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MAJOR FINDINGS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

PolItical system support Usmg a 9-Item scale to assess the extent to WhICh the populatIOn has
confIdence m the polItIcal system, the overall mean for the HaItian populatIOn was 46 out of a
pOSSible scale score of 100 The support mdex IS conSIderably lower m Port-au-Pnnce (32) than
elsewhere m the country, and almost tWIce as low m Isolated rural areas

October 1997

Knowledge of the polItIcal system The survey mcluded 30 Items as a relatively SImple test of the
populatIOn's knowledge of the formal aspects of the polItical system Overall, the Haitian populatIon
scored an average of 79 5 on a scale of 100 The area m WhICh they knew the least was the structure
of local government, and the area m WhICh they were most knowledgeable pertamed to the dutIes
of CItIzens as speCIfIed m the constItutIOn

Perceived attItudes of publIc officials Over two-thIrds (69%) of the publIc belIeve "publIc
officials don't care about people lIke me," and well over half mdlcate that neIther theIr natIOnal
leaders (56%) nor the leaders of theIr local government (60%) are responSIve to what people want
Although publIc attItudes toward the leaders are negative across the board, respondents m Port-au
Prmce are the most alIenated, the most geographIcally Isolated of the respondents were the most
lIkely to gIve a pOSItive answer regardmg offICIals' responsiveness

Sources ofpolItIcaimformatIon Overwhelmmgly, HaitIans get then mformatIOn about polItIcal
matters through the radIO and speakmg WIth frIends or acquamtances, WIth radIO bemg the only
SIgnIficant media source m the rural parts of the country It seems that effectIve commumcatlon of
pOlItICal messages m HaitI should rely on radIO and traditIOnal word-of-mouth channels

This report presents major fmdmgs from a natIOnal survey of democratic values m HaitI and
ImplIcatIOns for the development of democracy It IS based on a sCientIfIcally drawn natIOnal
household survey of Haiti completed m the sprmg of 1997 Respondents are from Port-au-PrInce,
other urban areas, rural areas accessIble by vehIcle, and rural areas not accessIble by vehIcle The
specIally developed questIOnnaire was based on pnor research m Central and South Amenca,
Western Europe and the Umted States IntervIews were conducted, prImarIly m Haitian Creole, by
specIally trained, expenenced mtervlewers The survey was undertaken by Amenca's Development
FoundatIOn as part of Its CIVIl SOCIety Component of USAIDlHaItI's Democracy Enhancement
Project

Perceptions of polItical efficacy More than two-thIrds of the populatIOn belIeve votmg IS a
potentIally powerful mstrument for mfluencmg the dIrectIon of the state, and even more (82%)
belIeve that by orgamzmg mto groups people can have a VOIce m how theIr government operates
These responses are m marked contrast to those reported earlIer regardmg the perceIved attItude of
publIc offICials toward the people and the responSIveness of elected offICIals What the populace
seems to be saymg IS that m spite of a lack of confIdence m theIr leaders, they value theIr rIghts to
organIze and to vote
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Amenca's Development Foundatlon

Perception of the police The polIce IS the mstitutIOn m WhICh people report the hIghest level of
confidence On a scale of 0 to 100, the polIce receIved a ratmg of 67, and over a thIrd of the people
(36%) gave It a ratmg of "a lot", the hIghest ratmg possIble As the survey found true for all
government mstItutions, confIdence In the polIce IS mversely related to urbamclty, WhICh In tum IS
related to exposure to the mstItutIOn Those ratmg the polIce the hIghest (a score of 74) are people
m maccesslble rural areas (1 e , the people least lIkely to ever see a polIceman) and those gIvmg the
polIce the lowest confidence score (57) lIve m Port-au-Pnnce

Perception of the JudICIal system The overwhelmmg majonty (97%) of those mtervlewed belIeve
that the government IS responsIble for guaranteemg basIC human nghts, but only a small proportIon
(23%) belIeve that, m fact, the basIC nghts of those who lIve m HaItI are well protected WhIle the
vast majonty of those surveyed belIeve that there ought to be equal JustIce for all, only a small
fractIOn (19%) belIeve that the JUdICiary follows thIS pnnclple Nevertheless, the people remam
commItted to a system of JustIce based on those two organs ofJustIce Overall, the JUdICial system
receIved a confIdence ratIng m the pOSItIve range (52 out of 100) and when asked about the treatment
they had receIved from the polIce, a JustIce of the peace or other member of the JUdICIal branch,
about two-thIrds of respondents (68%) mdlcated they had been treated "well" or "very well" In
addItIon, 85 percent of HaItians reported they belIeve that JustIce IS more lIkely to be secured from
the polIce and the courts than from commumty leaders, or than from famIly or fnends of the VIctIm
ThIS suggests an underlymg confIdence m the polIce and the courts as Instruments ofJustIce and the
Importance of workmg WIth them to strengthen theIr abIlIty to fulfIll the promIse of delIvenng on
an effectIve JustIce system

Local government Most of the populatIon (60%) belIeve that theIr local government leaders are
almost never responsIve to what the people want, and almost three quarters (73%) belIeve that the
publIc serVIces m theIr commumty are at best poor However, despIte thIS low regard for theIr local
umts of government, most HaItIans (70%) say they belIeve It would be worthwhIle to pay taxes to
the commune to enable It to proVIde better service to the communal sectIOn

Perceptions of non-governmental orgamzatIons HaItIans are generally confident that the CatholIc
Church and other relIgIOUS groups are workmg m the mterests of the people (ratmgs about 70 on a
100-pomt scale), and they have espeCIally hIgh levels of confIdence In the medIa (newspaper, radIO
and teleVISIon), whIch receIved a ratmg of above 80 However, when asked whether they thought
each of eleven types of groups helped to make theIr commumty a better place to lIve, only two types
of groups - pnvate busmess groups and sports clubs or aSSOCIatIons - were conSIdered to help
theIr commUnItIes very much by more than a quarter of the populatIon, and 40 to 50 percent of the
populatIOn belIeve that over half of these groups do not help theIr commUnItIes at all EssentIally,
the people seem to be saymg that no one - neIther governmental nor non-governmental
orgamzatIOns -IS makmg theIr communIty a better place to lIve

Political partiCIpation Over eIghty percent (81 %) mdlcated that they were regIstered to vote and,
of those, 66 percent mdlcated they had voted In the PreSIdentIal electIon of December 1995 About
40 percent of the populatIOn mdicates that they attended a polItIcal rally or meetIng at least once, 10
percent had partICIpated In a demonstration or protest, 12 percent had worked for a candIdate or
party, and 5 percent had actually run for offIce themselves

NatIOnal Survey ofDemocrahc Values m Haztl 11 October 1997
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ParticIpation III commumty groups Church or relIgIOus groups have the greatest amount of
partIcIpatIOn (40 percent of the populatIOn), wIth peasant and neighborhood groups bemg the only
other types with partIcIpatIOn from 20 percent of the people or more NatIOnally, thIrty eIght percent
(38%) of the populatIOn mdlcated they had not partIcIpated m any type of orgamzatIOn dUrIng the
past year, whIle 33 percent IndIcated they had partIcIpated m one or two groups, and 29 percent
IndIcated they had partIcIpated WIth three or more In Port-au-PrInce more than 50 percent of the
people do not partIcIpate In any group at all

Tolerance for polItIcal dIssent Values In support of a tolerance for polItICal dIssent are of
partIcular Importance for the development and mamtenance of a democratIC polItICal system Usmg
a scale that ranges from 0 to 100, HaitIans are above the mld-pomt level, WIth a compOSIte score of
55 The strongest predictor of tolerance IS educatIOn, WIth more educatIOn bemg associated With
more tolerant belIefs The relatIon between partIcIpatIOn In commumty groups and tolerance IS not
a straight one There IS a substantial mcrease m the level of tolerance between respondents who
particIpate m no commumty groups (composIte score of 50) and those who participate m one or two
(composIte score of 60), but a declme for those who partIcIpate more It may be that beyond some
pomt, particIpatIOn becomes confounded WIth fanatiCIsm

Prospects for a stable democracy The relatIOnshIp between publIc support for the polItIcal system
and tolerance for POlItICal dissent provIdes mdlcators of values supportmg a stable deepenmg
democracy, an unstable democracy, olIgarchiC or authOrItarian rule, and democratIc breakdown The
results of relatmg the two variables for the HaItI survey show a relatIvely sizable proportIOn of the
populatIOn (35%) WIth values that are SupportIve of democracy but who are not SupportIve of the
polItIcal system as they know It, plus another 24 percent who are rated hIgh With respect to both
tolerance and system support ThiS suggests a reservolf of support for actIOns that are perceived as
changmg the system along democratIC lmes

Clearly, accordmg to these results, the populatIon of metropolItan Port-aU-PrInce IS the most
polItically volatIle But It IS also Important to note that the reSIdents of Port-au-PrInce are by far the
least mclmed to support authorItanan rule Taken together, thIS suggests Haiti WIll remain m a state
of tranSitIOn and turmOIl until a polItIcal system conSIstent WIth ItS populatIOn's strong underlymg
OrIentatIOn toward polItical lIberty IS perceIved by that population to be m place ThiS m turn
suggests, given the current condItIon of the Haitian economy and publIc service delIvery system, that
lastmg polItical stabIlIty for HaItI WIll reqUIre substantIal effort and conSIderable time The
challenge for the government of Haiti, and for those who Wish to help It succeed, IS to forge lmkages
of trust between the state and people, and to buIld a state that IS as democratIc as that Ideal to which
the HaItIan people are already commItted

- National Survey ofDemocratic Values m Harti October 1997
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A PuRPOSE AND SCOPE OF STUDY

I INTRODUCTION

Amenca's Development Foundation

I For an histoncal reVIew and general analySIS of HaitI's CIvIl SOCIety, see Amenca's Development FoundatIOn's
elVll SocIety Assessment completed for USAIDlHaItl In Fall 1996

October 19971

The challenge for HaIti m the commg years IS to move toward a fully democratIc society
The goals of the USAID program m HaIti are consistent with thiS challenge The MIssIOn's Strategic
Objective Number 1 IS to foster more effectlve and responSIve democratIc mstItutzons and
empowered communltles (USAID, 1996) The MIssIOn's approach to thiS ObjectIve IS largely
concerned WIth governmental mstItutlons, Ie, the JudICIal system, the legIslature, central
bureaucracIes and local governments It also mcludes a concern for strengthemng CIVil SOCIety and
support for czvzc educatzon and other actlvztzes at the natIOnal and local levels that wzll mcrease
cltlzen partlczpatIOn, promote democratIc values, and foster natzonal level dzalogue and
reconczlzatIOn (USAID RFP 521-95-006) Thus, the MiSSIOn's plans recogmze the Importance of
dealmg WIth both the supply and demand sIde of the governance equatIon that must be addressed by
the HaItIan population conSIstent WIth democratic values and behaVIOr The MISSion's Democracy
Enhancement Project has the goal of supportmg the HaItian people m bUIldmg a partICIpatory,
accountable, and responsible democracy and establIshmg the baSIS for long-term eqUItable growth

The purpose of Amenca's Development Foundation's actiVitIes under the CIVIl SOCIety
Component of the Democracy Enhancement Project (USAIDlHaItI Contract No 521-0236-C-00
6065-00) IS to buIld the baSIS for a democratIc CIvIl SOCIety by mcreasmg cItIzens' knowledge of
government structures and operatIOns, attachments to democratIc values, and channels for effectIve
partICipatIOn m polIcy-makmg at the national and local levels The achievement of thiS purpose IS
expected to contrIbute directly to creatmg conditions condUCive to the realIzatIon of the overall goal
mcludmg, most Importantly, the eXIstence of strong and sustamable democratic mstItutlOns that
remforce the rule of law, foster respect for human fIghts, and respond to the needs of the HaitIan
people

The assessment of HaItian CIVll society IS an mtegral part of thIS larger effort I The purpose
of thIS natIOnal survey of democratic values m HaItI, the flfst of ItS kmd m the country, IS to assess
the general awareness of HaItian Citizens of their fIghts and responsibilIties, theIr confidence m local
and natIOnal government, non-governmental organIzatIOns, and other relevant mstitutIOns at the
local, regIOnal, natIOnal and mternatIOnal levels, attItudes and values related to the democratic
tranSItIon, and the extent of publIc understandmg of selected Issues of natIOnal concern, such as the
role of government m democratIc state, the separatIon of powers, decentrallzatlOn, pnvatIzatlOn,
SOCial reconCIlIation, and related Issues The survey WIll help to proVIde a yardstIck for measunng
Impact of the MISSIOn's Democracy Enhancement Project Below, we descnbe our approach to
measunng publIc attItudes and behavlOrs m HaItI

National Survey ofDemocratzc Values zn Hazti
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B ORIGINS AND CONTINUITIES OF HAITIAN GOVERNANCE

HmtIIs a country marked by a hIstOry of SOCIal mJustIce and polItIcal oppressIon, alternatmg
between hope and hopelessness, reSIstance and reSIgnatIon Modern HaItI was born out of more than
a century of French colomal rule that was at the same tIme one of the most econolTIlcally productIve
and humamstIcally brutal the world has ever known It was the combmed efforts of almost one-half
mIllIon slaves and some 30,000 affranchls (free men and women of color) that effectIvely - and
vIOlently - ousted the colomal regIme, makmg HaItI, m 1804, the fust Black republIc

The newly mdependent HaItI faced substantIal polItIcal, economIC and socIal bafflers to
becolTIlng a strong natIon Other Western powers, concerned about the example set by a natIon of
self-governmg former slaves, cut off open trade WIth HaItI and refused to formally recognIze the new
republIc It was not untIl thIrty-four years after the revolutIon that France extended full dIplomatIc
recognItIon - and then only m exchange for an "mdependence debt" that effectIvely Impovenshed
the natIon (CIvan, 1994, p 9)

It was also m the aftermath of the revolutIon that HaItIan SOCIety became more sharply
dIVIded between the haves and have-nots - CItIzens of the same country but economIcally,
lmgmstIcally, culturally and phySIcally separate

The former slaves responded to theIr new freedom by becolTIlng fIercely mdependent small
peasant farmers, most often m the mountams and well beyond the reach of those who would attempt
to exert control over theIr lIves SpeakIng only Creole and followmg the cultural tradItIons of Mnca,
these CItIzens of the peYI andeyo (country outsIde) and theIr descendants were effectIvely
dIsenfranchIsed from HaItIan polItIcal lIfe The affranchls also largely abandoned the plantatIOn
economy, but rather than seclusIon, they (along WIth ambItIouS lTIllItary leaders of the former slaves)
opted for full control of commerce and the rems of the State Over the generatIons followmg the
RevolutIOn, thIS largely urban French-speakmg elIte learned to use the tools of taxatIOn, the polIce
and the courts to tap the country's resources and amass a SIgnIficant amount of wealth and mfluence
DIctator after dIctator came to power only to be overthrown and replaced by another Just as
unscrupulous Nearly two centunes of systematIc, State-sanctIOned concentratIon of resources m
the hands of a relatIvely few urban dwellers served to splIt further the country

The polarIzatIon of HaItIan SOCIety was mtensIfied by ItS mternatlOnal relatIOns In 1915, on
the eve of World War I, Germany controlled nearly 80 percent of HaItI's mtematIOnal trade The
US, WIth growmg busmess mterests of ItS own and fearmg the establIshment of a German mIlItary
base, mvaded the Island and took control of all fmancIal and POlItICal resources U S polICIes dunng
what was to become a 20-year occupatIon served to Improve the country's stabIlIty and mfrastructure,
but faIled to develop coheSIVe or long-Iastmg polItIcal and socIalmstItutIons Instead, the legacy of
two decades of U S rule was the establIshment of HaItI's fIrst profeSSIonal mlhtary force, and the
further concentratIon of resources m the urban center of Port-au-Pnnce (SchmIdt, 1971 Tromllot,
1990, pp 100-108)

Nahonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values In HOltz 2 October 1997
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DespIte the mequalltles deeply entrenched m Haitian SOcIety, there have been some senous
although unsuccessful attempts to balance the dIstnbutIOn of wealth and power In 1957, Dr
Franc;:oIs DuvalIer took offIce as PresIdent amId promIses of major reform For a short tIme It
appeared that change had mdeed come and that SOCIo-eCOnOlTIlC condItIons for the masses would to
substantially Improve RelatIvely soon, however, the seemmgly well-mtentIOned PresIdent had
become "Papa Doc," Presldent-for-Llfe, and hIS absolute power had corrupted hIm absolutely
POlItICal partIes, trade UnIons, student orgamzatIOns and other possIble sources of OppositIOn were
taken over or elImmated completely By the tIme of hIS demIse m 1971, the HaItian State was
largely an mstrument of mtlmidatIOn and extortIon and the gulf between SOCiety's "ms" and "outs"
had wIdened (Fass, 1988, Chapter 1 TrollIllot, 1990, Chapter 7)

The mstItutIOnalIzatIon of Duvallensm contmued WIth Jean Claude, who was less brutal than
hIS father, but equally corrupt The maJonty of HaitIans remamed Isolated from the "legItimate"
workmgs of government and the polItIcal system Nonetheless, there were growmg efforts to
organIze outsIde of It Influenced by the lIberatIOn theology sweepmg through other parts of the
world, a grass-roots movement made up of young HaItians and relIgIOUS workers began an
mcreasmgly forceful and WIdespread antI-government campaign, eventually overthrowmg DuvalIer
m 1986 (Mmtz, 1995 TrollIllot, 1990)

Agam there was hope for meanmgful change HaItians overwhelmmgly approved a
constItutIOn that outlmed a new relatIOnshIp between Haitian CItIzens and the State, a relatIOnship
grounded fIrmly m the pnnclples of democracy Plans were made for the fust natIOnal electIOn m
decades A profuSIOn of newly-formed agncultural cooperatIves, human rIghts groups and SImIlar
orgamzatIOns sought to express theIr needs m open debate When HaItIans went to the polls on
November, 1987, expectatIons were hIgh for a SWIft, peaceful tranSItIon to democracy Instead,
soldIers and former ton ton macoutes opened fue on voters across HaitI, kIllmg and woundmg many

Remarkably, HaitIans contmued to organIze, led on by an artIculate and chansmatIc pnest,
Jean-Bertrand AnstIde, who talked of a "lavalas" (flood) that would wash away all corruptIOn and
mJustices In December 1990, under close watch by the InternatIonal commumty, he became the first
democratIcally elected PreSIdent of HaitI Wlthm a year, however, the hopes of hIS followers were
dashed by a mIlItary coup that forced Anstlde mto eXIle For three years HaItI suffered under
mIlItary rule, an mternatIOnal trade embargo, flourIshmg black market, and WIdespread emIgratIon
AnstIde's externally Imposed return m 1994 and the successful December 1995 electIOn of the more
moderate Rene Preval SIgnaled the start of a new penod of hope

C CURRENT POLITICAL CONTEXT

To Judge from the polItIcal and SOCIal clImate Just prIor to and durmg the data collectIOn for
the present survey, however the penod of hope followmg the Preval's electIOn has waned The
economIC condItIons of most HaItIans had gone from bad to worse m the two plus years SInce the
restoratIOn of the democratIc government and the tIme thIS survey of the HaitIan publIc was made
In the spnng of 1997 By that tIme, unemployment was estImated at 65 to 70 percent, Port-au-Pnnce
media and conversatIOns were full of reports of growmg lawlessness throughout the country born
of hunger and frustratIon, and the reasons for the presence of Umted NatIOns peace-keepmg troops
In HaItI dId not seem to be well understood

National Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Haiti 3 October 1997
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In preparatIon for gathenng the survey data, dunng the months of November and December,
1996, the survey's fIeld supervIsors conducted a reconnaIssance of the entIre country to determme
the locatIon, accessIbIlIty and populatIOn of COmmUnItIes that rmght be selected for mclUSIOn m the
study's sample On several occaSIOns dunng those two months, the superVIsors travels were
mterrupted by blockades of roads set up, apparently as sImple acts of lawlessness SImIlarly, random
vIOlence and lawlessness on the streets ofPort-au-Pnnce was on the mcrease both dunng the late fall
of 1996 and between the end of January and mId-June of 1997, when mtervlews were bemg
conducted for the survey

In addItIOn to the nse m vIolence and lawlessness throughout the country, there was also an
mcrease m polItIcal unrest Two major polItIcal events occurred dunng the fIve-month data
collectIOn penod The fIrst event occurred m Apnl, whIle the fIeld staff was engaged m conductmg
mtervlews m the northern regIOn of the country, speCIfIcally, the natIonal electIOns m AprIl

Although It was the fIrst tIme HaItIans were to elect local assemblIes (ASEKs), as well as regIOnal
and natIOnal level offICIals, voter turnout was reportedly only around 3 to 5 percent of the adult
populatIOn The second maJor event occurred m June, when the fIeld staff was conductmg
mtervIews m the Port-au-PrInce area, namely, the reSIgnatIOn of the PrIme MInIster It IS uncertam
the extent to WhICh these polItIcal events affected mdlvlduals responses to the survey However, to
mmimize mfluence, survey fIeld staff dId suspend mtervlewmg dunng the week of the electIons m
Apnl

D PRIOR RESEARCH ON POLITICAL VALVES IN HAITI

In the penod between the restoratIon of CIVIlIan government m HaItI m 1994 and the next
preSIdentIal electIon m December 1995, a senes of publIc opmIOn surveys were carrIed out The fIrst
of these was the "RepublIc of HaItI NatIOnal Survey of PublIc OpInIOn," conducted m March of 1995
by Borge & ASSOCIates under contract to the ArIas FoundatIOn Between March 17 and March 24,
1200 HaItIans 17 years of age or older were mtervIewed WhIle the researchers report only a 3
percent margm of error, that Ignores what IS perhaps the greatest weakness WIth the poll, that IS,
"although the survey was natIOnal m scope, It dId not cover the outlymg rural and deep rural areas,
as most such areas are maccessible by automobIle" (ArIas FoundatIon and Borge & ASSOCIates,
1995, p 2) Thus, the fmdmgs from the survey reflect almost exclUSIvely the opmIOns of urban
reSIdents m HaItI

The next survey was conducted m Apnl 1995 by the U S InformatIon Agency (USIA),
however, the generalIzabIlIty of the fmdmgs from that survey are even more IIrruted, smce data were
gathered only from reSIdents of Port-au-Pnnce and Cap HaItlen USIA comrmssIOned a second poll
m October 1995, WhICh mcluded reSIdents of Les Cayes as well as Cap HaItIan and Port-au-Pnnce
Agam, however, the fmdmgs are lIrmted m theIr generahzabIlIty by the faIlure to survey CItIzens m
rural areas or the other urban areas

The followmg month a much more comprehensIve survey of HaItIan publIc opmIOn was
conducted by CID/Gallup under contract to USAID CID/Gallup surveyed 846 adults m 80 locatIons
across HaItI Companng results from that survey WIth the dlstnbutIon of respondents m the present
survey suggests that the CID/Gallup sample may have over represented urban respondents
SpeCIfIcally, CID/Gallup reports that 41 percent of the respondents were from Port-au-Pnnce, 14
percent were from Cap HaItIan, and 45 percent were from elsewhere m the country (CID/Gallup,
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1995, P lll) ThIS compares wIth the sample for the present survey m WhICh 24 percent of the
respondents were from Port-au-Pnnce, 22 percent were from other urban areas, 31 percent were from
rural areas accessIble by vehIcle, and 23 percent were from rural areas not accessIble by vehIcle 2

One month later, m December 1996, CID/Gallup repeated ItS survey WIth a sample comparable to
the sample for the November 1996 survey

E STRUCTURE AND CONTENT OF THIS SURVEY

The survey Instrument was developed usmg a number of proven questIOns from research
conducted In the Amencas and Europe, combIned WIth questIOns specIfIC to the HaltIan SItuatIOn
(See annex 1 for the Enghsh verSIOn, annex 2 for the Creole verSIOn, and annex 3 for a more detalled
dISCUSSIon of the survey's structure, sample, and analySIS plans) The questlOnnalre Items are
organIzed mto eIght categones (1) support for the pOhtiCal system, (2) support for democratIc Ideals,
(3) cItizen partICIpatIOn, (4) polItical effIcacy, (5) knowledge of the polItIcal system, (6) polItical
VIews, (7) VIews of the JUdICIal system, and, (8) age and SOClOeconOffilC status DescnptlOns of each
category are proVIded below WIthIn each area, subsets of core Items have been IdentIfIed as
potentIal measurement scales

1 PolItical system support In democratIC systems bUlldmg, there needs to be sOCIetal
acceptance of the state as the ultImate arbIter, 1 e , the state and ItS separate InstItutIOns must be
sanctlOned as legItImate The household questlOnnalre Includes 32 Items mdicatmg the level of
system support m Haltl Items are dIVIded mto three categones (a) natIOnal-level system support,
(b) local-level system support, and, (c) non-governmental system support

2 Support for democratic Ideals A stable democratIC order reqUIres not only a hIgh level
of system support but also such democratIC Ideals as the nght to dIssent and to partICIpate despIte
holdmg dIverse or mmonty VIew~ ThIrty-fIve (35) of the Items on the household questIOnnaire are
IndIcators of the level of support for personal and pohtical freedoms and other democratIC VIews
Items are organIzed mto three categones (a) democratIC deCISIon makIng, (b) support for democratIC
partICIpatIOn, and, (c) lImIts on democratIC partICIpatIon

3 CItizen partiCipatIOn In large measure, participatlOn of the CItIzenry m the polItical lIfe of
the natIon IS the mamstay of a democratIc system PartICIpatory actIons m a SOCIety may range In

scope from the more Insular, e g , discussmg polItIcs WIth famIly members, to the more communal,
e g , runnmg for publIc office A total of 28 questionnalre Items m three categones relate to CItIzen
partICIpation (a) scope of partICIpatIon, (b) partICIpatIon m SOCIal and polItIcal groups, and, (c)
votIng behavlOr

4 PolItical efficacy Among the necessary components of a democratIc SOCIety IS a CItIzenry
fully aware of theIr capaCIty to mfIuence the structure and functlOn of government The household
questIOnnaIre has seven Items WhIch demonstrate publIc belIef m the abIlIty to affect deCISion
makmg at the local and natIOnal levels

? We are not certam exactly how Port-au-Pnnce was defIned In the Gallup survey DependIng on how the borders
of the metropolItan area are defined our survey may be conSidered to have 35 percent of its respondents from Port-au
Pnnce and 11 percent from other proVInCIal towns
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5 Knowledge of the political system ThIrty of the questIOnnaIre Items assess cItIzens'
knowledge of local and natIOnal mStItutIOns, and the rIghts and responsIbIlItIes of cItIzenshIp

6 PolItical views Underlymg most SOCIetIes are relatively cohesIve VIews regardmg how
government IS defmed, the role of government, and the nature of the relationshIp between
government and cItizens Ten Items assess HaItIan pohtlcal VIews across three categorIes (a)
rItualIsm versus ratIOnahsm, (b) asCrIptIOn versus achIevement, and, (c) mstitutIOnal confrontatIon

7 JudiCial System The functIOnmg of the pollee, courts and other aspects of the HaitIan
JustIce system are major areas of concern for USAID and other members of the mternational
commumty In addItIon to questIOns dealIng WIth human rIghts protectIOn and confIdence m the
pollee and courts asked m the context of gaugmg polItIcal system support, there are 7 Items
speCIfIcally askmg whether respondents or members of theIr famIlIes were VICtIms of CrIme, how
they perceIved theIr mteractIOn WIth the pollee and other aspects of the system, and whether they
belIeved JustIce would be better served by relymg on the pollee and the courts or by mdividuais
takmg matters mto theIr own hands

8 Age, SocloeconolDlc Status The fmal sectIon of the questIOnnaire contams 10 Items
deSIgned to collect mformatIOn about the respondent that can be used m subanalyses

F NEED FOR A NATIONAL SAMPLE

VarIous authors have remarked that the succeSSIve HaItIan governments tend to be well
mformed about publIc OpInIOn m Port-au-PrInce and, to a lesser extent, other urban centers (e g Cap
HaItIan, Les Cayes, Jacmel, Gonaives, JeremIe), but very poorly attuned to publIc sentIment
elsewhere m the country (AcaCIa, 1994, Mmtz, 1995, Tromllot, 1990) As noted earlIer, the publIc
OpInIOn polls m 1995 by the Anas FoundatIOn, USIA, and CID/Gallup dId not Improve the SItuatIon
greatly, smce they surveyed exclUSIvely or, m the case of eID/Gallup, dIsproportIOnate numbers of
urban reSIdents The mtent for the present survey was to develop an understandmg of publIc opmIOn
on democracy and CIVIl SOCIety throughout HaitI, not just m urban areas Therefore, the deSIgn
called for a truly natIOnal, random sample of the adult (16 years of age and old) HaItIan populatIOn
A companson of the demographIc charactenstIcs of the sample members for thIS survey WIth those
of the precedmg two eID/Gallup surveys IS prOVIded m exhIbIt 1 1
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aI Weighted sample See Appendix 3

Exhibit 11

Amenca's Development Foundation

Comparison of DemographIc Characteristics of the Samples
~ th CID/Gall S d th P t Sor e up urve vs an e resen urvey

AmerIca's
CID/Gallup CID/Gallup Development

CharacterIstics November 1995 December 1995 Foundation
1997

Sample Size 846 801 1200a

Age
Younger than 25b 23% 18% 20%
25 - 34 27 28 27
35 -44 24 25 22
45 and older 26 29 31

