’s democratic state has not improved over the last 10 years with the overwhelming evidence that citizens of Kyrgyzstan have more confidence in the electoral process and an increased satisfaction with the overall situation in the country. One explanation for this is that as Kyrgyzstan has democratized, expectations for what constitutes a democracy have also increased.
Appendix A

Topline
Field period November 11-22, 2005

Margin of Error ± 3%
Region
	 
	2005

	
	Bishkek
	15%

	 
	East
	14%

	 
	North
	19%

	 
	South
	52%


n=1000

Oblast
	 
	2005

	Bishkek
	15%

	Chui
	15%

	Talas
	4%

	Naryn
	5%

	Issyk-Kul
	9%

	Osh
	25%

	Jalalabat
	18%

	Batken
	8%


n=1000

Settlement Size

	 
	2005

	500,000+
	15%

	200,000-499,999
	4%

	50,000-199,999
	6%

	20,000-49,999
	7%

	Cities of less than 20,000
	2%

	Rural Settlement
	65%

	Working Settlement
	0%


n=1000

Language of Interview

	 
	2005

	Kyrgyz
	54%

	Russian
	36%

	Uzbek
	10%


n=1000

Gender of Respondent
	 
	2005

	Male
	49%

	Female
	51%


n=1000

SES (based on the condition of the living quarters, availability of the car, etc.)
	 
	2005

	High
	1%

	Moderately High
	11%

	Average
	64%

	Moderately Low
	17%

	Low
	5%

	Unable to Discern
	2%


n=1000

Q1  First of all, how satisfied or dissatisfied are you with the overall situation in Kyrgyzstan-very satisfied, somewhat satisfied, somewhat dissatisfied, or very dissatisfied?
	
	July 1995

n=1194
	December 1996

n=1494
	August 2001

n=1600
	November 2005

n=1000

	Very satisfied
	1%
	4%
	6%
	10%

	Somewhat satisfied
	20%
	23%
	28%
	31%

	Somewhat dissatisfied
	48%
	46%
	43%
	40%

	Very dissatisfied
	26%
	25%
	21%
	19%

	Don't know / Refused
	5%
	2%
	2%
	1%


Q2  Do you think the people of Kyrgyzstan can change the situation in this country by participating in elections or not?
	
	July 1995

n=1194
	December 1996

n=1494
	November 2005

n=1000

	Yes
	49%
	56%
	61%

	No
	36%
	36%%
	34%

	Don't know / Refused
	14%
	8%
	5%


Q3 Would you say that Kyrgyzstan is primarily a democracy or is primarily not a democracy?
	
	July 1995

n=1194
	December 1996

n=1494
	November 2005

n=1000

	Democracy
	56%
	60%
	60%

	Not a democracy
	21%
	27%
	34%

	Don't know / Refused
	23%
	13%
	7%


MODIFIED TREND – In your opinion, is Kyrgyzstan a democracy?
	
	August 2001

n=1600

	Yes, fully democratic
	23%

	Yes, partially democratic
	50%

	No, not democratic at all
	17%

	Don't know / Refused
	10%


Q4  Is Kyrgyzstan moving toward becoming a democracy or not?


	 
	December 1996

n=403
	November 2005

N=336

	Becoming a democracy
	56%
	39%

	Not becoming a democracy
	44%
	56%

	Don't know / Refused
	1%
	5%


Asked only of those who think Kyrgyzstan is not a democracy.

Q5 What does it mean to you to live in a democracy? (Open ended) (Multiple responses allowed)
	 
	2005

	Democracy, authority of people
	3%

	Freedom of speech, freedom of a choice
	57%

	To be socially protected
	6%

	Observance of laws
	5%

	Equality
	4%

	Lack of corruption
	2%

	Provision of rights and freedom by the state
	2%

	To live in normal conditions
	10%

	Stability, safety, peace
	5%

	Competition
	*%

	Independence of the nation
	1%

	Freedom of religion
	2%

	Freedom of movement
	1%

	Other
	2%

	Don't know / Refused
	11%


n=1000

Q6  Please tell me whether you strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree or strongly disagree with the following statement:  "Voting gives people like me a chance to influence decisions made in our country."

