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INTRODUCTION 

 

 
 

 
The institution of elections is one of the most important building blocks of a democratic society. 
Only through free and fair elections can responsible government institutions be formed. On the 
other hand, the conduct and quality of elections depends on the representatives of the same 
government institutions.  

 

This is why the evaluation of election processes in a country by its citizens is a concentrated 
evaluation of the state of democracy, of the government, and those that head it.  

 

The view of Ukrainian citizens toward the institution of elections and their intentions to 
participate in elections were the subject of a study of the Razumkov centre and Freedom House 
the results of you which you will find on the following pages.  
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1. GENERAL EVALUATION BY CITIZENS OF THE SITUATION IN 

UKRAINE AND OF THEIR ATTITUDE TO SOCIAL INSTITUTES 

 

Citizens of Ukraine rather skeptically appraise the processes going on in the state. More than a 
half of the respondents (59.7%) believe that events in Ukraine are developing in the wrong 
direction. The number of those who are sure of the opposite is three times less, 18.6%. The share of 
those who believe that events are developing in the wrong direction turned out to be greater than 
before the president election in 2004(see Chart 1.1). Although certain euphoria could be seen in the 
first post-election months, in autumn 2005 it gave way to disappointment with authorities’ actions. 
 

Chart 1.1 

“Speaking in general, what do you think, are events in Ukraine developing in the right or the wrong 
direction?”, % respondents 

 

 April 2004 November 2005 
In the right direction 20,3 18,6 
In the wrong direction 55,7 59,7 
Difficult to answer 24,0 21,7 

 
 

The share of those regarding the direction as right is somewhat greater among youth as compared 
to older age groups, although it does not reach even a fourth of the respondents even among 
youth (Chart 1.2). Even in the most optimistic age group (18-29 years), the number of pessimists 
(51.7%) is twice higher than that of optimists (23.7%). As compared to April 2004, the most 
notable growth in the share of those believing that events are developing in the wrong direction 
was seen among persons between 40 and 59 years of age. 

 
Chart 1.2 

“Speaking in general, what do you think, are events in Ukraine developing in the right or the wrong 
direction?”, % depending on age of  respondents 

 
18-29  
years 

30-39  
years 

40-49  
years 

50-59  
years 

60 years and older

 04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

In the right 
direction 

24,4 23,7 20,9 19,1 20,1 17,6 19,6 14,4 17,1 17,3 

In the wrong 
direction 

49,3 51,7 55,0 57,3 57,4 63,6 60,1 67,3 58,3 61,3 

Difficult to answer 26,2 24,6 24,1 23,6 22,5 18,9 20,3 18,4 24,6 21,4 
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Also notable is difference in the way the respondents appraise the development of events 
depending on what social class they refer themselves to1. As one should have expected, the higher 
the social class the greater the share of respondents having an optimistic view on the development 
of events. However, the number of pessimists is 2.5 times higher than that of optimists even among 
representatives of high and middle class. Among representatives of a lower class, the ratio is 
approximately 5:1. 

Besides, certain dependence between the perception of the development of events and the 
respondents’ income can be clearly seen. As Chart 1.3 shows, the share of optimists grows as 
income increases. However, it can be noticed that the number of pessimists exceeds a half of the 
entire group strength in all groups while the number of optimists increase mainly due to reduction 
of the number of those who did not come to any opinion. 

 
Chart 1.3 

“Speaking in general, what do you think, are events in Ukraine developing in the right or the wrong 
direction?”, % respondents depending on income 

 
Low income Income under 

average 
Average 
income 

Income over average 
and high 

 04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005 

In the right direction 14,2 12,1 19,6 15,4 25,5 24,3 33,9 27,3 
In the wrong direction 60,3 64,5 56,6 60,8 51,2 57,4 53,6 53,5 
Difficult to answer 25,5 23,4 23,8 23,8 23,2 18,3 12,5 19,2 
 

Appraisals of the development of events differ substantially depending on who the 
respondents voted for in the first round of the presidential elections.Among those who voted for V. 
Yanukovych, 81.1% believe that the events are developing in the wrong direction while only 5.5% 
think opposite. Among V. Yushchenko’s electorate, the number of those thinking that the events are 
developing in the wrong direction has also increased although the share of those thinking differently 
is significantly higher than that among V. Yanukovych’s supporters (44.5% and 31.6% 
respectively). The figures for electorate representatives of other candidates are 60.2% and 12.1% 
respectively. 

The Western region of Ukraine is the only one where the share of respondents, which believe 
that the events are developing in the right direction, is greater that that of those holding that the 
events are developing in the wrong direction (see Chart 1.4). 

 
Chart 1.4 

“Speaking in general, what do you think, are events in Ukraine developing in the right or the wrong 
direction?”, Regional break-down (November 2005, % respondents) 

 

 West Center South East 
In the right direction 39,4 17,1 14,3 10,5 
In the wrong direction 37,3 55,9 70,4 71,2 
Difficult to answer 23,3 27,1 15,3 18,2 

 
 

As to the development of events on the local level, the respondents appraise it approximately 
in the same way as in the country on the whole (Chart 1.5).  

 

                                                 
1 Citizens were placed among various social classes on the basis of the respondents’ self-identification. 
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Chart 1.5 
“What do you think, are things in your town/village developing in the right or wrong direction”, % 

respondents 

 April 2004  November 2005  
In the right direction 21,9 18,7 
In the wrong direction 54,8 54,9 
Difficult to answer 23,3 26,4 

 
 

Among the problems that the respondents regard as most acute, the growth of costs of essential 
goods and services as well as poverty, unemployment, and corruption are undoubtedly the most 
notable (see Chart 1.6). As compared to April 2004, subjective significance of the growing costs 
of essential goods and services increased while that of poverty, unemployment, and corruption 
decreased. The same is true for appraisal of importance of such problems as adherence to human 
rights, the level of education, use of violence in politics, and terrorism. However, the most 
notable reduction can be seen in appraisal of the importance of the crime problem: the share of 
those regarding it as very important dropped by 17% over eighteen months. 

On the whole, the problems perception tendency is similar for various respondent groups but 
some difference in views does exist. For example, education problems are more important for 
youth and especially for persons with an above-average income level (60.6% representatives of 
this group consider the education level problem as quite important while the figure for persons 
with a very low income level is 52.6%); the same applies to the infrastructure underdevelopment 
problem (56.6% and 46.8% respectively). At the same time, the lower the income level the more 
often respondents regard as important the poverty problem (it is described as very important by 
63.6% respondents who estimate their own income level as above average and by 88.7% of those 
who regard it as very low), the human rights problem (45.9% and 60.3% respectively), the 
problem of crime (51.0% and 64.5% respectively), and unemployment (70.7% and 85.1% 
respectively). 

Also notable are differences between regions. For example, the freedom of speech problem is 
described as very important in the Western region much more rarely (23.3%) than in other 
regions (between 31 and 38%). The same less frequent mentioning is given in the Western 
region to the problem of adherence to human rights (37.6%; 53-64% in other regions). The less 
pronounced perception of the problems related to the human rights in the Western region can be 
explained by higher legitimacy of authorities as compared to other regions; in this connection, 
suspicions that the authorities can violate citizens’ rights are less pronounced. 

On the whole, we can establish that the citizens are very much worried first of all by economic 
problems and by problems related to abuse of law (corruption and crime). 

 

Chart 1.6 

“How important are the following problems that our country is facing?”, % respondents 

 Very important 
problem 

Rather important Little importance It’s not important Difficult to 
Answer 

 04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2005  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2005  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2005  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2005  

11. 
2005  

Rise in prices of basic 
products 

78,5 84,5 15,9 11,6 3,0 1,6 0,8 0,3 1,9 2,0 

Unemployment 84,6 79,5 11,0 15,5 2,3 2,6 1,1 0,9 1,0 1,5 
Poverty 86,8 79,4 9,8 15,5 1,6 2,3 0,4 1,1 1,4 1,7 
Corruption 79,3 73,2 12,4 19,3 2,3 3,1 0,9 0,6 5,1 3,8 
Level of crime  71,8 55,2 20,6 30,5 3,9 7,8 0,8 2,2 2,9 4,3 
Government crisis − 54,9 − 23,9 − 9,0 − 2,5 − 9,8 
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Adherence to human 
rights  

55,5 52,5 25,6 27,7 8,1 9,1 2,2 4,0 8,6 6,8 

Level of education 57,7 51,4 26,0 30,1 8,8 11,2 2,3 2,2 5,2 5,1 
Poor infrastructure 
(roads, 
communications, etc.) 

47,6 46,7 31,2 35,0 11,7 11,8 2,1 1,8 7,5 4,7 

Use of violence in 
politics 

37,1 33,4 21,0 27,5 13,4 15,5 5,1 7,6 23,3 15,9 

Terrorism 35,2 31,4 21,6 19,4 19,6 18,9 12,2 19,1 11,4 11,2 
State of freedom of 
speech 

29,9 30,6 28,4 28,4 23,4 22,0 8,2 10,7 10,1 8,3 

 
Chart 1.7 presents the respondents’ answers to questions concerning their attitude to various 

organizations, institutes, and politicians. These appraisals concern not only Ukrainian authorities, 
politicians, or organizations but foreign and international ones as well. The average grade provided 
in the chart is calculated concerning the respondents who could decide about their answer. 

In the international sphere, the high rating of Russia should be noted but the appraisal of 
attitude to them decreased materially as compared to April 2004. This can be to a great extent 
explained by Russia’s stand during the presidential elections 2004 and by aggravation of Ukrainian-
Russian relations during the recent year. 