Gender
Male 50% 50% 55%
Female 50 50 45

EducatIOnal Level
None 21% 23% 30%
Pnmary 37 38 32
Secondary 38 36 31
Postsecondary 4 3 4
No Response 4

b/ The eID/Gailup surveys mcluded HaItian adults 18 years old or older and thus thiS category mcludes mdlVlduals
aged 18 to 24 The Amenca s Development FoundatIOn survey mcluded HaItian adults 16 years old or older and thus thiS

category mcludes mdlVlduals aged 16 to 24

l SubstantIal effort was also expended to make use of the samplIng frames used by USAID health and agncultural
surveys and to make use of the detaIled area maps used m estlmatmg crop productIOn For vanous reasons none of
these sources were sUitable

To Implement a natIOnally representative sample desIgn proved to be much more dIffIcult
than ongmally thought EssentIally, when we attempted to draw a sample of households below the
commune level (1 e, communal sectIOns, "locahtes," and "habItatIOns,") there were no populatIOn
SIze estImates more recent than the 1982 census The most recent Hatttan census was III 1982, and
the most recent avatlable offICial adjustments were made III 1989, and these only for the department
and commune level (source I'Instttute Hattlen de StatIstIque et Infonnattque) 3
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As a result, dunng the months of October, November, and December 1996, members of the
study team conducted a reconnaissance survey to gather mformatton on which the national sample
could be drawn The teams traveled throughout the northern and southern regIOns of the country and
gathered detailed mformatton on household dlstnbuttons m a natIOnally representative sample of
communes (see Annex 3 for more detail) They obtamed populatIOn size estimates for communal
sectIOns and groupmgs of reSidences wlthm them, and Identified those commumties that were no
longer In eXistence and those that had emerged m the 15 years smce the last census was taken
Durmg the reconnaissance, the teams also made note of logIstical constramts that would need to be
overcome m order to Implement the survey (e g, estlmatmg the number of hours by foot or
horseback a commumty was from the nearest road), and they met WIth commumty members to
mform them that a survey was to take place m the early spnng A SImIlar, although more modest,
effort was also needed to draw the sample m metropohtan Port-au-Pnnce Because of populatIOn
growth and potentially dramatic mcreases m the populatIOn denSIty of some areas, aenal maps were
used to defme geographIC areas whIch mcluded housmg umts, and areas were randomly selected for
mclUSlOn m the sample

The substantial effort to obtaIn a nationally representative sample resulted In the followmg
dlstnbutton of respondents by geographiC reglOn 244 percent m MetropolItan Port-au Prmce,
defmed as the areas compnsmg the urban centers of the four metropolItan communes (Port-au
Pnnce, PetIOnvIlle, Carrefour, and Delmas), 21 9 percent m other urban areas, 309 percent m
acceSSible rural areas (I e areas reachable by all terram vehicle), and 22 8 percent m rural areas not
acceSSible by vehicle

G DATA COLLECTION

The household survey questIOnnaire for thiS study was developed by Development ASSOCiates
m EnglIsh Pnor to the pIlot test of the forms m October 1996, the forms were translated mto
HaItian Creole Amencas Development Foundation staff In Haiti Followmg the pIlot test, the
translatlOns were reVised In addition, the 4 Creole-speakmg Field Supervisors and 18 Creole
speakIng Field Interviewers made further reVlSlons m the translatIOns dunng traInmg m late January
1997 As a fmal check before gOIng mto the field, a back translatIOn of the Creole-language
questlOnnalres mto Enghsh was prepared to check the fldehty of the translation to the ongmal

To accommodate the logistical reqUIrements of gatherIng data m remote rural locatIOns, as
well as urban centers, mtervlewers and supervisors spent almost 3 full months In the field The fIrst
month was spent m the southern regIOn of the country, the second month and a half m the northern
regIOn of the country, and the last half-month was spent In the vlclmty of Port-au-Pnnce SInce
sample locations were selected randomly, Without regard to acceSSibilIty by automobIle, data
collection at many rural sites posed slgmflcant logistical problems Many rural commumtIes were
maccesslble by automobile In some cases, one could one nde a donkey to the commumty, mothers
It was necessary to walk For example, one of the locahtIes VISited m the southern regIOn was the
Village of Dubleue In the communal section of TIes Blanches In the Departement de la Grand-Anse
To get to Dubleue, the field staff drove m an all-terrain vehicle as far as pOSSible (the commumty of
Frache) and then walked for 6Y2 hours In addition to difficulties of access by vehicle, fIeld staff
encountered several cases m which access to a commumty was temporarIly cut off by a washed out
bndge, a landslIde, or SImIlar problems In such cases, the field staff had to go back at a later time
when access was pOSSible

Nahonal Survey ofDemocrahc Values In Hazh 8 October 1997



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Amenca's Development Foundation

H STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS

NatIOnal household surveys usmg a cross-sectIOnal design, where a sample of residents IS
mtervIewed at one pomt m time, have their strengths and weaknesses They are very useful for
momtonng trends They also provide a wealth of data, although household surveys cannot answer
detailed questIOns about relatively rare populations

1 Target Population An Important hmltatIon of the estimates m thiS report IS that
they represent only the general household populatIOn m Haiti, that IS, the clvlhan,
nomnstltutIOnahzed populatIOn, age 16 and over ThiS excludes some Important and umque
subpopulatIOns who may have very different opmIOns on clvl1 society such as pnson and Jail
mmates, hospltahzed persons, reSidents hvmg abroad, reSidents travelmg abroad dunng the data
collectIOn penod, and homeless persons

2 SamplIng Error and Statistical Slgmficance The samphng error of an estimate
IS the error caused by collectmg mformatIOn from a sample of the target populatIOn rather than
mtervlewmg everyone Samplmg error IS reduced by selectmg a large sample and by usmg effiCient
sample design strategies such as stratification and optimal allocation

Smce the adult populatIOn survey sample was a probablhty sample, It IS possible to calculate
standard errors of the estimates from the data Standard errors have been calculated for some key
vanables and are presented m Appendix 3 As an example, the study results mdlcated that 61
percent of the populatIOn owned a radIO The standard error for that result was 2 8 percent, and thus,
the 95 percent confidence mterval IS between 55 percent and 67 percent

Tests of statistical slgmficance have been computed for comparIsons as mdlcated m the text,
and those found to be slgmflcant at least at the 05 level are reported In dlscussmg statistically
slgmflcant fmdmgs, care has been taken to note where substantive Significance IS low

3 Nonsamphng Error or BIaS Nonsamphng error can be mtroduced mto the data
from nonresponse, reportmg errors due to mlsunderstandmg the questIOn or purposely glvmg an
Incorrect answer, codmg errors, computer processmg errors, and errors m the samplmg frame
Although nonsamplmg errors can be larger than samphng errors, they are Virtually ImpOSSible to
measure However, over the last 50 years or so survey researchers have developed an array of
standards and procedures, mcIudmg quality control procedures, to help to aVOId much nonsamplmg
error

The findmgs of the survey are based on self-reports and their value depends on respondents'
truthfulness and memory Over the years, many studies have estabhshed the valIdIty of self-report
data, and the survey procedures were deSIgned espeCIally to address HaitIans' confIdentIahty
concerns and to otherWise encourage honesty and faclhtate recall Nevertheless, some error III

measurement should be assumed
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II. MAJOR FINDINGS

The natIOnal survey of Haitian values toward democracy provIdes a nch set of data that can
be analyzed from a WIde vanety of perspectives ThIS report presents major fmdmgs m terms of the
buIldmg blocks of a stable polItical order and those values and attItudes necessary to ensure that the
eXIstmg POlItICal order IS a democratic one It also addresses Issues of partIcular relevance to USAID
programmmg

A PERCEPTION OF GOVERNMENT AND UNDERSTANDING OF THE STATE

The HaitIan revolutIon of 1791-1804 was an outgrowth of over a century of one of the most
VIOlently repreSSIve, slave-based econOmIC systems the world has ever known As hlstones of the
revolutIOn and of HaitIan lIfe dunng the decades before and after make clear (e g James, 1962),
HaItIan socIal and economIC relatIOnshIps have long been complex, and sImple, mono-causal
explanatIOns for polItIcal structures and behaVIOrs, partIcularly If based on Imported assumptIOns,
are qUIte lIkely to be wrong

At the tIme of HattI's bIrth the revolutionary leadershIp and most of HattI'S people had
fundamentally dIfferent understandmgs of what lIberty from European control and an end of slavery
would mean (Troutllot, 1990 40-50) The dIfferences were over the structure of the HattIan economy
and how work and labor would be orgamzed The leadershIp, WhICh was heterogeneous m terms of
SOCIO-economlC background and race, and the people, WhICh were not, were m agreement that
slavery should be abolIshed However, the leaders were deeply commItted to contmumg the
plantatIOn system, WIth ItS emphaSIS on export crops and relIance on large numbers of fIeld hands
The bulk of the people - mostly newly freed slaves - had more modest dreams of ownmg theIr own
small parcel of land and tendmg theIr own fIelds As TroUIllot says (p 44)

Hence even though the state and natwn were takmg shape at the same tzme and
as part of the same revolutwnary process, they were launched zn opposzte
dzrectwns The polztlczans and ldeologues who emerged durmg the struggle
were busy sketchmg the themes of a natwnalzst dlscourse whzle the emergzng
commumty, pushed mto the background, was begmnzng to shape a peasant world
vzew of zts own

Both VIews of the future became part of HattIan realIty over the next 200 years By the
1820's a maJonty of the former slaves had SIgnaled theIr refusal to work on the old plantatIOns and
dId theIr best to become mdependent peasant farmers on land that they owned or controlled And
m response, the mIlItary and commerCIal ehtes that had emerged from the revolutIOn turned the
HaItIan state mto an mstrument of dommatIOn (Development ASSOCIates, 1997 11-12)

A central theme of a recently completed USAID-supported strategIC assessment of democracy
m HaItI IS that the HaitIan state has always been Isolated from and at odds WIth ItS people
(Development ASSOCIates, 1997) The concept that the ongm of state power and legItImacy reSIdes
WIth the people and that there are reCIprocal nghts and responSIbIlItIes of natIon and state was
completely foreIgn as the foundatIOns for modem day HaItI were laId The mherent confhets born
of the long-standmg, fundamentally OppOSIte VISIons of the HaitIan leaders and the rest of the
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populatIon provIdes a basIs for understandmg why HaitI has so consIstently produced arbItrary
governments and why penodic attempts to mstall democracy have so consIstently failed

In lIght of these arguments, the survey of democratIc values mcluded varIOUS Items deSIgned
to explore the HaitIan peoples' perceptIons of theIr government and understandmg of the state The
term "state" throughout thIS report, and more generally m socIal SCIence lIterature, refers to the
underlymg polItIcal system on whIch any partIcular government of the moment IS a manIfestatIOn
In French and other romance languages the dIstmction between state (l'Etat) and the natIon as a
whole IS clearer than m EnglIsh WhIle LoUIS XN was proclaImmg "L'Etat c'est mOl," Kmg George
had to deal WIth PItt and other forces set m motIon m 1215 WIth the Magna Carta What has not
been clear m the context of HaitI, but IS of consIderable mterest to persons concerned WIth Issues of
socIO-polItIcal commUnICatIOn, IS what the average HaItIan IS thmkmg when the term "l'Etat" IS
used

Early m the polItIcal values survey (Q3), the respondents were asked to mdIcate what they
thought of when they heard someone use the term "I'Etat" They were asked whether they thought
of the presIdent, the pnme mInIster, the natIOnal assembly or parlIament, all of the precedmg, or
somethmg else As shown m exhIbIt 2 1, well over half (58%) responded they thought the term
referred to the composIte of presIdent, pnme mInIster and parhament4 About 12 percent thought
only m terms of the presIdent Some 21 percent provIded an "other" response, whIch
overwhelrrungly was "the people" fudeed, 18 percent ofthe entIre populatIon provIded the "people"
as theIr response, rather than anyone or combmatIOn of governmental mstItutIons

Exhibit 21
PublIc Understandmg of L'Etat

Response Percent Respondm2

The President 12

The Pnme MInIster or ParlIament 2

President and Pnme MInister and ParlIament 58

The "People" 18

Other 3

Don't KnowlNo Response 7

These responses suggest that, whIle most (72%) HaItIans understand the meanmg of the state
to be the organs of central government, there are sIzable numbers of people WIth a dIfferent VIew
As exhibit 2 1 shows, the largest number (about 20 percent of those who gave a response) saId the
state was "the people' Interestmgly, respondents who thmk of "the state" as "the people" were
more lIkely to be urban (56 vs 43 percent), educated above the elementary school level (46 vs 38
percent), male (61 vs 54 percent), and somewhat younger (medIan age of 33 years vs 36 years) than
those who thmk of "the state" as the central government These are charactenstIcs that may reflect

4The results presented In thIS report are based on weIghted data Although the sample was deSIgned to be self
weighting small varIatIOns In numbers of actual versus expected numbers of respondents occurred The weights and
welghtmg approach are descnbed III AppendiX 3
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greater exposure to an Anglo-Amencan than the more tradItIOnal Franco-European polItIcal world
view AddItIonally, about I percent of the respondents mdIcated they thmk of some aspect of local
government, whIle another I percent responded "people WIth guns"

Regardless of theIr VarIOUS InterpretatIOns of the state, the overwhelmmg maJonty of HaItIans
(97%) mdIcated they belIeve that all cItIzens should have the same chance for the state to hear them
(Q 10) However, conSIstent WIth the hlstonc schIsm between the HaItIan government and the
people, 69 percent of those respondIng IndIcated that they belIeved "publIc offICIals don't care about
people lIke me" (Q39), and that both theIr natIOnal leaders (56%) and the leaders of their local
government (60%) are almost never responSIve to what people want (Q59 and QI08)

As exhIbIt 22 shows, there IS a relatlOnshlp between the people's perceptlOns of the attItude

of pubhc offICIals and where respondents hve There IS no slgmflcant dIfference III responses WIth

respect to gender, age or educatlOn LocatIon does, however, seem to make a dIfference and,

although publIc attItudes toward the leaders are negatIve across the board, respondents m Port-au

Pnnce are the most alIenated For example, the most Isolated of the respondents were the most hkely
to gIve a pOSItIve answer regardmg offICIals' responSIveness It appears that proXImIty to publIc
OffICIalS, or to more mformatIOn about theIr actiVItIes, has led to unmet expectations

ExhIbIt 2 2

PublIc PerceptIOn of PublIc OffiCIals
(Percent Respondmg)

LocatIOn
Rural

Total Metro Other Rural No
P-A·P* Urban AcceSSIble Access

1 OffiCials don't care what people lIke
me thmk (Q39) 69 70 70 64 75

2 NatIOnal leaders are responsive to
what people want (Q59)
• Almost never
• Only some of the time 56 66 54 54 50
• Most of the tIme or 37 32 42 39 35
almost always 7 2 4 7 15

3 Local elected offiCials are
responSIve to what people want
(Q108)
• Almost never 60 69 57 57 55
• Only some of the time 31 28 38 33 28
• Most of the tIme or 9 3 5 10 17
almost always

* On thIs table and throughout thiS report P-a-P refers to the Port-au-Pnnce metropolItan area, compnsmg the
urban centers of the four metropohtan communes Port-au-Pnnce, PetlOnvI11e, Carrefour, and Delmas
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B KNOWLEDGE OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM

The survey mdIcates that over 60 percent of the HaItIan populatIOn has less than a pnmary
school educatIOn, over 35 6 percent mdIcated they could read or wnte neIther French nor HaItIan
Creole, and over 20 percent lIve m a communIty that IS not acceSSIble by vehIcle Indeed, nearly a
SIxth of the populatIon (15%) lIve m Isolated COmmUnItIes and have neIther a radIO nor a teleVISIOn
10 theuhome

From these statIstICS one Illlght eaSIly assume a hIgh level of POlItICal Ignorance among the
HaItIan populatIOn However, as exhIbIts 2 3 and 2 4 suggest, thIS does not appear to be the case
The survey questIOnnaIre mcluded 30 Items that were mtended to fonn a relatIvely SImple test of the
populatIOn's knowledge of the fonnal aspects of the POlItICal system There were 5 questIOns about
the natIOnal government structure, 12 about constItutIOnal nghts, 10 about constItutIOnal oblIgatIOns,
and 3 about the structure of local government

ExhlbJt23
Knowledge of the Political System

(Scores on 0-100 Scale)

Location LIterate

Total Metro Other Rural Rural Not
Population P-a-P Urban AcceSSible AcceSSible Yes No

Total Score 795 796 804 800 786 808 784
(30 Items)

Knowledge of 792 788 793 804 784 806 779
natIOnal
government
(5 Items)

Knowledge of 694 684 697 703 692 699 696
constItUtionally
guaranteed nghts
(12 Items)

Knowledge of 950 958 962 950 940 969 933
constitutionally
mandated dutIes
(10 Items)

Knowledge of 684 71 1 722 679 653 71 8 647
local government
(3Items)*

The relIabIlIty coeffICIent for thIS subpart IS particularly low ( 17) and probably accounts for the relatively
greater wlthm group variation

On the basIS of HaItI'S low levels of hteracy and educatIOnal attamment, It could be that most
HaItIans would not perfonn well on the test of POlItICal knowledge We had assumed that the average
scores would have been somewhere between 40 and 60 percent, and that our analySIS would focus
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on IdentIfyIng vanables predIctIng particularly hIgh and low scores But, as exhibIt 2 3 clearly
shows, that was not the result

Overall, the Haitian population scored an average of 79 5 out of 100 on the scale The area
In WhICh they knew the least was the structure of local government (a score of 68), whereas the area
m whIch they were most knowledgeable (a score of 95) pertamed to the duties of cItIzens as specIfIed
In the constitutIOn StatIstIcal analyses of the propertIes of the scale mdicates that the overall
measure was a reasonably relIable measure of polItical knowledge (alpha = 71), although the
relIabIlIty measures for three of the four subscales were consIderably lower than for the scale as a
whole 5

In general, It appears that the questions asked were relatIvely easy for most of the Haitian
populatIOn and that the level of polItical knowledge was consIderably hIgher than anticIpated ThIS
conclUSIOn holds reasonably well not only for the population as a whole, but also when the data are
broken down by major demographIc charactenstIcs Assessmg the knowledge scale, and subscales,
from the perspective of gender, age, locatIOn, and educatIon revealed no meanIngful differences from
the overall population results Thus, any program of fostermg democracy starts With an advantage
that can be bUIlt on - an understandmg of the democratic duties and nghts of Haitians

Exhibit 2 4 proVIdes a summary of responses for each of the 30 Items makmg up the polItical
knowledge scale As the exhibIt shows, 90 percent of the populatIOn proVided the correct response
to 17 of the Items, whIle there are four Items that less than a third of the populatIOn answered
correctly Three of these mcorrectly answered Items came from the set of questIOns dealmg WIth
knowledge of constitutionally guaranteed nghts Over 96 percent of respondents mdlcated they
belIeve the constItutIOn guaranteed theIr nght to polIce protectIOn and 95 percent mdIcated they were
guaranteed a nght to good roads The thIrd Item pertamed to commumcatIOn With the state Almost
80 percent (78%) responded that they belIeve the constitutIOn guaranteed their nght to mform the
government what actIOns It should take 6

Given the high level of knowledge, It IS of particular mterest to explore how the Haitian
populatIOn learns about polItical Issues and concerns Dunng the survey respondents were asked
how they usually fmd out about events such as elections (Q38) Elsewhere dunng the mtervlew they
were also asked whether they talked WIth then famIly about local or natIOnal Issues, whether they
talked WIth their fnends about such matters or whether they lIstened to the radIO, watched teleVISion
or read newspaper artIcles about them

Overwhelmmgly, most HaitIans get then mformatIOn about polItIcal matters through the
radIO and speakmg With fnends or acquamtances As exhibIt 2 5 shows, the role of the medIa (radIO,
teleVISIOn and newspapers) IS conSIderably greater m urban than m rural areas, WIth radiO bemg the
only sIgmfIcant media source m rural parts of the country Given the low level of education and
lIteracy natIOnally, It IS not surpnsmg that newspapers are Cited as a usual source by only 5 percent
of the populatIOn

5The alpha coeffiCIents for the four parts are as follows (a) knowledge of constItutIOnal oblIgations (Q73-82) = 75,
(b) knowledge of natIOnal government structure (Q4-8) = 47, (c) knowledge of constitutional fIghts (Q46-57) = 38,
and (d) knowledge oflocal government (Q91-93) = 17
6 It has been argued by at least one revIewer of the pohtlcal knowledge scale that the ConstItution can be read as
guaranteemg fIghts to pohce protectIon (Chapter 2, arttcle XI) good roods (preamble) and mformmg the government
of actIons II should take (preamble) If thIS mterpretatlon IS correct the average score for the overall scale would be
87 6, and for the knowledge of constitutionally guaranteed fIghts subscale the score would be 89 7
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Exhibit 2 4

PolItical Knowledge Item Responses

(Percent Correct)

Gender EducatIOn

Total Male Female None Primary Secondary Post
Secondary

4 The Job of the pnme mInIster IS to enforce the
laws of the natIOn? (Q4)

65 % 66% 63 % 70% 66% 59% 38 %

5 The PrIme rrumster IS appomted to offIce? (Q5) 71 73 69 70 71 74 61

6 The mam lob of parliament IS to make laws? 88 91 85 86 89 90 96

7 The members of parliament are chosen through
national electIOns?

96 97 95 95 98 96 96

8 Are the Judges of the Supreme Court and other
courts appomted or elected?

76 78 73 62 78 88 100

The HaItian constItution guarantees rIghts

46 To freedom of expreSSIOn 95 95 94 94 97 94 100

47 To bear arms 58 55 61 62 62 52 13

48 To educatIOn 92 93 90 91 93 92 96

49 To good health 93 94 91 93 94 91 100

50 To meet WIth and talk With anyone 89 92 85 85 91 90 96

51 To mform government what actIOns It should
take

17 15 20 21 16 16 00

52 To liberty 93 94 92 93 94 94 93

53 To own property 96 97 94 96 97 95 100



Ib

Gender EducatIOn

Total Male Female None Primary Secondary Post
Secondary

54 To practIce any relIgIOn 98 98 98 99 99 98 100

55 To police protectIOn 03 02 03 02 02 05 00

56 To work 96 96 94 96 97 95 100

57 To good roads 05 03 06 04 04 06 00

The Haitian constitutIOn reqUires citizens to

73 Defend Haiti If there IS a war 83 86 80 77 88 88 92

74 Respect and protect the enVIronment 96 98 94 95 96 99 100

75 Educate and Improve yourself 98 98 98 96 99 99 100

76 Respect other people s nghts and freedoms 99 99 99 99 99 100 100

77 Pay taxes 84 88 79 75 84 93 100

78 Respect the COnStItutIOn 99 99 98 99 99 99 100

79 ProvIde assIstance to persons m danger 99 99 99 99 99 99 100

80 Respect the law 99 99 99 100 100 99 100

81 Vote 95 96 93 96 95 95 100

82 Respect the property of others 99 99 99 100 100 100 100

91 Are members of the communal council and
communal sectIOn counCil appomted to offIce?

28 30 27 18 28 35 47

92 Are communal councils made up of three
members, mcludmg the mayor? 91 94 89 89 92 95 93

93 Is the mam Job of delegates and vIce-delegates to
coordmate and control publIc services?

87 88 85 85 88 90 89
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LocatIon LIteracy

Source Total P-a-P Other Rural Rural Yes No

Urban AcceSSIble Isolated

RadIO 67 78 78 61 51 74 53

Word of Mouth 32 4 30 43 51 24 49

Fnends 19 3 16 22 33 15 26

TV 10 21 19 3 1 15 2

FamIly 8 1 9 7 14 6 11

Newspaper 5 7 9 3 2 7 1

CandIdates 2 * * 5 3 2 2

Work 1 * 2 1 2 1 1

SignslBIllboards * * * 1 * * 0

Less than 1 percent

Exhibit 2 5
Usual Sources of PolItical Information (Q38)

(Percent)

October 199717

C PERCEPTIONS OF POLITICAL EFFICACY

Not only do the data mdicate that most members of the Haltlan populatIon are qUite aware
of theIr constitutlOnal nghts and responSIbIlIties and of the baSIC structure of theIr polItIcal
system, they also reflect a remarkable optImISm on the part of the people regardmg theIr
potentIal to mfluence how theIr government proceeds As shown m exhIbIt 2 6, more than
two-thIrds of the populatIon report they belIeve votmg IS a potentIally powerful mstrument
for mfluencmg the duectlOn of the state (Q11 & 45) Even more, some 81 percent, mdIcate
they belIeve that by orgamzmg mto groups people can have a VOIce m how theIr government
operates (QI2) These VIews are more strongly held by men than women, and persons who
are lIterate rather than IllIterate

The second most frequently CIted source of mformation was "word of mouth" or
"gOSSIp" Infrequently m Port-au-PrInce (4%), but m the majorIty of cases (51 %) m Isolated
rural commumtles, respondents proVIded thIS response (tele dyol m Creole) Word of mouth
m thIS context may be thought of as encompassmg a WIde vanety of sources Whl1e fnends,
and partIcularly famIly, are relatively mfrequently CIted as usual sources of POlItICal
mformatlOn, It IS lIkely that they as well as shop keepers, travelmg traders, and other
acquamtances are all subsumed under the broader gOSSIp or word of mouth category It
seems that effectIve commumcatIOn of polItIcal messages m Haltl should rely on radIO and
tradItIOnal word of mouth channels

*
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ExlnbIt26
PerceIved PohtIcal EfficIency

(Percent Affirmative Response)

Location LIteracy

Total Metro Other Rural Rural Not Yes No

P-a-P Urban AccessIble AccessIble

voting provides a
VOice In government 68 66 65 74 67 72 63(Qll)

voting is very
important In

directing the state
(Q45) 69 69 69 72 63 73 62

orgamZIng Into
groups provides a
VOice m government
(Q12) 82 78 80 87 81 85 77

These responses are m marked contrast to those reported earlIer regardmg the perceIved
attItude of publIc offICIals toward the people and the responSIveness of elected offICIals As was
shown m exhIbIt 2 2, 69 percent of the people do not belIeve offICIalS care what people lIke them
thmk, and over 90 percent belIeve that natIonal or local elected leaders are responSIve to the people,
at best, only some of the tIme

TakIng thIS a step further, democratIc programs could most certamly benefIt from efforts that
focused on makIng the desue of the people to partICIpate effectIvely m the polItical process a realIty
Thus, emphasIs on promotmg orgamzatlons that proVIde the people a VOIce mIght be a pnonty

D POLITICAL SYSTEM AND REGIME SUPPORT

The stabIlIty of a polItIcal system has long been thought to be dIrectly lInked to popular
perceptIOns of that system's legItimacy Accordmg to Llpset's claSSIcal work, systems that are
legItimate survIve even m the face of dIfficult tImes lllegItImate systems, ones that do not have the
support of the populace, can only endure over the long run through the use of repreSSIOn When
repreSSIOn no longer can be used effectIvely, or If OppOSItion elements are wIllmg to nsk even
extremely grave sanctIons, IllegItImate regImes WIll eventually fall Authontarlan regImes surVIve
on the baSIS of some combmatIon of legItImacy and repreSSIOn, whIle democraCIes tend to rely
pnmanly on legItimacy alone 7 HattI's hIStOry IS largely one ofrepressIve, authontarlan regImes
The challenge of the moment IS to help keep HattI from repeatmg thIS past

Until recently, efforts to measure legItimacy have tended to rely on the trust-m government
scale deVIsed by the Umversity of MIchIgan (MIller, 1974) That scale, It has come to be realIzed,
depended too heavIly on a measurement of dIssatIsfaction WIth the performance of mcumbents rather

7 ThiS IS not to say that democraCIes do not use coerCiOn but that itS use is very l11ruted
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than of generaltzed dIssatIsfactIOn wIth the system of government as a whole (Seltgson & JutkOWItz,
1994 18)

When analyzmg the degree of support for a polttIcal system, many studIes refer to the work
of DaVId Easton (1965, 1975), who dIstmgUIshes between dIffuse and specIfIC support In thIS
context, specIfIC support refers to a cItIzen's assessment of governmental performance and may be
short term DIffuse support, on the other hand, refers to the general meamng of what the
governmental system represents to the CItIzen - ItS general meanmg for the person rather than what
It now does WhIle thIS distmctIon may at tImes be conceptually useful, it has proved to be
enormously dIfficult to develop mdependent measures of the two categones, and separate mdIcators
of the two are generally found to be hIghly correlated (Anderson and GUIllory, 1997 70)

To assess the extent of polItICal system support for thIS study of HaItIan polItIcal values, we
mcluded a set of Items developed by researchers over a penod of years and tested m a varIety of
country contexts ThIS polItical support scale - adapted somewhat each tIme to fIt the speCIfIc
governmental structures m each country - has now been tested m studIes of Germany, Israel, the
Umted States, MeXiCO, Costa RIca, Peru, Guatemala, NIcaragua, EI Salvador and elsewhere In
these dIverse contexts the scale has been shown to be relIable and valId, and It has proven to be a
powerful analytIcal tool for measunng system support and legItImacy 8 Although It IS based upon
the theoretIcal dIstmctIOn made by Easton (1975), that defines legItImacy m terms of system support
(dIffuse support) vs speCIfIC support (support for mcumbents), we fmd It useful to aVOId the
controversy around the meanmgfulness of thIS dIstmctIOn and to descnbe what IS bemg measured
as "a sort of emotIOnally-bIased runmng tally that CItIzens keep on the performance of a system"
(Kuechler 1991 280)

For thIS survey of HaIti, the scale conSIsts of 9 Items Seven of the questIOns dealt WIth
speCIfIC mstitutIOns (polIce, JudICIal system, Parltament, polItIcal partIes, Electoral Counctl,
PreSIdent, and Pnme MImster) In each case, respondents were asked to mdlcate on a scale rangmg
from "none" to "a lot" the amount of confIdence they had that the mstItution IS "generally workmg
m the mterests of the people" Usmg the same scale, the eIghth questIon asked "how much
confIdence do you have that the basIC human fIghts of those who lIve m our country are well
protected?" The nmth Item was the most general and asked "how much prIde do you feel to lIve
under the HaItian system of government?"