	
	December 1996

n=1494
	August 2001

n=1600
	November 2005

n=1000

	Strongly agree
	17%
	18%
	25%

	Somewhat agree
	34%
	26%
	37%

	Somewhat disagree
	30%
	20%
	26%

	Strongly disagree
	13%
	25%
	9%

	Don't know / Refused
	7%
	11%
	2%


Q7  In your opinion, how common is the problem of official (state) corruption in Kyrgyzstan?

	 
	July 1995

n=1194
	December 1996

n=1494
	August 2001*

n=1600
	November 2005

n=1000

	Very common
	44%
	47%
	51%
	49%

	Somewhat common
	32%
	33%
	30%
	39%

	Not very common
	6%
	7%
	5%
	8%

	Not at all common
	4%
	1%
	1%
	1%

	Don't know / Refused
	15%
	10%
	14%
	3%


*In 2001, the response categories were: very common, somewhat common, somewhat rare, very rare.
Q8  As you may know, there will be local government elections taking place in December. How likely are you to vote in these upcoming local government elections-very likely, somewhat likely, somewhat unlikely or very unlikely?


	 
	2005

	Very likely
	37%

	Somewhat likely
	41%

	Somewhat unlikely
	13%

	Very unlikely
	6%

	Don't know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q9  How much confidence, if any, do you have that the official election results for this election will accurately reflect the way people vote-great deal of confidence, moderate amount of confidence, only a little confidence or no confidence at all?

	 
	2005

	Great deal
	18%

	Moderate amount
	48%

	Only a little
	22%

	No confidence at all
	7%

	Don't know / Refused
	5%


n=1000

Q10  How much confidence, if any, do you have that the election results accurately reflected the way people voted in the Presidential election-great deal of confidence, moderate amount of confidence, only a little confidence or no confidence at all?
	 
	2005

	Great deal
	38%

	Moderate amount
	47%

	Only a little
	7%

	No confidence at all
	3%

	Don't know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q11  Why do you have little confidence? (open end)


	 
	2005

	I do not believe, I do not trust authorities
	28%

	Votes are "bought", all is sold, money
	14%

	The problem with calculation of votes
	6%

	Other
	19%

	Don't know / Refused
	32%


Asked only of those with little or no confidence that the results of the Presidential election accurately reflected the way people voted. n=108

Q12  I would like you to rate the July 2005 presidential elections on this scale, where 1 means that the elections were very badly organized, 5 means that they were very well organized, and 3 represents a point in between

	
	August 2001

n=1600
	November 2005

n=1000

	1 Very Bad Organization
	4%
	2%

	2
	8%
	5%

	3
	30%
	33%

	4
	36%
	29%

	5 Very Good  Organization
	12%
	28%

	Don't know / Refused
	10%
	3%


Q13  Thinking about the performance of the Central Election Commissioners (ECs) during the Presidential elections, with which of the following statements do you agree more:


	 
	2005

	They performed their duty as neutral body guided only by the law
	67%

	They Made decisions which favored particular candidates
	21%

	Don't know / Refused
	12%


n=1000

Q14  And how about the performance of the Precinct Election Commissioners (PECs) during the Presidential elections. With which statement do you agree with more?