 
Chart 1.8 

I’ll read you some statements on courts. Please, indicate to what extent you agree with each of them., % 
respondents  

 
COURTS: Completely 

agree 
Mostly agree Mostly not 

agree 
Not agree Difficult to 

answer 
 04. 

2005  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2005  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2005  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2005  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2005  
11. 

2005  
Are fair and deserve trust 4,7 3,8 21,0 19,3 33,7 33,3 21,2 26,7 19,5 17,0 
Have sufficient budget to support 
their activities 

13,5 18,0 28,1 31,3 18,2 13,9 9,5 9,5 30,7 27,3 

Have sufficient knowledge and 
experience to perform well their 
duties  

17,3 16,0 42,5 41,1 13,9 15,0 6,6 8,9 19,7 19,0 

Are independent from political 
pressure 

5,9 5,4 15,5 11,1 32,7 35,6 20,2 28,1 25,7 19,8 

Are efficient 5,5 5,5 22,4 17,8 27,7 29,9 15,0 19,9 29,4 26,7 
Adhere strictly to the laws 6,2 5,4 19,2 15,7 30,9 33,6 20,7 26,1 23,1 19,1 
 
 

As can be seen from the chart, appraisals of the courts’ fairness, efficiency and political 
independence by citizens is quite low, and it worsened a bit as compared to April 2004. 

As can be seen from Chart 1.9, citizens treat the council members of all levels (the people’s 
elects) mainly negatively although the rate of negativism slightly decreased as compared to April 
2004. Almost two-thirds of electors agree to some or other extent that the people’s elects focus on 
their own interests rather than on those of the voters. 

While in April 2004 a relative majority of the respondents regarded the Government’s 
interference in handling various problems as a positive factor (“Government regulation and 
administration improves the quality of life ordinary citizens”), at present respondents somewhat 
frequently agree with the opinion that “Government regulation and administration adds nothing but 
unnecessary red tape and corruption for ordinary citizens”. 

On the one hand, this may be evidence of the Government’s low legitimacy in the citizens’ 
eyes and, on the other hand, this may demonstrate reduction of the level of paternalist convictions, 
which consist of relying upon the authorities as those playing a top-priority part in handling the 
citizens’ problems. Among those who voted for V. Yushchenko at the presidential elections 
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(legitimacy of authorities among them being rather high), the share of those treating the 
Government regulation and administration as a positive factor (25.9%) is somewhat higher than that 
of those regarding the Government regulation and administrative as negative (19.4%), while the 
ratio is opposite among those who voted for V. Yanukovych, 32.4% and 15.5% respectively. 
 
 

Chart 1.9 
“А. Public officials in Ukraine strive to solve the problems of the voters 
B. Public officials in Ukraine focus on their own interests and not of those of the voters”,  
% respondents 
 

 April 2004 November 2005 
Absolutely agree with statement А 2,5 2,6 
Mostly agree with statement А 3,7 7,0 
Agree with the both statements in equal proportion  13,0 15,2 
Mostly agree with statement B 29,2 34,0 
Absolutely agree with statement B 38,3 28,2 
Not agree with the both statements 2,7 3,6 
N/A 10,6 9,3 

 
Chart 1.10 

“А. Government regulation and administration improves the quality of life of ordinary citizens  
B. Government regulation and administration adds nothing but unnecessary red tape and corruption for 
ordinary citizens”, % respondents 
 

 April 2004 November 2005 
Absolutely agree with statement А 10,9 6,8 
Mostly agree with statement А 16,6 14,0 
Agree with the both statements in equal proportion  14,0 20,0 
Mostly agree with statement B 12,8 15,5 
Absolutely agree with statement B 4,9 8,2 
Not agree with the both statements 11,5 9,8 
N/A 29,5 25,7 

 
Respondents give low appraisals to their influence of the authorities’ actions and policies 

although the appraisals are higher than 18 months ago (see Chart 1.11). There is no essential 
difference in responses to this question depending on who the respondents voted for at the 
presidential elections 2004. Among inhabitants of various regions, those in the East are most 
frequent to believe that they have no influence upon the Government’s actions and policies at all 
(59.0%). 
 

Chart 1.11  

“How much you personally influence the policies of the government (bodies of power)?” % 
respondents 

 April 2004 November 2005 

Influence strongly 0,6 1,3 
Influence to some degree 4,5 13,0 
Influence little 20,5 30,0 
Don’t influence at all 70,2 50,3 
Difficult to answer 4,2 5,4 
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The following conclusions can be made proceeding from the stated above in this section: 
 
• Citizens of Ukraine rather skeptically appraise the processes going on in the state: most of them 

believe that events in Ukraine are developing in the wrong direction. The share of those who 
believe that events are developing in the wrong direction turned out to be greater than before the 
president election. 

• Appraisals of the development of events differ substantially depending on who the respondents 
voted for in the first round of the presidential elections. 

• The Western region of Ukraine is the only one where the share of respondents, which believe 
that the events are developing in the right direction, is greater than that of those holding that the 
events are developing in the wrong direction. 

• Among the problems that the respondents regard as acutest, the growth of costs of essential 
goods and services as well as poverty, unemployment, and corruption are undoubtedly the most 
notable. As compared to April 2004, subjective significance of the growing costs of essential 
goods and services increased while that of poverty, unemployment, and corruption decreased. 

• Appraisals of importance of the problems related to adherence to human rights, the level of 
education, use of violence in politics, and terrorism also decreased. However, the most notable 
reduction can be seen in appraisal of the importance of the crime problem. 

• The less pronounced perception of the problems related to the human rights in the Western 
region can be explained by higher legitimacy of authorities as compared to other regions; in this 
connection, suspicions that the authorities can violate citizens’ rights are less pronounced. 

• While in April 2004 a relative majority of the respondents regarded the Government’s 
interference in handling various problems as a positive factor, at present respondents somewhat 
frequently agree with the opinion that “Government regulation and administration adds nothing 
but unnecessary red tape and corruption for ordinary citizens”. On the one hand, this may be 
evidence of the Government’s low legitimacy in the citizens’ eyes and, on the other hand, this 
may demonstrate reduction of the level of paternalist convictions, which consist of relying upon 
the authorities as those playing a top-priority part in handling the citizens’ problems. 
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2. ATTITUDE TO ELECTIONS AS TO A SOCIAL INSTITUTE, 
ATTITUDE TO AMENDMENTS IN ELECTION LAWS, SOCIAL 

EXPECTATIONS RELATED TO ELECTIONS 
   

As we can see from Chart 2.1, participation in elections is very important for most 
respondents. As compared to 2004, both the share of those who believe that participation in 
elections is “very important” for citizens and of those who think that the participation is “not 
important” decreased. 74.2% of the respondents believe that “participation in elections” is 
everyone’s civic duty. 

 
Chart 2.1 

“What do you think, how important is participation in elections for citizens?”, % respondents 
 April 2004 November 2005 
Very important 45,9 40,0 
More important than not 32,9 41,9 
Not very important 8,0 9,4 
Not important 7,7 3,0 
Difficult to answer/ no answer 5,5 5,6 
 

The higher the respondents’ education level, the more frequently they say that participation in elections is 
important for citizens (see Chart 2.2). 
 

“What do you think, how important is participation in elections for citizens?”, % Depending on the level of 
education of respondents 

 Less than 
high school 

High school Technical 
education 

College or 
incomplete 

college  
Very important 31,3 37,4 40,5 45,0 
More important than not 44,6 39,7 43,7 41,0 
Not very important 10,7 12,1 7,9 8,0 
Not important 4,5 3,0 2,8 2,7 
Difficult to answer / no answer 8,9 7,8 5,2 3,3 
 
In April 2004, among inhabitants of various regions, those in the South appraised importance 

of participation in elections notably lower (see Chart 2.3). According to the recent survey, appraisal 
of importance of participation in elections in that region (as well as in the West) increased while 
that in the Center and East decreased. 

 
Chart 2.3 

“What do you think, how important is participation in elections for citizens?”,  %  Depending on region 
 West Center South East 
 04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
Very important 44,1 49,2 49,5 36,2 29,9 36,9 50,6 40,0 
More important than not 37,5 37,6 32,4 45,5 35,5 41,5 29,6 41,0 
Not very important 5,5 5,6 7,8 7,9 15,9 11,3 5,8 12,1 
Not important 6,1 1,6 4,7 3,4 13,3 3,3 9,0 3,3 
Difficult to answer/ no 6,9 6,1 5,5 7,0 5,3 7,0 4,9 3,6 
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answer 
 

As is known, a peculiar feature of electoral behavior of Ukrainians (like of citizens of many 
other European countries) consisted of a low rate of participation in elections among youth and a 
higher rate among elder persons. It also showed up in different attitudes to participation in 
elections: representatives of older age groups realized the importance much more often. The 
tendency showed itself in April 2004 as well but a different picture can be seen in November 2005:  
the appraisal of importance of participation in elections by youth grows and approaches appraisals 
showed by other age groups (see Chart 2.4). 

 
Chart 2.4 

““What do you think, how important is participation in elections for citizens?”,   % Dependent on age 
of respondent 

 18-29 years 30-39 years 40-49 years 50-59 years 60 years and 
older 

 04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

Very important 39,0 36,3 44,3 42,9 46,6 39,7 46,7 44,4 51,6 39,2 
More important than not 34,9 46,2 33,7 36,9 31,1 42,3 34,1 37,9 31,3 43,5 
Not very important 10,8 9,0 7,4 11,4 9,1 10,1 8,0 8,3 5,3 8,6 
Not important 7,7 2,5 11,7 5,4 7,8 2,1 7,2 2,9 5,5 2,6 
Difficult to answer/ no 
answer 

7,7 6,1 2,9 3,4 5,4 5,9 4,0 6,5 6,2 6,1 

 

The number of those who agree with the statement “Voting in elections gives such people as you 
the chance to influence state decisions and politics” is notable less than of those who regard 
participation in elections as important, and makes up a bit less than a half of all the respondents (see 
Chart 2.5). Besides, the share of those who completely agree with this statement decreased as compared 
to April 2004. 