ExhIbIt 27 summarIzes the responses for each of the nme vanabIes for the country as a
whole To make the responses easIer to mterpret and compare, we have chosen to convert Items to
a common 0-100 scale, WIth 0 always representmg the low end of the contmuum and 100 the hIgh
end We belIeve thIS IS less confusmg for the reader than usmg a dIfferent scormg method for each
set of Items m the study and when we make compansons usmg multIple regreSSIOn analYSIS, the use

8 For a review of thIS eVidence see Mitchell A SelIgson On the Measurement of DIffuse Support Some EVIdence
from MeXiCO SOCial Indicators Research 12 (January 1983) 1-24, and Edward N Muller Thomas 0 Jukarn and
Mitchell A SelIgson Diffuse PolitIcal Support and Antisystem PolItical BehaVIOr A ComparatIve AnalySIS,
Amerzcan Journal of Political SCience 26 (May 1982) 240-264 More recently the scale has been used and reported
upon 10 the Umversity of Pittsburgh s Central Amencan PublIc Op1OIOn Project (1992), Development ASSOCiates
three surveys of democratIC values 10 Guatemala (1993 1996 and 1997), and SelIgson's USAID cormrussIOned
studies In EI Salvador and Nicaragua (1996)
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of a smgle metnc for all Items allows us to compare the relatIve contnbutIOn of each Item m the
equatIOn wIthout havmg to resort to the complexIty of usmg standard scores 9

As exhIbIt 2 7 shows, the level of support IS generally low, wIth the pubhc havmg the least
confIdence In pohtical partIes and the protectIon of theIr human nghts The hIghest level of
confIdence was placed In the pohce and the presIdency

Pohce The pohce IS the mstItutIOn In WhICh people report the hIghest level of confIdence,
wIth over one thIrd (36%) ratmg It "a lot" (1 e , the hIghest ratmg possIble)

Exhibit 2 7

Elements of Political System Support
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Cases weIghted to be nationally representative, n=1200

At least smce early m the regIme of Franc;01s Duvaher (1957-1971), conventIonal wIsdom
has been that most HaItIans understandably feared the repressIve power of the mIlItary and polIce
The mIlItary and other armed agents of the state, could commIt acts of vIOlence wIth Impumty, and
frequently dId so throughout the land In 1994, upon the return of PresIdent AnstIde, the mIlItary
was abolIshed and the polIce force completely reconstItuted EssentIally, the entIre natIOnal polIce

~e anthmetIc conversIOn of scales was performed by subtractIng 1 from each Item and then dlVldmg by one less than
the total number of pomts m the ongmal scale and, fmally, multlplymg the result by 100 For example, a scale that
ranged from a low of I to a high of 7 would fIrst be reduced by subtractIng I from each score, glvmg a range of 0-6
After dlVldmg by 6 the lowest score would remam a 0, but the highest would be 1 Multlplymg by 100 would make
the maximum eqUIvalent to 100 We followed thiS same procedure when we created summated scales that combmed
two or more Items III the study
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establlshment, from semor offIcIals to street level patrols, were removed from offIce and replaced
by fresh recruIts The mternatIOnal commumty has devoted consIderable effort and responses to tram
and otherwIse support the new polIce Nevertheless, the force has been beset wIth problems over
the past year New young offIcers from Port-au-Pnnce assIgned to rural areas have often sImply
abandoned theIr posts There have been angry commumty takeovers of pollce statIons m several
major localItIes dunng the past SIX months, and the medIa has reported numerous mCIdents of pollce
vIolence m Port-au-Pnnce and Its envIrons (CItatIon commg) DespIte these problems, the responses
mdlcate that there IS a relatIvely hIgh level of confidence that the polIce are generally workmg m the
mterests of the people

It may be that the relatIvely posItIve VIew of the pollee IS a reflectIon of the publIc's
awareness that the old establIshment IS gone and that at least attempts are bemg made to bnng about
Improvements The new force may be perceIved as largely well mtentIOned, whatever the problems
may stIll be The responses also reflect the trend IdentifIed for all government mstltutIOns that the
respondents WIth the least contact have the hIghest levels of confidence As shown m exhIbIt 2 8,
confidence m the polIce IS mversely related to urbanlclty, WhICh In tum IS related to the presence of
polIce Those ratmg the polIce the hIghest (a score of 74) are people m maccesslble rural areas (1 e ,
the people least lIkely to ever see a polIceman) and those gIvmg the polIce the lowest confIdence
score (57) lIve m Port-au-Pnnce

Exhibit 28
Confidence In Pollee by Location
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We also looked at the relatIOnshIp between confIdence m the polIce and whether or not the
respondent or a member of theIr famIly had, m the precedmg 12 months, been the vIctim of a
robbery, a rape or physIcal assault, or any other cnmes Overall, 17 percent of the respondents
mdlcated they or a member of theIr famIly had been a VICtim, WIth thIS bemg the case for about 20
percent of the respondents m Port-au-PrInce and other cIties and towns, and 15 percent from rural
areas Interestmgly, there was not a statistIcally sIgmflcant dIfference m the ratmgs gIven by those
who were or were not VIctIms of a CrIme ThIS may suggest that for the most part contact WIth the
polIce dId not result m a lowenng of confIdence levels, but we do not know for certam that the cnme
was reported or contact WIth the polIce made

To explore the relatIOnshIp further we compared the ratmgs of polIce m terms of the
respondents' gender, age, educatIon, and lIteracy There was not a meanmgful correlatIOn between
confIdence m polIce and eIther educatIOn or age, and there was not a sIgmflcant dIfference between
the responses of men and women In thIS regard There was, however, a sIgmficant dIfference based
on lIteracy Respondents who could read or wnte HaItIan Creole or French gave polIce sIgmflcantly
lower ratmgs (a score of 65) than dId respondents who could not (a score of 72) ThIS may be
because the more lIterate also reSIde In CItIes and towns, where they eIther have greater contact WIth
the polIce or are more exposed to negative medIa coverage

PreSIdency As exhIbIt 2 7 shows, the overall ratmg for the preSIdency IS a score of 57 out
of a pOSSIble 100 ThIS means that the maJonty of HaItIans rated the preSIdency toward the pOSItive
end of the contmuum, reflectmg theIr confIdence that the preSIdent was generally workmg m the
mterests of the people

ExhIbIt 2 9 shows that there IS a substantIal dIfference In the VIews of HaItIans lIvmg m Port
aU-PrInce and those m Isolated rural areas (a score of 43 vs 70) There are also substantIal
dIfferences assOCIated WIth age - respondents under 40 rated the preSIdency at around 50, whIle
those between 40 and 59 gave the offIce a score of 65 and those over the age of 60 gave It a ratmg
of72

Permanent Electoral CouncIl GIven the low turnout of the two most recent electIons,
estImated to be 38 percent m 1995 and 18 percent m 1997 (IPES, 1997) and the belIef m promment
CIrcles that the Electoral CouncIl faCIlItated corrupt practIces m these electIons, the degree of publIc
confIdence m the Permanent Electoral CouncIl seemed to contract conventIOnal WIsdom It may be
that the respondents were dlstmgUIshmg between the Permanent Electoral CouncIl - a creatIon of
the 1987 constItutIOn that has not yet come mto eXIstence - and the mtenm councIl that has been
responsIble for the recent electIons More lIkely, however, the reason has to do WIth proXImIty to
Port-au-Prmce - that IS, to the seat of polItIcal power and access to medIa WhICh covered the
controversy around the ProvlSlonal Electoral CouncIl m great detaIl

As a comparIson of exhIbIt 2 10 WIth exhIbIts 2 8 and 2 9 shows, the dIfferences among
respondents based on where they lIve IS even greater WIth respect to the Electoral CouncIl than for
the polIce or the preSIdency Less than one thIrd of the respondents from Port-au-Prmce regIstered
confIdence m the Electoral CouncIl, whereas nearly 70 percent of people m rural Isolated areas were
confIdent the CouncIl generally served the people's mterests Agam, there was no dIfference m
responses based on gender, and the dIfferences assOCIated WIth age and lIteracy parallel those based
on reSIdentIal locatIOn
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Exhibit 29

Confidence In Presidency by Location

Cases weighted to be nationally representative n=1200
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ExhibIt 210
Confidence In Permanent Electoral Council by Location
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JUdICial system The fourth mstltutlOn to receIve a generally posItive mdlcatIon of publtc support
was the JudIcial system (a score of 52) HattIan attItudes toward the JudIcIal process have been
charactenzed as combmmg a thIrst for Justice (swa!Jlstls) wIth a rejectIon of the Impumty that those
m power have enjoyed hIstOrIcally from the legal consequences of theIr actIons The overwhelmmg
majonty (97%) of those mtervlewed belIeve that the government IS responsIble for guaranteemg
basIc human nghts Among the nghts they seek to ensure IS the rIght of equal Justice for all When
asked how Important It IS that the JudICiary pumsh the guIlty, no matter who they may be, over 90
percent belteve It to be very Important But, only a small proportion (23%) beheve that m fact the
basIc nghts of those who ltve m Haiti are well protected

While the vast majonty of those surveyed belteve that there ought to be equal Justice for all,

only a small fractIOn (19%) belteve that the JudiCiary follows thiS pnnciple - respondmg positIvely
that the JUdiCIal system treats everyone equally often enough or almost always ThiS hmited group
WIth faith m the JudICIary IS more lIkely to be from maccesslble rural areas, from among the elderly
(60 + years), and from those who are IllIterate (see exhibit 2 11) Asked the same questIon m another
manner, whether or not the JUdICiary m HaitI pumshes the gUIlty no matter who they are, the maJonty
belIeves thiS to be the case (55%) Agam, those m maccesslble rural areas, the elderly and the
Ilhterate express greater faith m the role the JUdICiary play

Exhibit 2 11

Confidence In JudiCiary

by Location
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DespIte the hmHed fatth that those surveyed have m the JudiCiary and the pohce, they remam
commItted to a system of JUStIce based on those two organs of JustIce Overall, 85 percent beheve
that JustIce IS most hkely to be secured from the poltce and the courts rather than from commumty
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Amenca's Development Foundatzon

leaders, or famIly or frIends of the VIctim (see exhIbIt 2 12) In fact, the only other pOSSIbIlIty
mentIOned by a SIzable portIOn of the respondents, that of commumty leaders, IS endorsed by 9
percent That endorsement IS stronger among those who lIve In rural areas (15-16 percent m rural
areas whether accessIble or not) ThIS suggests there IS an underlyIng confIdence In the polIce and
the courts as Instruments of JustIce and the Importance of workmg WIth the JudICIary and the polIce
to strengthen theIr abIlIty to fulfIll the promIse of delIverIng on an effectIve JustIce system

In that regard, It IS also of mterest to note that when asked about the treatment they had
receIved from the polIce, a Justice of the peace or other member of the JudICIal branch, about two
thIrds of the respondents (68%) mdicated that they had been treated well or very well, and only about
14 percent mdicated they had been treated badly (An addItIOnal 17 percent SaId dId not know or dId
not answer, presumably because they had no recent contact) There were no sIgmficant dIfferences
m the responses of those who had and had not been VIctims of a cnme, based on locatIOn (exhIbIt
2 13) WhIle It IS clear that there IS lImIted confIdence m the role that the JustIce system IS currently
playmg, partIcularly In Port-au-Pnnce and among the younger, lIterate populatIon, the demand eXIsts
throughout the country for the system to work Thus, the attItudes eXIst to support a strengthenmg
of the system of JustIce, even m those areas that are not closely hnked to the polItIcal center At
present people are skeptIcal of less tradItIonal forms of JustIce reform, usmg, for example
commumty leaders or other local based alternative dIspute resolutIOn processes

Most Likely Source of Justice for a
Neighborhood Crime

(Percent)

Less than 1 percent

LocatIOn Total

Metro Other Rural, Rural, not
Population

Port-au- Urban areas acceSSible acceSSible
Pnce

PolIce & Courts 92 92 79 78 85

Commumty Leaders 1 3 16 15 9

FamIly & Fnends 2 2 2 2 2

There IS no Justice 2 2 1 * 1

Other 3 1 * 5 examples 3

*
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ExhIbIt 213
Treatment by Pollee, JustIce of the Peace

or Member of the Court

LocatIon

Metro Other Rural Rural not Total
Port-au-Prmce Urban accessIble accessIble PopulatIon

Very well 12 18 17 20 16

Well 48 56 49 55 52

Badly 10 9 14 8 11

Very Badly 3 3 4 2 3

Depends on
PresentatIon or
cnme * 1 2 2 I

No answer 5 2 2 2 3

Don't know 22 11 12 11 14

* Less than 1 percent

Parliament and Prime MInister The overall scores for these two mstltutIons are almost
equal (41 and 42), and a more detaIled analyses of responses shows qUIte SImIlar patterns between
the two as well It seems that the populace makes httle dIstmctIOn between the Pnme Mmister and
Parhament as a whole m terms of confIdence levels

As exhIbIt 2 14 makes clear, the famIlIar pattern of greater confidence m the rural than the
urban areas IS also present Indeed, the level of confidence III the Isolated rural areas IS tWIce as hIgh
as ill Port-au-PrInce

Exhlblt214
Confidence III ParlIament and PrIme Mlmster

LocatIOn Total

Metro Other Urban Rural Rural Not
Port-au-Prmce AccessIble AccessIble

ParlIament 26 38 47 51 41

Pnme Mmlster 26 38 46 59 42

Political Parties, Human Rights and Pride These were the three areas WIth the lowest
ratmgs overall NatIOnally, the scale scores ill these areas are 29 for pohtIcal partIes, 35 for
protectIOn of human nghts, and 34 for pnde m the system as a whole PolItical partIes m many parts
of the world are held m generally low regard, and HaitIan polItical partIes are unquestionable weak
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Exhibit 215

Confidence In Political Parties

Amerzca's Development Foundatzon
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and lackmg III membershIp and orgamzatIOnal fonnallty and depth As exhIbIt 2 15 shows, although
the level of confidence m partIes IS lowest In the Port-au-PrInce metropolItan regIOn, It IS qUIte low
throughout the rest of the country as well

Nearly two-thIrds (65%) of the populatIOn respondmg to a questIOn askmg how much
confIdence they had that the basIc human nghts of the people who bve m theIr country are well
protected mdIcated theIr level of confIdence was lIttle or none Convertmg these responses to the
0-100 scale, as exhIbIt 2 16 shows, the level was less than 50 m all parts of the country, wIth the
greatest lack of confIdence In Port-au-PrInce (a ratmg of 26)

As the most general mdIcator of support for the polItIcal system HaItIans were asked to
mdIcate how much prIde they feel to lIve under the HaItian system of government Overall, the level
of prIde IS low, a ratmg of 34 our of 100 And, agaIn, we fmd clear dIfferences among the four
geographIc regIOns As exhIbIt 2 17 shows, the level m Port-au-PrInce (21 on the 100 percent scale)
IS less than half that of the most Isolated, rural commumtles (47)
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Exhibit 216

Confidence that Human Rights are Protected

by Location
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Exhibit 217

Pride In Haitian Political System

by Location
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Source Central American data, University of Pittsburgh Central American

Public Opinion ProJect, 1992 Haitian data (1997) from P-a-P

ExhIbit 2 18

Haiti
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Comparison of Haiti to Central America

Regarding Protection of Human RIghts Capitol City Data

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

To put these results m an mternatIonal context, Amenca's Development FoundatIOn has used
essentIally the same set of Items pertaInIng to polItIcal system support In three household surveys
of Guatemala (1993, 1995, and 1997) ConsIstently, m Guatemala It has found partIes to be rated
the lowest of the polItIcal support IndIcators, and at a level even lower than they were m HaItI On
the same 0-100 scale, the Guatemalan results have ranged from 19 In 1993 to 25 m 1997 In both
countnes partIes are frequently dended In the medIa In the case of HaItI, the sIgmflcantly lower
ratIng gIven by the respondents from Port-au-Pnnce may be assocIated WIth the hIgher lIteracy levels
and substantIally greater access to the medIa of the reSIdents of the metropolItan area

WIth respect to confIdence that the baSIC human nghts of the people are bemg protected, the
ratIngs from HaItI are about the same as those from natIOnal surveys m Guatemala m 1993, 1995 and
1997 (37, 34, and 37) The results from Port-au-Prmce, however, are generally lower than those
from a 1991 survey USIng the same scale conducted In the capItal CItIes of Central Amenca As
exhIbIt 2 18 shows, the scores on that survey ranged from a low of 22 In Honduras to a hIgh of 61
In Costa RIca In Guatemala, unlIke HaItI, concern for human fIghts protectIOns was greater In the
rural areas than the capItal, but that IS a reflectIOn of the unrest In rural areas of Guatemala that only
recently came to an end after some 30 years of CIvIl war

WIth respect to the general measure of the level of pnde of the people In hVIng under theIr
polItical system, respondents to the 1997 natIOnal survey m Guatemala responded to essentIally the
same questIon as asked In HaIti at the level of 44, or 10 pOInts hIgher, on the 0-100 scale Responses
from the 1991 survey of Central Amencan capItal CItIes ranged from a hIgh of 87 m Costa RIca to
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a low of 49 m EI Salvador It may be that the HaitIans' lack of pflde m then system IS assocIated
WIth the gaps that there appear to be between their expectatIOns of then system and how they
perceive that system actually performs

Overall mdex of system support In order to create a smgle composIte measure of system
support we fust exammed the relatlOnship of each of the vanables analyzed above to see If they
relate to each other m a systematic way and therefore can formally be conSIdered to form part of a
smgle dimenslOn called "system support" We found we could form a relIable scale usmg the nme
Items descnbed above polIce, JUdICIal system, parlIament, polItical partIes, electoral counCIl,
preSident, pnme mmlster, protectIon of human fights, and pnde m the Haitian polItical system lO We
summed the nme Items mto an overall scale that ranges from a low of 0 to a hIgh of 10011 The
overall mean for the Haitian populatlOn was 46

Exhibit 2 19
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Exhibit 2 19 presents the overall scale score for vanous types of localIties As the exhIbit
shows, the support mdex IS conSIderably lower m Port-au-Prmce than elsewhere m the country, and
almost tWIce as low as m Isolated rural areas The national mean score for HaltI was a bIt hIgher
than m the case of the Guatemalan natlOnal surveys (40 m 1993 and 1995 m Guatemala vs HaItI'S

!() The alpha rehablhty mdex for the mne Items was 899
11We summed each Item which ranged from 0 to 100, and then diVided by 9
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46), but not dramatIcally so, and, as In HaitI, In Guatemala the level of support was lower m the
metropolItan area than elsewhere m the country12

To explore the nature of overall system support further we utIlIzed multIple regressIOn
analysIs to look at Its relatIOnshIp to gender, age, hIghest level of educatIon, self-reported lIteracy,
and geographIc regIOn ThIS techmque allows US to compare the relatIve Importance of the factors
we have analyzed whIle controllIng for (holdmg constant) all the others The regreSSIOn analySIS
found that regIOn, educatIOn level, and lIteracy were statIstIcally sIgmflcant predIctors of system
support, and that gender and age were not The strongest predIctor of level of support was
geographIC regIOn, WIth reSIdents of Port-au-Prmce much less supportIve of the polItIcal system than
reSIdents from other areas The regreSSIOn analySIS results are qUIte conSIstent WIth the remarkably
dIrect and negatIve relatIonshIp between system support and prOXImIty to the center of government
as shown m exhIbIt 2 19 LIteracy and educatIon level are also negatIvely related to system support,
WIth the more educated respondents, regardless of the part of the country m WhICh they lIve, less
supportIve of the polItIcal system

E LOCAL VS NATIONAL LEVELS OF GOVERNMENT

Local government m Latm AmerIca and the CarIbbean has, for centunes, been a neglected
branch of the state In colomal HaItI and throughout the 19th century there were strong mumclpal
centers outSIde of Port-au-Pnnce, largely based around shlppmg and agnculturally related trade As
part of the US occupatIon from 1915 to 1934 shlppmg was severely restncted at most of the
provmcIal ports, roads lmkmg many provmcIaI towns dIrectly to the capItal by land for the fIrst tIme,
and the econOmIC and SOCIal dommance ofPort-au-Pnnce grew m consequence The dommance has
contmued to grow through the remamder of the twentIeth century, and now all but a very few of the
once VIbrant cItIes and towns are but shells of theIr former selves

The HaItIan ConStItutIOn of 1987 lays out an ImpreSSIve and ambItIOUS VISIon of strong local
UnIts of government The system as set forth rests on the effectIveness of executIve counCIls and
representatIve assemblIes at the level of the communal sectIOn (CASECs and ASECs) From thIS
pnmary level, the local government system conSIsts of elected mayors, followed by a cham of
mdIrect electIons from the ASECs to larger and larger temtonal assemblIes (communes, departments
and an mter-departmental counCIl) that ends WIth provmcIaI representatIOn at the natIonal cabmet
level and the appomtment of the Permanent Electoral CouncIl (Development ASSOCIates, 1997 56) 13

ThIS constItutIOnally enVISIOned system has not yet been put m place, but major actIVItIes on
the part of USAID and other donor organIzatIon efforts m HaItI over the past several years have been
focused on strengthenmg local governments The goal has been to help make these local
governmental umts effectIve vehicles for ImproVmg the delIvery of publIc goods and servIces as well
as Important mechamsms for strengthenmg democracy

12In 1995 the results for Guatemala ranged from a low of 32 In the capital's metropolItan area to a high of 50 In the
north east regIOn of the country
13For an histOrical overview and detailed deSCriptIon of the local governmental system, see the Local Government
Assessment completed by ARD for USAlD Haiti In June 1996
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As preVIOusly noted, m HaltI respondents mdicated that neIther theIr local nor theIr natIOnal
government leaders are responSIve to what the people want, and the perceptIon of unresponsIveness
IS slIghtly greater toward local leaders (60 percent responded "almost never") than leaders on the
natIOnal level (56 percent) ThIS IS necessarIly not the case elsewhere In Guatemala and several
other countnes m WhICh SImIlar surveys have been conducted, local government has been found to
be the most trusted publIc mstItutIon and the umt of government WIth WhICh the publIc was most
satisfIed

The people's VIews on the unresponsIveness of local leaders are conSIstent WIth theIr
responses to a questIOn askmg whether they would say that the publIc serVIces m theIr commumty

(1 e , communal sectIOn) are excellent, good, poor or very bad Forty percent (40%) responded "very
bad," 32 percent responded "poor" and another 1 4 percent volunteered that there were no publIc
serVIces at all In theIr commumty Interestmgly, the perceptIOn that serVIces were poor or very bad
was essentially the same m maccessible rural areas (71 %) as m Port-au-Prmce and other CItIes and
towns (77 % and 75 % - see exhIbIt 2 20) Those who most often reported local publIc serVIces
to be good to excellent were m acceSSIble rural areas (still only 29 percent)

ExhibIt 2 20

Satisfaction With Local Public Services
(Percent)

Location Total
Metro Other Rural Rural, not

Port-au- Urban AcceSSible acceSSIble
Prmce

Excellent 6 10 14 10 10
Very good 14 14 15 13 14
Poor 41 37 26 30 33
Very bad 37 39 44 45 42
There are no services * 2 - 1 2 1

* ThIS response was volunteered by the respondents

To more dIrectly explore how people VIew the local, as compared to the natIOnal, level of
government they were asked who, m theIr OpInIOn, has responded better to help resolve the problems
of theIr commumty They were asked to choose between the state, the commune or the CASEC, or
to mdicate that they thought there was no dIfference, they were also offered the opportumty to
speCIfy another group (e g, a non-governmental agency) Of the total population, the most
frequently gIven response was not among the optIOns presented About a quarter of the overall
populatIOn (23%) and a thIrd of those III Port-au-Pnnce (33%) responded that no mstItutIOn or
orgamzatIOn helps resolve the problems of theIr commumty Also, as exhIbIt 2 21 shows, the
populatIOn regIsters no real dIfference between the natIOnal and local level Overall, 21 percent
responded WIth the central government, 20 percent Said local government (commune and CASEC
combmed), and 16 percent saId they were all the same
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ExhIbIt 2 21

RelatIve Helpfulness of NatIonal vs Local Government

LocatIon
Total

Metro Other Rural Rural, not
Port-au-Prmce Urban AccessIble AccessIble

NatIonal
Government 28 22 18 16 21

Local Government 18 21 19 23 20

An the same 9 15 18 22 16

Other 6 13 20 13 13

No one helps 33 23 18 22 24

Don't know 6 6 7 4 6

Of the 13 percent who IdentIfIed a source other than the central or local government as
haVIng best helped theIr commumty resolve Its needs, the most frequently CIted type of orgamzatIOn
was a local commumty group (8 percent overall, or 61 percent of those respondIng) ThIs response
accounted for about 90 percent of the responses from Port-au-Pnnce and 75 percent of those from
Isolated rural areas InternatIonal orgamzatIOns such as CARE and USAID were CIted by about 4
percent of all the respondents from urban areas outsIde of Port-au-Prmce and by about 8 percent of
those m accessIble rural areas

Given the publIc's generally low regard for theIr local umts of government, It IS somewhat
surpnsIng that most HaItIans (70%) say they belIeve It would be worthwhIle to pay taxes to the
commune to enable It to proVIde better servIce to the communal sectIOn As exhIbIt 2 22 shows, thIS
IS the VIew of over 60 percent of the populace regardless of the type of commumty In whIch they
hve, and WIth the greatest level of support commg from urban areas Agam, thIS suggests that the
HaitIan people are hopeful that condItIOns Will Improve and that their government, no matter what
they thmk of ItS current performance, has the potential for positive change
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Exhibit 2 22

Attitude Toward Paymg Taxes to Local Government
to Enable ProvIsion of Better Services

Location

Metro Other Rural Rural not
Total

Population
Port-au-Prmce Urban accessible accessible

Col % Col % Col % Col % Col %

Paymg taxes 80 76 64 64 71
worthwhIle

Paymg local 18 22 32 28 25
taxes not
worthwhIle

Don't know 2 2 4 8 4

F GOVERNMENTAL VS NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Many HaItIans consider non-governmental orgamzatIOns, which are largely fmancially
supported from pubhc and pnvate sources outsIde of HaItI, as the pnmary source of health and other
socIal servIces, and some even VIew them as havmg created a parallel structure to the state

From another perspectIve, non-governmental orgamzatlOns can be seen as a pnmary bUIldmg
block for democracy For example, cooperatIves funded by USAID durmg the 1970s have been
credIted as bemg mstrumental m mcreasmg partIcIpatIOn of HaItianS m economic and commumty
development actIVItIes, m CIVIC educatIOn endeavors, and In raISIng the level of pohtIcal actIvism
(Amenca's Development FoundatIOn, 1996)

To explore how much HaItIans beheve non-governmental orgamzatlOns are helpmg Improve
their commumtIes, we asked two set of questIons The first was m the context of seemg how the
publIc rated varIOUS types of entitIes, both non-pubhc and pubhc (e g , the Church and the JudiCiary)
As already descnbed In the dISCUSSIon of polItIcal system support, the mtervlewees were asked to
mdlcate on a 7 pomt scale, rangmg from "none" to "a lot," how much confidence they had that the
entIty was generally workmg III the mterests of the people Results for seven elements m the
polItIcal system were presented earher (see the first seven Items m exhibIt 2 7)

ExhIbIt 2 23 compares the results for the SIX governmental InstItutIOns preVIOusly dIscussed
with four types of non-governmental groups the CatholIc Church, other rehgIOus groups, labor or
trade umons, and the news media (newspaper, radIo and televislOn) As the exhIbit shows, all four
of the non-governmental groups get generally posItIve ratmgs (above 50), wIth church groups and
the medIa qUIte highly rated
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Exhibit 2 23

Confidence that Governmental and Non-Governmental

Cases weighted to be nationally representative n=1200

Orgamzatlons are generally workmg m the Interests of the people

14 The ratmgs for medIa based on type of locatIOns are 80 for Port-au-Prmce 82 for other urban areas 87 for
rural acceSSIble areas and 86 for rural not acceSSible areas
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Thts IS the mean response for those who answered Over a thtrd (38%) did not answer or SaId "don t
know' to the questIon about labor or trade umons, probably because they had no exposure to such
groups Over 90 percent of the people responded to the questIons about the other InstitutIOns/types
of groups

Lookmg at these results from the perspective of where respondents lIve, there IS largely the
same pattern for governmental and non-governmental entitles That IS, people m rural areas tend to
express more confIdence m each of these groups than do respondents from urban areas, wIth the
lowest levels of confidence commg from resIdents of Port-au-Pnnce The exceptIon to that general
rule IS the medIa The medIa receIved a ratmg of above 80 from respondents m all four types of
locatIons, although agam those from rural areas were hIgher than those from cItIes and towns 14 It
may be that thIS hIgh ratmg IS related to the fact that the medIa has no oblIgatIOn to perform and
therefore does not disappomt