	 
	2005

	They performed their duty as neutral body guided only by the law
	69%

	They made decisions which favored particular candidates
	22%

	Don't know / Refused
	9%


n=1000

Q15  To the best of your knowledge, did the Precinct Election Commissioners (PECs) competently and sufficiently perform their duties in this election or not?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	76%

	No
	14%

	Don't know / Refused
	9%


n=1000

Q16A Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Voter registration process 
	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	36%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	43%

	Not Very Satisfied
	14%

	Not At All Satisfied
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	5%


n=1000

Q16a [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Voter registration process 
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	46%
	40%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	35%
	44%

	Not Very Satisfied
	11%
	13%

	Not At All Satisfied
	5%
	2%

	Don't Know / Refused
	3%
	1%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q16B  Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Information on how to vote


	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	37%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	46%

	Not Very Satisfied
	12%

	Not At All Satisfied
	2%

	Don't Know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q16B  [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Information on how to vote
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	51%
	39%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	34%
	48%

	Not Very Satisfied
	10%
	11%

	Not At All Satisfied
	3%
	1%

	Don't Know / Refused
	3%
	1%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q16C  Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Information on how to mark the ballot


	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	44%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	40%

	Not Very Satisfied
	11%

	Not At All Satisfied
	2%

	Don't Know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q16C  [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Information on how to mark the ballot
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	58%
	48%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	32%
	40%

	Not Very Satisfied
	6%
	10%

	Not At All Satisfied
	2%
	2%

	Don't Know / Refused
	2%
	1%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q16D  Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Fairness of the election process


	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	29%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	38%

	Not Very Satisfied
	19%

	Not At All Satisfied
	5%

	Don't Know / Refused
	9%


n=1000

Q16D [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Fairness of the election process
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	20%
	33%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	26%
	40%

	Not Very Satisfied
	25%
	18%

	Not At All Satisfied
	24%
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	5%
	5%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q16E Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Competency of the polling station staff


	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	29%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	42%

	Not Very Satisfied
	18%

	Not At All Satisfied
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	8%


n=1000

Q16E  [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Competency of the polling station staff
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	26%
	32%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	33%
	44%

	Not Very Satisfied
	18%
	18%

	Not At All Satisfied
	13%
	2%

	Don't Know / Refused
	11%
	4%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q16F  Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Facilities and equipment at the polling station


	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	34%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	46%

	Not Very Satisfied
	11%

	Not At All Satisfied
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	6%


n=1000

Q16F  [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Facilities and equipment at the polling station
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	37%
	38%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	41%
	47%

	Not Very Satisfied
	13%
	10%

	Not At All Satisfied
	5%
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	4%
	2%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q16G  Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Impartiality of polling station staff
	 
	2005

	Very Satisfied
	29%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	42%

	Not Very Satisfied
	15%

	Not At All Satisfied
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	11%


n=1000

Q16G  [VOTERS ONLY] Please tell me how satisfied or dissatisfied were you with the following aspects of the Presidential election? -- Impartiality of polling station staff
	 
	August 2001

n=1282
	November 2005

n=847

	Very Satisfied
	24%
	33%

	Somewhat Satisfied
	30%
	44%

	Not Very Satisfied
	17%
	14%

	Not At All Satisfied
	15%
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	14%
	6%


* Asked only of those who voted

Q17  There are some people who suggest that the official voter turnout was higher than the number of people who actually voted while other people do not believe this is true. What is your opinion, were voter turn out rates inflated or on the whole were the official turnout rates accurate?
	 
	2005

	Inflated
	33%

	On the whole accurate
	59%

	Don't know / Refused
	8%


n=1000

Q18  On or before the Presidential Election, did anyone try to pressure you to vote for a certain candidate in the election?


	 
	2005

	Yes
	8%

	No
	91%

	Don't know/Refused
	1%


n=1000

Q19  On or before the Presidential Election, did anyone try to offer you a reward or gift of any kind to vote for a certain candidate in the election?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	7%

	No
	92%

	Don't know/Refused
	1%


n=1000

Q20  Did you attend a campaign rally or demonstration for one of the candidates in the Presidential election?


	 
	2005

	Yes
	7%

	No
	93%

	Don't know/Refused
	0%


n=1000

Q21  Why did you attend a rally or demonstration?