Chart 2.5 

“To what degree to you agree with the following statement: “Voting in elections gives such people 
as me the chance to influence state decisions and politics”?”, % respondents 

 

 April 2004 November 2005 
Completely agree 16,7 10,6 
Agree more than disagree 33,2 37,5 
Disagree somewhat 19,6 22,2 
Don’t agree 20,8 21,6 
Difficult to answer/  no answer 9,7 8,2 
  

No doubt, however, appraisals of importance of participation in elections and of the chance to 
influence state decisions and politics are interrelated. As we can see from Chart 2.6, the higher the 
appraisal of participation in elections the higher importance is attached to the citizens’ chance of 
influencing the authorities via elections. 

 

Chart 2.6 
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“To what degree to you agree with the following statement: “Voting in elections gives such people 
as me the chance to influence state decisions and politics”?”, % Dependent on the assessment of the importance of 
citizens participating in elections 

 “How important to you think is participating elections for 
citizens 

 Very 
important 

More 
important 
than not 

Not very 
important 

Not 
important 

Difficult to 
answer/no 

answer 
Completely agree 18,5 6,8 1,6 1,7 1,8 
Agree more than disagree 37,1 46,4 21,4 10,2 14,4 
Disagree somewhat 20,8 22,6 23,5 16,9 27,9 
Don’t agree 17,7 15,9 45,5 64,4 30,6 
Difficult to answer/  no answer 5,8 8,3 8,0 6,8 25,2 

 

We can see from Chart 2.7 that the citizens’ chance to influence the authorities via elections is 
appraised lower in the South and the East than in the West and the Center. The appraisal in the 
Western region, although remaining high compared to other regions, still decreased against the previous 
year. This can be explained with incomplete realization of the social expectations that the region’s 
inhabitants (who mainly voted for V. Yushchenko) associated with the presidential elections. 

Chart 2.7 

“To what degree to you agree with the following statement: “Voting in elections gives such people 
as me the chance to influence state decisions and politics”?”, % Depending on region 

 West Centre South East 
 04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
Completely agree 21,5 12,5 16,8 10,5 6,6 9,3 18,4 10,0 
Agree more than disagree 42,7 44,3 35,3 43,5 33,2 30,0 25,7 31,0 
Disagree somewhat 14,1 24,4 20,5 20,3 25,2 25,0 19,2 21,6 
Don’t agree 11,7 10,1 19,6 16,3 24,9 23,3 25,3 32,3 
Difficult to answer/  no answer 10,1 8,8 7,8 9,3 10,0 12,3 11,4 5,0 

 

Indeed, while V. Yushchenko’s supporters in April 2004 included persons who agreed to some or 
other extent that voting in elections gives people like them a chance to influence state decisions and 
politics (66.9%), the recent survey showed that the share of those agreeing with this statement 
decreased to 56.8% among those who voted for V. Yushchenko in the presidential elections.The figure 
among V. Yanukovych’s supporters did not actually change – 52.4% and 54.0% respectively. 

The citizens’ skeptical approach to elections is greatly connected with their conviction that 
“during the election campaign it’s hard to understand the position of various politicians and 
political parties”. Besides, most electors find it hard to differentiate between programs and 
statements of various politicians and parties. More than a half of the respondents believe that the 
politicians and political parties that participate in the campaign do not adhere to high moral 
standards of political struggle (see Chart 2.8). 

Chart 2.8 

“Now I am going to read you a list of issues related to election campaigns and elections. Please indicate 
for each of them whether you agree or not”), % respondents 

 Completely 
agree 

Agree more 
than disagree 

Disagree 
somewhat 

Disagree Difficult to 
answer 

 04. 
2004 р.

11. 
2005 р.

04. 
2004 р.

11. 
2005 р.

04. 
2004 р.

11. 
2005 р.

04. 
2004 р. 

11. 
2005 р. 

04. 
2004 р.

11. 
2005 р.

 11
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During the election campaign it’s 
hard to understand the position of 
various politicians and political 
parties 

16,7 16,0 37,0 39,2 24,1 28,0 9,6 8,9 12,5 7,9 

Very often it’s hard to differentiate 
between programs and statements of 
various politicians and political 
parties  

21,8 20,0 38,8 42,6 19,0 22,6 7,4 7,0 13,0 7,8 

Election campaign in Ukraine is 
organized and implemented by 
professionals  

17,1 13,4 35,3 41,7 15,7 16,1 7,1 7,5 24,8 21,4 

Politicians and political parties that 
participate in the campaign adhere to 
high moral standards 

4,7 5,1 11,9 15,7 29,7 27,8 31,3 36,5 22,4 15,0 

 

Only 26.9% of participants are disposed to believe that parties and blocs in elections offer 
understandable proposals for solving the basic problems the country is facing; 42.1% have an 
opposite point of view (in April 2004 – 29.6% and 35.6% respectively), that is, understandability 
and clearness of political forces’ proposals is estimated lower than during the presidential 
campaign. Only 28.1% respondents said they easily understood differences between positions of 
various politicians, parties, and blocs; 43.1% do not differentiate between them (in April 2004 – 
30.1% and 41.3% respectively). 

The data provided in Chart 2.9 allow judging the respondents’ idea of importance of various 
electoral procedures for fair and just elections. The respondents attach highest importance in this 
regard to “fair and correct counting of the ballots after the vote”, “adherence to the secrecy of the 
ballot”, and “giving all parties and blocs equal rights and possibilities for campaigning”, that is 
adhering to election law requirements. Over a half of the respondents reply also that factors 
important to them include “victory of the party that they will vote for”, “a fair chance to evaluate 
personally during the electoral campaign what political party is better for their choice”, “unbiased 
officials on local election commissions”, “unbiased reporting on campaign events by media”. 

At the same time, relatively low estimates are given to importance of debates between 
candidates, presence of foreign observers and observers from public organizations at elections 
(although more than a half of the respondents still point out their importance). 

Besides, 45.7% respondents hold that election observers can never be independent and that they 
usually support one of the election parties. Only 24.3% of respondents believe that election 
observers generally provide important and objective information about the process of elections. 

The respondents who voted for V. Yanukovych at the presidential elections 2004 believe that 
election observers can never be independent and that they usually support one of the parties more 
frequently than those who voted for V. Yushchenko (50.3% and 45.4% respectively). 



Chart 2.9 

“ Now I am going to read you a list of issues related to election campaigns and elections. Evaluate how important each of the following things are”, % respondents 

 Very important More important than no Not very important Not important at all Difficult to Answer 
 04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
Fair and correct counting of the ballots after the vote −          80,0 − 16,0 − 1,4 − 0,5 − 2,0
Adherence to the secrecy of the ballot −          75,9 − 19,2 − 2,1 − 0,7 − 2,1
All candidates are given equal chances to campaign −          58,4 − 34,5 − 2,6 − 0,9 − 3,6
Victory of the party that I will vote for −          57,6 − 26,7 − 5,8 − 2,3 − 7,6
The electoral campaign offers me a fair chance to 
evaluate what political party is better for my choice 

−          56,1 − 32,8 − 3,3 − 1,5 − 6,2

Unbiased officials on local election commissions 46,1          52,9 25,9 34,9 6,0 4,5 2,8 1,4 19,1 6,3
Unbiased reporting on campaign events by media 55,6          52,2 31,4 36,2 4,0 4,1 1,4 1,8 7,7 5,6
Ensurance of the police of order on election day and 
its non-influence on the elections 

48,4          48,1 35,2 43,5 7,6 3,9 1,8 1,4 7,0 3,2

An independent judiciary and court system to respond to 
election disputes 

40,6          47,7 33,5 37,5 8,5 6,1 4,1 2,4 13,4 6,3

Access of all voters to information aout the finances 
of leaders of blocs and parties (in April 2004 – Access 
of all voters to information about the personal 
finances of all candidates”) 

45,3          47,3 28,5 33,9 11,1 9,0 3,8 3,7 11,3 6,1

Information services where voters could receive 
answers to all questions connected to elections 

50,3          47,0 33,1 41,2 4,4 5,2 2,5 1,8 9,8 4,7

Competent representatives of local election 
commissions 

45,3          46,4 35,1 41,1 6,3 4,7 2,5 1,5 10,8 6,2

Accessible to all voters information about financial 
spending of all political parties 

44,2          46,2 28,9 34,6 9,9 10,3 3,9 3,1 13,1 5,8

Possibility for average citizens to meet with 
candidates and ask them questions  

50,6          45,7 33,6 39,9 5,9 7,6 2,2 2,6 7,7 4,2

Information leaflets explaining voting procedures and 
the rights of voters  

41,0          42,1 37,5 40,6 10,6 10,3 3,4 2,8 7,5 4,3

All major parties should have representative members 
on the Central Election Commission 

33,8          39,7 33,2 37,9 12,1 9,4 5,8 4,3 15,1 8,7

The presence of independent observers from 
Ukrainian civic organizations during the elections 

29,3          33,7 36,4 45,3 15,8 11,0 6,4 4,1 12,0 5,8

Presence of international observers during elections           24,3 25,7 22,9 30,7 23,4 18,6 16,6 18,4 12,9 6,5
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 Very important More important than no Not very important Not important at all Difficult to Answer 
 04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
Regular debates between candidates that take place in 
your place of living (in April 2004 – “regular debates 
between candidates”)  

23,3          25,5 32,8 40,4 20,2 17,1 9,1 9,2 14,5 7,8

 



The share of those who regard some or other election campaigning measures and rules as “very 
important” almost did not change as compared to the survey conducted in 2004; however, the share of 
those who replied with “more important than not” increased when evaluating actually every measure 
and rule. That is, we can state that the citizens’ realization of significance of adhering to democratic 
procedures during elections has grown. 