The second set of questIOns deals wIth the contnbutIOn of non-governmental groups
HaItians were asked to mdlcate whether each of a senes of eleven types of groups helped to make
their commumty a better place to Itve They were given the chOIce of answermg "not at all "
"somewhat," or "a great deal " or to mdlcate that they did not know The same Itst of groups was
used m all regIOns of the country, except that m Port-au-Pnnce one questIon was changed to ask
about "popular orgamzatIOns" rather than ·'peasant groups," and another was changed from askmg
about "agncultural cooperatIves" to "profeSSIOnal aSSOCiatIOns"
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The responses for each of the groups, for the country as a whole and broken down by type
of locahty, are summarIzed m exhIbIt 224 As the exhIbIt shows, none of the groups are conSIdered
to have helped the commumty "a lot", or even "a httle", by as much as 50 percent of the populatIOn
Indeed, only two of the eleven types of groups were conSIdered to help theIr commumtIes "a lot"
by more than a quarter of the populatIOn Both pnvate busmess groups and sports clubs and
aSSOCiatIons were gIven thIS hIgh ratmg by 27 percent of the total populace, but m both cases there
were also roughly as many people who thought they dId not help at all (23% and 31 %, respectively)

ExhIbIt 2 24
ContrIbutIon to Commumty Betterment of Non-governmental Groups

Location

Port-au- Other Rural Rural not
Total

Population
Prmce Urban acceSSIble acceSSIble

Type of Group Col % Col % Col % Col % Col %

Groups to protect nature
A lot 9 16 19 20 16
A httle 16 22 25 18 21
Not at all 62 41 30 33 41

Don't Know 13 21 26 29 22

Human nghts groups
A lot 9 15 18 19 15

A lIttle 18 22 23 17 20
Not at all 61 41 34 33 42
Don't Know 12 21 25 31 23

Umons
A lot 21 25 24 27 24

A lIttle 20 18 16 15 17

Not at all 39 23 15 19 23

Don't Know 20 34 45 39 35

NeIghborhood or
commumty groups 12 18 22 29 20
A lot

A httle 19 31 31 20 25

Not at all 60 39 31 37 41

Don't Know 9 12 16 14 13

Pnvate busmess groups
A lot 22 29 27 30 27

A lIttle 21 19 16 11 17

Not at all 41 21 16 16 23

Don't Know 16 31 41 43 33
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LocatIon

Port-au- Other Rural Rural not
Total

Population
Prmce Urban accessIble accessIble

Type of Group Col % Col % Col % Col % Col %

School or umv group
A lot 10 20 27 25 21
A httle 17 21 23 22 21
Not at all 57 42 32 30 40
Don't Know 16 16 18 23 18
Sports clubs or assoc
A lot 14 20 34 36 27
A lIttle 18 28 19 16 20
Not at all 54 34 21 17 31
Don't Know 14 18 26 31 22
Student or youth groups
A lot 12 16 28 30 22
A lIttle 18 28 23 19 22
Not at all 56 38 25 26 36
Don't Know 14 17 24 25 20
Women's groups
A lot 15 18 25 29 22
A lIttle 16 24 25 22 22
Not at all 53 43 35 38 42
Don't Know 16 15 15 11 14

AgrIcultural co-ops!
ProfesslOnal AssoclatlOn
A lot 12 15 22 22 18
A lIttle 20 28 25 20 23
Not at all 54 38 30 33 38
Don't Know 14 19 23 25 21

Peasant groupslPopular
OrgamzatlOn 17 18 19 20 18
A lot
A lIttle 25 24 27 21 25
Not at all 45 41 41 50 44

Don't Know 13 18 13 9 13
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WIth regard to pnvate busmess groups, there was very lIttle dIfference between the ratmgs
of urban and rural dwellers There was some dIfference accordmg to gender Males were somewhat
more pOSItIve than females With respect to these types of groups, With 29 percent of males mdicatmg
pnvate sector groups helped theIr commumties "a lot" as opposed to 24 percent of females Whl1e
there was lIttle dIfference between male and female respondents overall, m Port-au-Pnnce 26 percent
of men, as opposed to 18 percent of women, reported these types of orgamzatlOns helped "a lot"
And, m other urban areas the response was 32 percent for men and 26 percent for women

DIfferences regardmg sports clubs or associatlOns followed the common pattern of hIgher
responses commg from rural than urban areas Two and a half times as many respondents m Isolated
rural areas as m Port-au-Pnnce conSidered these types of groups to help theu commumty greatly to
become a better place to lIve (36% vs 14%) Essentially there was no dIfference between the
responses of men and women m thIS regard, WIth about 40 percent of the women m Isolated rural
areas mdlcatmg that these types of groups helped "a lot"

Lookmg at the detaIls m exhIbIt 2 24 from a dIfferent pomt of VIew, there are SIX types of
groups that between 40 and 50 percent of the populatlOn do not thmk are helpful at all Of partIcular
note are those pertammg to the protectlOn of human nghts and the protection of nature Includmg
those who mdlcated they dId not know, both of these groups receIved negative ratmgs by over 60
percent of the population (64% and 63%, respectively) In both cases, by far the hIghest negatIve
ratmgs of "not at all" were from reSIdents of Port-au-Pnnce, and from males rather than females
Females, however, were much more lIkely than males to mdicate that they dId not know Indeed,
when both the "not at all" and "don't know" responses are combmed, m both cases, the females were
slIghtly less pOSItive than males (68 versus 62 percent for human nghts groups and 65 versus 62
percent for groups to protect nature)

Given the generally low, and worsenmg, level of ltvmg of most HaItians regardless of the
type of commumty m whIch they hve, It IS perhaps not surpnsmg that all of these non-governmental
groups receIve such low ratmgs Essentially, the people seem to be saymg that no one - neIther
governmental nor non-governmental orgamzatlOns - IS workmg to make theIr communIties to be
a better place to hve In hght of the combmed weIght of the fmdmgs presented thus far, they also
seem to be saymg that they contmue to have faith that theu conditlOns may become better, and that
they have relatively more confIdence that non-governmental leaders, partIcularly those assocIated
WIth rehglOus orgamzatlOns, and that the medIa, have the people's mterests at heart

G INVOLVEMENT IN COMMUNITY AND POLITICAL LIFE

SOCial SCIentists have proposed numerous theOrIes to explam why some natlOns develop
stable democraCIes and others do not In recent years there has been mcreasmg attentIon gIven to
the idea of CIVIl SOCIety, bUIldmg from AleXIS de Tocquevllle's (1835) observatlOn that the strength
of AmerIcan democracy emanated from ItS CItizen's hIghly actIve mvolvement m commUnIty hfe
The relatively recent work of Robert Putnam (1993) based on hIS study of democracy m Italy WhICh
concluded that when CItizens become mvolved m commumty affairs through theu participatlOn m
CIvIl SOCIety orgamzatIons they bUIld SOCIal capItal and are thereby able to make effective demands
on theIr governments, espeCIally at the local level, has gIven much Impetus to current mterests m
CitIzen participatlOn In thIS study of Haltl we look at thiS Issue from two pomts of VIew access and
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partIcIpatIOn m explIcItly polItIcal actIVItIes, and partIcIpatIOn m CIVIl socIety or other commumty
groups

PolItical PartiCIpation EarlIer we found that although the HaItIan publIc generally belIeves
that theIr natIOnal and local leaders are unresponsIve, they nevertheless place hIgh value on theIr
nghts to orgamze and to vote ConsIstent WIth theIr belIef that the people can have a VOIce m how
the government operates by votIng III electIOns (68% - see exhIbIt 26),81 percent Illdicated that
they were regIstered to vote, and 82 percent mdlcated that they had voted at one tIme or another 15

Of those who SaId they were regIstered, 66 percent overall, and 75 percent over the age of 25,
mdlcated they had voted m the last PreSIdentIal electIon (m December 1995) ThIS IS also basIcally
the same response they gave when asked whether they had voted m the electIOn pnor to the
preSIdentIal electIOn, when people voted for senators, deputIes, mayors and CASECs (72 percent
overall and 76 percent of those over 25) 16

As the survey responses mdlcate, and as electIOn statistICS untIl thIS year support, HaItIans
have reasonably ready access to and make use of theIr nght to vote In terms of the responses to the
survey questionnaIre, thIS IS true for all ages, genders, and geographIc locatIOns Males, however,
are sIgmficantly more lIkely than females to have reported that they voted III the 1995 electIOn (76
vs 69 percent)17 ReSIdents of rural areas are more lIkely to have SaId they voted as well ReSIdents
of Port-au-Pnnce are the least lIkely to report they voted m the December 1995 PreSIdentIal electIOn
(63%), and reSIdents of acceSSIble rural areas are the most (80%) These responses appear consIstent
WIth those reported earlIer suggestmg a greater sense of effIcacy and hope among the rural
populatIon than among reSIdents of Port-aU-PrInce

WhIle votmg IS an Important and basIC form of polItical partICIpatIOn m a democratIC system,
other ways are Important as well Consequently, respondents were asked whether they had attended
polItIcal rallIes or debates, partICIpated m a demonstratIOn or protest, ever worked for a polItIcal
party or candIdate or had run for publIc office themselves As exhIbIt 2 25 shows, about 40 percent
of the populatIon IndIcates that they attended a polItIcal rally or meetIng at least once, 10 percent had
partICIpated III a demonstratIon or protest, 12 percent had worked for a candIdate or party, and 5
percent had actually run for offIce themselves As IS also shown, there IS no statistIcally sIgmficant
dIfference m responses among types of localItIes WIth respect to partIcipatmg m demonstratIOns or
protests, few HaItIans partICIpate In demonstratIOns no matter where they lIve However, there are
sIgmflcant dIfferences WIth respect to attendance at rallIes or meetmgs, and even WIth respect to
havmg worked for a candIdate or runmng for offIce themselves AgaIn, reSIdents of rural areas are
more lIkely to partICIpate than urban dwellers GIven the fmdmgs presented thus far, It should not
be surpnsmg that the lowest level of polItIcal partICIpatIOn IS from reSIdents m Port-au-Pnnce

I' The dIfference between the percent saymg they were regIstered (81 %) and those answerIng 'yes to the questIOns
have you ever voted? may be accounted for eIther by the 1 percent who SaId they dId not know whether they were

regIstered or because they had voted at some orne In the past and they belIeved theIr reglstraoon to no longer be valId
16 As IS true In many surveys of thIS kmd the percent of respondents mdlcaong they were regIstered to vote or who
IndIcated they voted IS conSIderably hIgher than IS really the case AccordIng to observatIOn reports from the 1995
electIOns for example, the voter turnout was 35 percent (IFES, 1997) Survey data on votmg IS best VIewed as an
mdlcator of popular attItudes on how people should behave rather than of voung behaVIOr Itself

17 Staostlcal slgmflcance =< 01
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ExhIbIt 2 25

Forms of PolItIcal PartIcIpatIon

LocatIon

Metro Other Rural Rural not
Total

Port-au-Prmce Urban accessIble accessIble
PopulatIon

Col % Col % Col % Col % Col %

RegIstered to vote 75 78 85 83 81

Voted In 63 68 80 76 73
Presidential
Election of
December 1995

Attended at least 1 17 36 55 47 40
or 2 pohtIcal
meetmgs

PartIcIpated m 1 6 10 11 11 10
or more
demonstrations or
protests

Ever worked for 6 13 13 16 12
pohtlcal party or
candidate

Ever run for offIce 2 4 8 2 5

ParticIpation In CIvIl SocIety Groups

To obtam an mdlcatlOn of the extent to whIch members of HaitIan society participate In

groups that have, or could reasonably become, polItIcally active, we asked whether or not
respondents had partIcIpated durmg the past year m each of thirteen dIfferent types of commumty
based orgamzatlOns Exhibit 2 26 provides a summary of the responses for each type of
orgamzatlon As the exhibit shows, church or reltglous groups have the greatest amount of
partiCipation (40 percent of the populatIOn), WIth peasant and neIghborhood groups bemg the only
other types With particIpatIon from 20 percent of the people or more
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PartIcIpatIon m Types of Commumty OrgamzatIons
by Gender and LIteracy
(Percent Partlclpatmg)

To get a sense of the extent of Involvement each mdIvIdual may have had, we created a
SImple scale based on the number of orgamzatIOns In whIch he or she had partICIpated Smce we
asked about thIrteen dIfferent types of orgamzatlOns, the scale has a range of from a low of 0, no
partlcIpatlOn, to a hIgh of 13 For ease of presentatIOn, we grouped the responses mto three
categones "none, II "some" and "a lot" ThIrty eIght percent (38%) of the populatIOn are m the
"none" category, that IS, they mdicated they had not partICIpated m any of these orgamzatIons dunng
the past year Thirty three percent (33%) are m the "some" category, whIch conSIsts of people
mdicatmg they had partICIpated In one or two groups dunng the year SlIghtly over 20 percent of
the populatIOn mdIcated they had partICIpated WIth one group and slIghtly over 12 percent mdIcated
they had partICipated With two The "a lot" category conSIsts of the 29 percent of the populatlOn that
mdIcated they had partICIpated WIth three or more groups dunng the past year (those mdIcatmg more
than 8 groups accounted for less than one percent of the populatIon)

October 199741

Gender LIteracy Total

Male Female Yes No

AgrIcultural CooperatIve/
ProfesslOnal AssocIatlOn 15% 9% 13% 11% 12%

Church or Other RellglOus Group 41 38 43 33 40

Local Commumty Pro1ect 20 13 17 18 17

NGO ProJect 6 2 5 2 4

Laborrrrade Umon 4 2 3 3 3

NeIghborhood CommIttee 24 18 22 21 22

Peasant Group/
Popular OrgamzatlOn 32 19 24 30 26

PohtIcal Party 7 3 7 2 5

Pnvate BusIness Group 6 2 5 3 4

School CommIttee 17 11 18 8 15

Sports Club/AssoClatlOn 11 4 11 2 8

Student/Youth Group 13 7 15 2 10

Women's Group 7 18 10 15 12
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ExhIbIt 2 27 shows the levels of partICIpatIOn by geographIc area, gender, educatIOn and age
As the exhIbIt shows, males are more lIkely to partICIpate "a lot" than females, although both are
equally lIkely to partIcIpate m one or two commumty groups (1 e ,"some") Not surpnsmgly,
respondents In the mIddle age groups (25-59 years old) are more lIkely to partICIpate "a lot" than
HaItIans m eIther the younger or the older groups, but about a thIrd of each of the age groups
responded that they partICIpated at least "some" The same IS true when comparIng the lIterate and
IllIterate, WIth the IllIterate respondents partIcIpatmg more WIth respect to locatIOn, the famIlIar
patterns contmues Only m Port-au-PrInce do more than 50 percent of the people not partIcIpate In

any group at all

ExhIbIt 2 27

Level of CIVIC PartIcIpatIon by Gender, Age, LIteracy, and LocatIOn
(Percent PartIcIpatmg)

PartIcipatIOn Level

None Some A Lot
Total

Row % Row % Row % Row %

Gender
Male 34 32 34 100
Female 44 33 23 100

Age Range
16-24 43 32 25 100
25-39 37 33 30 100
40-59 36 31 33 100
60+ 41 37 22 100

Literate
Yes 35 33 32 100
No 44 32 24 100

LocatIon
Port-au-Prmce 55 28 17 100
Other Urban 36 38 26 100
Rural accessIble 30 32 38 100
Rural not accessIble 35 33 32 100

ExhIbit 2 28 shows the relatIOnshIp between level of partICIpatIon and the scale mdIcatmg
support for the polItIcal system and the scale mdIcatmg extent of POhtiCal knowledge The exhIbIt
also relates partICipatIOn levels to the mdicators of polItIcal effIcacy that were preVIously descnbed
As the exhIbIt shows, there IS a pOSItIve relatIOnshIp between partIcIpatIOn and each of these other
vartables
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Exhibit 2 28

H SUPPORT FOR DEMOCRATIC LmERTIES

Amenca's Development Foundatwn

Level of Participation by Extent of System Support,
PolItIcal Knowledge and Indicators of Efficacy

49

81

8%

32%

83%

80

6%

46

67%

28%

78

6%

44

24%

59%

1

TP_a_r_tt_c..IP_a_t_lo_n_L_e_ve_I 1

.. None I Some I A Lot .

PolItIcal Knowledge (mean
score)

PolItIcal system support (mean
score)

Elected natIOnal leaders respond
to the people often enough or
almost always (% agreeIng)

NatIOnal offICials care about
what people thInk (% agreemg)

Votmg gIves a vOIce In
government (% agreemg)

Stable democracIes are, presumably, underguded wIth not only hIgh levels of system support
but also hIgh levels of support for democratic norms, espeCially for cIvIl lIbertIes and polItIcal
tolerance Support for the nght to partICIpate and tolerance of dIslIked groups are central pIllars of
democratIc polItical culture (SelIgson and JUtkowItZ, 1994) fu Polyarchy, Dahl (1983) argued that
polItIcal cultures that support lIberal, representatIve InStitutIOns are supported by two key mass
attltudes support for a system of WIdespread polItical partICIpatIon and support for the nght of
mmonty dIssent In other words, a democratic culture IS one that IS both extenSIve and InclUSIVe,
WIth extenslve cultures supportIng democratIc partICIpatIOn and mcluslve cultures supportmg CIvIl
lIbertieS for unpopular groups

ExtenSive PartiCipatIOn Based on pnor research m Central Amenca, we chose to measure
extenSIve partICIpatIon by three varIables support for partICIpatIOn m CIVIC groups, polItical partIes
and protests Because we expected near unammIty and thus httle or no vanance among respondents
we dId not ask about support for votmg whIch otherwIse would have been mcluded on our extensive
partiCIpatIOn scale

The levels of support for these conventIOnal modes of polItIcal partICIpatIon are presented
m exhIbIt 2 29 Respondents were asked whether they approved, dIsapproved or were mdifferent
WIth respect to the publIc partiCIPatmg In legal demonstratIOns, workmg for a party or a candIdate
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dunng an electlOn campmgn, and partIcIpatmg m commumty groups or assocIatlOns In order to
resolve commumty problems We made a compOSIte measure as an mdIcatton of overall support for
extensIve partICIpatiOn by summmg the responses for the three specIfIC vanables and convertmg
them to a scale rangmg from 0-100 as earher descnbed

Exhibit 229

Support for ExtenSive Participation
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Cases weighted to be natIonally representative, n=1200

As the exhIbIt shows, the level of support wIth respect to each of these Items IS on the
posItIve end of the scale (I e , above 50 on the scale of 0-100), and the score of the compOSIte
measure IS 77 Of note IS the relatIvely low ratmg given to partlclpatlOn m electIOn campaigns ThIS
IS essentIally the same as the fmdmgs from the national surveys In Guatemala m 1993 and 1995 that
used the same Items There, commumty groups were also rated the highest (78 and 74 on the 0-100
scale) and partIcIpatiOn m election campatgns received the lowest ratmg (a score of 61)

It may be that m both HaItI and Guatemala people are respondmg at least m part m terms of
their perceptIon of the utilIty of the effort As exhIbit 2 30 shows, m Haltt there IS a clear
relatIOnship between the extent to whIch people participate m commumty groups and theIr responses
regardmg support for people partlclpatmg m associatIOns or groups that try to resolve problems The
greater the level of partiCipatIOn, the greater the support for extenSIve participation overall, but
parttcularly for participation m commumty groups
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Support for Extensive Participation

Response Category

Election CampaIgn Community Groups

Legal Demonstration Composite Score
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by Level of Participation In Community Groups

Inclusive Participation One can support a wIde vanety of partICIpatory forms and stIll be
opposed to the nght of unpopular groups to partICIpate For thIS reason, we belteve that mclusIve,
rather than extensIve, partIcIpatIOn IS the more stnngent test of democratIC commItment Our
measure of mcluslve partICIpatIon IS dIVIded mto two battenes The first IS compnsed of three Items
that address OppOSItIOn to the suppreSSIOn of democratIc lIbertIes Respondents were asked to
mdIcate how much they would approve or disapprove of the government's prohIbItmg marches,
meetmgs of government cntIcs, and censorshIp of the medIa The second IS composed of four Items
compnsmg a measure of tolerance for the nght to dissent As the tolerance measure we ask the
extent to WhICh respondents belIeve that cntlcs of the government should be extended the nght to
vote, orgamze demonstratIOns, run for offIce, and use the radIO, televlSlon or the press to express
theIr opmIons

OpposItion to the SuppressIOn of Democratic LIbertIes Here we ask the respondents If
they would approve or dIsapprove of the government takmg actIOn to restnct CIvIl ltbertles
Respondents mdIcated of a scale of I to 10 how much they would agree or dIsagree WIth the
government If It (a) prohIbIted protests or peaceful demonstratIOns, (b) meetmgs m WhICh people
CrItIcIzed the form of government establIshed by the constItutIOn, and (c) the use of radIO or
teleVISIon to CrItICIze the form of government establIshed by the constItUtIon As WIth prevIOusly
deSCrIbed measures, we converted the responses to a scale rangmg from 0-100, WIth the hIgh end of
the scale mdIcatmg strong OppOSItIOn to the suppreSSIOn of the lIberty bemg deSCrIbed
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ExhIbIt 2 31 presents a summary of the responses As the exhIbIt shows, the ratmgs are very
hIgh, wIth 90 bemg the score for the composIte of the three measures There was very ltttle
dIfference III the responses gIven by men or women, by the respondents' level of partIcIpatIOn III

commumty groups, or by theIr abIlIty to read and wnte

Exhibit 231

OpposItion to the Suppression of Liberties
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There were also only mmor dIfferences when responses were analyzed III terms of age
groups, place of resIdence of the respondent, or level of partIcIpatIOn III commumty groups
Although stIll hIgh, respondents over 60 years of age were sIgmficantly less supportIve than the other
age groups (a composIte score of 82, as compared WIth 89 for those between 40 and 59 and over 90
for those 39 years of age or less) The dIfferences III age groups are mostly accounted for by the
responses regardmg support for peaceful demonstrations (a composIte score of 79 for those over 60,
as compared to a score of 90 for those under 40 years of age)

Tolerance for the RIght to DIssent The tolerance for the nght to dIssent Items are the most
stnngent test of attItudes toward democratic lIbertIes In these Items, we are askIllg respondents If
they are wIllIng to extend the CruCIal clvI1ltberties of the nght to vote, demonstrate, run for offIce,
and exerCIse free speech and access to the medIa to those who are cntIcs of theIr system of
government Not surpnsIllgly, approval of these hberties was substantially lower than It was for the
other, "eaSIer" tests of support for democratIc norms
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We also analyzed the responses m terms of gender, age, lIteracy, educatIOn level, type of
commumty where respondents lIve, and level of partIcIpatIOn III commumty groups The dIfferences
are relatIvely slIght and generally parallel to those reported for the OpposItIOn to suppreSSIOn of
dIssent There IS essentIally no difference among men and women (men score 55 and women 54)
Nor, for a change, IS there a meanmgful difference based on where people lIve Based on a multiple
regressIOn analysIs usmg these factors as well as the number of communIty groups m which people
partiCipate we conclude that education, and ItS close correlate -lIteracy, are the most powerful
predictors of tolerance for polItical dIssent There was also a relatIOnshIp, though much weaker, WIth
age, younger persons are somewhat more lIkely to be tolerant than theIr elders 18

Right To

Vote Run for Office Composite Score

Demonstrate Free Speech

80

60

The results for the specIfIc mdicators and for the composIte scale are presented m exhIbIt
2 32 Although lower than the other measures, the scores are stIll above the mid-pomt level, wIth
a composite score of 55 The relanvely low ratmg gIven to the Item dealmg WIth the nght to run for
publIc offIce, a score of 46, may be related to the legacy of the DuvalIer regImes and the about-to
expIre prohIbItIOns agamst former Duvahensts bemg allowed to run for offIce

100

Tolerance for Right to Dissent

I~ The scores range from 58 for respondents age 16-24 55 for those 25-39, 54 for those from 40-59, and 51 for
those 60 years and above

National Survey ofDemocratic Values In Halti

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



Amenca's Development Foundatwn

interestIngly, the relatIOn between partIcIpatIOn and tolerance IS not a straIght one For the
overall composIte IndIcator, and for each of Its four parts, there IS a substantial Increase m the level
of tolerance between respondents who partICIpate m no commumty groups (composIte score of 50)
and those who partICIpate In one or two (composIte score of 60) For each part, there IS then a drop
of 3 to 6 pomts between those who partICIpated m one or two groups and those who partICIpated m
more wIth the composite droppmg from 60 to 56 It may be that beyond some pomt, partICipatIOn
m many orgamzatIOns moves toward fanatICIsm If thIS IS so, the level of tolerance for dIssent would
qUite naturally declIne at the hIgher levels of partIcIpatIOn

Exhibit 233

InclUSive Participation Right to Dissent

Cross Nation Companson, Capitol City Data
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Source Central Amencan data from UniV of Pittsburgh Central American

Public Opinion ProJect, 1992

To put these responses WIth respect to polItical tolerance m a cross natIOnal context, we
compared the levels m HaitI to the natIOnal household surveys m Guatemala usmg the same set of
Items (1993 and 1995), and to the earlIer SIX natIOn study of capItal CIty regIOns WhICh used the same
scale as well The national level results from Haiti are somewhat hIgher than those from Guatemala
Compared to HaitI'S level of 55, Guatemala's level In 1993 was 44, and III 1995 It was 49 ExhIbIt
233 proVides a companson of the results from Haiti's Port-au-Pnnce metropohtan area to
comparable areas m the countnes of Central Amenca for each of the four parts of the compOSIte
As the exhIbit shows, the results from Haiti are generally lower than for Panama, Honduras, and
Costa RIca, and hIgher than for Guatemala, NIcaragua and EI Salvador
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I INTERRELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SYSTEM SUPPORT AND TOLERANCE FOR DISSENT

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

" High support but low tolerance - Systems WIth thIS combmatIOn are relatIvely stable (because
of the hIgh system support), but they are generally undemocratIc They are systems whIch tend
toward olIgarchIC rule In whIch democratic nghts are restncted

" Low support and low tolerance - ThIS SItuatIon IS symptomatIc of, or leads to, democratIc
breakdown IfdemocratIc mstltutIons eXIst, overtIme the current polItIcal system IS lIkely to be
replaced by one whIch IS autocratIC If already autocratIC, real change IS unlIkely

October 199749

" Low support but high tolerance - ThIS combmatIOn IS conSIdered to be one of mstabilIty
ThIS IS not necessanly a SItuatIOn of reduced CIVIl lIbertIes, and It IS dIffIcult m thIS SItuatIon to
predIct whether the InstabIlIty WIll result m greater democratIzatIon or a protracted perIod of
mstabIlIty, perhaps charactenzed by conSIderable VIOlence The mstabIlIty could serve to force
the system to deepen Its democracy, espeCIally when the values tend toward polItIcal tolerance
Or In a more authorItanan context, the InstabIlIty could lead to the breakdown of the regIme and
Its replacement WIth democracy

" High support and high tolerance - ThIS combmatIOn IS predIcted to be the most polItIcally
stable democratIc case HIgh support IS needed m noncoerclve envIronments for the system to
be stable, and tolerance IS needed for the system to remam democratIC Systems WIth thIS
combmatIOn of attItude are lIkely to expenence a deepenmg of democracy

It has been argued that polItIcal systems m WhICh the populatIon IS both tolerant and
supportIve of the system are lIkely to be stable democraCIes (for example, see SelIgson & JutkOWltz,
1995) Conversely, systems m whIch the populatIOn IS Intolerant and polItIcally alIenated are lIkely
headed for the breakdown of democracy - or to be unready for Its rIse

Essentially, when the complexIty IS reduced, system support can be eIther hIgh or low
LIkeWIse, so can tolerance Thus, an exhIbIt representmg all the pOSSIble combmatIOns of system
support and polItIcal tolerance has four cells

The results of relatmg the two variables for the Haiti survey are presented m exhIbIt 2 34
As the exhIbIt shows, about a quarter (24%) of the populatIon IS m the "hIgh" zone WIth respect to
tolerance and system support, and about a thIrd (35%) IS m what we have charactenzed as the
unstable democracy cell If the underlymg lOgIC of thIS analySIS holds, thIS ImplIes a relatIvely
SIzable proportIOn of the populatIOn (35%) WIth values that are SupportIve of democracy but who are
not supportIve of the polItIcal system as they know It ThIS suggests a reservOIr of support for
actIons that are perceIved as changmg the system along democratIC lInes

To gam some perspectIve, we can compare the HaitI to data collected from Costa RIca, El
Salvador, Guatemala, and NIcaragua m 1995 ExhIbIt 2 35 proVIdes such comparIsons The data
from Costa RIca, El Salvador and NIcaragua are based on surveys conducted only III the capItal
CItIes, whIle the Guatemala data were collected through a natIonWIde survey Smce the
questIonnaIres used were SImIlar to that used III HaIti, but not exactly the same, the comparIsons
must be made cautIOusly

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values In Baltz
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ExhIbIt 2 34

RelatIonshIp Between Tolerance and System Support In HaItI
(percent of PopulatIOn In each cell)

I I Tolerance I
System Support HI~h Low

HIgh Stable (deepenmg) Authontanan OlIgarchy
Democracy

(24%) (20%)

Low Unstable Democracy DemocratIc Breakdown

(35%) (21 %)

The overall pattern of the data for Ham IS qUIte dlfferent than for any of the Central Amencan
countnes The proportIOn of the populatIOn m the two cells SupportIve of democratIc lIbertIes (59%)
is hIgher than for any of the other countnes, and those III the cell least favorable to democracy (21 %)
lS lower than m any of the countnes except Costa RIca

ExhIbIt 2 35

Jomt DIstrIbutIOn of System Support and Tolerance
In Selected Central AmerIcan CountrIes and HaltI*

Stable Unstable Sum of AuthOrItarIan DemocratIc
Democracy Democracy Democracy Oh~archy Breakdown

% % % % %

Costa RIca 46 8 54 41 5

El Salvador 26 21 47 29 24

Guatemala 18 37 55 17 28

HaItI 24 35 59 20 21

NIcaragua 19 35 54 16 30

* Data for Costa RIca, El Salvador and NIcaragua are from capItal CItIes obtaIned as part of the Umverslty of
PIttsburgh Central Amenca PublIc OpInIOn Project, 1991-1995 (SelIgson, 1995) Data for Guatemala are from

the 1995 natIonal household survey conducted by Development AssocIates
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GIven the dIsmal economIC and unsettled polItICal condItIOns of HaItI m the Spnng of 1997,
these are essentIally posItIve results However, the more detaIled analysIs of the relatIOnshIps shown
In exhIbit 2 36 leaves a somewhat dIfferent ImpressIOn

It may be that the relatIvely hIgh proportIOn of the populatIOn from Isolated rural areas m the
stable democracy cell (33%) IS pnmarIly a reflection of the Irrelevance of the state m theIr lIves As
mdependent peasant farmers, they may be relatIvely tolerant of, when not mdlfferent to, a state that
does not dIrectly abuse them But as the HaItian populatIOn becomes less rural, mamtammg
mdlfference to the state becomes more dIfficult The negatIve relatIOnshIp between proXImIty to the
organs of the state and values supportmg democratIc stabIlIty IS pronounced, and the dIfference
between Port-au-PrInce and the rest of the country IS dramatIc Clearly, accordmg to these results,
the populatIon of metropolItan Port-aU-PrInce IS the most polItIcally volatIle And thIS IS certaInly
conSIstent WIth polItIcal behaVIOr

But It IS also Important to note that the reSIdents of the Port-au-PrInce metropolItan area are
by far the least mclIned to support authorItanan rule Taken together, thIS suggests HaItI WIll remam
m a state of tranSItIon and turmOIl untIl a polItICal system conSIstent WIth ItS populatIOn's strong
underlymg OrIentatIOn toward polItIcal lIberty IS perceIved by that populatIOn to be m place ThIS
m tum suggests, gIven the current condItIOn of the HaItIan economy and publIc serVIce delIvery
system, that lastIng POlItICal stabIlIty for HaItI WIll reqUIre substantIal effort and conSIderable tIme
The data from thIS survey mdlcate that for the most part the HaItIan people belIeve, In the abstract,
that theIr polItIcal InstItutIOns can work to the benefIt of the natIon, but they also have VIrtually no
confidence m theIr elected leaders at eIther the natIOnal or local levels SeemIngly, they would lIke
to belIeve that pOSItIve change IS pOSSIble, but theIr skeptICIsm IS also qUIte clear The challenge for
the government of HaItI, and for those who WIsh to help It succeed, IS to forge lInkages of trust
between the state and the people, perhaps for the fIrst tIme smce HaItI began ItS lIfe as a natIon The
challenge can also be stated as the need to buIld a state that IS as democratIC as that Ideal to WhICh
the HaItIan people are already commItted

Exhibit 2 36

JOInt DIstrIbutIOn of System Support and Tolerance
In HaitI by Type of CommunIty

(percent of PopulatIon In Each Cell)

Stable Unstable Authorltanan Democratic
Democracy Democracy Sum of Ohgarchy Break-down

(HIIHI) (HalLo) Democracy (LolHa) (LolLa)

Port-aU-PrInce 10% 46% 56% 14% 30%

Other Urban 20 41 60 19 21

Rural
Accessible 29 30 59 22 19

Rural not
Accessible 33 22 56 28 16
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Number of adults m household

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

ApPENDIX 1: QUESTIONNAIRE (ENGLISH)

Haitian Civil Society Household Questionnaire

October 1997AI-I

(Day/Month/Year) Date I I
LocatIOn (LSD, Communal SectIOn) PartIcIpant Sex
(Male or Female) PartIcIpant Age _
Start TIme End TIme _

InstructIOns to Interviewers Please complete the tnformatIOn requested below for each
mtervlew

No HmtIan citizens In the household
No one home
Refusal _ Incapable
Unavailable

IntroductIOn to Household Good day/evemng My name IS __ I am workmg for ASOSYE, an
orgamzatIOn WhICh IS studymg the people and culture of HaitI We would lIke to know people's
opmlons about their lIfe m Haiti and the way thmgs work here We chose your household m a
kmd of lottery of all households m thiS neighborhood What we need to do now IS pick one adult
m your household to talk to To choose that person sCientifically, I have to know the number of
people age 16 and over who live here So, mcludmg yourself, how many people age 16 and over
lIve, eat and sleep at thiS residence and are HaItian CItizens?