	 
	2005

	I supported the candidate
	56%

	My employer, rector or teacher wanted me to
	5%

	I was curious or interested in what the candidate had to say
	15%

	A friend or relative invited me
	1%

	Someone gave me some money or a gift to attend
	2%

	Some other reason
	2%

	Don't know / Refused
	19%


Asked only of those who attended a campaign rally or demonstration for the Presidential election.

n=66

Q22A For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people voted. -- The  presence of independent local election observers


	 
	2005

	Very effective
	28%

	Somewhat effective
	45%

	Somewhat ineffective
	12%

	Very ineffective
	4%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	6%


n=1000

Q22B  For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people voted. -- The presence of international election observers

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	30%

	Somewhat effective
	43%

	Somewhat ineffective
	11%

	Very ineffective
	4%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	8%


n=1000

Q22C  For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people voted. – The  inking of voters' fingers

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	52%

	Somewhat effective
	30%

	Somewhat ineffective
	8%

	Very ineffective
	3%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	3%


n=1000

Q22D For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people voted. -- Transparent ballot boxes

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	55%

	Somewhat effective
	30%

	Somewhat ineffective
	6%

	Very ineffective
	2%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	3%


n=1000

Q22E  Posters in and around polling stations with information about voting procedures and voters' rights

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	34%

	Somewhat effective
	41%

	Somewhat ineffective
	13%

	Very ineffective
	3%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q22F  For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people voted -- Mass media coverage of the elections

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	34%

	Somewhat effective
	42%

	Somewhat ineffective
	11%

	Very ineffective
	4%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	4%

	Don't Know / Refused
	6%


n=1000

Q22G  For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people voted. -- Oversight of the election process by political parties

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	23%

	Somewhat effective
	38%

	Somewhat ineffective
	15%

	Very ineffective
	6%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	5%

	Don't Know / Refused
	13%


n=1000

Q22H  For each of the following, please tell me how effective or ineffective this was in helping to ensure the Presidential election was free and fair and accurately reflected the way people vote. – Oversight of the election process by non-governmental organizations

	 
	2005

	Very effective
	27%

	Somewhat effective
	38%

	Somewhat ineffective
	12%

	Very ineffective
	6%

	Didn't vote (Volunteered)
	5%

	Don't Know / Refused
	13%


n=1000

Q23  Talking to lots of people, we understand that for various reasons not everyone votes in every election. Did you vote in the July Presidential election?
	 
	2005

	Yes
	85%

	No
	15%

	Maybe [Volunteered]
	0%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


n=1000

Q23B  In your opinion, can anybody find out how a specific person has voted in your polling place?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	17%

	No
	65%

	Maybe [Volunteered]
	11%

	Don't know / Refused
	7%


Asked only of those who voted in the July 2005 Presidential election. n=847

Q24  When you went to vote, was your name on the printed voter's registration list or was your name added to the handwritten supplementary list?

	 
	2005

	Name on published list
	92%

	Name added to handwritten supplementary list
	7%

	Don't know / Refused
	1%


Asked only of those who voted in the July 2005 Presidential election. n=847

Q25  Did an official at the polling station check your hand with a special lamp to verify that your finger was not already marked with ink?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	95%

	No
	4%

	Maybe [Volunteered]
	1%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


Asked only of those who voted in the July 2005 Presidential election. n=847

Q26  Why wasn't your hand looked at with the special lamp? Because the officials forgot or weren't doing that at your polling station, because you didn't want the official to or for some other reason. 

	 
	2005

	Officials forgot or weren't doing that at the polling station
	27%

	Didn't want the official to
	6%

	Some other reason
	11%

	Don't know / Refused
	56%


Asked only of voters whose hands were not looked at with lamp. n=35

Q26 OTHER Why wasn't your hand looked at with the special lamp? Because the officials forgot or weren't doing that at your polling station, because you didn't want the official to or for some other reason. 