The responses disclosing the citizens’ social expectations connected with the oncoming elections 
are provided in Chart 2.10. As can be seen from the chart, the expectations are rather low and, besides, 
lower than before the presidential elections. Somewhat more often the respondents agree that the 
elections will “bring Ukraine closer to the European Union”, “lead to a more democratic society” and 
“to a better economic situation”. However, the share of those who do not agree with these statements 
is either the same or higher than of those who do. 

Chart 2.10 

Do you agree with the following statements:,  % respondents 
 
 Agree Don’t agree Difficult to answer/no 

answer 
 04. 

2004 
11. 

2005 
04. 

2004 
11. 

2005 
04. 

2004 
11. 

2005 
Elections would bring Ukraine closer 
to the European Union 

32,0 23,7 13,1 24,9 55,0 51,4 

Elections lead to a more democratic 
society 

26,5 23,0 23,8 35,1 49,6 41,9 

Elections lead to a better economic 
situation 

30,1 21,3 25,8 41,9 44,0 36,7 

Elections would lead to more freedom 
to travel for me and my family 

19,0 17,1 19,3 28,4 61,7 54,4 

After elections, the level of 
Democracy will increase, but the 
economy will decrease 

8,0 14,8 27,1 32,3 64,9 52,9 

Elections would lead to less corruption 
in the country 

16,5 14,1 40,7 50,1 42,8 35,8 

Elections would lead to a better 
economic situation for me and my 
family 

19,7 12,5 33,6 48,2 46,7 39,3 

After elections, the level of economy 
will increase, but a the level of 
democracy will decrease.  

11,0 7,8 24,9 41,8 64,1 50,4 

 
 

The respondents who voted for V. Yushchenko at the presidential elections more often expect 
positive changes after the parliament elections. For example, 26.6% of them believe that the elections 
will lead to a better economic situation while the figure among V. Yanukovych’s electorate 
representative is 17.5%; as to the expectation of a more democratic society, the figures are 30.0% and 
19.3% respectively. 

In 2004, the level of optimistic expectations from the presidential elections was the highest among 
V. Yanukovych’s electorate representatives: 39.1% of them expected a better situation to appear after 
the elections. Among representatives of V. Yushchenko’s electorate, the level of optimistic expectations 
was slightly lower (33.8%). That is, representatives of the “pro-power” electorate have more optimistic 
expectations both from presidential and parliamentary elections. 

The level of optimistic expectations from the elections is particularly low among those who are not 
going to take part in the elections. For example, only 17.8% of them believe that the elections will lead 
to an improved economic situation (compare with 22.0% among those going to take part). The opinion 
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that the elections will lead to a more democratic society is shared by 13.6% and 25.8% respectively. It is 
to a great extent the disbelief that the elections would change the society’s situation for the better that 
relate to the refusal to take part in the elections. 

As can be seen from Charts 2.11 and 2.12, optimistic expectations concerning consequences of the 
oncoming elections are more prevalent in the Western region than in other regions of Ukraine (the 
same was seen before the presidential elections as well). The most pessimistic to consequences of the 
elections are inhabitants of the South and the East. 

Chart 2.11 

Do you agree with the statement that elections will lead to an improved economic situation? , % 
depending on region 

 West Center South East 
Agree 27,0 23,7 19,6 16,6 
Don’t agree 30,7 36,9 41,9 53,3 
Difficult to answer 42,3 39,5 38,5 30,1 

 

Chart 2.12 

Do you agree with the statement that elections will lead to an increased democratization of the 
society? % Depending on region 

 West Center South East 
Agree 29,4 24,0 20,5 19,5 
Disagree 27,2 29,9 36,4 44,1 
Difficult to answer 43,4 46,1 43,1 36,4 
 

As one should have expected, the level of social optimism, including that associated with elections, 
grows as the respondents’ self-evaluation of their own well-being improves. Among those who, 
according to their own definition, “hardly make ends meet and have not enough money even to buy 
basic foodstuffs”, 15.9% agree that the elections will lead to a better economic situation and 15.6% 
agree that the elections will lead to a more democratic society, while the figures for the well-to-do 
respondents are 22.2% and 27.2% respectively. 

The survey also studied the citizens’ attitude to changes in the election law. Almost a half of the 
respondents do not know what exactly the changes are about (see Chart 2.13). 

Chart 2.13 

As you may know, the elections to the parliament in April 2006 will take place in a different way than 
in 2002, in accordance with a new law. Speaking in general, do you support the changes in the election 
law? % respondents 

I don’t know the content of these changes 47,6 

Completely support the changes 6,6 

Somewhat support the changes 14,5 

Support them as much as I don’t support them 12,3 

Somewhat don’t support them 3,5 

Don’t support them at all 2,1 
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Difficult to answer 13,3 

 

Inhabitants of the South and the East more often respond that they do not know the content of 
the changes (54.1% and 51.5% respectively); the Central region shows 45.6% while the West has 
the least share of such respondents (38.9%). Quite expectedly, the share of those unaware of the 
changes decreases as the education level goes up (from 60.7% of those having primary education 
down to 41.3% of those having higher education). Among those who are not going to take part in 
the elections, 64.9% do not know about the changes in the election law while the figure among 
those who are going to is 44.5%. 

Most often, the citizens support the changes in the election law that permit public organizations 
to observe elections and that introduce sanctions against biased media. Transition from the 
combined to proportional system of elections is supported by 39.1% of the respondents and not 
supported by 22.3%. Limiting of the right of militia to be present at the polling station  is more 
often not supported by the respondents (see Chart 2.14). 
 

Chart 2.14 

Do you support the following changes in the law? % respondents 

 Completely 
support 

Support 
somewhat 

Don’t 
support 
somewhat 

Don’t 
support at 
all 

Difficult to 
answer 

Permission of NGOs to observe 
elections 

34,1 45,2 5,9 1,8 12,9 

Introduction of sanctions against biased 
media 

27,3 33,1 11,8 8,9 18,9 

Able to make changes in voter list up to 
two days before election, and not on 
election day 

20,1 27,8 15,8 13,4 22,9 

Limiting of the right of militia to be 
present at the polling station 

14,4 25,2 32,9 12,6 14,9 

Move from a mixed system (when one 
could vote for both party lists and 
individual candidates) to a 
proportional system (when one votes 
only for party lists) 

13,2 25,9 14,4 7,9 38,5 

 

On the whole, the following conclusions can be made based on the above: 
 

• Most Ukrainian citizens highly appraise importance of participation in elections. More often 
this importance is realized by persons having a high level of education. 

• Appraisal of importance of participation in elections by youth grows and approaches 
appraisals showed by other age groups. 

• Among V. Yushchenko’s supporters, the share of those believing that voting in elections 
gives people like them a chance to influence state decisions and politics decreased as 
compared to the previous year. 

• The citizens’ skeptical attitude to elections is to a great extent caused by the fact that 
subjects of electoral discussions between political parties are not understandable for people, 
and that they are not in touch with what really is of interest to people. Differentiating 
between programs and statements of various candidates and parties is hard to most voters. 
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Confidence in elections is also undermined by the political forces’ failure to adhere to moral 
standards of political competition.  

• As to significance of various electoral procedures for fair and just elections, the citizens’ 
realization of significance of adherence to democratic procedures during the elections 
improved as compared to the previous year. 

• The respondents attach highest importance in this regard to “fair and correct counting of the 
ballots after the vote”, “adherence to the secrecy of the ballot”, and “giving all parties and 
blocs equal rights and possibilities for campaigning”, that is adhering to election law 
requirements. Over a half of the respondents reply also that factors important to them 
include “victory of the party that they will vote for”, “a fair chance to evaluate personally 
during the electoral campaign what political party is better for their choice”, “unbiased 
officials on local election commissions”, “unbiased reporting on campaign events by media” 

• Relatively low estimates are given to importance of debates between candidates, presence of 
foreign observers and observers from Ukrainian NGOs at the elections. 

• Social expectations associated with the oncoming elections are rather low and, besides, 
lower than before the presidential elections. The respondents agree somewhat more often 
that the upcoming elections will bring Ukraine closer to the European Union, and that they 
will lead to a more democratic society and to a better economic situation. However, the 
share of those who do not agree with these statements is either the same or higher than of 
those who do. 

• Representatives of the “pro-power” electorate have more optimistic expectations both from 
presidential and parliamentary elections. 

• The level of optimistic expectations from the elections is particularly low among those who are 
not going to take part in the elections. It is to a great extent the disbelief that the elections 
would change the society’s situation for the better that relates to the refusal to take part in the 
elections. 

• Optimistic expectations concerning consequences of the upcoming elections are more 
prevalent in the Western region than in other regions of Ukraine (the same was seen before 
the presidential elections as well). The most pessimistic to consequences of the elections are 
inhabitants of the South and the East. 

• Almost a half of the respondents do not know what exactly the changes in the election law are 
about. Inhabitants of the South and the East more often respond that they do not know the 
content of the changes. 