(If there IS Just one person age 16 and over, mtervIew that person If there are two or more) OK You
say there are adults Which one IS the oldest? and who comes after that? (after each
person IS named, ask) and slhe's a woman/man? (contmue untIl you have gone through the entIre
household)

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values In Halh
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Respondent Selection

Household Roster

List of Persons Age
III the House (startIll~ with oldest) Female Male

1 F M

2 F M

3 F M

4 F M

5 F M

6 F M

7 F M

8 F M

9 F M

10 F M

1 If there IS Just one person age 16 and over, IntervIew that person If there are two or more, go
to the Respondent ChOIce Table

2 Go to the Row m Part A that matches the number of adults over age 16 In the household

3 Move across thIS row to the next Person Number not crossed off

4 Cross off thIS number

5 Go back to the Household Roster and CIrcle the number of the person IndIcated In the
Respondent ChOIce Table

6 Ask to speak to the "(age) (sex)" Example "The table says I must mtervIew the 43 year old
male, IS he at home?"

(If potential respondent IS not at home, say) I'd like to talk With hlmlher today When would be a
good time to come back?

Name
Best tIme to come back (If applIcable)
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Part I Warmup/Knowledge of Institutions

(77) No response (99) Don't know

Based on what you know, do you agree or dIsagree With the followmg statements

(77) No response (99) Don't know

October 1997AI-3

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(I) the preSIdent,
(2) the pnme InlnIster,
(3) the national assembly/parlIament, or,
(4) all of the above?

(1) almost never,
(2) only some of the time,
(3) most of the tIme, or,
(4) almost always?

(8) other (explam)

I (PI) Some people seem to follow what's gomg on m local and natIOnal affairs of state most of the
time, whether there's an election or not Others aren't that mterested Would you say you
follow what's gomg on locally m commumty affairs

(1) almost never,
(2) only some of the time,
(3) most of the time, or,
(4) almost always?

IntroductIon to Selected Respondent Good day/evenmg My name IS I am workmg for
ASOSYE, an orgaruzatIon whIch IS studYing HaItIan people and culture We would lIke to know
a lIttle bit about your lIfe m HaIti and your opmlOns about the way thmgs work here The
questIOns wIll only take about 45 mmutes and the answers you gIve are completely confidential
There are no rIght or wrong answers, we Just want to know your thoughts May I begm?

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

2 (P2) Would you say you follow what's gomg on m natIOnal affairs

3 (V I) When we talk about the state (L'Etat) 10 HaitI, do you thmk of

4 (Kl) It IS SaId that It IS the Job of the pnme Inlllister of HaIti to enforce the laws of the natIOn Do
you agree or dIsagree?

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values In Haztz
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5 (K2) It IS Said that the pnme mInIster of Haiti IS appomted to office Do you agree or dIsagree?

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

6 (K3) Do you agree or dIsagree that the maIn Job of the natIOnal assembly/parhament In HaItI IS to
make laws?

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

7 (K4) Do you agree or dIsagree that members of the natIOnal assembly/parhament are chosen
through natIOnal electIOns?

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

8 (KS) AccordIng to the constItutIOn, the JustIce system In HaItI IS made up of the Supreme Court plus
other courts ofJustIce Are the Judges of these courts

(1) appoInted, or,
(2) elected?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

Part II EfficacylPartIclpatIon

9 (S 1) In general, do you thInk that the country today IS gOIng In the nght or wrong dIrectIOn?

(1) nght
(2) wrong

(77) No response (99) Don't know

10 (D1) Do you agree or disagree with the followmg statement?

All CItIzens should have the same chance for the state to hear them?

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

NatlOnal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Haltz Al-4 October 1997
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11 (E1) Do you beheve that people can have a VOIce m how the government operates by votmg m
electIOns?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

12 (E2) Do you beheve that by orgamzmg mto groups people can have a VOIce III how government
operates?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

13 (E3A) And what about the local level - can people have some VOIce m the way the mayor operates
by votmg m electIOns?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

14 (E3B) And the Communal SectIon AdITIlnIstratlve CouncIl (CASEC) - can people have a VOIce m
theIr affaIrs by votmg m electIOns?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

IS (E4) Can people express themselves to the mayor or CASEC by orgamzmg m aSSOCIatIOns?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

National Survey ofDemocratic Values m Hazti A1-S October 1997
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People partIcipate m many actIvities m their commumtIes - at home, at school, at work Let's
talk about your actiVItIes durmg the past vear For each actIVity that I name, please say If you
have partIcIpated never, once or tWIce, or more than tWIce Over the past year, how often have
you

I
-

Never Once or TWIce More Than NR DK
TWIce

16 (P3) talked WIth your famIly about local or 1
natIOnal Issues?

2 3 77 99

17 (P4) talked WIth your frIends about local 1 2 3 77 99
or natIonal Issues?

18 (PS) hstened to the radIO or watched 1 2 3 77 99
teleVISIOn or read newspaper artIcles
about local or natlOnalissues?

2 3 77 99
19 (P6) attended a publIc debate, polItIcal

rally or meetmg?
1 2 3 77 99

20 (P7) partIcIpated m a demonstratIon or
protest? 2 3 77 99

21 (P8) Have you ever run for pubhc office?
(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Hartz Al-6 October 1997



36 (P23) I have two questions about that group

Now I want you to thmk about the group you were most actIve m thIS past year

Amerzca's Development Foundation

In many commurntIes, people Jom different kmds of orgarnzatlOos as a way to help others, to help
themselves or Just to socialIze Let's talk about the orgarnzatIons you have participated m over the
past year For each of the followmg orgarnzatlOos, please say whether you have partIcipated over
the past year

77
77
77
77
77
77
77
77
77
77
77
77
77

NR

October 1997

2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2

No

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

Yes

A1-7

(77) No Response (99) Don't Know

Agncultural cooperatIve
Church or other relIgIOus group
Local commumty group or project
NGO project
Labor/trade umon
NeIghborhood COmmIttee
Peasant group
PolItIcal party
Pnvate busmess group
School COmmIttee
Sports club or aSSOCiatIOn
Student/youth group
Women's group

What role, If any, do these groups have m pubhc and pohtIcal affairs Do they

Yes No NR DK

(1) publIc diSCUSSions or debates? 1 2 77 99
(2) endorse candIdates for publIc office? 1 2 77 99
(3) conduct mformatIOn and/or medIa campaIgns? 1 2 77 99
(4) lead demonstratIons or protests? 1 2 77 99

(7) have no role m publIc and polItIcal affairs

FIrst, how do you choose your leaders m that group? Are they
(1) named
(2) elected
(3) appomt themselves
(4) or somethmg else

35 (P22)

22 (P9)
23 (PIO)
24 (PI 1)
25 (PI2)
26 (P13)
27 (PI4)
28 (PI5)
29 (PI6)
30 (PI7)
31 (PI8)
32 (PI9)
33 (P20)
34 (P2l)
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37 (P24)
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

Second, how are Important deCISIOns taken (m that group)?
all members have to agree
maJonty rules
the leaders vote among themselves, or
one or two leaders m the group decIde, or
some other way

(77) No Response (99) Don't Know

These next questions are about elections and votmg

38 (P25) How do you usually find out about events lIke electIOns'"

(1) Fanuly,
(2) Fnends,
(3) Newspaper,
(4) RadIO,
(5) TeleVISIOn,
(6) Work, or,
(7) Word of mouth?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

Please say If you agree or dIsagree WIth the followmg statement

39 (E5) Pubhc offiCIals don't care what people hke me dunk

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

40 (P26) Are you regIstered to vote?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

41 (P27) Have you ever voted?

(1) Yes (Go to questIon 42)
(2) No (Go to questIOn 43)

Nanonal Survey ofDemocratu: Values zn Haln Al·8 October 1997
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42 (P28) DId you vote m the last presIdentIal electIOn, that IS, the electIOn of December 17 1995?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

43 (P29) DId you vote m the electIOn before the presIdential electIon, when people voted for the
senate, deputy, mayor and CASEC?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

44 (P30) Have you ever worked for a polItICal party or a candIdate?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

45 (E6) In your OpInIOn, IS your vote very Important, somewhat Important, not very Important, or not
Important at all as a means of dlrectmg the deCISIOns of L'Etat?

(1) Not Important at all
(2) Not very Important
(3) Somewhat Important
(4) Very Important

(77) No response (99) Don't know

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values zn Hartz Al-9 October 1997
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Part ill Role of CItizens/Government

The Haitian constitutIOn gives you certam rights I'm gomg to mentIon some rights that cItizens
of Haiti mayor may not have For each, please say If you thInk you are or are not guaranteed this
right m the constitution

Yes No NR DK

46 (K6) Freedom of expreSSIOn 1 2 77 99
47 (K7) Right to bear arms 1 2 77 99
48 (K8) RIght to educatIon 1 2 77 99
49 (K9) RIght to good health 1 2 77 99
50 (KlO) Freedom to meet WIth and talk WIth 1 2 77 99

anyone
51 (Kll) RIght to mform government what actIOns 1 2 77 99

It should take
52 (K12) RIght to lIberty 1 2 77 99
53 (K13) RIght to own property 1 2 77 99
54 (K14) Freedom to practIce any relIgIOn 1 2 77 99
55 (K15) RIght to polIce protectIon 1 2 77 99
56 (KI6) RIght to work 1 2 77 99
57 (K17) RIght to good roads 1 2 77 99

Do you agree or disagree With the followmg statement?

58 (D2) It IS the role of natIOnal leaders to tell us exactly what to do and how to do It

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

59 (52) Do you thmk that natIOnal leaders are responSIve to what the people want

(1) almost never,
(2) only some of the tIme,
(3) most of the tIme, or,
(4) almost always?

(77) No response (99) Don't know
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I In HaIti there are many natIonal mstItutIons - lIke the Church, the Courts and the MedIa Thmk
about how much confidence you have that these dIfferent mstItutlOns are generally workmg m the
mterests of the people Now, I'm gomg to show you thIs card It has a scale of numbers from 1 to

I 7 1 means "none" or "no confidence at all" 7 means "a lot of confidence" You can choose any
number between 1 and 7 that best shows how much confidence you have For example, If I ask you
how much confidence you have that the medIa are generally workmg m the mterests of the people

I and you answer "3," that means that you have at least some confidence m the medIa but not a lot
Please use thIS card to answer these next few questions

I None A lot NR DK

60 (53) How much confidence do you have that the CatholIc 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I Church IS generally worktng m the mterests of the
people?

61 (54) How much confidence do you have that other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I religIOUS groups are generally worktng m the mterests
of the people?

62 (55) How much confidence do you have that the Haitian 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I National Police are generally worktng m the mterests
of the people?

63 (56) How much confIdence do you have that the JudiCiary 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I (courts Judges) IS generally worktng In the Interests of
the people?

64 (57) How much confIdence do you have that Labor/trade 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I Ull/ons are generally worktng In the mterests of the
people?

65 (S8) How much confidence do you have that the Media 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I (newspaper radiO teleVISIOn) IS generally worktng In
the Interests of the people?

I
66 (59) How much confIdence do you have that the NatIonal 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

Assembly or Parliament IS generally worlang m the
mterests of the people?

I
67 (510) How much confidence do you have that PolItical 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

parties are generally worktng m the mterests of the
people?

I
68 (Sl1) How much confidence do you have that the Permanent 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

Electoral CouncIl IS generally worlang m the mterests
of the people?

I
69 (512) How much confidence do you have that the PreSident 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

IS generally worlang m the mterests of the people?

70 (S13) How much confidence do you have that the Pnme 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99

I Mmlster IS generally workmg m the mterests of the
people?

I
I

National Survey ofDemocratlc Values m Haztl A1-11 October 1997
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71 (814) How much confidence do you have that the basic human nghts of those who hve m our
country are well protected?

None

2 3 4 5 6

A lot

7

NR

77

DK

99

72 (SI5) How much pnde do you feel to hve under the Haitian system of government?

None

2 3 4 5 6

A lot

7

NR

77

DK

99

In the HaItIan constItutIon, there IS a lIst of cItIzen's dutIes to the state and country I'm gomg to
read you a lIst of dutIes For each, please say "yes" If It IS your duty accordmg to the constItutIon
and "no" If It IS not

Yes No NR DK

73 (KI8) Defend HmtIif there is a war 1 2 77 99
74 (KI9) Respect and protect the enVironment I 2 77 99
75 (K20) Educate and improve yourself 1 2 77 99
76 (K21) Respect other people's nghts and freedoms 1 2 77 99
77 (K22) Pay taxes 1 2 77 99
78 (K23) Respect the constitutiOn 1 2 77 99
79 (K24) Provide aSSistance to persons m danger I 2 77 99
80 (K25) Respect the law 1 2 77 99
81 (K26) Vote 1 2 77 99
82 (K27) Respect the property of others 1 2 77 99

We were Just talkmg of the responsibIlity of CitIzens, now let's talk about the responsibilIties of the
government As I read thIs hst, please tell me what you beheve is the responsIbihty of the government,
or what is not itS responsibility

83 (V2) Collect taxes/revenues I 2 77 99
84 (V3) Assure a strong economy 1 2 77 99
85 (V4) Guarantee baSiC nghts 1 2 77 99
86 (V5) Mamtam natiOnal order/secunty 1 2 77 99
87 (V6) Provide educatiOn to all CItizens 1 2 77 99
88 (V7) Protect the health of all Citizens I 2 77 99
89 (V8) Provide baSiC mfrastructure and serVices I 2 77 99

like roads, schools, water
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92 (K29) CouncIl communales are made up of three members, mc1udmg the mayor

91 (K28) The members ofthe councIl communales and councIl sectIOn communales are appomted
to office

Based on what you know about local government, do you agree or dIsagree wIth the followmg
statements?

October 1997Al-13

(99) Don't know(77) No response

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) excellent,
(2) good,
(3) poor, or,
(4) very bad?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) Agree
(2) Disagree

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(8) other (explam)

90 (V9) When we talk about the local government, do you thmk of

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) Agree
(2) Disagree

(1) Agree
(2) DIsagree

(1) the mayor,
(2) the CASEC,
(3) the delegates/vIce-delegates, or,
(4) all of the above?

My next few questIons are about your local commumty here

Amenca's Development Foundation

93 (K30) The mam Job of delegates and vIce-delegates IS to coordmate and control publIc
serVIces

94 (SI6) Would you say that the publIc serVIces m thIs communal sectIOn are

National Survey ofDemocratic Values m Hazti
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Amenca's Development Foundatzon

95 (S 17) Do you thmk It is worthwhIle or do you thmk that It IS not worthwhIle to pay taxes to the
commune to enable It to provIde better serVice In thIS communal sectIOn?

(I) It IS worthwhIle to pay taxes
(2) It IS not worthwhIle to pay taxes

(77) No response (99) Don't know

96 (S 18) How easy IS it to approach the mayor and other elected offiCIals of your commune to
present your VIews or to seek theIr aSSIstance for a problem or concern you face?

(1) Very dIfficult
(2) Difficult
(3) Easy
(4) Very easy

(77) No response (99) Don't know

We've talked about dIfferent groups that you may have m your commumty and that you may
partIcIpate In I'm gOIng to name these groups agam For each, please say whether, In your
opImon, thIS group does not help at all, helps some, or helps a great deal to make thIS commumty
a better place to hve

97 (519)
98 (520)
99 (521)
100 (S22)
101 (S23)
102 (S24)
103 (525)
104 (526)
105 (527)
106 (528)
107 (S29)

Not at All Some A Great NR DK
Deal

Agncultural cooperatIves 1 2 3 77 99
Groups to protect nature 1 2 3 77 99
Human nghts groups 1 2 3 77 99
Labor/trade UnIons 1 2 3 77 99
NeIghborhood comrmttees 1 2 3 77 99
Peasant groups 1 2 3 77 99
Pnvate busmess groups I 2 3 77 99
School or UnIVerSIty groups I 2 3 77 99
Sports clubs or aSSOCIatIOns 1 2 3 77 99
Student or youth groups 1 2 3 77 99
Women's groups I 2 3 77 99

108 (S30) Do you thmk that the elected offiCials of your commune are responSIve to what the
people want

(1) almost never,
(2) only some of the time,
(3) most of the time, or,
(4) almost always

(77) No response (99) Don't know
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110 (S32) Who has responded better to help resolve the problems oftlus commumty? Would It be
the councl1/CASEC or the delegate/vIce delegate?

109 (S31) In your opmIOn, who has responded better to help resolve the problems of thIS
commumty? Would It be L'Etat or the commune?

Now we're gomg to use another card Tlus card has a scale of numbers between 1 and 10 1 means
you strongly agree and 10 means you strongly dIsagree On a scale of 1 to 10, how much would
you agree or dIsagree WIth the government If It

(77) No response (99) Don't know

October 1997AI-IS

Strongly Strongly
DIsagree Agree NR DK

prohIbIted protests or 12345 678910 77 99
peaceful demonstratIOns?

prohIbIted meetmgs m 12345 678910 77 99
WhICh people cnticized the
form of government that IS
estabhshed by the
ConstItutIOn?

prohIbIted the use of the 12345 678910 77 99
radIO or teleVISIon to
cntIcIze the form of
government establIshed by
the ConstItutIOn?

(1) L'Etat
(2) Commune
(3) CASEC
(7) No dIfference (they are all the same)
(8) Another group (speCIfy)

(7) No dIfference (they are all the same)

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) The councl1/CASEC
(2) The delegate/vIce delegate

112 (D4)

111 (D3)

113 (D5)

Amenca's Development FoundatIOn

Part IV DemocratIc AttitudeslValues
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Amenca's Development Foundatzon

People sometImes partIcipate m activItIes of different kmds m order to achieve an objectIve for
theIr commumty or group On a scale of 1 to 10, how much do you agree or disagree If people

114 (D6)

115 (D7)

116 (D8)

117 (D9)

118 (DIO)

119 (Dll)

120 (D12)

Strongly Strongly
DIsagree Agree NR DK

partICIpate In demonstratIOns 1 2 3 4 5 678910 77 99
permItted by law?

close of a street or hIghway? 1 2 3 4 5 678910 77 99

occupy empty houses or 1 2 3 4 5 678910 77 99
unoccupIed land?

occupy factones, offices or 12345 678910 77 99
bUIldmgs?

try to overthrow by force a 12345 6 7 8 9 10 77 99
government that has been
elected by the people?

partIcIpate m assocIatIOns or 1 2 3 4 5 678910 77 99
groups that try to resolve
commumty problems?

work for a polItIcal party or 12345 678910 77 99
candIdate dunng an electIOn
campaIgn?

There are people who always speak badly about, or agamst, whatever the government does,
whether It IS the current government, a past one, or one that may come m the future How much
do you agree or disagree that these persons should be perDlltted to

Strongly Strongly
DIsagree Agree NR DK

121 (DI3) vote? 12345 678910 77 99

122 (D14) partICIpate In peaceful 12345 678910 77 99
protests or demonstratIOns?

123 (DI5) run for publIc office? 12345 678910 77 99

124 (D16) use the radIO, teleVISIOn or 12345 678910 77 99
the press to express theIr
OpInIOns?

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Hartl Al-16 October 1997



I Amenca's Development Foundation

I How Important IS It that the followmg rights be guaranteed here m HaitI? Is It not Important at
all, not very Important, somewhat Important, or very Important that

I Not Not Very Somewhat Very NR DK

125 (DI7) one can choose from 1 2 3 4 77 99

I several partIes and
candIdates when

I
votIng?

126 (DI8) there IS freedom to 1 2 3 4 77 99
openly cntIcIze the

I
government?

127 (DI9) stabIlIty and order are 1 2 3 4 77 99
mamtamed?

I 128 (D20) honest electIOns are 1 2 3 4 77 99
held regularly?

I 129 (D21) the JUdICIary pumshes 1 2 3 4 77 99
the gUIlty no matter

I
who they are?

130 (D22) the medIa are free to 1 2 3 4 77 99
report the news WIthout

I government
censorshIp?

I
131 (D23) everyone can freely 2 3 4 77 99

practIce theIr relIgIOn?

I
132 (D24) the polIce are under 1 2 3 4 77 99

CIVIlIan control?

I
133 (D25) everyone has the 1 2 3 4 77 99

freedom to orgamze?

I
I am gomg to read these statements agam Please tell me If you thmk the statement describes our
country or not Do you belIeve that III HaIti

I Yes No NR DK

134 (D26) one can choose from several 2 77 99

I candIdates when votmg?

135 (D27) one can choose from several 2 77 99

I
partIes when votmg?

136 (D28) there IS freedom to openly 1 2 77 99
cntIcize the government?

I
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Yes No NR DK

137 (D29)

138 (D30)

139 (D31)

140 (D32)

141 (D33)

142 (D34)

143 (D35)

stabIlIty and order are
mamtamed?

honest electIOns are held
regularly?

the JudIcIary pUnIshes the gUIlty
no matter who they are?

the medIa are free to report the
news wIthout government
censorshIp?

everyone can freely practIce
theIr relIgIOn?

the polIce are under CIvIlIan
control?

everyone has the freedom to
orgamze?

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

77

77

77

77

77

77

77

99

99

99

99

99

99

99

Part V PragmatIsmIRItuahsm

RltuahsmIRabonahsm

144 (VlO) What do you thmk IS the pnncIpal functIOn of the State?

(1) to defend natIOnal tradItIons (values), or
(2) to respond to the decIsIOns of the CItIzenry?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

145 (V 11) What IS the pnnclpal reason why people obey the law?

(1) because It IS an oblIgatIOn, or
(2) because It allows people to lIve together better?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

146 (V12) What IS the pnncIpal reason why people vote?

(1) because It IS an oblIgatIOn of bemg a CItizen, or
(2) because you can mfluence publIc polIcy?

(77) No response (99) Don't know
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151 (V17) Is the pnncIpal functIOn of education to remforce the uruty of the famIly?

152 (VIS) Is the pnncIpal functIon ofthe school to prepare mdIvlduals to earn a hvmg?

150 (V16) Should the pnncIpal functIOn of the State be concern for the well be10g of the famIly?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

October 1997Al-19

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) by the moralIty he dIsplays 10 deal10g wIth others, or
(2) by hIS personal relIgIOus faIth?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) by hIS posItIOn 10 socIety, or
(2) by hIS talents and capabIlItIes?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(1) by hIS famIly positIOn, or
(2) by hIS personal accomplIshments?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(1) Yes
(2) No

147 (V13) Is It best to judge a person

ASCrIptIon!AchIevement

148 (V14) Is It best to judge a person

149 (V15) Is It best to judge a person

Amenca's Development Foundatwn

OrgamcIstiAutonomous
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Amenca's Development Foundation

153 (V19) Should educatmg a student be free?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

154 (V20) Should the educatIOn of a student be free wIthout the mfluence of a church?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

155 (V2l) Is the most Important functIOn of educatIOn to remforce the famIly umt?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response (99) Don't know

Part VI .JudIcIal System

Now we wIll turn to talkmg about the JudIcIal system

156 (Zl) Would you say that to report a cnme to the polIce, or to another representatIve of the
state, IS a thmg that IS

(1) very dIfficult
(2) dIfficult, or
(3) easy

(77) No response (99) Don't know

157 (Z2) Would you say that the JudIcIal system treats everyone equally?

(1) almost never
(2) once m a whIle
(3) often enough, or
(4) almost always

(77) No response (99) Don't know
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(1) Yes
(2) No

(1) Yes
(2) No

(1) Yes
(2) No

October 1997Al-21

In the last 12 months, have you or a member of your faffilly been the vIctIms of a
robbery?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

(77) No response (99) Don't know

In the last 12 months, have you or a member of your farruly been the vIctIms of a rape
or phySIcal assault?

In the last 12 months, have you or a member ofyour farruly been the VIctIms of any other
cnmes?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

If a cnme was cornrrutted In your neIghborhood, do you tlunk you would get JustIce In

the hands of

(77) No response (99) Don't know

When you have encountered the polIce, or a JustIce of the peace, or other member of
tnbunal, dId they treat you

(1) the pohce and courts
(2) commumty leaders
(3) farruly or frIends of the vIctIm, or
(4) the vIctIm hImself

(1) very well
(2) well
(3) badly,
(4) very badly

158 (Z3)

159 (04)

161 (Z6)

160 (Z5)

162 (Z7)

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Haltz
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Part VII Participation

163 (PAl) Why don't you partICIpate In more actIVItIes WhIch could change your commumty? Is
It because

(1) you have no time,
(2) there IS nothIng that Interests me,
(3) my fmruly doesn't want me to, or
(4) I am afraid, It could gIve me or my farmly problems

(77) No response

164 (PA2) Why don't you partiCIpate III more polItIcal actIVIties? Would you say It was because

(1) you don't have time,
(2) It doesn't Interest me,
(3) my farmly doesn't want me to, or
(4) I am afraId, It could gIVe me or my famIly problems

(77) No response

PartVrn Demographics

Fmally, I'd lIke to ask you a few questIons about yourself

165 (age) How old are you?

(77) No response (99) Don't know

166 (SEl) Do you know how to read or wnte French?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response

167 (SE2) Do you know how to read or wnte Creole?

(1) Yes
(2) No

(77) No response

168 (SE3) What IS the hIghest level of schoolIng you have completed?

(77) No response
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174 (SE9) WhIch do you conSIder to be your pnmary language?

(1) HaItIan Creole
(2) French
(3) Both

170 (SE5) Do you receive wages for the work you do?