	 
	2005

	At us all each other know
	*%

	Houses voted
	*%

	Specially have not made
	*%

	There was no lamp
	*%


Asked only of voters who name other reason why hands were not looked at with lamp. n=4

Q27  When you went to the polling station, was your finger marked with ink?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	96%

	No
	3%

	Maybe [Volunteered]
	*%

	Don't know / Refused
	*%


Asked only of those who voted in the July 2005 Presidential election. n=847

Q28  Why wasn't your finger marked with ink? Because the officials forgot or weren't inking at your polling station, because you didn't want your finger market with ink or for some other reason

	 
	2005

	Officials forgot or weren't inking at the polling station
	35%

	Didn't want finger inked
	19%

	Some other reason
	19%

	Don't know / Refused
	27%


Asked only of voters whose finger was not inked. n=25

Q29 OTHER (First Mention) Can you tell me why you didn't want your finger inked?

	 
	2005

	Return to primitive society
	*%

	There is no answer
	*%

	They knew that they could do it without marking
	*%

	Violation of human rights
	*%

	Was afraid of marking  and refused
	*%


Asked only of voters who name other reason why finger not inked.  n=5

Q29 OTHER (Second Mention) Can you tell me why you didn't want your finger inked?

	 
	2005

	They have not been marking so why start now
	*%

	Houses voted as a whole
	*%

	Did not stand in queue
	*%


Asked only of voters who name other reason why finger not inked. n=5

Q30  In your opinion, how effective or ineffective do you think the marking of voters' fingers with ink was in preventing people from voting more than once?
	 
	2005

	Very effective
	62%

	Somewhat effective
	23%

	Somewhat ineffective
	7%

	Very ineffective
	3%

	Don't Know / Refused
	5%


n=1000

Q31  Why don't you think the inking of voters' fingers was more effective in preventing people from voting more than once? (open end)

	 
	2005

	Mistrust the nation, violation of human rights
	24%

	Erasable, washable, can be covered by ointment
	41%

	Other
	17%

	Don't know / Refused
	17%


Asked only of those who say inking was ineffective in preventing people from voting more than once. n=102

Q32  Do you think the marking of voters' fingers with ink should be used in future elections as a method to prevent people from voting more than once?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	80%

	No
	15%

	Don't know/Refused
	5%


n=1000

Q33  As you can imagine, elections cost a lot of money-printing of the ballots, purchasing ballot boxes, counting the votes, etc.  To the best of your knowledge how were the Presidential Elections in Kyrgyzstan paid for?

	 
	2005

	Kyrgyz government from its own budgetary resources
	37%

	Funds from foreign donors
	19%

	Both Kyrgyz funds and monies from foreign donors
	28%

	Don't know / Refused
	16%


n=1000

Q34  In thinking about the Parliamentary elections, how much confidence, if any, do you have that the election results accurately reflected the way people voted

	 
	2005

	Great deal
	12%

	Moderate amount
	40%

	Only a little
	29%

	No confidence at all
	13%

	Don't know / Refused
	6%


n=1000

Q35  I would like you to rate the February Parliamentary elections on this scale, where 1 means that the elections were very poorly organized, 5 means that they were very well organized, and 3 represents a point in between

	 
	2005

	1  Very Bad  Organization
	11%

	2
	20%

	3
	43%

	4
	14%

	5  Very Good Organization
	8%

	Don't know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q36  Did you attend a campaign rally or demonstration for these Parliamentary elections

	 
	2005

	Yes
	15%

	No
	84%

	Don't know
	1%


n=1000

Q37 Why did you attend a rally or demonstration? (Multiple responses allowed)

	 
	2005

	I supported the candidate
	55%

	My employer, rector or teacher wanted me to
	4%

	I was curious or interested in what the candidate had to say
	16%

	A friend or relative invited me
	13%

	Someone gave me some money or a gift to attend
	3%

	Some other reason
	0%

	Don’t know / Refused
	2%


Asked only of those who attended a campaign rally or demonstration for the Parliamentary elections.  n=152
Q38  Thinking about the performance of the Central Election Commissioners (CECs) during the Parliamentary elections, with which of the following statements do you agree with more?