• Most often, the citizens support the changes in the election law that permit public 
organizations to observe elections and that introduce sanctions against biased media. 
Transition from the combined to proportional system of elections is supported by a relative 
majority of the respondents. 
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3. VIEWS ON THE LEVEL OF DEMOCRACY IN ELECTIONS IN 

UKRAINE 
   

When evaluating the 2002 Parliamentary elections in April 2004, citizens were more often 
inclined to interpret them as unfair (see Chart 3.1.). In November 2005 they also largely considered 
the three rounds of Presidential elections in 2004 as unfair (see table 3.2). However, the level of 
negativism toward in evaluating the last round (re-run of the second round) is considerably lower 
than the first and especially the second round. The group of those that consider the rerun of the 
second round unfair is only 6% larger than those that consider it fair. At the same time, during the 
first round, the difference was 28,6%, and during the second round – 47,6%.  

 
The evaluation of the fairness of various rounds of presidential elections substantially varies 

depending on the political views of the electorate. Thus, during the first round of the elections 
(during which, according to official results, V. Yushchenko received 0.6% more votes than V. 
Yanukovych, but representatives of his campaign stated that in reality the difference was larger)  is 
believed to be fair only by 13,5% of those who voted for V. Yushchenko during the first round, and 
49,8% of those who voted for V. Yanukovych. The second round of the elections, during which 
according to official results V. Yanukovych won, but the results were cancelled by the Supreme 
Court of Ukraine, is considered to be fair by 8,2% and 38,3% respectively.  The re-run of the 
second round, during which V. Yushchenko won – 67,7% and 12,9% respectively. Thus, the 
election fairness evaluation of supporters of different political parties depends on their results. At 
the same time, the Ukrainian public in general is inclined to see the election process as unfair.  

 
 

Chart 3.1 
“What do you think, where the elections in 2002 fair or unfair?” (April 2004), % of respondents 
 

  
Completely Fair 3,9 
Somewhat fair 19,5 
Somewhat unfair 25,7 
Completely unfair 15,2 
Difficult to answer/ no answer 35,8 

 
Chart 3.2 

What do you think, were the 2004 Presidential Elections fair or unfair? Please evaluate each round of 
those elections (November 2005), % of respondents. 
 
 Completely 

fair 
Somewhat 
fair 

Somewhat 
unfair 

Completely 
unfair 

Difficult to 
answer/no 
answer 

First round of Presidential 
Elections – 31 October 2004 

6,3 21,5 29,2 27,2 15,8 

Second round of Presidential 
Elections – 21 November 2004 

4,2 14,7 33,5 33,0 14,6 

Re-run of the second round of 
the Presidential Elections – 26 
December 2004 

8,8 29,8 22,9 21,7 16,9 

 5
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Only 55,7% of respondents are inclined to consider that during the elections the secrecy of their 

vote was guaranteed, and 26,5% have great doubts about this matter (almost 4% more than in 
2004). More than half of respondents believe that during the election process the equal right for all 
candidates to conduct their election campaign on radio and television was not ensured; and that 
voters did not have access to neutral and objective information about the election campaign and its 
participants (see Chart 3.3). 

Chart 3.3 

“Now I am going to ready you some statements that people use when they talk about elections and 
election campaigns. For each statement, please tell me whether you agree with it or not. ”, % of 
respondents 

 Completely 
agree 

Agree more 
than disagree 

Disagree more 
than agree 

Don’t agree Difficult to 
answer 

 04. 
2004 

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005 

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005  

04. 
2004 

11. 
2005  

04. 
2004  

11. 
2005 

All candidates and parties have equal 
opportunity to conduct an election 
campaign on radio and television 

11,0 10,5 22,2 25,6 30,5 32,0 22,2 21,0 14,1 11,0 

You can easily access neutral and 
objective information about the 
election campaign and its participants 

9,5 8,2 21,3 26,7 31,8 35,3 20,3 16,6 17,1 13,2 

After voting you are sure that nobody, 
even the election commission, knows 
who you voted for 

23,6 21,8 32,4 33,9 14,5 19,4 8,4 7,1 21,2 17,8 

 
The confidence of respondents that the secrecy of their vote was ensured differs little in various 

regions (from 51,0% in the West to 56,8% in the East), and only to an insignificant degree among 
supporters of V. Yushchenko (58,7%) and V. Yanukovych (54,4%).  

At the same time, supporters of V. Yushchenko more often than supporters of V. Yanukovych 
believe that during elections candidates and parties have equal opportunity to campaign (40,0% and 
31,2% respectively). 

 



 7

Таблиця 3.4 
“I am now going to read you some statements about election commissions. Please tell me to what extent you agree with each of the statements.”, % of 

respondents 

 
ELECTION COMMISSIONS: Completely Agree Agree somewhat Disagree somewhat Disagree completely Difficult to answer 
 04. 

2004 
11. 

2005 
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
Are fair and evoke trust 5,6 6,9 29,0        28,6 29,6 32,6 11,8 14,3 24,1 17,6
Have a sufficient budget to finance their 
activities 

15,3          19,4 33,0 36,9 14,1 12,3 5,5 6,2 32,2 25,2

Have sufficient knowledge and experience to 
do their work well 

12,4          14,3 41,7 41,9 18,0 17,0 6,5 8,4 21,3 18,3

Are independent of political influence 4,9          5,6 13,0 13,0 36,5 39,2 21,1 25,2 24,5 16,9
Are effective 6,4          5,7 26,0 28,2 22,4 25,2 11,1 14,2 34,1 26,8
Strictly adhere to the law            5,7 6,1 20,7 19,5 30,7 32,8 15,2 19,9 27,6 21,7
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A majority of respondents do not agree that election commissions strictly adhere to the law (see 
Chart 3.4). This group has risen by 6,8% in comparison to 2004. Only 18,6% agree that election 
commissions are independent of political influence, 64,4% disagree (6,8% more than 2004). 
Respondents more often don’t agree that election commissions are “effective.” 

At the same time a majority of respondents believe that election commissions have enough 
knowledge and experience to do their work well, as well as that they have a sufficient budget to finance 
their activities (the fraction that thinks so in comparison to 2004 has increased by 8,0%). 

However, it can be stated that, despite the fact that a majority of citizens regard the level of 
competence and financing as high, they predominantly believe them to be unfair, not strictly adhering 
to the law, and dependent on political influence. In addition, the group of those that believe so is larger 
than before the presidential elections.  

As it was mentioned at the beginning of this section, citizens of Ukraine consider elections more 
frequently to be unfair. As it can been seen in table 3.5, the term “unfair” is first of all connected to the 
conviction of citizens that as a result of elections violations and falsifications take place (see Chart 3.5). 
Among the elections of the last years, voters most often perceived violations and falsifications during 
the time of the first and second round of the Presidential Elections in 2004.  

 
Chart 3.5 

In Ukraine one can often hear the idea that violations and falsifications take place during elections. Do you 
agree with this statement in regard to the following elections?  
 Yes No Difficult to Answer 
Supreme Rada (Parliament) Elections of 2002  44,7 16,5 38,8 
First round of Presidential Elections – 31 October 2004 60,7 19,2 20,1 
Second round of Presidential Elections – 21 November 2004 66,5 14,8 18,8 
Re-run of the second round of the Presidential Elections – 26 
December 2004 49,5 27,8 22,6 

 
 
In regards to the 2002 Parliamentary Elections and the first and second round of the 2004 

Presidential Elections, they are more frequently thought of as taking place with violations and 
falsifications by those that voted for V. Yushchenko during the last elections. The re-run of the second 
round of the Presidential Elections is more often seen as such by representatives of the electorate of V. 
Yanukovych (74,1%, whereas among those that voted for V. Yushchenko it is 32,0%). 

Concerning the question of which public structures’ activities more often lead to violations and 
falsifications during elections, the most common answer is first of all representatives of “big business 
that influences politics,” “the power [government] (central and local),” “as well as political parties and 
members of election commissions (see Chart 3.6).  

Respondents who voted for V. Yanukovych during the last elections, in comparison to those who 
voted for  V. Yushchenko, are more likely to transfer responsibility for falsifications on to international 
organizations (7,6% and 2,8% respectively), and those that voted for V. Yushchenko – on 
representatives of central (21,7% and 28,8% respectively) and local (8,5% and 16,9% respectively) 
government, as well as on to members of election commissions (10,5% and 19,2% respectively). 
Apparently, in this case respondents evaluate the responsibility for falsifications during past elections.  
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Chart 3.6 
“In Ukraine one can often hear the idea that violations and falsifications take place during elections. What 
do you think, who is the main source of violations and falsifications?” % of respondents 
(Respondents could choose two options of answers, making the sum of percents more than 100%) 

 
 04. 

2004  
11. 

2005  
Big business that influences politics 42,4 43,0 
Representatives of central power [government] 23,3 24,6 
Political parties 25,4 24,4 
Members of election commissions 10,6 14,9 
Representatives of local power [government[ 15,6 13,3 
International organizations 2,2 4,4 
Voters 2,5 1,8 
Mass media 2,9 1,8 
Courts 0,7 1,0 
Police  0,9 0,9 
Ukrainian NGOs 0,8 0,7 
Military 0,1 0,1 
Nobody 3,6 1,8 
Difficult to answer 20,1 16,9 

 
On the basis of the stated in this section, the following conclusions can be drawn:  

• Citizens of Ukraine rate the fairness and transparency of the organization of the electoral 
process in Ukraine low and believe that elections mainly take place with violations and 
falsifications. Respondents viewed the re-run of the second round of the Presidential Elections 
somewhat more positive.  