(77) No response

October 1997

NR

77

77

77

77

77

77

No

2

2

2

2

2

2

Al-23

1

1

1

1

1

(77) No response

(77) No response

(77) No response

What IS your pnmary occupatIOn? _

RadIo

(77) No response

Please tell me If your house has

Yes

RefrIgerator

Washmg machme

AutomobIle or truck

Telephone

TeleVISIOn

(1) CatholIc,
(2) Protestant,
(3) Voodoo, or,
(4) Some other relIgIOn?
(7) None

(1) Yes (Go to q 170)
(2) No (Go to q 171)

(1) Yes
(2) No

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

169 (SE4) Do you work In agnculture?

171 (SE6)

172 (SE7) What IS your relIgIOn?

Amenca's Development Foundatton

173 (SE8)
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THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR TIME

InterVIewers Please answer the followmg questIOns

Language used m mtervIew? (1) HaitIan Creole
(2) French
(3) Both

Respondent cooperatIOn? (1) Very cooperative
(2) CooperatIve
(3) Not very cooperatIve

Household IsolatIOn? (1) Urban
(2) Rural, accessIble by car
(3) Rural, not accessIble b car

I certIfy that I personally conducted the mterview of _
name of person mterviewed

held on at _

date locatIOn

SIgnature
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Enfomasyon pou ankete yo Tanpn sonje pour ranph enfomasyon anba yo pou chak entevlOu

Konesans ak moun kay yo Bonjou!bonswa Mwen rele Map travay pou yon

ogamzasyon kl rele ASOSYE k ap fe yon gade pou nve konprann pep aYlsyen ak kIltl 11 Nou ta

renmen gen dlzon w sou jan w ap VIV nan peYl d AYltl epltou sou Jan bagay yo ap mache Nou te

SeVl ak yon system lotn nan katye a pou ChWazl kay ou pamI anpl1lot kay Sa nou bezwen fe kounye

a se chwazl yon moun ran fanrru a, pou sa fok mwen konnen kantlte moun k1 VIV, k1 manJe e kI dOmI

lSIt la e kl gen 16 lane oswa plphs, fok mwen konnen tou kIles kl sltwayen aYlsyen

_Padako

_Pa gen pyes moun nan kay la

October 1997A2-I

Uoufml _

Dat _/_1_

Amerzca's Development Foundanon

ApPENDIX 2' QUESTIONNAIRE (CREOLE)

ANKET SOSYETE SIVIL AYISYEN

_Pa gen okenn sltwayen Aylsyen nan kay la

Anplasman (1okallte ak Seksyon kommal) _

(Jou/mwa/ane)

Dl Sl patlSlpan an se fl ou gason __ Laj PatlSlpan an _

Kantlte granmoun nan kay la _

U ou komanse a

Nanonal Survey ofDemocrahc Values m Haln
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Amenca's Development Foundatzon

Tabla Menal/Kav yo

LIS Non Moun nan Kay la

I
LOd laj you

I
Eske se

fl/gason

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

• 51 gen yon grenn moun kl gen 16 lane ou pbs, mtevyouve moun sa a SI gen 2 ou pbs,

gade bs tabla moun kl ChW3Z1 pou pale a

• Ale nan kolon nan pat! kt make A kl koresponn ak kantIte granmoun nan kay la kl gen 16

lane au pIts

• Sob nan ranje sa a pou nve sou pwochen moun nan pwochen mmero kt pa make epl make

I

• Tounen nan tabla menaj/kay yo epl fe yon wonn toutotou mmero kl endlke sou tab chwa

moun kl dwe pale a

• Mande pale ak (laj) (seks) Egzanp Tablo a dl fok mwen pale ak msye k.t gen 431ane, eske
It la? Non Moun Nan _

(SI moun au slpoze kesyonen a pa nan kay la, dl ) Mwen ta renmen pale ak It jodl a Klle mwen ta

ka retounen?
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2 (P2) Eske ou ka dl ou SWIV sa k ap pase nan zafe l2ID2J!:

3 (V 1) Le nou pale de leta nan peYl d AyItI, sa sa vIe dl pou OU

Pall I DetantIKonesans ensltItIsyon yo

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(I) Preske Janmen,

(2) Yon Ie konsa,

(3) Ase souvan, oubyen

(4) Preske tout tan?

(77) Pa reponn

(1) PrezIdan an,

(2) Premye mlms la,

(3) Chanm depIte ak chanm senate/palman an oswa,

(4) Tout ansanm?
(8) LOt (Ekspltke)

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

(I) Preske ]anmen,

(2) Yon Ie konsa,

(3) Ase souvan, oubyen

(4) Preske tout tan?

(77) Pa reponn

Konesans ale moun au chwazl pou pale Bon]oulbonswa Map travay pou yon ogamzasyon kr rele

ASOSYE k ap fe yon gade pou fIve konprann pep aYlsyen ak kIltl h Nou ta renmen au pale n yon

tI kras de au epItou nou ta renmen gen dlzon w w sou kl]an bagay yo ap pase nan peYl d AYltl

Kesyon n ap mande yo pap pran plphs pase 45 mlmt e nou vIe w konnen ke non w pap repete e pa

pral paret nan rapo kl gen pou fet yo Epr tou pa gen repons kI bon ale repons kr pa bon Se sa w

panse a kI enterese nou Eske nou ka komanse?

1 (PI) KIt gen eleksyon, kIt pa gen eleksyon, sanble gen phzye moun kl touJou SWIV sa k ap fet

bo lakay yo oswa nan peYl a, nan zare leta Gen lot moun kl pa telman enterese Eske ou

menm ou se yon moun kI SWIV sa k ap pase omvo lokal, nan zafe kommote w

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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(99) Pa konnen

Amenca's Development Foundation

Dapre sa'w konnen, eske w dako oubyen on pa dako ak pawol sIla yo
4 (Kl) Yo dl, se dJob premye mlms d Ayltl a pou ranfose lalwa peYI an

(1) Eske ou dako, oubyen

(2) Ou pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

5 (K2) Yo dl se prezldan an kl nonmen premye mlms peyla pou dJob 11

(1) Eske ou dako, oubyen

(2) Ou pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

6 (K3) Eske ou dako, oubyen ou pa dako ke travay pI enpotan chanm deplte ak senate an Ayltl a

se fe lwa yo

(1) Dako

(2) Pa dako

(77) Pa reponn

7 (K4) Eske ou dako, oubyen ou pa dako ke yo Chwazl deplte ak senate yo nan eleksyon nasyonal

nan tout peYIa

(1) Dako

(2) Pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

8 (K5) Dapre konstltlsyon an, k1 se manman lwa peyla, system laJIstls an Ayltl sotl koukasasyon

ak phzye lot tnbmal pou nve nan JIJ depe Eske JIJ kl plede nan tnbmal slla yo

(1) Yo mete yo, oswa

(2) Yo vote yo

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

Pat! II Efikaslte/patIslpasyon

9 (51) An jeneral eske ou kwe jounen jOdl a peYI a ap SWIV yon bon chlmen oswa yon move

chlmen?

(1) Bon

(2) Move

(77) Pa reponn

Nattonal Survey ofDemocrattc Values zn Baztt
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12 (E2) Eske au kwe au ka gen dlzon w nan zafe leta Ie nou ogamze n?

(1) WI

(2) Non

11 (E I) Eske ou kwe ou ka gen dlzon w nan zafe leta Ie au vote nan eleksyon?

(1) WI

(2) Non

15 (E4) Eske ou ka gen dIzon w nan zafe maJIstra au KASEK Ie ou ogamze an asosyasyon?

(1) WI

(2) Non

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

10 (D 1) Eske au dako oubyen au pa dako ak pawol mwen pral dIW la yo

Tout sItwayen ta dwe gen menm chans pou leta tande yo

(1) Dako

(2) Pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

13 (E3A) E omvo lokal- eske ou ka gen dIzon w nan zafe maJIstra kommalle au vote nan

eleksyon'}

(1) WI

(2) Non

14 (E3B) E KASEK yo - eske au ka gen dIzon w nan zafe maJIstra kommalle au vote nan

eleksyon?

(1) WI

(2) Non

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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Amenca's Development Foundation

Moun patlslpe nan anpd aktlVlte nan kOInmote yo -lakay yo, nan lekol, nan travay yo Ann
fe yon b pale sou akbvlte ou te antreprann lane kl sot pase a Pou chak aktlvlte mwen
nonmen, tanpn dl m SI ou te patlslpe Janmen, 1 ou 2 fwa, pbs pase 2 fwa Nan ane kl sot pase
a, konbyen fwa ou te

Janmen 1 on 2 fwa Phs pase 2 fwa PR PK

16 (P3) pale ak fannu w sou sak pase OOlVO 2 3 77 99
lokal ou nasyonal?

17 (P4) konbyen fwa out te pale ak fannu w 1 2 3 77 99
sou sak pase nan peym e bo lakay au?

18 (PS) konbyen fwa out te koute nan radyo

gade nan televlzyon/h ahk nan Jouna! 1 2 3 77 99
sou sou sak pase omvo loka! ou

nasyonal?

19 (P6) konbyen fwa ou te aSlste yon deba

pIbhk, oswa yon 1llltmg? 2 3 77 99

20 (P7) konbyen fwa out te patlSlpe nan yon

mamfestasyon? 1 2 3 77 99

21 (P8) Eske ou te Janrn prezante tet ou korn kandlda?

(1) WI

(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn

National Survey ofDemocratic Values m Harh

(99) Pa konnen
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Amenca's Development Foundation

Mwen pral nonmen kek tIp ogamzasyon swa bo lakay ou oubyen nan tout peyIa kote moun ka

patIslpe ladan yo Pou chak sa nap dlW la yo mwen ta renmen ou dl m nan ane kl sot pase a,

SI WI ou non ou te patIslpe

WI Non PR

22 (P9) KoperatIv agnkol I 2 77

23 (PIO) Leghz au lot gwoup rehJye 1 2 77

24 (PI I) PwoJe kommote I 2 77

25 (PI2) PwoJe 6gams y yorele ONG I 2 77

26 (P13) Sendlka I 2 77

27 (PI4) Komlte katye I 2 77

28 (PI5) Gwoupman peylzan I 2 77

29 (PI6) Patl pohtlk I 2 77

30 (PI7) Gwoup sekte pnve I 2 77

31 (PI8) Komlte lekol 1 2 77

32 (PI9) Khb espo ou asosyasyon I 2 77

33 (P20) Gwoupman Jenletldyan I 2 77

34 (P21) Gwoupman fanm I 2 77

35 (P22) Mwen ta renmen konnen wol gwoup sa yo Jwe nan zafe plbhk ak pohtIk Eske

yo

WI Non pR pK

(1) Kon'n fe chlta tande on bwase hde? I 2 77 99

(2) Bay SIPO pon kandlda non eleksyon? 1 2 77 99

(3) Oganlze kanpay enfomasyon ak fomasyon? oubyen I 2 77 99

(4) Fe mamfestasyon? 1 2 77 99

(7) Pa Jwe okenn wol nan zafe plbhk ak pohtlk? 1 2 77 99

36 Fe yon tl refleksyon sou gwoup kote ou te pI aktIf nan ane kl sot pase a Mwen gen 2

kesyon sou gwonp sIla a (Mete yon tl wonn toutoton tout mmewo kt reponn a kesyon slla

a)

Premyeman, klJan nann Chwazl hde yo? Eske yo

(1) nonmen yo?

(2) eske yo vote yo?

(3) ChWazl pwop tet you?

(4) lot?

(77) Pa reponn

(99) Pa konnen
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Amenca's Development Foundation

37 Dezyemman, kIjan desIzyon enpotan yo pran? Eske (Mete yon tl wonn toutotou tout

mmewo ki reponn a kesyon siia a )

(1) tout manm yo pran desIzyon Ie yo tout vote,

(2) tout manm yo pran desIzyon Ie maJonte yo vote,

(3) lIde yo nan gwoup la pran desIzyon Ie yo vote, oubyen

(4) youn ou de hde nan gwoup la pran desIzyon

(5) lot

(77) Pa reponn

(99) Pa konnen

Pwochen kesyon yo gen arevwa ak eleksyon ak vote

38 (P23) Nomalman, klJan ou pran nouvel tankou eleksyon, Ie yap fet?

(1) Nan bouch fanml,

(2) Nan bouch zanmI,

(3) lounal,

(4) Radyo,

(5) Televlzyon,

(6) Nan travay, ou

(7) Tele dyo!?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

Mwen ta renmen ou dl m 51 OU dako oubyen ou pa dako ak pawol nou pral dlla yo

39 (E5) Mwen pa kwe moun yo te vote yo, enterese nan sa w panse

(1) Dako

(2) Pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

40 (P24) Eske ou pran kat elektoral ou?

(1) WI

(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Hartz
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42 (P26) Eske ou te vote nan denye eleksyon prezidansyella, eleksyon 17 Desanm 1995?

43 (P27) Eske ou te vote nan eleksyon avan eleksyon prezldan an, Ie moun t ap vote pou

senate, pou deplte, pou maJlstra ak pou KASEK?

45 (E6) Eske au kwe vot ou tre enpotan, yon tl kras enpotan, pa two enpotan, oubyen pa gen okenn

enpotans, kom mwayen pou bay dlzon W sou fason leta ap mache?

Amenca's Development Foundation

October 1997A2-9

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

Eske ou te janm vote?

(1) WI

(2) Non

Eske au Janm travay pou yon patl pohtlk oswa pou yon kandlda?

(1) WI

(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn

(1) Pa gen okenn enpotans

(2) Pa two enpotan

(3) TI kras enpotan

(4) Tre enpotan

(1) WI

(2) Non

41 (P25)

(I) WI

(2) Non

(SI repons la te WI, ale nan kesyon 42) (SI repons la te non, ale nan kesyon 44)

44 (P28)

National Survey ofDemocratic Values zn Hazti
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Amenca's Development Foundatzon

PatI III Wol sitwayen yo/Gollvenman an

KonstItIsyon peYI d AYltI ban nOll seten dwa Mwen pral site kek dwa sitwayen peYI d AYltI

ka genyen oswa ka pa genyen POll chak, mwen ta renmen w dl m Sl Oll kwe WI Oll non ke dwa

sa a garantI dapre konstItIsyon an?

WI Non PR PK

46 (K6) Libete pou pale 1 2 77 99

47 (K7) Dwa pall pate zam 1 2 77 99

48 (K8) Dwa a lelevasyon 1 2 77 99

49 (K9) Dwa a lasante 1 2 77 99

50 (KlO) Llbete pall chlta pale ak kontre nenpat kI 1 2 77 99

mOlln

51 (Kll) Dwa pall dl gouvenman an ki aksyon h 1 2 77 99

ta dwe pran

52 (KI2) Dwa pall hb e hbe 1 2 77 99

53 (K13) Dwa pall gen byen 1 2 77 99

54 (KI4) Libete pou pratike rehJyon all vIe 1 2 77 99

55 (KI5) Dwa pall gen pwoteksyon lapohs 1 2 77 99

56 (KI6) Dwa pall travay 1 2 77 99

57 (KI7) Dwa pou gen bon Jan wout 1 2 77 99

Eske Oll dako onbyen eske on pa dako ak sa mwen pral dl ?

58 (D2) Se weI dlfljan nou yo pou yo dl nOll tout sa nou dwe fe e klJan pou nou fe h

(1) Daka

(2) Pa dake

(77) Pa repann (99) Pakonnen

59 (S2) Eske ou kwe dlflJan nOll yo reponn a sa pep aYIsyen an vIe?

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Preske Janmen,

Yon Ie konsa,the tIme,

Asesouvan,oubyen

Preske tout tan?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen
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Amenca's Development Foundation

An AYltI gen anpd ensbbsyon nasyonal tankou legbz, tnbmal ak lapres epl Jounal Reflechl

Sl ou fe dJferan enstIbsyon sa yon konfyans, ke y ap travay an Jeneral pOll byennet pep aYlsyen

!ill Kounye a mwen pral montre w kat sda a kl gen yon nechel kl sotl nan chIf (1) pou rIve nan

chlf (7) (1) vie dl "m pa fe konfyans dltou" e (7) vie dl "m fe yo konfyans anpd" Ou ka

chwazl nenpot kl chlf soh (1) rIve nan (7) Pa egzanp SI w mande eske on fe Jonnabs yo

konfyans deske yap travay pou byennet pep aylsyen an epl repons la te "3", sa vie dl ou gen

yon resanblans konfyans ou fe jounahs yo, men se pa anpd Tanprl ltIhze kat sIla a pOll

reponn a pwochen kesyon yo

DltOll Anpil PR PK

60 (53) An Jeneral k1 konfyans au fe legltz katoltk deske 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
lap travay pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

61 (54) K1 konfyans Oll mete nan lot gwoup reltJye deske 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
yap travay pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

62 (55) K.J konfyans ou Ie Polls Nasyonal d AyItI deske 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
yap travay pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

63 (56) K.J konfyans ou Ie la JISlls (tnbmal JIJ yo) deske 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
yap travay pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

64 (57) K.J konfyans Oll Ie Sendlka yo deske yap travay 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

65 (58) K.J konfyans ou fe Jounalts yo deske yap travay 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
pou byennet pep aylsyen an?

66 (59) KJ konfyans ou Ie senate ak deplte deske yap 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
travay pou byennet pep aYlsyen an?

67 (510) K1 konfyans Oll Ie pall poltllk yo deske yap 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
travay pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

68(511) K.J konfyans Oll Ie Konsey elektoral deske lap 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
travay pOll byennet pep aYlsysen an?

69 (512) K.J konfyans Oll Ie Prezldan an deske lap travay 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
pOll byennet pep aYlsyen an?

70 (513) KJ konfyans Oll Ie Prernye MIDIS la deske lap 2 3 4 5 6 7 77 99
travay pou byennet pep aYlsyen an?

•
Natzonal Survey ofDemocratic Values m Hmti A2-11 October 1997

I



Amenca's Development Foundation

71 (SI4) Nan kl meZI ou kwe dwa moun byen pwoteJe an AYltl'J

DltOll

1 2 3 4 5 6

AnpIl

7

PR

77

PK

99

72 (SI5) Nan kl meZI ou fye fason leta aYIsyen ap mennen bak h JounenJodl a'J

Dltou

1 2 3 4 5 6

Anpll PR

7 77

PK

99

Nan konstItIsyon peYI d AYltI gen yon sen devwa yon sltwayen dwe genyen anve leta e anve

peYI a Mwen pral II yon lis de dwa sa yo POll chak, mwen ta renmen OU dl m Sl WI ou kwe

se devwa w dapre konsbbsyon an oubyen repons la se non Sl ou pa kwe se devwa w

WI Non PR PK

73 (KI8) Goumen pou defann aYltI SI gen lage I 2 77 99
74 (KI9) Respekte e pwoteJe lanatl 1 2 77 99
75 (K20) Chache gen phs lespn epl chache

VIn pI fo chak JOu 1 2 77 99
76 (K21) Respekte dwa ak hbete lot moun 1 2 77 99
77 (K22) Peye taks oswa enpo I 2 77 99
78 (K23) Respekte kOnStItlsyon an I 2 77 99
79 (K24) Pote sekou bay moun k1 an danje 1 2 77 99
80 (K25) Respekte lalwa 1 2 77 99
81 (K26) Vote 1 2 77 99

82 (K27) Respekte byen lot moun I 2 77 99

Nou sot pale responsabdlte sltwayen a, kounye a an nou pale responsabllIte gouvenman an

Pandan map II lis la, tanpn dl m kde ou kwe se responsabllitIe gouvenman oubyen kde se pa

responsabilite I

83 (V3) Ranmase taks/revm I 2 77 99
84 (V4) ASHe gen yon ekonoml kl djanm 1 2 77 99
85 (V5) GarantI dwa de baz yo 1 2 77 99
86 (V6) Kenbe lbd/sekmte nasyonal I 2 77 99
87 (V7) Mete edlkasyon pou tout sltwayen 1 2 77 99
88 (V8) Pwoteje lasante tout sltwayen aYIsyen 1 2 77 99
89 (V9) Mete enfraestnktl ak seVIS de baz tankou

(Wout, lekol, dIo) 2 77 99

Natr.onal Survey ofDemocrahc Values zn Hath A2-12 October 1997
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Amenca's Development Foundatzon

Pwochen kesyon yo gen pOll we ak kOIIllnote w la

Dapre konesans on, eske on dako oswa on pa dako sou sa mwen pral dl?

91 (K28) Yo nonmen manm katel ma]lstra yo ak manm katel kazek seksyon kommal yo pou
d]ob yo

(1) Dako
(2) Pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

October 1997A2-13

(77) Pa reponn

Katel MaJIstra yo konpoze ak twa manm MaJIstra a se youn nan twa manm yo
Dako
Padako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

Travay pI enpotan delege ak VIS deJege yo se kodone epI kontwoJe SeVIS pIbhk
Dako
Pa dako

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

90 (V2) I.e nou dl gouvenman lokal ktsa kI vm nan tet ou?
(1) MagIstra yo,
(2) KASEK yo,
(3) Delege yo ak VIS delege yo, oubyen
(4) Tout sa rowen sot dl yo?
(8) LOt (Eksphke)

(99) Pa konnen

92 (K29)
(1)
(2)

93 (K30)
(1)
(2)

94 (S 16) Eske ou ta dl sevIs pIbhk yo nan seksyon kommal sa a
(1) Yo bon anpI1,
(2) Yo ase bon,
(3) Pa fm two bon, oubyen
(4) Pa bon menm?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

95 (S 17) Eske ou kwe sa vo Japen peye taks ak enpo bay Jakomm pou h rIve bay pI bon sevIs nan
sekskyon kommaJ Ja oubyen ou pa kwe sa vo Japen peye?
(1) Sa vo Japen peye taks/enpo
(2) Sa pa vo Japen peye taks/enpo

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Hartz
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(99) Pa konnen

Amenca's Development Foundahon

96 (S 18) Gen de Ie yon moun bezwen rankontre majlstra a oubyen lot pesonaj elI nan komm nan
oswa nan seksyon an pou bay hde 1oubyen pou mande led pou kek pwoblem oubyen pou
rezoud kek dout II ta ka genyen Dl m SI nan eksperyans pa w
(1) Sa tre dlflStl
(2) Sa dlflSli
(3) Sa ase faslI, oubyen
(4) Sa tre fasl1

(77) Pa reponn

NOll te deja pale de dlferan gWOllp kl ka genyen nan kommote a e kote Oll ka patIslpe ladan

yo Mwen pral nonmen gWOllp sa yo anko e mwen 13 renmen Oll dl m, dapre w, pOll chak
mwen nonmen, SI Oll kwe yo ede rann konunote a yon pI bon kote pon VIV, anpIl, yon tI kras
on pa dIton

Dlton TI kras AnpIl PR PK

97 (SI9) KoperatIv agnkol 1 2 3 77 99
98 (S20) Gwoupman pwoteksyon lanatJ. 1 2 3 77 99
99 (S21) Ogamzasyon dwa moun 1 2 3 77 99
100 (S22) Sendlka 1 2 3 77 99
101 (S23) Kormte katye 1 2 3 77 99
102 (S24) Gwoupman peylZan 1 2 3 77 99
103 (S25) Gwoup sekte pnve 1 2 3 77 99
104 (S26) Kormte lekol ou Illlvesite 1 2 3 77 99
105 (S27) Khb espo ou asosyasyon 1 2 3 77 99
106 (S28) Gwoup etldyan ou Jen 1 2 3 77 99
107 (S29) Gwoupman fanm 1 2 3 77 99

108 (S30) Eske ou kwe pesonaj kl elI m nan komm la ak seksyon kommaiia reponn a sa pep

aYlsyen a vIe?

(1) Preske janmen?

(2) Yon Ie konsa,

(3) Ase souvan, oubyen

(4) Preske tout tan

(77) Pa reponn

Nahonal Survey ofDemocrahc Values zn Halh
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PatI IV AtItul/Vale demokratIk

Amenca's Development Foundahon

Konnye a nOll pral sevl ak yon lot kat Nechel kat sa a gen chIf sob nan (1) five nan (10) (1)

vie dl on pa dako dItou et (10) vie dl ou dako anpIl Sou yon nechel sob 1 five 10, Jouk nan kl

Chlf on ta five dako oubyen pa dako ak gOllvenman an SI II ta

(1) Konsey Asanble Seksyon Kommal (KASEK)

(2) Delege/vls delege

(7) Tout se menm

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

PK

99

99

99

October 1997

PR

77

77

77

AnpllDltou

A2-15

12345678910

12345678910

12345678910

Dapre w, klles kl bay phs koutmen pou rezoud pwoblem kommote slla a? Eske se

leta, lakomm, KASEK yo oswa nenpot 10 gwoup lokal ou nasyonal kI pa gen anyen

arevwa ak leta?

Ktles kl ede nou rezoud pwoblem kommote a Eske se KASEK (Konsey Asanble

Seksyon Kommal) oubyen delege/vls delege?

(1) Leta

(2) Lakomm

(3) KASEK

(8) LOt gwoup (Bay non gwoup la)

(7) Tout se menm

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

III (D3) Anpeche mamfestasyon kI fet nan

lape?

112 (D4) Anpeche reymyon kote moun knuke

fom gouvenman tabh pa konsuusyon

an?

113 (D5) Anpeche IUhzasyon radyo ou

televlsyon pou kntlke fom
gouvenman tabh pa konsutIsyon an?

109 (S31)

110 (S32)

Nahonal Survey ofDemocrahc Values zn Hazh
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Amenca's Development Foundanon

Gen de fwa moun patIsipe nan diferan kahte aktIvite pou yo rIVe atenn yon obJektIf pOll

kommote yo oubyen gwoup yo Sou yon nechel sob 1 rive 10, Jouk nan ki Chif OU 13 rive dako

oubyen pa dako SI moun 13

Dltou Anpil PR PK

114 (D6) PatlSlpe nan mamfestasyon lalwa 12345 678910 77 99
pemet?

115 (D7) Fernen yon Ian ou wout nasyonal? 12345 678910 77 99

116 (D8) Rete nan kay kl vld ou te kl pa oklpe? 1 2 3 4 5 678910 77 99

117 (D9) Rete nan faktory, blWO Oll bl1dmg kl pa 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 77 99

oiape?

118(DI0) Eseye fe kou deta sou gouvenman pep 12345 6 7 8 9 10 77 99

la te ell?

119 (D 11) PatlSlpe nan asosyasyon ou gwoup 12345 678910 77 99

kap eseye rezolld pwoblem kommote a?

120 (DI2) Travay pOll yon patl POlItlk ou 1 234 5 6 7 8 9 10 77 99

yon kandlda pandan yon kanpay

elektoral?

Gen de moun ki touJou pale gouvenman an mal, ou ki kont tou sa gouvenman an fe, kIt se

gouvenman anplas la, oubyen sak pa la anko, oubyen youn ki ka la pI 13 Jouk ki kote ou ka

rive dako ou pa dako ak sa yo dwe pemet mount sa yo fe

Dltou Anpil PR PK

121 (Dl3) Vote?

122 (DI4) PatlSlpe nan mamfestasyon

paslflk?

123 (DI5) KandldapollJerezafeleta?

124 (DI6) Itll11ze radyo, televlsyon oUJounal
pOll ekspnme opmyon yo?

12345678910

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

12345678910

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

77

77

77

77

99

99

99

99
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I Amenca's Developmellt Foulldation

I KI enpotans genyen pOll ke dlferan dwa yo garantI nan peYI d AYltI? Eske sa tre enpotan, tI

kaI enpotan, ase enpotan, pa enpotan dItOll ke

I Dltou Ase TI kal Tre PR PK

I
125 (DI7) Yon moun ka chwaZI kandlda 2 3 4 77 99

nan dlferan patlle h pral vote?

126 (018) Gen hbete pou krltlke leta san 2 3 4 77 99

I
gade deye?

127 (DI9) Stablhte ak lod plbhk? 2 3 4 77 99

I
128 (D20) Ogamze eleksyon onet 2 3 4 77 99

regIlyeman?

129 (D21) Lajlst!s plm sa kI koupab 2 3 4 77 99

I
kelkelanswa moun nan?

130 (D22) Jounahs kI hb pou bay nouvel 2 3 4 77 99
san sanksyon?

I 131 (D23) Chak moun gen dwa prat!ke 2 3 4 77 99
rehjyon pal lIb lIbe?

I 132 (D24) Lapohs sou kontwol slVlI? 2 3 4 77 99

133 (D25) Tout moun gen dwa ogamze

I (fame sendlka)? 2 3 4 77 99

Mwen pral II pawoI sa yo anko Mwen ta renmen Oll dl m SI WI on non pawoI sa yo dekn peYI

I nOll an Eske on kwe nan paYI d AYltI

WI Non PR PK

I 134 (D26) Le n ap vote nou ka Chwazl youn 2 77 99
nan phzye kandIda?

I 135 (D27) Le n ap vote nou ka chazl phzye pat!? 2 77 99

I 136 (D28) Gen lIbete pou kntlke gouvenman an 2 77 99
san gade deye?

I 137 (D29) Stablhte ak lad anplas? I 2 77 99

I
138 (D30) Fe eleksyon onet regIlyeman? 2 77 99

139 (D31) Lajlst!s pml koupap kelkelanswa moun 2 77 99

- nan?

140 (D32) Jounahs la lIb pou bay nouvel san 2 77 9
sanksyon gouvenman an?

•
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141 (D33) Chak moun gen dwa pratlke rehJyon 1
hb hbe?

142 (D34) Lapohs sou kontwol slvd?

143 (D35) Tout moun gen dwa ogamze (fome
sendlka)?