	 
	2005

	Performed their duty as neutral body guided only by the law
	42%

	Made decisions which favored particular candidates
	44%

	Don't know / Refused
	14%


n=1000

Q39  And how about the performance of Precinct Election Commissioners (PECs) during the Parliamentary elections. With which statement do you agree with more?

	 
	2005

	Performed their duty as neutral body guided only by the law
	43%

	Made decisions which favored particular candidates
	44%

	Don't know / Refused
	13%


n=1000

Q40  To the best of your knowledge did the Precinct Election Commissioners (PECs) competently and sufficiently perform their duties in this election or not?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	57%

	No
	31%

	Don't know / Refused
	13%


n=1000

Q41  Did you vote in the February Parliamentary elections or not?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	83%

	No
	14%

	Don't know / Refused
	2%


n=1000

Q42  Do you think that there should be a quota for women in the Jorgorku Kenesh?  [If Yes] What percentage of seats in the Jorgorku Kenesh should be reserved for women?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	62%

	No, keep things way they are
	27%

	Maybe [Volunteered]
	8%

	Don't know / Refused
	3%


n=1000

Q42b  What 2005age of seats in the Jorgorku Kenesh should be reserved for women?

	 
	2005

	2
	*%

	3
	*%

	5
	4%

	7
	*%

	9
	*%

	10
	15%

	12
	1%

	13
	*%

	15
	7%

	18
	*%

	20
	20%

	22
	*%

	23
	*%

	25
	4%

	30
	16%

	35
	2%

	38
	*%

	40
	6%

	45
	1%

	50
	15%

	51
	*%

	55
	*%

	60
	1%

	70
	1%

	80
	1%

	85
	*%

	90
	*%

	99
	*%

	100
	1%


Asked only of those who think there should be quotas for women. n=618

Q43  Election and campaign materials are only printed in Russian and Kyrgyz.  Do you think the election and campaign materials should be printed in other languages or do you think that materials should also be printed in other languages as well?
	 
	2005

	Only Russian and Kyrgyz
	80%

	Other languages as well
	17%

	Don't know / Refused
	2%


n=1000

Q44  Do you think election commission members should receive payment for the work they do?

	 
	2005

	Yes
	75%

	No
	20%

	Don't know / Refused
	5%


n=1000

Q45 In your view, what would be the best way to decide whether the changes to the constitution should be adopted or not--by a popular referendum of citizens or by a vote among elected officials in Parliament?

	 
	2005

	Referendum
	60%

	Parliamentary vote
	24%

	Does not matter [Volunteered]
	10%

	Neither [Volunteered]
	2%

	Don't know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Q46  As you may know, sometimes people receive money or gifts to vote for a particular candidate. Please tell me which of the following three statements is closest to your view on this issue.

	 
	2005

	It is OK to take money from a candidate and then vote for any person you like.
	24%

	If someone gives you money or a gift to vote for a particular candidate, the correct action is to vote for that person. 
	8%

	It is better not to accept money from people to vote for a particular candidate whether or not you plan to vote for that person
	63%

	Don't know / Refused
	4%


n=1000

Age

	 
	2005

	18-25
	18%

	26-35
	25%

	36-45
	22%

	46-55
	15%

	56+
	19%


n=1000

What is your current employment situation?

	 
	2005

	self-employed
	25%

	employed full-time at one job
	15%

	employed part-time at one job
	1%

	employed at two or more part-time jobs
	0%

	a housekeeper/housewife
	20%

	a student/apprentice
	4%

	a pensioner or invalid
	17%

	unemployed
	18%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


n=1000

What is your occupation?

	 
	2005

	Head/Deputy head of an enterprise, organization
	1%

	Head of a division or sector
	1%

	Qualified specialist - job needs high education
	12%

	Specialist - job needs special secondary education
	8%

	Employee from technical staff, from attendance
	4%

	Qualified worker
	4%

	Unskilled worker
	5%

	Worker who does manual labor in agriculture
	36%

	Military man (Army, Security Service, militia)
	1%

	Other
	9%

	Never worked
	16%

	Don't know / Refused
	3%


Asked only of those who are employed and housekeepers/housewives. n=610

What is your marital status?
	 
