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SUMMARY 

• Voters are extremely dissatisfied WIth the current situatiOn In Russia Overall, 87% are 
dissatisfied and 75% say they are very dissatlsfied 

• The economy is seen as the number one problem facing the country Other perceived 
problems include quahty ofhfe issues, peace, lack ofpohtIcalleadership, and ethmc 
COnfliCtS 

• Other concerns that receive a substantial number of mentiOns Include inflation, cnme, 
standard of hVIng, the situatlOn In Chechnya, unemployment, general Instability in the 
country, economic decline, and social and moral decay 

• Voters are pessimlstic about both the political and econOmlC situations over the next two 
or three years and a plurahty say these areas WIll worsen during that penod 

• Concerns about the economy result In 52% saying that the country should return to a 
system where the state controls much of the economy willIe only 17% call for the reform 
process to continue 

• Voters are extremely skeptical about the Interests, motivations, and actlOns of elected 
offiCials and about government In general More than half (54%) say that official 
corruption IS common and 56% say that officials In Moscow aren't capable of making any 
improvements In their hves Only 5% tillnk that elected officials are genuinely Interested 
In "ImprOVing our lives" willIe 60% tillnk officials are only Interested In "helping 
themselves" 

• HIgh levels of dissatisfaction do not bode well for Incumbent officIals and PresIdent 
Y eitsIn has problems on a number of key vanables Overall, only 19% have a favorable 
perceptlOn of illm and 72% are unfavorable HIs job approval stands at 21 % willIe 69% 
dIsapprove Further, 52% disapprove Intensely Finally, he receives Just 7% In the 
presIdential ballot test 

• A majonty also dIsapprove ofthe job performance of the State Duma (23% approve -
52% dIsapprove) and the FederatiOn Council (19% approve - 40% disapprove) also has a 
negatIve ratiO 

• The electorate displays a low level ofinterest in pohtlcs and government Fewer than one 
In three voters (32%) are Interested In such matters willIe 66% say they are not 
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IFES RusSIa National Survey 

• DespIte tlus pessnTIlsm, most people say they are hkely to vote m both the State Duma 
elections (74%) and the presIdential electlOn (76%) 

• A plurahty of voters, led by young people, now View RUSSIa as a democracy (47%) Many 
(41 %) do not, however, and tlus sentiment IS the mam View among those age 45 and 
older Further, only 3% say the country IS pnmanly a democracy 

• The Umted States (13%) IS the number one foreign country Russians look to as a model 
for the nation's development A plurahty (30%) say that RUSSIa serves as ItS own best 
model Another 7% look to the Soviet Umon as a model for development 

• Voters say that RUSSIa would benefit more from an onentation toward the West (28%) 
than the East (7%) However, 32% say RUSSIa would not benefit from either on entation 

• Voters are dIvided on the subject of whether pOhtlCal power m RUSSIa should be 
centrahzed (33%) or decentrahzed (34%) 

• There IS a great deal of skeptICIsm regardmg free and fair elections in Russia However, 
the view IS somewhat more OptllTIlStiC about the future than about the past That is, 56% 
believe there was at least some electlOn fraud m the December 1993 electlOns and 
constitutlOnal referendum and 48% tlunk there wtll be fraud m the 1995 parhamentary 
elections 

• Those who believe fraud wtll occur diVide the responslblhty between a vanety of entities 

16% Central ElectIon COmmlssion 
9% Local executive authorities 
9% Local candIdate orgaruzatlOns 
8% The executive branch 
7% Pohtical partIes 
5% Other central authorities 
24% All ofthese 
11 % Don't know 

• However, despIte the Widespread opmion that fraud occurred m the past and Will occur 
agam m the future, very few voters have Witnessed any type of fraudulent votmg act The 
most promment act reported IS people voting m groups Without a secret ballot (14%) 
Group votmg appears to be more prevalent among younger voters Very few have 
Witnessed more egregious acts such as monetary or other incentives being offered to 
voters (2%), and OffiCIalS (4%) or poll watchers (4%) trying to mfluence votmg Further, 
very few voters expenenced any kmd of external pressure With regard to how they voted 
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• Few voters know anythmg about the Central Election CommisslOn Only 7% have seen, 
read or heard even a "fair amount" and 51 % have seen or heard absolutely nothing about 
the CEC StIll, the Job approval ratIO of the CEC (25% well done - 27% poorly done) 
among those who have any level of mformatlon IS better than that given to the President, 
the State Duma, or the Federation CouncIl 

• Another contrast to the peSStnllsm exhtbited about elections and elected offiCials is the 
optimtsm expressed about the Impact ofvotmg on their hves A 53% maJonty say that by 
votmg, people can "change sometlung m the hfe of our country" whtle 40% say that 
change IS not pOSSible Further, a maJonty of all age groups feel that voting can change 
thIngs Tlus lugh efficacy IS further expressed by the huge maJontIes who plan to go to the 
polls 