Pah V PragmahslRItyahs

Non

2

2

2

PR

77

77

77

PK

99

99

99

144 (V3)

(I)

(2)

145 (V4)

(1)

(2)

146 (V5)

(1)

(2)

KIsa ou kwe wolleta ki pI enpotan?

defann tradlsyon nasyonal (vale YO), ou

reyaJI a desIzyon sitwayen yO?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

KI rezon pI enpotan kI re moun obeYllalwa?

paske se yon obhgasyon, ou

paske h pemet moun VIV pI byen youn ak lot?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

KI rezon pI enpotan ki fe moun vote?

paske se obllgasyon yon sltwayen, ou

paske ou kapab gen dizon w na zare leta?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

AtnblsyonIReyahzasyon

147 (V6)

(I)

(2)

148 (V7)

(1)

(2)

Eske h I pI bon pou JIJe yon moun?

atrave pozIsyon fanml I, ou

atrave sa h reyahze pesonelman (11 menm menm)?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

Eske h I pI bon pou JIJe yon moun?

fason h montre morahte lIe h annafe ak lot moun, oswa

atrave kwayans rellJYez pesel h?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

NatIOnal Survey ofDemocrahc Values In Hartt A2-18 October 1997



152 (VII) Eske wol pI enpotan lekol se prepare chak moun pou yo ka pran swen tet yo?
(1) WI
(2) Non

TltIle/Otonom

Amenca's Development Foundanon

154 (V19) Eske edlkasyon yon etIdyan ta dwe lIb san mfbyans leglIz?
(1) WI
(2) Non

I
'---1)

October 1997A2-19

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(99) Pa konnen

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

(77) Pa reponn

Eske 11 I pI bon pou JIJe yon moun?

dapre pozIsyon I nan sosyete a, oubyen

dapre talan h ak kapasite I?

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

149 (V8)

(1)

(2)

150 (V9) Eske pI enpotan fonksyon leta ta dwe okIpe se byennet fanmi W?
(1) WI
(2) Non

151 (V10) Eske fonksyon pI enpotan edikasyon se ranfose Illite lafanml?
(1) WI
(2) Non

153 (VIS) Eske edlkasyon yon etidyan ta dwe lIb?
(1) WI
(2) Non

155 (V20) Eske fonksyon prensipal edikasyon se ranfose mIte lafanrrn?
(1) WI
(2) Non

Nanonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Haztz
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PatI VI System Jldlsye
Kounye a nou pral chanJe pou nou pale yon tI kras sou zafe laJlstIs a

156 (21) Eske au ta dl pou nve fe yon rapo yon knm bay lapohs oubyen yon lot reprezantan
leta se yon bagay kI

(1) Tre dlflStl,
(2) DlflSll, oubyen
(3) Fastl

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

157 (Z2) Eske au ta ki laJIstIs trete tout moun egal ego?

(1) Preske janmen?
(2) Yon Ie konsa,
(3) Asesouvan,oubyen
(4) Preeske tout tan

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

158 (23) Nan denye 12 mwa kl sot pase yo, eske au menm oswa youn nan nanm fanml w te
vlktlm zenglendo?

(1) WI
(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

159 (24) Eske nan denye 12 mwa kl sot pase you, au menm oswa youn nan manm fanml w te
vlktlm yon kadejak oubyen yon atak flZlk?

(1) WI
(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

160 (25) Eske nan deny 12 mwa kl sot pase yo, ou menm oswa youn nan manm fanml w te
vlktlm kek lot knm?

(1) WI
(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

161 (26) U gen yon knm kl fet nan katye w, eske ou kwe nou ka jwenn lajlstts nan men

(1) Lapo11s ak tnbmal yo,
(2) Llde kommote yo,
(3) Fanml vlktlm la ak zanml 11 yO,oubyen
(4) Vlktlm la menm

162 (Z7) Le ou kontre ak lapo11s, yon jlj depe oubyen yon lot manm tnbmal, eske yo trete w

(1) Tre byen,
(2) Byen,
(3) Mal,oubyen
(4) Tre mal

(77) Pa reponn

NatlOnal Survey ofDemocratzc Values m Haltz
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Pou nou flm, mwen ta renmen poze w kek kesyon sou ou menm

PatI VII PatIslpasyon

Amenca's Development FoundatlOn

164 (PA2) Pouklsa ou pa patlslpe nan phs aktlvlte pohtIk? Eske ou ta dl se akoz

Demografik

(1) Ou ka gen tan,
(2) Pa gen anyen mwen enterese fe,
(3) Fanml m pa vIe mwen fe anyen, oubyen
(4) Mwen pe sa ka banm pwoblem oubyen bay fanffilm pwoblem

(77) Pa reponn

(1) Ou ka gen tan,
(2) Pa gen anyen mwen enterese fe,
(3) Fanml m pa vIe mwen fe anyen, oubyen
(4) Mwen pe sa ka banm pwoblem oubyen bay fanmlm pwoblem

(77) Pa reponn

163 (PAl) Pouklsa ou pa patlslpe nan phs aktIvlte kl ka chanJe kommote w Ia? Eske ou ta dl
se akoz

165 (age) KI IaJ au?
(77) Pa reponn (99) Pakonnen

166 (SE1) Eske au konn II ak ekn Franse?
(1) WI
(2) Non

(77) Pareponn (99) Pakonnen

167 (SE2) Eske ou konn II ak ekn Kreyol?
(1) WI
(2) Non

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pakonnen

168 (SE3) KI pI gwo klas ou te nve?

(77) Pareponn

169 (SE4) Eske ou travay nan agnkIltl?
(1) WI (Sl WI ale nan kesyon 170)
(2) Non (SI non ale nan kesyon 171)

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

PatI VIII

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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170 (SE5) Eske yo peye w pou travay wap fe a?

(1) WI
(2) Non

\

(77) Pa reponn (99) Pa konnen

171 (SE6) KI okIpasyon w? _
(77) Pa reponn

172 (SE7)
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(7)
(8)

KI rehJyon w?
Katohk,
Kretyen, pa katohk,
Vodwlzan,
LOt -- pa kretyen,
Okenn,
LOt (Eksphke)

(77) Pa reponn

173 (SE8) Mwen ta renmen ou dl m Sl 1akay ou gen

WI Non

(1) Radyo 1 2

(2) Te1evIzyon 1 2

(3) FnJlde 1 2

(4) Machm pou lave rad 1 2

(5) Machm/kamyon 1 2

(6) Te1efon 1 2

174 (SE9) KI lang ou konsldere tankou lang maman w?

(1) Kreyol aYlsyen
(2) Franse
(3) Toulede

(77) Pa reponn

Mwen remesye w anpd pOll tan Oll te akode m nan

Anete yo Tanpn reponn kesyon sa yo

Lang ou te Itlhze nan entevlOU a
(1) Kreyol aYlsyen
(2) Franse
(3) Toulede
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Koperasyon moun kI reponn nan
(1) Tn~ koperan
(2) Koperan
(3) Pa tre koperan

Dlstans kay la (Izolman 1I)
(1) LavI1
(2) Rual, akse ak machm
(3) RIral, pa gen akse ak machm

Mwen setIfye, se mwen menm pesoneman kI te fe entevIOu a

Nan Lokallte _
dat Kote a

SIyatI

Non moun nan
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ApPENDIX 3· STUDY METHODOLOGY

A Questionnaire Development

The survey mstrument (see AppendIx 1 and AppendIx 2) was developed usmg a number
of proven questIOns from research conducted In the Amencas and Europe combIned wIth questIOns
speCIfIc to the HattIan SItuatIOn The questIOnnaire Items are orgamzed mto eIght categorIes (1)
support for the polItIcal system, (2) support for democratIC Ideals, (3) CItIzen partICIpatIOn, (4)
polItIcal efficacy, (5) knowledge of the polItIcal system, (6) polItIcal VIews, (7) VIews of the JUdICIal
system, and (8) age and SOCIOeconomIC status Descnptlons of each category are proVIded below

ExhIbIt A3 1ldentlfieS speCIfIC questIOnnaIre Items wlthm each of the categones and also mdlcates

the source of the Item Wlthm each area, subsets of core Items were IdentIfIed as potentlal
measurement scales FollOWIng data collectlOn, factor and relIabIlIty analyses were conducted to
determIne the fmal set of scales

Categories of AnalysIs

1 PolItical system support (8) In democratic systems bUIldIng, there needs to be sOCIetal
acceptance of the state as the ultImate arbIter, that IS, the state and ItS separate InstitutIOns
must be sanctIOned as legItimate The household questIOnnaire Includes 32 Items
IndIcatIng the level of system support In HattI

9,59-72, 94-110

Items are dIVIded Into three categorIes (a) natIOnal-level system support, (b) local-level
system support, and (c) non-governmental system support

(a) National-level system support, IncludIng the support accorded to the natIOnal
polItIcal system and Its IndIVIdual InstItutions, IS gauged by a set of 10 Items (59, 62,
63, 66-72) regardmg the level of confIdence CItizens have that the polIce, the
ParlIament and other polItical InstitutIons are generally workmg In the Interests of the
people, the level of confIdence people have that theIr basIC nghts are well protected,
and the extent to whIch the Hattlan system of government IS a source of pnde Two
additIOnal Items (9,59) assess publIc conVIctIons regardmg whether the country IS
gomg In the nght dIrectIon and whether the natIon's leaders are responsive to cItIzen
needs

(b) Local system support IS measured by SIX Items (94-96, 108-110) concernIng the
level of services gIVen to local commumty members, the value of contnbutIng to the
commumty through taxes, and the responSIveness of commumty leadershIp to the
demands and concerns of members

(c) Non-governmental support IS measured by 4 Items (60, 61, 64, 65) regardmg the
level of confIdence cItIzens have In the Church, media, and trade UnIons There are

NatIOnal Survey ofDemocratlc Values m Haltl A3-1 October 1997
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also 11 Items (97-107) that address the effectIveness of dIfferent kmds of communIty
groups

2 Support for democratic Ideals (D) A stable democratIc order reqUires not only a hIgh
level of system support but also such democratIc Ideals as the nght to dIssent and to
partIcipate despIte holdmg dIverse or rmnonty VIews ThIrty-fIve of the Items on the
household questIOnnaire show the level of support for personal and pohtlcal freedoms and
other democratic VIews

10,58,111-143

Items are organIzed mto three categones (a) democratic deCISIon makmg, (b) support for
democratic partICIpatIOn, and, (c) IIrmts on democratic partiCipatIOn

(a) PublIc belIef m democratic decIsIOn making, 1 e , the Idea that the cItIzens of a
country and the members of an organIzatIOn should partICIpate m deCISIon makmg,
IS measured by Items 10, 58

(b) Support for democratic partiCIpation IS measured by three scales (Items 111-113,
114-120, 121-124) pertammg to publIc approval of government censorship, CIVIl
disobedIence, CItIzen dIsenfranchisement, and related Issues

(C) The extent to which there are limIts on democratic participation m HaItI IS
estImated usmg Items 125-143

3 CItizen partiCIpation (P) In large measure, partiCIpatIOn of the CitIzenry m the polItIcal
lIfe of the natIon IS the mainstay of a democratIc system PartICIpatory actIons m a SOCIety
may range m scope from the more msular, e g , dlscussmg polItICS WIth family members,
to the more communal, e g , runnmg for publIc offIce A total of 28 questIOnnaIre Items
m three categones relate to CItIzen partICIpatIOn (a) scope of partICIpatIon, (b)
partICIpatIOn m SOCIal and polItical groups, and, (c) votmg behaVIOr

1-2, 16-38,40-44

(a) Scope of participation IS measured With a scale of five Items (16-20), mcludmg
talkmg WIth fnends or family about local or natIOnal Issues, partlclpatmg m publIc
debates, and other activities Item 21 asks If the respondent has ever worked for a
polItIcal party or candidate Two related Items (1,2) assess overall mvolvement m
Haitian pubhc affairs

(b) Items 22-34 measure the level of participation m SOCIal and political groups, such
as agncultural cooperatives, labor UnIons, and schools, and the extent to which the
Haitian publIc would be wIllmg to partICipate m such groups Item 35 defines the role
of these groups m publIc affaIrS and government

(c) Items 40-44 examme electoraUvotmg behaVIOr

Natzonal Survey ofDemocratzc Values zn Hmtz A3-2 October 1997
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4 PolItical efficacy (E) Among the necessary components of a democratIC SOCIety IS a
CItIzenry fully aware of theIr capaCIty to Influence the structure and functIOn of
government The household questIOnnaire has seven Items (11-15, 39, 45) WhICh
demonstrate pubhc behef m the abIlIty to affect deCISIon makmg at the local and national
levels

5 Knowledge of the polItical system (K) ThIrty of the questIOnnaIre Items (4-8, 46-57,
73-82,91-93) assess CItIzens' knowledge of local and natIOnal InstItutIOns, and the nghts
and responSIbIlIties of CItIzenshIp

6 PolItical VIews (V) UnderlyIng most SOCIeties are relatIvely coheSIve VIews regardmg
how government IS defmed, the role of government, and the nature of the relatIOnshIp
between government and CItIzens

Items 3, 90, and 144-155 assess Haitian polItical VIews across three categones (a)
ntualIsm versus ratIOnalIsm, (b) ascnptIOn versus achIevement, and (c) InstitutIOnal
confrontatIOn

(a) Items 144-146 examIne the prevalence of rItualIstIc versus ratIonal outlooks, 1 e ,
the extent to WhICh polItIcal attItudes are based on tradItIOn or progress

(b) Items 147-149 assess Haitian attItudes In terms of ascriptIOn versus achievement,
1 e , the extent to WhICh an IndIVIdual's self worth IS based on SOCIal status versus
IndIVIdual accomplIshment

(c) InstitutIOnal confrontatIOn refers to the relatIOnshIp between the state and the
famIly, 1 e , the extent to WhICh each IS accorded "ItS own legItimate Identity and
Independence" Items 150-155 evaluate the extent to WhICh HaitIans dIfferentiate
(autonomous) or do not dIfferentiate (organICIst) among SOCIal and polItIcal
InstitutIOns

Cd) Items 83-89 examIne expectatIOns of CItIzens toward theIr government

Two separate Items (3,90) look at the pubhc's defmltIon of local and natIOnal government
and VIews of polItIcal partIes

NOTE

7

Items (b-d above) compose a three-part scale measunng the "modernness" of the Hattlan VIew

JudiCial System (Z)

Items 156-162 explore the VIews of the Haitian publIc toward vanous aspects of the
JUdICial system

8 Age, SOCIOeCOnOmIc Status (SE)
The fmal sectIOn of the questIOnnaIre contams 10 Items (165-174) deSIgned to collect mfonnatIon
about the respondent that can be used m subanalyses

National Survey ofDemocratic Values w Hazti A3-3 October 1997

t1
i' h111



QuestIOnnaire Item Source*
Part I WarmuplKnowledge of

InstItutIOns
1-2 (PI-P2) Hahn, 1995 (revIsed)

3,4-8 (VI, KI-K5) deSIgned for HaItI based on ConstItutIOn and

Gallup poll results

Part II EfficacylPartIclpatIon
9,11-15 (SI, EI-E4) USIA (revIsed)

10 (Dl) Hahn, 1995, USIA

16-34 (P3-P2l) Garreton, Lagos and Mendez (revIsed)

35-37 (P22-P24) deSIgned for HaItI

38 (P25) Hahn, 1995 (revIsed)

39 (E5) CID/Gallup 1, 1995

40-42 (P26-P28) deSIgned for HaItI

43 (P29) Garreton, Lagos and Mendez (revIsed)

44 (P30) Young, SelIgson and Jutkowltz, 1996

45 (E6) CID/Gallup 1, 1995 (revIsed)

ExlubltA31
Index for Sources of HaItI CIvIl Society

Survey Items

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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D =support for democratIc Ideals
E = polItIcal effIcacy
K =knowledge of polItIcal system
P = polItIcal partIcIpatIOn
S =polItIcal system support
SE =SOCIOeconomIC status
V =polItIcal VIews
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QuestIonnaIre Item Source*
Part III Role of CItIzens/Government

46-57 (K6-K17) desIgned for Halti based on the Constitution

58 (D2) Robmson, Shaver and Wnghtsman, 1991
(revIsed)

59 (S2) Seligson, 1995 (revIsed)

60-72 (S3-S 15) Young, SelIgson and JutkOWItz, 1996
(revIsed), Umverslty of PIttsburgh (1996)

73-82, 91-93 (K18-K30) deSIgned for HaltI based on the ConstItutIOn

90 (VlO) desIgned for HaltI

94-95, 108 (SI6-S17, S30) Sellgson, 1995 (revIsed)

96 (SI8) COlE, 1996 (revIsed)

97-107 (519-S29) desIgned for Halti based on Garreton, Lagos
and Mendez

109-110 (531-S32) Seligson, 1995 (revIsed)

Part IV Democratic AttItudeslValues
83-89 (V2-V9)

111-113 (03-05) Seligson and JutkowItz, 1994, Umversity of
PIttsburgh (1996)

114-120 (06-012) Young, Sehgson and JutkowItz, 1996,
Umversity of PIttsburgh (1996)

121-124 (D 13-DI6) Sehgson and JutkOWItZ, 1994, Umversity of
PIttsburgh (1996)

125-143 (017-D35) USIA

Part V Pra~matIsmIRltuahsm

144-152 (VlO-V21) Sllvert, 1976 (revIsed)

Part VI Judicial System
156-162 (Z21-Z27) Young & Sehgson, 1997

Part VII Participation
163-164 (PAI-PA2) Young & Sehgson, 1997

Part VIII Demographics
165-168 (AGE, SE1-SE3) COlE, 1996 (revIsed)

169-171 (5E4-SE6) deSIgned for HaitI

172-173 (SE7-SE8) Young, SelIgson and JutkowItZ, 1996

174 (5E9) desIgned for Haiti

* Complete citations are prOVided III the Lzst ofSource Documents below

Nahonal Survey ofDemocrahc Values m Halh A3-S October 1997
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LIST OF SOURCE DOCUMENTS FOR SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE

ConStItutIon of the RepublIc of HaItI, 1987

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

CID/Gallup Poll, HaltI # 1, October, 1995

/
')

October 1997A3-6

Robmson, John P, PhIllIp R Shaver and Lawrence S WrIghtsman (Eds), Measures of
Personallty and Soctal Psychologlcal Atutudes Volume 1 m Measures of Soctal
Psychologlcal Attltudes Serles (1991) San DIego, CA AcademIc Press, Inc

Hahn, Jeffrey, W (1995) Changes m Contemporary RussIan PolItIcal Culture m V Tlsmaneanu
(Ed ), The InternatlOnal Polztzcs ofEurasza, Volume 7 Polltlcal Culture and CivIl SOClety
m Russza and the New States ofEurasza Armonk, New York ME Sharpe

CDIE (Center for Development InformatIon and EvaluatIOn) PhIlIppme DemocratIc Local
Government Impact Assessment, 1996

Garreton, Manuel AntonIo, Marta Lagos and Roberto Mendez Los Chzleanos y la Democracza
La OpmlOn Publzca 1991-1994, Informe 1991 SantIago, ChIle EdlclOnes Partlclpa

USIA, OffIce of Research and MedIa ReactIon Benchmarks m Democracy BUlldmg Publlc OpmlOn
and Global Democratlzatzon (A Case Study of Four Countnes Ukrame, Romama,
Panama and EI Salvador) Washmgton, DC author

Umverslty of PIttsburgh (1996) Encuesta de OplnlOn Paraguay PIttsburgh, PA author

Young, Malcolm, B , MItchell A SelIgson and Joel Jutkowltz (June, 1996) Second Report
Guatemalan Values and the Prospects for Democratlc Development Arlmgton, VA
Development AssocIates, Inc

Young, Malcolm B ,MItchell A SelIgson (January, 1997) DemocratIC Indlcators Momtormg
System Questzonnmre for Guatemala Sprmg 1997 Arlmgton, VA Development
AssocIates, Inc

SelIgson, MItchell A and Joel M JUtkOWltz (March, 1994) Guatemalan Values and the
Prospects for Democratlc Development ArlIngton, VA Development AssocIates, Inc

SelIgson, MItchell A (1995) Polltlcal Culture m Nlcaragua TransltlOns 1991-1995
Washmgton, DC Management Systems InternatIOnal

SIlvert, Kalman, H and Leonard Relssman (1976) Educatzon, Class and Natzon The
Expenences ofChIle and Venezuela New York, NY ElseVIer SCIentIfIC PublIshmg
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QuestIOnnaire Translation

The household and communIty leader questIOnnaIreS were fIrSt developed m EnglIsh by
Development AssocIates, reVIewed by Amenca' s Development FoundatIOn, and then translated mto
HaItIan Creole The mitIal translatIons were prepared by the HaItIan Trammg SupervIsor and fIeld
tested m the fall of 1996 Followmg the fIeld test, vanous reVISIOns were made and the HaItIan
Creole translatIOns rechecked HaItian-speakmg staff of Amenca's Development FoundatIOn/HaItI
fIeld office also checked the translatIOns FInally, a day of fIeld staff trammg was devoted to a
thorough reVIew of each Item on the Creole verSIOns of the questIonnaIres by the 4 Creole-speakmg
Field SupervIsors and the 18 Creole-speakmg FIeld InterVIewers, and a number of changes were
made to Improve the translatIOns A back-translatIOn of the Creole questIOnnaIres mto EnglIsh was
then prepared to check the faIthfulness of the Creole wordmg to the EnglIsh ongmal

Plan of AnalySIS

1 Response Frequencies

2 Response frequencies by selected demographics (age, sex, SES, education)

3 Factor and reliability analyses We used factor analySIS to examme the relatIOnshIp
among our potentIal scale Items and to develop a fmal set of scales We created an mdex
of each scale and tested scale relIabIlIty usmg alpha coeffICIents Scale Items were
generally converted to a common 0-100 scale WIth arepresentmg the low end and 100, the
hIgh end

4 AnalySIS of mterrelatIonshlps Once relIable scales were developed, they were used to
examme relatIOnshIps among polItICal system support, support for democratIc Ideals,
CItIzen partICIpatIOn, polItIcal effIcacy, varIOUS polItIcal VIews Our analyses focused on
the HaItIan populatIOn as a whole and on such selected subpopulatIOns as geographIc
locatIOn, age, gender, and lIteracy

B Sampling DeSign

The samplmg deSIgn for the survey called for a household sample compnsmg a natIonally
representatIve sample of about 1,200 HaItIan CItIzens (one per household) and a sample of 120
commumty leaders Our approach to selectmg each of these samples IS descnbed below

Household sampling strategy The goal of the household sample deSIgn was to produce
a natIOnally representatIve, self-weIghtmg probabIlIty sample of 1,200 completed mterVIeWS For
the sake of breadth, we mcluded all 9 Departments m the mItIal "pool" or samplmg frame For the
sake of effiCIency and cost, we lImIted survey operatIOns to no more than 20 communes and 60
communal sectIOns We used a probabilIty proportIOnal to SIze (PPS) approach to the selectIOn of
communes and communal sectIons based on populatIon data from the last conducted census (1982)
usmg offICIal adjustments made m 1989 (source l'InstItut HaItIen de StatlstIque et InformatIque)
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The sample selectIOn process had four stages Commune, Communal SectIOn, Local
Samplmg Umt and Household The first two stages were completed by staff of Development
Associates m Arlmgton, VlrgmIa The selectIOn of local samplIng umts (stage 3) was completed
pnor to the data collection by the field staff followmg trammg by Development ASSOCiates staff
Stage 4 was carrIed out by the fIeld staff dunng data collectIOn

The target was to select up to 20 of the total of 133 COmmunes SelectIOn was done usmg
a lIst of communes ordered by populatIOn SIze, a random startmg pomt, and a selectIOn mterval of
359,0147 (total HaItIan populatIon of about 72 mIllIon dIVIded by 20) Usmg thIS method, the 20
random selectIOns resulted m a sample of 19 communes (the commune of Port-au-Prmce was
randomly selected 2 times) The hst of 19 communes, and the Department m which they are located,
IS presented m the fust two columns of exhibit A3 2

Exhibit A3 2 Sample by Department, Commune and SectIOn
(N =44)

Department Commune SectIOn No of
InterViews

Nord Cap Halt1en VIlle 60

HautLlmbe Ravmedes 20
Roches

Acul Jeannot 3 20

Ville 0 20

Nord-Ouest Jean Rabel VIlle 0 20

Dessources 5 20

Gumaude2 20

Mole Samt Nicolas Mare Rouge 2 20

Dame 3 20

Cotes de Fer 1 20

l'Artlbomte Gonalves Bayonnals 3 20

Ville 0 40

Gros Marne Ville 0 20

RIVIere Blanche 20
Moulm 7 20

October 1997A3-8
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Department Commune Section No of
IntervIews

Centre Hmche Marmont2 20

AguahedlOnde 3 20

Juanana 1 20

Savanette Savanette 1 20

LaHaye 2 40

VIlle P-a-P 120

l'Ouest Carrefour VIlle de Carrefour 60

Delmas Vllle de Delmas 60

Grand-Goave Gerard 7 20

Gde ColIme 6 20

Tete a Boeuf I 20

Gressler Morne a Bateau 20

Morne Chandelle 20

PetIt Boucan 20

PetlOn-VIlle Bellevue 4 20

VIlle 0 40

VIlle 0 40

Port-au-Pnnce VIlle P-a-P 120

Grande Anse Dame Mane Pte RIVIere 6 20
VIlle 0 40

Jeremle Fd Rouge Dahere 20

TIes Blanches 6 20

VIlle 0 20

Sud Camp-Pemn TIbI Daveza 3 20

ChamplOls 2 40

Sud-Est Belle Anse PIchon 6 20

BelaIr 5 20

BaIe d'Orange I 20

Jacmel La Gosselme 4 20

Fond Melon 2 20

VIlle 0 20

TOTAL 19 44 1,200
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Wlthm each communal sectIOn, we randomly selected at least four local samplmg umts
(LSUs) to mclude In the sample For communal sectIOns that were randomly selected more than
once, four LSUs were chosen for each random selectIOn For example, In Cap HaItIen, we selected
12 local samplmg umts (3 random selectIOns x 4 LSUs)

WhIle the above selectIOn procedure was used m the southern and northern regIOns of
HaitI, the selectIOn procedure for the Port-au-PrInce area was somewhat dIfferent There, fIeld
supervIsors used the most recent aVailable map of the area and gndded the map to produce samplmg
areas of approxImately equal populatIOns They then randomly selected the reqUIred number of
areas

USIng the mformatlOn on populatIon, supervIsors lIsted all of the localItIes wIthm
communal sectIOns by SIze Then, followmg explIcIt mstructIOns proVIded by Development
AssocIates, they randomly selected the reqUIred number of localItIes from the lIst Importantly,
selectIOn was earned out WIthout regard to accessIbIlIty of the localItIes As a result, the sample
Included a mIX of very remote, somewhat remote, and non-remote localItIes

The selectIon process vaned somewhat, dependIng on the geographIc SIze and travelIng
dIstances WIthIn the communal sectIon, and the extent to WhICh relatIvely relIable mformatIon was
aVailable In order to carry out thIS stage of samplIng, gIven that the last census was 15 years earlIer
and the data were no longer relIable, the fIeld supervisors conducted a reconnaIssance VISIt In late
November and early December, 1996, to all of the communal sectIons and habItatIons selected at
stage 2 Dunng the reconnaIssance VISItS, the supervIsors obtaIned data on the accessIbIlIty
(proXImIty to roads) and populatIon of localItIes

44 Selected

ApprOXImately 240 to be selected

ConununalSecnons

Local SamplIng Umts

Stage 2

Stage 3

Amenca's Development Foundanon

To reach the overall goal of 1,200 completed mtervIews, the target was to select up to 60
communal sectIOns, 3 sectIons from each of the up to 20 sampled communes The process of
selectIOn was to order communal sectIOns by commune and populatIon SIze, determIne a selectIon
mterval, choose a random startIng pomt, and make the selections The selectIOn Interval for each of
the 19 communes was determmed separately, the total populatIOn of the commune was divided by
the deSIred number of communal sectIOns (3 per commune, except m Port-au-PrInce where the
desIred number was 6 because It had been randomly selected 2 tImes m the prevIOus stage) Usmg
thiS method, the 60 random selectIOns resulted m a sample of 44 communal sectIOns The lIst of
sampled communal sectIOns, along wIth the number of IntervIews to be completed m each sectIOn
(20 tImes the number of random selectIOns), IS presented m the thIrd and fourth columns of exhIbIt
A32
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Stage 4 Households Approximately 1,200 to be selected

The target was to complete an mterview with one mdividual m each of at least 1,200
households Wlthm each LSD, field staff randomly selected households for mtervlews The
procedures for thIS selectIOn dIffered somewhat between smalllocahtIes, town centers, and urban
areas

WIthm town centers and urban areas, field staff obtamed maps of the commumty and
divided the maps mto sectIons They then randomly selected the reqUIred number of sectIOns All
of the households m each local samplmg umt IdentifIed m stage 3 were to be contacted

As descnbed above, households were chosen to reflect a natIOnally representative sample
of Haitians At each of the households we mterviewed one person The steps mvolved m selectmg
thIS one mdividual for the mtervlew were as follows

At each household, we chose one adult to talk to To select that person, we created a roster
of the name, age and sex of everyone age 16 and over m the household who IS a HaitIan cItizen
(See exhIbIt A3 3 for the roster form )

Exhibit A3 3

Household Roster

Number Age (startmg with oldest) Sex

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

If there was Just one person age 16 and over m the household, that person was mterviewed If there
were two or more, mterviewers were mstructed to use a respondent chOIce exhibit Specifically, they
were told to go to the row III the part of the exhIbIt that matches the number of adults over age 16
m the household Next, they were to move across thIS row to the next person number not crossed
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C Data Collection
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D Codmg and Data Processmg