	2005

	Married or living as married
	72%

	Never married
	14%

	Divorced
	5%

	Widowed
	9%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


n=1000

Do you have any children?
	 
	2005

	Yes
	82%

	No
	18%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


n=1000

How many children do you have?
	 
	2005

	1
	14%

	2
	25%

	3
	26%

	4
	17%

	5
	9%

	6
	4%

	7
	2%

	8
	1%

	9
	1%

	10+
	1%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


n=820

How many of your children live with you?
	 
	2005

	0
	13%

	1
	24%

	2
	27%

	3
	20%

	4
	12%

	5
	3%

	6
	1%

	7
	*%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


Asked only of those with children. n=820

What is your nationality?
	 
	2005

	Kyrgyz
	67%

	Russian
	13%

	Uzbek
	11%

	Tatar
	1%

	Korean
	1%

	Other nationality
	7%

	Don't know / Refused
	0%


n=1000

All things considered, which is of more importance to you, your ethnicity or your Kyrgyz citizenship?
	 
	December 1996

n=1494
	August 2001

n=1600
	November 2005

n=1000

	Ethnicity
	30%
	34%
	19%

	Kyrgyz citizenship
	31%
	38%
	61%

	Equally important
	32%
	22%
	16%

	Don't care about either
	6%
	3%
	3%

	Don't know / Refused
	1%
	3%
	1%


n=1000


What language do you speak most often at home – First Mention 
	 
	2005

	Chechen
	*%

	Karachai
	*%

	Korean
	*%

	Kyrgyz
	64%

	Russian
	22%

	Tadjik
	2%

	Tatar
	*%

	Turkish
	1%

	Uigur
	*%

	Uzbek
	11%


n=1000

What language do you speak most often at home – Second Mention
	 
	2005

	Georgian
	*%

	Karachai
	*%

	Kazakh
	*%

	Korean
	*%

	Kurd
	*%

	Kyrgyz
	2%

	Lezghin
	*%

	Russian
	2%

	Turkish
	*%

	Uigur
	0%

	Uzbek
	1%


n=1000

What is the highest level of education you have received?
	 
	2005

	Less than four years at school
	2%

	Incomplete secondary education (9 years)
	9%

	Complete secondary education (10-11 years)
	47%

	Professional, technical school
	19%

	Some university
	5%

	Completed university
	18%

	Post-graduate education
	*%

	Don't know / Refused
	*%


n=1000

Would you describe the financial position of your family as...
	 
	2005

	High
	0%

	Higher than moderate
	7%

	Moderate
	67%

	Lower than moderate
	18%

	Lowest
	6%

	Don't know / Refused
	1%


n=1000

Which number best describes the current financial situation of you and your family living there with you?
	 
	2005

	We do not have enough money for our most basic needs
	11%

	We barely have enough money to buy food, we rarely buy cloth
	26%

	Enough to eat occasionally buy clothes, but nothing to save
	48%

	We have some savings
	14%

	We have savings, and can afford a lot
	1%


n=1000

Appendix B
Methodological Report


This methodological report summarizes the field procedures employed by SIAR in the November 2005 survey of the Kyrgyz public conducted on behalf The F. Clifton White Applied Research Center at IFES. The survey was paid for with USAID funds. The purpose of this survey was to gauge attitudes towards socio-political topics in general and aspects of election administration and vote buying in particular. Face-to-face interviews with 1000 voting-age adults, 18 and older was conducted by SIAR from November 11 through November 22, 2005. For questions asked of the full sample of 1000 respondent, the results are subject to a margin of error of ±3 percent. 