• The view on the fairness of elections by supporters of different political forces depends to a 
significant degree on their results.  

• Only a little more than half of respondents are inclined to think that the secrecy of the ballot is 
guaranteed during elections. More than half of respondents think that candidates and parties 
have equal opportunity to campaign on radio and television during the election campaign; and 
that voters did not have access to neutral and objective information about the election campaign 
and its participants. 

• Despite the fact that a majority of citizens regard the level of competence and financing highly, 
they predominantly believe them to be unfair, not strictly adhering to the law, and dependent on 
political influence. In addition, the group of those that believe so is larger than before the 
presidential elections.  

• Responsibility for violations and falsifications during elections is more frequently put on big 
business that influences politics, central and local power [government], as well as political 
parties and election commissions.  
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4 .  D E G R E E  O F  K N O W L E D G E  O F  V O T E R S  A B O U T  

V O T I N G  P R O C E D U R E S  A N D  S O U R C E S  F R O M  W H I C H  

C I T I Z E N S  R E C E I V E I M P O R T A N T  I N F O R M A T I O N  

 
4.1 Sources for receiving information 
 

The vast majority of citizens receive their information on developments in the country and their 
region most often through television (see Chart 4.1.1). Other sources include newspapers, radio, and 
friends and relatives. The remaining sources were mentioned by less than 1% of respondents. The 
distribution of answers in this section has not changed significantly in comparison to April 2004. 

Among regional specifics it is worth mentioned the lower percentage of television in the central 
region, whereas the group that receive information through radio and newspapers is somewhat larger. 
In addition, a very small number of respondents in the South receive their information mostly through 
radio.  

 
Chart 4.1.1 

Where do you most often receive information about developments and problems in the country and your 
region?, % 
 

 West Centre South East Ukraine 
Television 77,2 67,3 78,8 75,4 73,3 
Friends or relatives 6,1 7,8 9,1 8,0 7,7 
Newspapers 7,4 9,9 6,4 6,5 7,7 
Radio 6,1 10,9 2,4 5,0 6,7 
Famous politicians in your region 0,5 0,5 1,0 1,1 0,7 
Famous Ukrainian politicians 0,5 0,6 0,7 1,1 0,7 
Representatives of local government 1,1 0,5 0,3 0,2 0,5 
Regional leaders 0,3 0,2 0,3 0,5 0,3 
Journals 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Other 0,5 1,5 1,0 1,8 1,4 
Difficult to Answer 0,3 0,9 0,0 0,8 0,9 
 

Speaking about mass media that are the main sources of information about political and economic 
developments in Ukraine, the unquestioning leaders are TV channels “Inter” and Studios “1+1” (see 
Chart 4.1.2). On the third place is “Channel 5,” which 12,0% of respondents indicated as their main 
source of news. This is the only significant change in comparison to April 2004, when Channel 5 was 
the main source of news for only 1,3% of the population. Sufficiently influential are also sources of 
information like central Ukrainian newspapers, TV channels UT-1 and ICTV, the First program of 
Ukrainian Radio, and local newspapers and TV channels. Other sources of information are the main 
ones for less than 2% of respondents.  

The focus on sources of information differs from region to region; especially in regards to leading 
TV channels (see Chart 4.1.3). Thus, TV channel “Inter” is most popular in the East and South, where 
it is the main source of information for 38,1% and 37,2% of respondents respectively. In the Centre 
(22,4%) and the West (18,0%) this channel is somewhat less popular. The reverse picture applies to the 
audience of “Channel 5.” It is the main source of information for every fourth voter of the Western 
region (25,2%) and for every seventh voter in the Centre (13,9%). In the South (8,9%) and, especially, 
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the East (4,0%), its popularity is significantly lower. Studio “1+1” is the main source of information for 
each fourth-fifth citizen in all regions.   

The picture in the Central region contains certain specifics. Here, 9,0% of respondents identified 
national Ukrainian newspapers as the main source of information. This is visibly more than in the rest 
of the regions. At the same time, less than 1% of residents of the Central region consider local press to 
be their main source of information. In addition, in this region the group of those that consider the First 
Program of Ukrainian radio their main source of information is highest.  

The First program of Ukrainian Radio is the more popular in rural areas, where it is considered to 
be the main source of information by 5,0% of respondents (in cities this indicator is 2,3%). In rural 
regions the group of TV Channel Studio “1+1” is also somewhere higher – 27,6% vs. 23,5% in cities. 
On the other hand, “Channel 5” is somewhere more “city-like”: 13,3% of city and 8,9% of the rural 
dwellers consider it to be their main source of information.  

 
Clear differences on the main source of information also exist depending on the political 

sympathies of respondents. Thus, supporters of Yanukovych, considerably more often than supporters 
of Yushchenko, mention TV Channel “Inter” (39,2% and 21,9% respectively) and Russian channels 
(4,0% and 0,6% respectively). On the other hand, “Channel 5” is the main source of news 
predominantly for Yushchenko supporters: 20,4% vs. 4,3% of Yanukovych supporters.  

 
Chart 4.1.2 

Which mass media outlets are the main source of information on political and economic developments in 
Ukraine?, % 
 
 April 2004 November 2005 
TV channel “Inter” 30,8 29,0 
TV channel Studio “1+1”  28,3 24,7 
TV channel “Channel 5” 1,3 12,0 
Central (national) Ukrainian newspapers 5,0 5,8 
The first program of Ukrainian TV – UT-1 4,8 4,5 
First program of Ukrainian Radio – UR-1 3,3 3,1 
TV channel ICTV 2,4 2,9 
Local Newspapers 5,1 2,5 
Local TV channels 1,2 2,0 
Russian TV channels 4,8 1,8 
Other Ukrainian TV channels 0,2 1,3 
TV channel STB 0,9 1,2 
New Channel 1,3 1,1 
Local state radio 0,8 1,1 
FM radio stations 1,1 1,0 
Second program of Ukrainian radio – UR-2 “Promin” 0,5 0,5 
Other foreign channels 0,3 0,3 
Ukrainian internet sites 0,2 0,3 
TV channel Tonis 0,0 0,2 
Russian newspapers 0,2 0,1 
Other foreign newspapers 0,0 0,0 
Third Program of Ukrainian radio – UR-3 0,0 0,0 
Russian radio stations 0,0 0,0 
Other foreign radio stations 0,3 0,0 
Russian internet sites 0,1 0,0 
Other foreign internet sites 0,0 0,0 
Other 1,6 1,2 
Difficult to answer 5,5 3,3 
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* In April 2004 among the list of answers NTV, ORT, and RTR were mentioned separately 
 
 

Chart 4.1.3 
Which mass media outlets are the main source of information on political and economic developments in 
Ukraine?, % By region 
 

 West Centre South East Ukraine 
TV channel “Inter” 18,0 22,4 37,2 38,1 29,0 
TV channel Studio “1+1”  25,7 25,3 20,9 25,3 24,7 
TV channel “Channel 5” 25,2 13,9 8,6 4,0 12,0 
Central (national) Ukrainian newspapers 4,2 9,0 3,3 4,8 5,8 
The first program of Ukrainian TV – UT-1 3,4 6,4 5,0 3,1 4,5 
First program of Ukrainian Radio – UR-1 3,2 5,4 1,0 1,9 3,1 
TV channel ICTV 2,9 1,8 3,0 4,0 2,9 
Local Newspapers 4,2 0,8 3,0 3,1 2,5 
Local TV channels 1,1 0,8 2,3 3,4 2,0 
Russian TV channels 0,5 1,4 4,3 1,8 1,8 
Other Ukrainian TV channels 0,8 1,4 1,3 1,5 1,3 
TV channel STB 1,3 1,5 1,3 0,6 1,2 
New Channel 2,1 0,9 2,3 0,1 1,1 
Local state radio 0,5 2,5 0,3 0,4 1,1 
FM radio stations 1,1 1,5 0,7 0,7 1,0 
Second program of Ukrainian radio – UR-2 “Promin” 0,8 0,9 0,0 0,1 0,5 
Other foreign channels 0,5 0,2 0,3 0,1 0,3 
Ukrainian internet sites 0,3 0,3 0,3 0,4 0,3 
TV channel Tonis 0,3 0,2 0,0 0,3 0,2 
Russian newspapers 0,3 0,2 0,3 0,0 0,1 
Other foreign newspapers 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Third Program of Ukrainian radio – UR-3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Russian radio stations 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Other foreign radio stations 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Russian internet sites 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Other foreign internet sites 0,0 0,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 
Other 0,5 0,5 2,7 1,5 1,2 
Difficult to answer 2,9 2,8 1,7 4,3 3,3 
 
 

When sources of information on election procedures are being discussed, the main information 
media is again television (see chart 4.1.4). Radio appears on the second spot and only after that come 
less traditional methods of information transfer. Thus, 29,7% of Ukrainians found out about the 
procedures for voting before the Presidential elections from special information leaflets, and 24,1% - 
from friends. 12,2% of respondents received such information during mass gatherings, and 11,5% from 
other sources. Noteworthy is that citizens of the Central region received their information during mass 
meeting and special leaflets much more often than other regions. In this region 40,2% respondents 
received leaflets, whereas in the rest of the regions the level is no higher than 27%. In addition, the 
level of those that received information about voting procedures during mass gatherings in this region 
is 1,5-2,5 times higher than in other regions. Clearly, not the least significant explanation for this is that 
this region (closest to Kyiv) was most widely covered with educational activities. 