• Of course, turnout may be overstated (as past votmg IS over-reported) Older voters are 
more likely to vote than younger people and men generally express more interest m 
politiCS, awareness of candidates, and lugher hkehhood of votmg than women As a 
result, a vanety of turnout models could be drawn that would mdicate qUite dIfferent 
electoral outcomes 

• Like other recent polls, tlus survey shows a preSidentIal race that is WIde open No 
candidate receives more than 14% ofthe vote and the three leading candidates are WithIn 
four pomts of each other The next grouping finds five candidates with total support 
rangmg from 7% to 5% In the tlurd tier, seven candIdates have 1%-2% support each 
More voters (23%) are undeCided than support any candIdate As mentioned earher, no 
candidate has emerged as the clear leader m tlus race and It IS far too early to count 
anyone out of tlus contest 

• On the other hand, it does appear that the current leaders, Yavlinsky and Lebed, have 
room for growth that may not be available to many of the other candidates Each has less 
than 80% name awareness (as opposed to 90+ percent for many of the other contenders) 
and both have far better favorable name awareness - and electoral support - across various 
populatlOn groups that don't have preconceived Ideas about them 

• PohtIcal parties are at an Important crossroads A clear maJonty (69%) say that pohtical 
parties are necessary for democracy and a 42% plurahty say that, Ideally, there would be 
several parties rather than one (17%) or many (10%) However, few belong to a party 
(6%) and 41 % say there are not clear differences between the platforms of the vanous 
parties Still, a maJonty (58%) beheve that the parties speak: to the Issues that concern the 
RUSSian electorate 
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• Nevertheless, only 24% say they are more hkely to support a candidate who IS affilIated 
With a pohttcal party whtle 27% are more lIkely to support a non-affihated candIdate and 
35% say party affilIatton makes no difference 

• Further, party support IS extremely fragmented as of the end of July The party preference 
questton on the State Duma ballot test shows that only two partIes, the Commurust Party 
(14%) and Women of Russia (11%) have double-digit support Yabloko (9%) and 
RUSSIa's Democratic ChOIce (7%) are not far behtnd, and a cluster of other parties are 
currently below the 5% threshold A 21 % plurality support none of the parties and 
19% are undecided Of 20 parties tested, only seven have awareness levels of 50% 
or htgher 

• In many ways, young people hold the key to these elections because of theIr lower 
probablhty of voting as compared With older voters Just 29% of those age 17-35 say they 
are certam to vote whereas 55% of those 55 and older say they are certain to go to the 
polls Low turnout by young voters Will result m hIgher percentages for the commurust 
and Agrarian partIes while htgher turnout would hkely benefit Russia's Democrattc 
ChOIce, Yabloko, and Women of Russia Low turnout also benefits a number of 
preSIdential candIdates mcludmg Zyuganov and Rutskoi Other candidates' support IS 
more evenly dIstnbuted by age 

• The medIa will also playa key role m these electIons A majonty of voters (53%) rely on 
the medIa for theIr voting mformatlOn and NatIonal Channel One (87%) and Channel Two 
(81%) are perceived as bemg the most useful Newspapers are also seen as a useful 
source (69%) 

• Fmdmgs m this research underscore the need for contmued voter educatlOn efforts in 
RUSSIa 

./ Only 15% are very or somewhat famthar With their votmg nghts 

./ Less than half of all respondents (49%) feel they receIved enough 
mformation from electIon officials so that they understand the 
electlOn process whIle 33% do not feel they received enough 
mformatlOn 

./ An overwhelming maJonty (73%) agree With the statement "I 
don't have enough mformation about my nghts with regard to the 
authontles " 

Three out of four voters say they have madequate mformatlon 
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about the democratlc process That lS, only 2% say they have a 
great deal of mformatlOn about the democratic process of the 
Russian FederatlOn while 16% say they have a falr amount, 53% 
not very much and 22% none at all Not a smgle subgroup has 
even 10% who say they have a "great deal" of information 

Only one voter m three had enough lnformatlon about the 

candidates or parties to make a good chOlce between the 
candldates for the State Duma m December, 1993 Parhamentary 
elections 

,/ Better than one m five voters say they didn't have sufficient 
Information on how to check the voter registry or on means of 
alternative votmg 

There are several Wldely-held misunderstandmgs regarding voting 
nghts More than one-thIrd (34%) beheve that a famdy member 
may vote on your behalf Also, a majority of voters (51%) 
mcorrectly beheve that prisoners may vote and nearly four m ten 
beheve that those who do not currently reside in Russia may not 
vote In addition, 28% say that those who do not speak Russlan 
may not vote and 10% say that those who are not of Russian 
ancestry may not vote However, nearly all voters have the correct 
understanding of votmg nghts Wlth regard to minimum age, 
RUSSian citIzenshIp, the need to hold office or be of a certam 
rehgious faith, and the nghts of students and military away from 
home 