Completed mtervlews were sent by ADF s HaIti Field Office to Development ASSOCiates
m batches at the end of each of the three rounds of site VISitS Upon receipt, the questIOnnaIres were
logged mto the system, followmg WhICh each form was thoroughly reViewed and cleaned Where
questions arose regardmg particular responses, the data processmg supervIsor called Haiti to clanfy
the response As part of the cleamng processes, questIOnnaIres WIth annotations m HaitIan Creole

October 1997A3-12

off and cross off this number Then, they were to go back to the Household Roster and clfcle the
number of the person mdlcated m the respondent chOIce exhIbIt For example, If they encounted
three households m a partIcular LSD m WhICh there were four adults aged 16 or over, they were to
mtervlew the fIrst on the lIst (the eldest) at the fIrst household, the second on the lIst (the next to
eldest) at the second household, and the third on the lIst (thIrd from the eldest) at the third household

Commumty leader selectIon strategy In each communal sectIOn, team supervIsors
mterviewed at least two commumty leaders, an elected offICIal and a leader of a local commumty
based organizatIOn As With the household mterviews, the number of comrnumty leader mtervIewed
depended on the number of random selectIons In Port-au-PrInce, for example, 12 leaders were
mterviewed (6 random selectIOns x 2 leaders)

The selectIOn process for commumty leaders was purpOSIve rather than random The
superVisor, who was prOVided With a lIst of the types of leaders to mtervlew by sectIOn, was
responsible for IdentIfyIng all commumty leaders of the deSIgnated types m a sectIOn WIth the
aSSIstance of a local offiCial and mtervlewmg one of each of the types of leaders For example, m
one section, the hlghest-rankmg leader of a local peasant orgamzatton may have been mtervlewed,
whIle m the next sectIOn the supervisor may have mtervlewed the head of the local women's group

Data collectIon for the survey was conducted by 3 teams (Teams A,B,C) of four
mtervlewers plus a supervIsor Each team had Its own dnver and car A three-day trammg sessIOn
for fIeld staff (mtervlews, supervIsors and the field logiCian) was held m Port-au-Pnnce m late
January, Immediately precedmg the begmnmg of data collectIOn Each team was expected to
complete approXimately 20 household mtervlews per day (about 5 per mtervlewer) and two local
leader mtervlews (conducted by the supervisor) per day In advance of the arrIval of the data
collectIOn teams, the field logICian VISIted each commumty to mform local leaders of the survey and
"scout the terraIn" The logiCIan also VISited each team and collected completed Interviews, which
were taken back to Port-au-PrInce for delIvery to ADF's Hartl Field OffIce

The total data collectIOn perIod, mcludmg trammg and travel was from February 1 to June
30, 1997 Interviews were conducted first m the southern regIOn (Centre, Grande Anse, Sud and
Sud-Est), followed by the northern regIOn (Nord, Nord-Ouest and l'Artlbomte), and, lastly, the
western regIOn compnsmg Port-au-Pnnce and surroundmg commumtIes Followmg completIOn of
data collectIOn m each regIOn, a one-day debrIefmg of the fIeld staff was conducted m Port-au
PrInce

NatIOnal Survey ofDemocratic Values zn Bmtz
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were checked by one of the Creole-speakIng codIng staff members Where the frequency of
particular annotatIOns warranted It, new codes were developed to handle the unantiCipated responses

Once the forms were clean, the data were double keyed (keyed and venfIed) USIng SPSS
PC+ data entry As an additional check on the data, a random sample of 70 of the 1,200 household
Interviews was rechecked and a prelImInary analySIS of the data of these forms earned out

E Computmg the Weight Variable

The weight varIable was developed because the actual number of responses dId not equal
the expected number In certaIn communal sectIOns AccordIngly, the expected number of responses
was diVided by the actual number of responses per sectIOn This created a weIght vanable which m
34 ofthe sectIOns was eqUIvalent to 1 00, and m 10 ofthe sectIons ranged from 57 to 1 54

F Sampling Errors

The statistics presented In thIS report are based on a stratifIed probabIlIty sample as
descnbed m the samplIng sectIOn All estImates are subject to samplmg error

EstImated standard errors are presented for selected charactenstIcs In exhibIt A34
Standard errors were estImated usmg PC CARP software developed by the StatIstIcal Laboratory at
Iowa State UmversIty The standard errors can be used to construct confIdence mtervals for
estImates based on probabilIty samples For example, a 95 percent confIdence Interval for the
estImated mean ofthe vanable "PartICIpatIOn Level" would be I 77 ± (l 96* 11)19 Thus, the 95
percent confIdence Interval for the mean ParticipatIOn Level IS between 1 55 and 1 99

A 95 percent confidence Interval for the mean of the "Tolerance for dIssent" varIable
would be 54 68 ± (1 96 *1 42), or between a mean of 51 90 and a mean of 57 46

LikeWise, m the lower part of the exhIbIt we present estImated percentages of those who
Said they owned radIOS, and those who were lIterate The 3% standard error for radiO ownershIp
mdicates that, WIth a 95% degree of certamty we can say that between about 55% and 69% [ 62 ±
( 037 * 1 96)] of the populatIOn own radIOS SImIlarly, between 58% and 70% of the populatIOn are
lIterate (1 e , that they can read or wnte eIther HaitIan Creole or French)

19 1 96 IS the cntIcal value of t for a 2-taIled test of sIgmfIcance for a large sample
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VarIable Estimated Mean Standard Error
PartIcIpatIon level 177 11
Knowledge 7949 354
PolItIcal system support 4598 1 88
Tolerance for dIssent 5468 142
Age 3914 107
VarIable EstImated Percenta2es Standard Error
RadIO ownershIp 62% 37%
LIteracy 64% 30%

ExhibItA34

Amenca's Development Foundatzon

Standard Errors for EstImates of Selected VarIables
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TABLE2A

TABLE 3

TABLE 4
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TABLE 6

TABLE 7

SocIO-EconomlC Charactenstlcs

Knowledge of PolItIcal System (Item responses)
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Measures of PolItICal System Support

IndIcators of Pohtical EffIcacy

VIews of the JustIce System

PohtIcal Tolerance and Support for PartICIpatIOn
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TABLEt
SOCIO ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE PARTICIPATION LEVEL TOTAL

Male Female 16 24 2S 39 40 S9 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot Col%
Urban accessIble accessIble

Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col%

Gender
Male 100 518 552 536 635 553 506 523 635 606 456 488 547 640 55\
Female \00 482 448 464 365 447 494 477 365 394 544 5\ 2 453 366 449

Age Range \
16 24 \85 212 100 285 229 16\ 116 261 80 22 I 193 170 \97
25 39 398 396 \00 420 407 405 348 432 ,35 379 402 41 ~ 197
40 59 273 290 100 222 240 299 36 I 225 382 266 263 ,19 281
60+ \44 102 \00 73 124 135 176 82 203 113 142 95 \2 ~

LocalIon
PaP 244 243 353 257 192 \39 100 ,,6 7 I 349 208 14, 244
Other urban 20 \ 242 256 225 187 215 100 267 \34 204 256 200 2\ 9
Rural accesSIble 293 ,29 256 3\ 7 329 330 100 254 413 24\ 304 407 309
Rural not accessIble 262 \86 135 200 292 316 100 \43 ,81 207 232 25 \ 228

uterate
Yes 706 567 856 700 5\6 422 895 783 528 405 \00 59\ 651 706 644
No 294 43, 144 300 484 578 105 217 472 595 \00 409 349 294 356

Educabon Range
None 252 ,72 117 259 403 535 105 168 407 5\ 2 \ 9 824 364 314 2\ 9 305
Grade school ,40 292 322 303 348 294 254 ,32 356 323 455 7\ 3\6 345 291 319
Secondary school 334 279 532 370 160 96 573 437 182 8 I 480 284 279 377 309
Postsecondary 36 6 \ 3 38 18 64 20 7 4 35 10 24 38 2,

No response 38 52 16 30 71 75 4 43 49 8\ II 105 26 38 75 44

Recorded Occupabon
Peasant 496 337 236 400 523 588 257 6\ 6 772 290 671 386 444 456 425
Student 98 84 366 49 - 187 12\ 5 I 24 \42 \ 80 90 109 92
Vendor 34 249 66 12\ \89 \25 \5 \ 159 141 67 108 169 \44 120 122 110
TradIuonal Trade \85 78 105 172 \35 79 237 183 78 64 \84 52 \56 113 117 \37
Salaned Worker 92 50 \ 7 113 77 27 137 10\ 32 36 112 5 ,6 67 \30 74
No response 8 6 9 2 9 \4 7 16 5 7 7 7 5 9 7
Not Employed 86 196 202 \42 66 \66 282 163 78 36 158 96 19\ 140 58 136

RehgIon
Cathohc 564 598 503 549 65 I 635 553 636 556 580 527 674 62\ 560 548 579
Chnsuan not Cathohc 369 376 447 389 3\6 327 37 \ 109 402 397 41 7 29 I ,24 394 4\ I 372
VodUlst 20 \\ - \ 8 24 \ 7 20 4 23 \ 5 13 2\ \6 13 20 16

Other not ChnslIan 2 2 4 \ - 3 I

None 45 15 50 42 9 20 57 47 \9 7 4\ \4 40 34 18 3 I

RadIo 624 606 739 628 54\ 554 946 778 481 299 748 375 604 595 656 6\ 6

TV 280 286 405 295 227 175 822 304 63 3 404 64 340 274 218 283

1//
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TABLE2a

KNOWLEDGE OF POLITICAL SYSTEM (ITEM RESPONSES)

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE PARTICIPATION LEVEL TOTAL

Male Female 16 24 25 39 40 59 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot Mean
Urhan accessIble accessible

Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
The job of the pnme Il11IDster 's to enforce the laws of nanon? (Q4) 66 63 63 65 65 68 57 59 68 75 62 72 62 66 66 65
The pnme numster ,s appointed to office? (Q5) 73 69 72 74 71 65 72 72 72 69 72 71 70 69 75 71
The main job of plrltament IS to make laws? (Q6) 91 85 89 89 90 83 90 86 89 87 89 87 85 88 92 88

The members of parltament are choseo through nanoOlI e!ecnons? 97 95 95 97 96 97 96 95 97 96 97 96 9, 98 98 96
(Q7)

Are the judges of the Supreme Court and other cow"ts appolDted or 78 73 77 79 75 72 79 85 76 65 8, 65 76 74 79 76
elected? (Q8)

The H3Itlan constitution guarantees nght
To freedom ofexpressIon (Q46) 95 94 94 96 96 93 93 95 95 95 96 94 92 94 98 95

To bear arms (Q47) 55 61 63 58 54 60 49 55 65 59 55 63 57 60 56 58

To educanon (Q48) 93 90 90 92 93 94 92 94 92 90 93 91 89 93 95 92

To good health (Q49) 94 91 91 93 94 94 92 93 93 93 93 93 89 94 96 93

To meet With and talk Wtth anyone (Q50) 92 85 87 88 90 93 87 89 91 88 91 86 83 93 91 89

To Inform govenunent what actions It should take (Q5 I) 15 20 22 17 12 20 21 19 13 17 16 20 22 16 II 17

To ltOOrty (Q52) 94 92 90 93 95 96 92 93 95 92 94 92 91 94 95 93

To own property (Q53) 97 94 94 96 97 96 94 96 96 96 97 96 92 97 99 96

To practice any reltgron (Q54) 98 98 97 98 99 100 97 100 99 98 99 99 96 99 99 98

To poltce protection (Q55) 02 03 04 03 02 03 05 02 03 02 03 02 04 0, 02 03

To work (Q56) 96 94 94 96 97 96 94 96 97 96 96 96 92 96 99 96

To good roads (Q57) 03 06 06 04 04 04 05 04 04 05 05 05 06 04 m 05

The Haman consOlUtlon reqUIreS cItizens to
Defend Halu If there IS a war (Q73) 86 80 84 86 84 76 86 86 83 80 89 75 79 83 90 83

Respect and protect the enVlfOnment (Q74) 98 94 95 97 96 98 98 99 95 95 98 95 94 96 99 96

Educauon and Improve yourself (Q75) 98 98 99 99 97 97 98 99 97 98 99 97 96 98 99 98

Respect other people s nghts and freedoms (Q76) 99 99 99 99 99 99 98 99 99 100 100 99 98 99 100 99

Pay taxes (Q77) 88 79 86 83 84 83 94 90 80 74 90 74 81 86 85 84

Respect the consUlUUon (Q78) 99 98 99 99 99 99 98 99 99 99 100 99 97 99 100 99

ProV1de 1Sslstance to persons In danger (Q79) 99 99 98 99 100 99 98 98 99 99 99 99 97 100 100 99

Respect the law (Q80) 99 99 99 99 100 99 98 99 100 100 100 99 98 99 100 99

Vote (Q81) 96 93 93 95 97 95 93 93 97 97 95 96 92 95 99 95

Respect the property of others (Q82) 99 99 99 99 100 99 98 99 100 100 100 100 98 99 100 99

Are rrembers of the conset! comrnunales and consell secnon
comrnunales appointed lOoffice? (Q91) 30 27 34 27 26 31 33 27 2, ,2 22 l' 29 l5 28

32

Are Conse,l communales made up of three "",mOOrs IDcludmg the 94 89 91 92 93 90 91 93 92 90 94 89 88 91 95 91

mayor? (Q92)

Is thc maIO Job of deleg1tes and V1CC delegates to coorwOlte and 88 85 85 86 90 87 90 90 85 84 90 83 86 88 86 87

control publtc services? (Q93)

NatlOnal Survey ofDemocratzc Values In Hazh AS-3 October 1997



Amerzca's Development Foundatzon

TABLE2b
KNOWLEDGE OF POLITICAL SYSTEM (SCALE SCORES)

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE POLITICAL PARTICIPATION TOTAL

Male Female 16 24 25 39 40 59 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot
Urban accessIble accessIble

Scale Score % correct % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Total Scale (10 Items) 8041 7836 7963 7985 7986 7941 7955 8036 7996 7863 8085 7816 7760 8000 81 4~ 7949

Natl Govt Structure (Items Q 4 8) 8097 7695 7912 8038 7950 7675 7878 7927 8040 7845 8059 7791 7711 7893 8213 7916

ConstJtullonal RJghts (Items Q 46 57) 6965 6902 6923 6952 6948 7069 6843 6967 7032 6922 6986 6955 6782 7020 7047 6936

ConslttutJonal ObbgatJons (Items Q71 82) 9605 9372 9522 9546 9565 9430 9582 9621 9495 9402 9688 9325 9306 9539 97\4 95 ()()

Local Govt Structure (Items Q91 93) 7038 6692 7008 6831 6939 6909 7110 72 16 6788 6529 7\ 81 6471 6597 6962 7\ 74 68 8~

/1
7

/
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TABLE 3

- - - - - - - - -
. ........... & v ................................~ .........v ..

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE POLITICAL PARTICIPATION TOTAL
Male Female 16 24 25 39 40 59 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some Alot

Urban accesghfe 3ccessJble

Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col % Col %
Discussed events With frIend (Q17)

Never 16, 226 187 148 214 285 113 15 I 245 248 129 300 276 16, 112 191
One or two tllnes 124 132 138 109 147 127 160 101 125 115 124 136 133 136 112 128
More than once 710 642 675 743 639 575 726 748 630 630 746 562 591 699 773 679
No answer 2 7 4 I 3 I
DontKnow 2 7 4 2 3 1

Attention to medta (I/tlmes) (QI8)

Never 179 240 152 184 244 277 42 101 285 369 105 391 251 215 117 206
One or two umes 129 174 \44 \52 163 118 133 147 132 184 139 167 157 124 \68 149
More than once 689 584 704 662 587 605 824 752 583 435 754 439 592 656 692 642
No answer 2 2 2 3 - - 7 3 5 2
DontKnow 2 3 4 2 3 I

Number of m:etlngs attended (Q19)
Never 556 644 714 57 \ 553 585 825 639 445 514 604 578 797 570 ,59 595
One or two lItres 194 158 131 \76 208 191 105 \48 253 \88 182 171 91 \85 285 178
More than once 244 196 155 253 228 2\ 8 67 2\ 3 300 286 212 242 108 242 35 I 222
No answer 2 3 3 \ 3 1
DontKnow 5 2 9 7 3 1\ - 9 4 6 3

Fanuly (Q38 I)

Yes 79 75 64 67 83 114 II 89 74 136 61 106 64 98 70 77
No 921 925 936 933 917 886 989 9\\ 926 864 939 894 936 902 930 923

Fnends (Q38 2)

Yes 209 159 119 163 257 208 27 164 219 329 150 255 153 211 203 187
No 791 841 881 837 743 792 973 836 781 671 851 745 847 789 797 813

Newspaper (Q38 3)

Yes 67 25 56 58 41 20 66 93 27 18 69 10 22 46 84 48
No 933 975 944 942 959 980 934 907 973 982 93 I 990 978 954 916 952

Radto (Q38-4)
Yes 68 I 650 714 677 644 614 784 783 610 512 743 527 644 649 718 667
No 319 350 286 323 356 386 216 217 390 488 257 473 356 35 I 282 333

TV (Q38 5)

Yes 108 94 155 128 49 54 207 186 29 11 145 24 137 85 74 102
No 892 906 845 872 951 946 793 814 971 989 855 976 86, 915 926 898

Work (Q38 6)
Yes 12 6 4 4 2 I 7 16 5 19 8 12 7 23 9

No 988 994 996 996 979 993 1000 984 995 98 I 992 988 993 1000 977 991

GOSSIp (Q38 7)

Yes 296 359 247 309 365 406 37 304 429 507 235 488 ,49 317 300 324

No 704 641 753 691 635 594 963 696 57 \ 493 765 5\ 2 651 683 700 676

BIllboards/signs (Q38 8)

Yes 3 2 4 2 5 3 4 8 2

No 997 998 1000 996 998 1000 1000 1000 995 997 996 1000 1000 1000 992 998

CandIdates (Q38 9)

Yes 3 I 1 I 4 29 24 27 4 - 5 I 25 2, 21 4 12 57 22

No 969 989 996 971 977 973 996 1000 949 975 977 979 996 988 943 978
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TABLE 4
MEASURES OF POLITICAL SYSTEM SUPPORT

Gender Age Range LocatIOn Literate Participation Level Total

Male Female 16 24 25 39 40 59 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot Mean
Urban accessible accessible

Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

Scale Score (0 100) 4608 45 8~ 4522 4042 5004 5602 3201 4338 5089 5638 4162 5398 4396 4578 4878 4598

Pohce(Q62) 6666 6790 6848 6292 7044 7168 5692 6763 7020 7372 6461 7236 6535 6864 6795 672\

JudiCial System (063) 5093 5286 5139 4625 5493 6296 3342 4690 6018 6371 4528 6417 5050 5164 5340 5177

ParlIament (Q66) 4033 4202 4165 3467 4542 5162 2628 3771 4715 5103 3698 4876 3808 4139 44 37 4167

Pohtlcal PartIes (Q67) 2806 2926 2956 2716 2887 3124 1810 2966 3388 3207 2827 2923 2565 2756 3316 2857

Electoral CouncJl (Q68) 5321 5474 5268 4941 5660 6366 3237 5051 6295 6847 4945 6272 4804 5436 6025 5385

PresIdent (Q69) 5832 5577 5262 4976 6459 7163 4344 5288 6115 7018 5192 6702 5396 5857 5971 5721

Pnme MinIster (Q70) 4354 4057 3884 3491 4724 6060 2613 3761 4588 5910 3640 5350 3966 4390 4359 4226

Human Rights (Q71) 3619 3333 3529 2910 4059 4076 2563 3046 3793 4520 3029 4378 3370 3291 3872 3494

Pnde(Q72) 3459 3237 3311 2734 3840 4416 2142 2885 3737 4701 2907 4256 3279 3219 3619 3362

14 "';:-
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TABLES

INDICATORS OF POLITICAL EFFICACY

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE POLITICAL PARTICIATION TOTAL

Male Female 16 24 2S 39 40 59 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot Col%
Urban accessIble accessIble

Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col % Col%

Voung gIves you a VOIce m govt? (Q11)
Yes 733 620 679 699 704 588 655 654 737 669 716 625 589 666 825 68l
No 247 ll9 274 278 255 345 l10 304 232 287 256 321 346 31 1 155 279
No answer 2 9 4 4 6 7 7 8 7 5 5 7 l 6 5
Dontknow 18 52 43 18 35 60 28 35 3 I 36 23 49 58 20 14 3 l

Orgarnzmg gIves you a VOIce m goVl? (Q12)
Yes
No 859 770 828 839 813 756 779 803 868 814 851 766 714 851 922 819
No answer 124 In 131 150 137 176 181 155 113 146 120 191 221 129 67 146
DontKnow 3 6 - 2 6 14 7 8 4 4 5 7 5 4

14 5 I 41 9 44 54 33 35 19 36 25 l7 58 15 II 30

Vote Important for rurnnng country (Q45)
Not nnponant 91 138 100 118 115 108 98 133 93 135 86 160 157 113 53 112
NO! too lmponant 45 46 35 45 59 33 34 59 51 41 40 57 50 54 3 I 46
SOl,., Imponance 53 76 55 74 58 54 70 39 65 73 63 65 65 88 32 6l
Very Imponant 742 622 621 710 714 665 691 690 721 634 726 622 583 680 835 688
No answer 27 30 96 I I 11 20 43 3 I 13 33 33 2 I 41 18 2l 28
Dontknow 41 87 93 42 44 120 64 47 57 84 53 75 103 47 26 62

OffiCials don t care what people tlunk (Q39)
Agree
DISagree 607 593 496 618 649 601 621 602 565 644 613 582 593 597 614 600
No atlSwer 300 244 271 293 269 239 265 257 l23 218 273 280 238 279 319 275
Dontknow 21 37 8 I II 23 1 3 33 47 15 25 36 14 41 28 12 28

72 126 152 79 58 147 8 I 94 98 113 78 125 128 95 55 96

Encounter magIstrate (Q96)
Very dIfficult 190 184 197 178 203 167 359 175 104 128 206 153 240 169 139 187
Difficult 362 372 370 407 321 331 432 321 364 349 371 355 388 36 I l4l 366
Re1auvelyeasy 209 167 195 191 187 188 95 182 236 236 185 200 155 229 192 190
Very easy 227 236 196 205 271 279 86 279 277 272 211 268 172 223 317 231
Dontknow 5 - 2 3 7 4 4 3 3 2 4 3 3

8 41 43 17 15 27 25 39 16 15 24 2 I 40 15 9 23

NatiOnal elected leaders respond to Hattians
(Q59)

Almost never 538 514 542 588 503 363 621 523 503 461 548 492 551 528 491 527
Once ma wlnle 368 314 362 333 348 412 307 407 369 326 372 l17 30 I 168 405 353
Often enough 21 19 17 8 35 27 4 12 26 37 16 26 15 20 2 'i 20
Almost always 40 49 10 32 69 47 15 20 41 104 28 73 4 I 38 54 44
No response 8 6 4 6 3 20 I I 4 5 7 5 7 II 8 7
Dontknow 26 79 45 32 42 131 44 35 55 65 31 84 80 38 23 50
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TABLE 6
VIEWS ON THE JUSTICE SYSTEM

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE POLITICAL PARTICIPATION TOTAL

Male Female 16 24 25 39 40 59 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot Col%

Urban accessIble accessIble

Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col% Col%

JudtClary pumshes gUIlty no matter who they are
(QI39)

Yes 555 548 584 519 552 602 399 525 611 660 501 639 559 548 546 552

No 409 374 366 435 196 300 574 424 324 274 458 277 385 380 419 393

No answer 6 9 8 6 20 II 4 8 7 8 7 9 10 3 8

Dontknow 30 68 50 17 46 78 16 47 54 59 3 I 76 47 62 32 47

Judtclal system treats everyone equally (QI57)
Almost never
Once m a wlnle 357 342 298 397 1S 8 266 426 369 332 286 384 289 401 126 110 150

Often enough 420 393 444 375 432 400 442 402 399 175 418 390 349 422 469 408

Almost always 83 63 66 85 61 8 I 39 70 83 103 72 77 69 78 75 74

Depends on presentallon 115 113 136 86 II 1 176 27 109 139 183 85 167 92 124 132 114

Money buys Jusllce 2 7 4 2 2 I

No answer 2 2 3 2 - 4 2 3 2 2 3 2 2

Dontknow 2 6 4 6 - 4 3 7 3 5 2 5 3 3

22 79 56 50 29 71 59 51 43 38 37 68 80 42 12 48

Vlcllm ofCorne m past 12 months (QI58+ Q159+
(QI6O)

No 823 838 827 824 798 922 803 802 846 862 796 891 863 847 766 810

Yes 177 162 173 176 202 78 197 198 154 138 204 109 137 153 234 170

Justice for neIghborhood corne most hkely from
(QI61)

Pohce and CourtS 846 876 913 830 869 841 922 917 800 809 871 836 864 870 819 858

Commumty leaders 106 79 56 117 83 104 14 3 I 162 150 81 116 78 83 126 94

FamIly/mend 23 16 18 22 15 27 21 16 20 22 16 26 22 18 18 20

Vicllm Inmlherself 9 14 9 13 12 7 16 16 7 7 12 9 13 12 7 11

There IS no Jusllce 14 12 4 16 15 14 23 20 8 4 16 7 15 16 9 11

CASEC 2 4 - 2 3 7 3 7 1 5 7 1

No response 2 3 4 I 3 I

Treated by Judtclal system (Q I62)
Very well 183 149 138 146 199 213 118 182 166 195 158 186 130 166 220 168

Well 525 501 495 551 490 488 479 557 490 550 507 510 506 554 483 515

Badly 109 99 112 124 80 87 98 90 141 78 121 75 85 107 128 105

Very badly 33 14 17 37 37 43 32 36 41 25 30 41 17 47 41 34

Depends on presentallon or
corne C011llll1tted 14 13 - 18 15 13 4 12 19 19 13 13 20 8 11 14

No answer 28 23 43 13 35 20 51 15 19 19 24 28 19 23 12 26

Dontknow 108 179 195 III 144 135 218 109 125 114 147 127 203 97 105 140

" l.
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TABLE?

POLITICAL TOLERANCE AND SUPPORT FOR PARTICIPATION

GENDER AGE RANGE LOCATION LITERATE POLITICAL TOTAL
PARTICIPATION

Male Female 16 24 2S 39 40 S9 60+ PaP Other Rural Rural not Yes No None Some A lot
Urban accessible accessible

Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

TDI_4 Support Right to DlSscnt [folcrancc)
5545 5371 5841 5500 5361 5022 5365 5479 5515 5419 5601 5224 4956 5960 5564 5468

Opponents of the government should be pemntted 10
TDI Votc(QI21) S575 5342 5820 5432 5445 5112 54 S7 5436 5527 5395 5601 5236 4971 6029 5473 5473

TD2 ParllClpale 10 peaceful demonstrattons (QI22) 5700 5658 6092 5714 5532 5278 5550 5730 5724 5641 5877 5317 5281 6106 5721 5682

TD3 Run for pubhc office (QI23) 4743 4449 4915 4558 4698 4126 4333 4698 46 28 4693 46 99 4456 3971 5156 48 II 4615

TD4 Use medta 10 express 0p,mons (Q124) 6113 5989 6470 6270 5745 5441 6162 6039 6101 58 IS 6231 5736 5531 6513 6214 6058

OSDLI_3 Opposltton to SuppressIOn of Democrattc 8949 8986 9033 9212 8899 8189 9187 91 II 8910 8650 9043 8821 8788 9049 9098 8965
Llbemes

Exlent of 0ppoSitton to government prolubItlng
OSDLI PrOlests or peaceful demonstrattons 8741 8845 8907 9042 8724 7887 9145 8965 8720 8298 8922 8526 8581 8874 8950 8787

OSDL2 Meettngs 10 wluch peeple cnttclzc the form of 8937 8999 8998 9200 8908 8253 9189 9143 8873 8658 9041 8818 8857 9056 9000 8964
government estabhshed by the Consmutton

OSDL3 Use of medta to cnttclZC the form of government 9195 9191 9208 9469 9059 8553 9257 9332 9210 8960 9203 9175 8998 9256 9372 9191

estabhshed by the Constttuuon

SCPI_3 Support for extensive partlclpatton 7748 7534 7468 7748 7780 7341 7622 7586 7781 7541 7749 7478 71 10 7960 8007 7651

Support for people who
SCPI PattlClpate 10 demonstrattons pemntted hy law 8166 7899 7743 8302 8105 7547 8055 7991 8168 7922 8159 7818 7642 8406 8171 8048

(Q114)

SCP2 PattlClpate 10 groups that try and resolve 9043 8941 8932 8991 9136 8879 9120 8923 8933 9029 9065 8877 8712 9113 9235 8998

cornnnnuty problems (QI 19)

SCP3 Work for a pobttcal party or candtdate dunng an 5937 5569 5556 5868 5912 55 IS 5633 5725 6033 5544 5891 5572 4829 6255 6453 5778

elecuon (Q120)

SEPI_4 Support for extra legal pattlclpatton 862 87S 900 937 805 733 835 945 950 737 875 854 810 910 892 867

Support for people who
SEPI Close a street or lughway (QI 15) 954 1058 1249 1064 960 484 1147 11 23 965 775 1127 770 902 1040 1082 WOO

SEP2 Occupy empty houses or unoccupied land (Q II6) 989 905 931 1001 901 944 912 1040 1088 764 901 1044 842 973 1071 952

SEP3 Occupy factones offices or buddtngs (Q 117) 1174 1112 1008 1268 1050 11 93 1026 1215 13 23 10 15 1096 1239 1046 1210 1180 1146

SEP4 Try to overthrow by force a government lbat has 325 422 382 408 313 337 238 350 452 405 356 389 428 400 255 167

been elected (QII8)
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