 

Chart 4.1.4 
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From what sources did you find out about voting procedures before the 2004 Presidential elections?, % 
by region 

 West Centre South East Ukraine 

Television 75,9 77,3 84,7 77,5 78,2 

Radio 31,7 41,8 38,2 27,1 34,5 

Special information leaflets 22,2 40,2 22,9 26,8 29,7 

From friends 27,8 24,3 30,2 19,0 24,1 

During various mass gathering and activities 11,4 19,2 8,3 7,3 12,2 

From the internet 2,4 3,4 2,7 2,2 2,7 

From other sources 11,6 12,8 12,0 10,0 11,5 

Difficult to answer 8,8 4,0 4,3 7,0 5,9 

 

In general, the predominant majority of citizens is satisfied with the information about voting 
procedures that it received during the Presidential elections (see Chart 4.1.5): completely or to some 
extent satisfied were 63,4% of respondents, whereas little satisfied or not satisfied where only a little 
more than a quarter of respondents (26,7%). The situation in different regions varies to a small extent, 
although the level of satisfaction is a little higher in the Central region, which also indicates that it was 
better covered with education activities than the rest of the country.  

Chart  4.1.5 

Are you satisfied with the information on voting procedures that you received during the presidential 
election campaign?, % 

Completely satisfied  29,6 

To some extent satisfied 33,8 

Little satisfied 15,7 

Not satisfied 11,0 

Difficult to answer 10,0 

 

From Chart 4.1.6 it becomes clear that that respondents that are satisfied with information about 
voting procedures, were significantly more likely to have received it from special information leaflets, 
which testifies to the quality that this kind of information distribution.  
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Chart 4.1.6 

From what sources did you find out about voting procedures before the 2004 Presidential elections?, % 

 Satisfied with received 
information 

Not satisfied with received 
information 

Special information leaflets 34,9 22,8 

Television 81,3 79,1 

Radio 36,7 33,6 

During various mass gatherings and 
activities 

12,9 12,9 

From the internet 3,0 2,1 

From friends 23,6 27,9 

From other sources 12,2 11,8 

Difficult to answer 3,2 3,4 

 

Answers to questions about what kind of information respondents would like to receive about the 
upcoming elections, show that more than anything else citizens miss fair, objective, and detailed 
information about subjects of the election process (see Chart 4.1.7). It should be mentioned that this 
was an open question and the table includes answers that were mentioned by at least 1% of 
respondents. Noteworthy, almost half of respondents (45,1%) did either not give an answer or indicated 
that they did not want to received any information.  

Chart 4.1.8  lists the answers to the same questions by those respondents, who are not satisfied 
with information about election procedures, which they received before the presidential elections in 
2004. As the table shows, in this case the list and priorities in general remains unchanged, although the 
numerical values are different. 

Chart 4.1.7 

Which information would you like to receive about the upcoming elections?, % (The provided answers 
are those tha  received at least 1% support) t

Fair, objective information about participants of the elections  12,4
Detailed information about the programs of parties and blocs 9,3
Detailed information about participants of the elections  8,0
Detailed information about election procedures, voting and election law 5,0
A complete list of blocs and parties 3,1
Complete list of candidates from each parties, a list of their actions and activities.  2,6
Where is the money for elections coming from?  2,3
Honest information about party leaders  1,8
Who and how guarantees the fairness of elections  1,7
Detailed list of voter rights 1,5
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Information about changes in the election system 1,5
 

Chart 4.1.8 

Which information would you like to receive about the upcoming elections?, % of respondents which were not 
satisfied with information about voting procedures before the presidential elections. (The provided answers are those that received at least 
1% support) 

Fair, objective information about participants of the elections  20,7 
Detailed information about participants of the elections  14,2 
Detailed information about the programs of parties and blocs 9,2 
Detailed information about election procedures, voting and election law 7,2 
Where is the money for elections coming from?  3,6 
A complete list of blocs and parties 3,6 
Detailed list of voter rights 3,0 
Complete list of candidates from each parties, a list of their actions and activities.  2,8 
Who and how guarantees the fairness of elections  2,6 
Honest information about party leaders  2,1 
Reports of parties about completed work 1,7 
Information about changes in the election system 1,7 
Who will bring the country of the crisis 1,5 
What will the ballot look like?  1,3 
More printed materials (leaflets, brochures) 1,1 
How much money is being spent on elections 1,0 

 

4.2 Level of citizen’s knowledge about election procedures  

In general, a little more than half of respondents (56,2%) completely or somewhat agree that they 
know their rights as voters well (see Chart 4.2.1). Somewhat more than a third of respondents don’t 
agree or somewhat disagree with this statement. In the Southern region, respondents consider 
themselves to be slightly more aware of their rights than in other regions.  

Chart 4.2.1 
Do you agree with the following statement that you know your rights as voters well?  
 

 Completely 
Agree 

Somewh
at agree 

Somewh
ate 

disagree 

Don’t 
agree 

Difficult to 
answer 

Ukraine 18,1 38,1 24,7 10,1 9,0 
West 20,5 35,1 29,5 8,2 6,6 
Centre 15,5 38,0 25,3 10,2 11,0 
South 15,7 47,0 16,7 6,7 14,0 
East 20,3 36,4 25,4 12,5 5,4 
 

However, the evaluation of respondents’ knowledge about their own voting rights is either not 
completely objective or does not correspond to the level of information on voting procedures in 
general, or both factors influence the outcome.  
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As shown in Chart 4.2.2, a third of those that completely agree that they know their rights as 
voters, don’t know what the changes to the election law are. In other groups this percentage is even 
higher.  

 
Chart 4.2.2 

As you may know, the April 2006 Parliamentary elections will be conducted not like in 2002, in 
accordance with a new law. Speaking in general, do you support the changes in the election law? ,% In 
accordance with the degree of self-assessment of knowledge about voter’s rights.  

 

 Do you agree with the following statement that you know 
your rights as voters well? 

 Completely 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Disagree Difficult to 
answer 

I don’t know what these changes consist of 36,6 43,5 58,5 62,6 40,0 
I completely support these changes 11,4 6,3 5,7 2,0 6,9 
I support them somewhat 16,9 18,6 10,5 7,9 9,7 
I agree as much as I disagree 15,0 12,8 11,9 12,3 5,7 
I don’t support them somewhat 2,8 4,5 2,6 1,5 5,7 
Don’t support them at all 3,3 2,4 1,0 2,5 1,7 
Difficult to answer 14,1 12,0 9,7 11,3 30,3 
 

For a more detailed analysis, we shall divide the respondents into three groups.  
The first group are respondents which completely or somewhat agree that they know their own 

rights as voters well, and at the same time did not indicate that they don’t know what the changes in the 
election law are. We will consider this group to be those that are informed about voter rights and 
election procedures.  

The second group are those respondents that completely or somewhat disagree with the statement 
that they know their rights as voters well, or indicated that they don’t know what the changes in the 
election law are. We will consider this group to be those that are not informed about voter rights and 
election procedures.  

The third group contains of those hesitated to answer the question about whether they know their 
rights as voters well and did not know what the changes in election law are.  

The division of respondents into these three groups is shown in Charts 4.2.3. In comparison to 
Chart 4.2.1, one can see that the picture has changed to the inverse: only a third of respondents appear 
to be informed about election procedures, and almost two thirds appear to be uninformed.  

 
Chart 4.2.3 

Level of citizen’s knowledge about election procedures and voter rights, % 

 West Centre South East Ukraine 

Informed 40,2 33,2 28,6 30,7 33,0 

Not informed 55,8 60,1 60,1 67,2 61,6 

Difficult to answer 4,0 6,7 11,3 2,1 5,4 
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Chart 4.2.4 
Level of citizen’s knowledge about election procedures and voter rights, % 

  Age  
18-29  

Age  
30-39  

Age  
40-49  

Age  
50-59  

Age 60 
and older 

Informed 27,3 35,2 42,0 36,7 27,9 

Not informed 67,8 59,1 53,1 58,3 66,1 

Difficult to answer 4,9 5,7 4,9 5,0 6,0 

 
The largest group of uninformed respondents lives in the Eastern region (see Chart 4.2.3) and the 

smallest – in the West. The fraction of uninformed respondents in the Centre and South is virtually the 
same, although the amount of informed respondents is slightly higher in the Centre.  

Among age groups the lease informed are respondents aged under 29 and over 60 years (see 
Chart 4.2.4). Among women the uninformed are slightly more (64,2%) than among men (58,5%). The 
uninformed are slightly more numerous among Yanukovych (64,4%) supporters than among 
Yushchenko supporters (57,5%), although this is most likely caused by the specifics of regional 
distribution of supporters of Yushchenko and Yanukovych. In cities and villages the groups of 
uninformed are roughly equal, and the higher the level of education, the lower the percentage of 
uninformed respondents.  

However, in all groups the fraction of citizens that are not informed on voter rights and election 
procedures is more than half of the total.  

This is why it is an important task for voter education projects to organize the best access to this 
group and provide them with basic information.  

 As can be seen in Chart 4.2.5, the difference in the priority list of sources of information about 
election procedures before the Presidential elections between informed and uninformed respondents is 
almost non-existent. Only from friends uninformed respondents received more information than 
informed ones.  

 
 

Chart 4.2.5 
From what sources did you find out about voting procedures before the 2004 Presidential elections?, % 

 Informed Uninformed 

Television 78,7 78,2 

Radio 35,1 34,2 

Special information leaflets 32,1 29,0 

From friends 21,8 25,6 

During various mass gathering and activities 14,2 11,8 

Through the internet 
3,0 2,6 

Through other sources 
14,2 10,6 

Difficult to answer 
3,5 7,1 
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The difference between sources of information about developments and problems in the country 
among informed and uninformed respondents (see Chart 4.2.6) is similar to the difference in the 
previous question. Uninformed voters more rarely receive their information through newspapers and 
more often through information from friends and relatives. Thus it can be seen that even when talking 
about political information, a significant portion of uninformed respondents prefer information received 
from friends and relatives. That is why to educate such voters those activities could be very helpful that 
would build in sharing information with friends and acquaintances.  