• ThIs lack of tnformatlOn tends to promote the kind of skepticIsm about the mtegnty ofthe 
process that IS seen throughout thIs survey That IS, those who possess less Information 
are more hkely to say that elections were, or will be, fraudulent 

• Along those lines, voters widely support the computenzatlOn of electIons (73%) Voters 
are hIghly supportIve of computenzatlOn regardless of theIr VIew of the politIcal 
environment or reform process For example, those who say that official corruptIon IS 
very common and those who say It IS very rare are equally m favor of computerizatlOn 
(74%) Simtlarly, those who thInk the 1995 electIons will be free and frur (85%) and those 
who thInk there will be election fraud (76%) both strongly favor the computerizatlOn of 
elections 
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• Further, voters oppose pnvate campatgn contnbutlOns and favor a cetlmg on the amount 
of such contnbutlOns 

• Fmally, voters support a mtmmum threshold for the vabdatton of national elections 
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METHODOLOGY 

The InternatlOnal Foundation for Electoral Systems cOmmIsslOned thIs survey of the Russian 
electorate as part of Its voter educatlOn program The project was a jomt effort of researchers 
and polIcy experts m Russia and the Uruted States The project director and data analyst was 
Gary Ferguson, Vice President of Amencan Vlewpomt, Inc, who designed the questionnaire in 
conjunction with the IFES team led by Cathenne Barnes 

The field test in Russia was led by Richard Raquet, Vice President of the Response Center m 
PhIladelphIa, Pennsylvania SamplIng, mtefVIewing and data entry were conducted by the 
Institute for Comparative Social Research (CESS!) The project director in Russia was Anna 
Andreenkova of CESS I In all, 4,070 personal mtefVIews were conducted by CESSI dunng the 
month of July, 1995 

The sample mcludes an over sample of those ages 17-35 A total of 1,736 interviews were 
conducted With respondents age 17-35 The mam sample consists of3,560 mtefVIews All 
surveys are subject to errors caused by mtervlewmg a sample of persons rather than the entire 
population At the 95 confidence level, the margin of error for a random sample of3,560 
mtervlews is plus or mmus 1 7 percentage pomts The margm of error for 1,736 mtefV1ews is plus 
or minus 2 4 percentage points 

The sample was weighted by sex, age, and region and is representative of the populatlOn by those 
charactenstics The folloWing table displays the sample characteristics 

Sample Characteristics 

17-35 36-44 45-54 55-64 65+ Male Female 
NorthINorthwest 39% 18% 10% 15% 17% 47% 53% 
Center 37 19 14 16 14 50 50 
Centralno-Chernozemnyt 38 19 15 14 13 44 56 
Volgo-Vyatsky 35 20 15 17 13 49 51 
Volga 40 19 13 14 13 45 55 
North Caucasus 32 17 24 17 10 66 34 
Ural 41 16 14 14 16 45 55 
East Slbena 48 22 19 6 5 54 46 
West Siberia 43 14 13 13 16 44 56 
Far East 44 14 10 14 17 42 58 

7 



APPENDIX A 
SAMPLING DESIGN 

The RUSSIan natIOnal sample conSIsts of 51 samplIng pomts across the country to represent ItS 
populatIOn of 149 mIllIon people Each samplmg pomt thus represents about 3 mIllIon people, 
except for Moscow (9 mIllIon) and St Petersburg (5 mIllIon) The sample was created usmg 
KISh's (1965) area probabIlIty methods for natIOnal surveys. 

The umts of selectIOn m this multi-stage cluster samplmg scheme are descnbed below m 
decreasmg order of generalIty In the first stage, the pnmary samphng unItS (PSUs) were 
dlstncts (rayons) or major CIties, With probablbtIes of selectIOn based on their populatIOn size 
(PPS) 

In the second stage, the municipalIties and rural SOVIets (groupmg of several smaller 
commumtIes) wlthmg these rayons were selected, agam based on population size Smce both 
Moscow and St Petersburg are large commumtIes With more than 3 mllhon population, they 
were automatically included m the sample 

The unitS for the thud stage of selectIOn were the electoral dIstncts WIthm these munlcipahtIes 
and rural communities (selected randomly from the hst of electoral dlstncts for each CIty) In 
each of these first three stages, then, samplmg unitS had probabIhtles of selectIOn proportIOnate 
to unit size 

In the fourth stage of selectIOn, mdividual households are lIsted and randomly selected WIthm 
electoral dlstncts, willIe m the fifth stage, mdIvldual respondents are selected wltilln these 
households In these last two stages, households and mdIvldual respondents wlthm households 
are selected randomly accordmg to standard KIsh procedures 