Questionnaire
The questionnaire was designed by IFES’ Applied Research Center (ARC) in coordination with Central Asia program staff and the IFES field office in Bishkek. After reaching agreement on the pretest questionnaire, the questionnaire was translated into Kyrgyz, Russian, and Uzbek by SAIR. IFES field staff in Bishkek reviewed each version of the questionnaire to ensure the accuracy of the survey instrument. Prior to the start of field, SAIR pretested the questionnaire and reported that it worked well.

Sample design
Eligible households were selected in both in urban and rural areas throughout all seven oblasts of the republic, including Bishkek. Three-stage proportional to size cluster sampling was employed by the following method:
· proportionate stratification by population of provinces;

· for all provinces:

· proportionate stratification by urban/rural population within provinces;

· probability proportional sampling of primary sampling units (PSUs) within urban/rural strata;

· sequential random sampling of households (Secondary Sampling Units - SSUs) in selected PSUs based on lists of households made by supervisors on the basis of books of registration of households.
· selection of respondents within household utilizing a Kish grid.

The survey was carried out in the following settlements: 

	 
	Area
	Number of interviews
	Number of villages
	Number of cities

	1
	Bishkek city
	155
	---
	155

	2
	Chui oblast
	150
	119
	31

	3
	Talas oblast
	42
	35
	7

	4
	Naryn oblast
	52
	43
	9

	5
	Issyk-Kul oblast
	85
	60
	25

	6
	Batken oblast
	81
	60
	21

	7
	Djajal-Abad oblast
	185
	143
	42

	8
	Osh oblast
	250
	192
	58

	
	Total:
	1000
	652
	348


Fieldwork


Interviewing took place from November 11 through November 22, 2005. According to the reports of interviewers, completing the questionnaire with the sampled respondent was relatively easy. Many people showed interested in the content of the survey and, particularly, in the results of the interview, i.e. whether this public opinion poll would lead to any positive changes. A small number of people were sure that this interview would not be of any direct benefit to them, which created some difficulties in completing the interview with these respondents. 
During the field work stage some of the randomly sampled PSUs needed to be replaced or supplemented for the following reasons:
	Initially

selected villages (by random sampling)
	Oblast
	Rayon
	Replacement village
	Reasons for the village substitution

	Baryn village
	Osh
	Nookat
	Bargy village
	Village not found

	Kundeluk village
	Osh
	Aravan
	Kenesh village
	20 households only 

	Aigul-Tash village
	Batken
	Batken
	Kyzyl-Jol village
	Intensive migration

	Choyunchu village
	Batken
	Layilayk 
	Korgon village
	Few households

	Arpa-Tektir village
	Chui
	Chui-Tokmok
	Kegeti village
	Few households

	Kyzyl-Bayrak village
	Chui
	Kemin
	Shabdan-Ata village
	Few households

	At-Bashy village
	Chui
	Alamudun
	At-Bashy village, Pyatiletka village, Baetova village
	Few households – neighbouring villages added 

	Kaldyk village
	Chui
	Jaiyl
	Kayiyndy urban village
	Bad weather/ bad roads


Field supervisors performed initial data quality control verification of all completed interviews in the field to verify systematic household selection, whether the correct person was interviewed according to the Kish grid selection and correct completion of the interview. As a second check, SAIR conducted a telephone-check of 20% of the respondents. For households without telephones, supervisors visited the villages and checked the questionnaires on sites. 
In total, fifty-four percent of the interviews were conducted in Kyrgyz, 36% in Russian and 10% in Uzbek.
Response rate and Margin of error
The response rate for the survey is 59%. In total, 1694 households were contacted. Of these, at 424 household no contact was made with any individual. At the 1270 households were contact was made, 270 of the selected potential respondents refused to participate.
The margin of sampling error for a percentage estimate based on the full sample of 1,000 interviews, calculated at the conventional 95% confidence level, is ±3%. Results based on smaller subgroups are subject to a larger margin of sampling error. In addition to sampling error, the practical difficulties of conducting surveys can introduce error or bias into the results. 

IFES
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