 
Chart 4.2.6 

Where do you most often receive information about developments and problems in the country and your 
region?, % 
 

 Informed Uninformed 
Television 74,7 73,3 
Friends or relatives 5,0 9,3 
Newspapers 9,1 6,9 
Radio 6,8 6,3 
Famous politicians in your region 0,6 0,8 
Representative of local government 0,3 0,5 
Famous Ukrainian politicians 1,2 0,5 
Religious leaders 0,3 0,3 
Journals 0,0 0,0 
Other 1,8 1,2 
Difficult to answer 0,2 0,9 

 
The main source of information, however, remains television. As it can be seen in Chart 4.2.7, 

respondents that are not informed about voter rights and election procedures are more likely to watch 
TV channel “Inter.” Also, it is a little more likely that they consider their main source of information 
Channel ICTV, and less likely that – Studio “1+1” and “Channel 5,” UT-1, and national newspapers. 
However it should be noted about newspapers that they have less influence over uninformed voters 
than over informed ones.  

It can also be seen that the priority list of main mass media among uninformed citizens does not 
differ significantly from the overall priority list of mass media, although the numerical values vary. 
This is why in media strategy it makes sense to focus on the general public. The basis for a specialized 
campaign should target friends, relatives, and acquaintances of the information recipients.  

 
Chart 4.2.7 

Which mass media outlets are the main source of information on political and economic developments in 
Ukraine?, % 
 
 Informed Uninformed 
TV channel “Inter” 25,5 31,0 
TV channel Studio “1+1”  25,1 24,6 
TV channel “Channel 5” 12,8 11,8 
Central (national) Ukrainian newspapers 7,4 4,7 
The first program of Ukrainian TV – UT-1 4,9 4,4 
TV Channel ICTV 1,8 3,6 
First Program of Ukrainian Radio – UR-1 3,8 2,5 
Local TV stations 1,5 2,4 
Russian TV Stations 1,2 1,9 
Local newspapers 4,0 1,8 
New channel 0,9 1,4 



 19

Other Ukrainian TV Channels 1,2 1,4 
TV Channel STB 1,1 1,3 
Local state radio 0,8 1,1 
FM Radio stations 1,4 0,9 
Second program of Ukrainian Radio – UR-2 “Promin” 0,5 0,6 
Other foreign TV Channels 0,0 0,3 
Russian newspapers 0,2 0,2 
TV Channels Tonis 0,2 0,2 
Ukrainian internet sites 0,6 0,2 
Other foreign internet sites 0,0 0,1 
Other foreign newspapers 0,0 0,0 
Third program of Ukrainian radio UR-3 0,0 0,0 
Russian radio stations 0,0 0,0 
Other foreign radio stations 0,0 0,0 
Russian internet sites 0,0 0,0 
Other 0,9 1,4 
Difficult to answer 4,4 2,2 
 
On the basis of the articulated in this section, the following conclusions can be drawn:  
 
• The main source of information for citizens about developments in the country and its regions is 

television. Other sources are less prominent, although newspapers and radio also have a visible 
influence. In addition, a significant influence is exerted by non-media sources of information, such 
as friends, relatives, and acquaintances of respondents.  

• Among mass media which are the main source of information for citizens about economic and 
political developments in Ukraine, the unquestionable leaders are TC channels “Inter,” Studio 
“1+1,” and “Channel 5.” 

• Ahead of the Presidential elections citizens received most information about election procedures 
through television and radio. Also popular, however, sources of information were special 
information leaflets. In addition, those citizens that were satisfied with information about election 
procedures more often received their information from special leaflets.  

• Among election information that citizens would like to receive, the most often noted fair, objective 
and detailed information about subjects of the election process and less often, information about 
election procedures.  

• More than half of respondents believe that they know their rights as voters. However more than a 
third of those indicated that they don’t know the changes in election law.  

• Citizens that actually are informed about voter rights and election procedures make up close to a 
third of all citizens.  

• Respondents that are not informed about voter rights and election procedures are more prevalent in 
the Eastern region, in the age groups under 29 and over 60 years of age, among women and citizens 
with a lower educational level.  

• The main difference of receiving information for citizens that are uninformed about voter rights and 
election procedures is that they more frequently receive political information from friends, 
relatives, and acquaintances. This is why in order to better reach this group, campaigns should be 
organized that envision engaging friends, relatives, and acquaintances of the information recipients. 
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5 .  P R E V I O U S  E X P E R I E N C E  O F  P A R T I C I P A T I O N  I N  

E L E C T I O N S ,  I N T E N T I O N S  A N D  M O T I V A T I O N  O F  

P A R T I C I P A T I O N  I N  T H E  U P C O M I N G  E L E C T I O N S  

Talking about participation in elections, three-fourths of the citizens agree that participation in 
elections is everyone’s civic duty (see Chart 5.1). This situation did actually not change compared to 
April 2004 when respondents were asked a similar question. It can therefore be seen that the civic 
consciousness concerning participation in elections is rather high. 
 

Chart 5.1 
Do you agree that with the following statement that participation in elections is the civic duty of every 
person?  
 
 Agree Don’t 

agree 
Difficult to 

answer  
April 2004 75,0 6,9 18,1 
November 2005 74,2 10,2 15,6 
 

This can also be seen from the number of persons who took part in elections. Of course, the 
citizens’ responses concerning their participation in elections may slightly differ from real participation 
due to impact of a variety of public factors during the time that passed since the elections. Still, 
however, the responses mainly coincide with real participation. It can be seen from Chart 5.2 what 
percentage of respondents took part in various elections. 
 

Chart 5.2 
Did you vote in the following elections? 
 
 Yes No Don’t remember/refused 

to answer 
2002 Parliamentary elections 76,4 14,5 9,1 
2004 Presidential Elections first round – 31 October 2004 87,7 9,8 2,5 
2004 Presidential Elections first round – 21 November 2004 87,4 10,5 2,2 
2004 Presidential Elections Re-run of second round 
- 26 December 2004 88,5 9,6 1,7 

  
Overall, 71.1% of the respondents state they took part in all of the above-mentioned elections 

while 4.6% respondents did not take part in any. 
A desire to express support for a certain candidate or for a certain political force was the main 

reason that caused citizens to take part in elections (see Chart 5.3). One-third of respondents consider 
participation in elections as fulfillment of their civic duty. Half as many respondents (14.5%) sought to 
express their dissatisfaction with the current situation. Other reasons were indicated by a less number of 
respondents: 9.1% wanted to protest against a certain political force; 8.4% wanted to protest against a 
certain candidate; 6.1% wanted to express their anxiety about a specific problem. 

In April 2004, a similar question was asked concerning motivation behind the respondents’ 
participation in the parliament elections 2002. Comparing the responses obtained in 2004 and 2005, we 
can point out some notable changes. For example, during the survey conducted in 2004, citizens cited 
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fulfillment of their civic duty (38.0%) as the main reason behind their participation in the elections 
2002. In 2005, this reason was indicated by a fewer number of respondents. At the same time, other 
reasons were more often provided in 2005. This may prove that electors expected more concrete results 
from the elections 2004 and that the degree of the citizens’ certainty was higher than in 2002. On the 
contrary, the number of electors who took part in the elections only because they regarded it as their 
civic duty was greater in 2002 than in 2004. 

The reasons through which the citizens did not vote are provided in Chart 5.4. It is worth noting 
that personal reasons dominate in the response, and only every tenth of those who did not vote acted so 
because of problems with electoral lists or because of pressure. We should also add that the share of 
such responses is about 1.5% of the total number of the respondents. 
 

Chart 5.3 
Out of the following answers, please choose two that mainly influenced your decision to participate in the 
elections. % of respondents that voted in at least one election 
 

 April 2004 November 2005 
To support a certain candidate 30,3 38,8 
To support a certain political force 24,3 31,8 
To fulfill my civic duty 38,0 31,5 
To express dissatisfaction with the current situation 7,7 14,5 
To protest against a certain political force 2,2 9,1 
To protest against a certain candidate 2,1 8,4 
To support a certain issue/problem 5,3 6,1 
Other 1,5 1,1 
Difficult to answer 2,8 2,7 

 
Chart 5.4 

Why did you not vote during the elections? % of respondents who did not vote during any elections 
 
I was not 18 years old yet 26,1 
I was busy with other things 25,6 
I was not planning (did not want) to vote 16,9 
My name was not on the voter list and it was not possible for me to vote 7,0 
I did not vote because pressure was exerted on me 2,8 
Difficult to say/ Declined answer 21,5 
 
 

The survey also assessed the citizens’ intention of voting in the 2006 elections. The respondents 
evaluated probability of their participation in the election according to a scale from 0 to 10 where 10 
means that the respondent will vote for sure and 0 means that he/she will not vote in any case. 
Proceeding from the grades, we can forecast that activity of the electors will be rather high. For 
example, 45.5% responded that they will surely take part in the elections while only 2.5% regard 
probability of their participation in the elections as zero. It should be noted, of course, that not all 
intention turns into an action but still, probability of high attendance is rather high. For example, if we 
calculate an average grade of responses to this question (with no account for the respondents who 
hesitated to answer) we get 8.3 on the 0-10 scale. It means (theoretically) that if all the respondents 
who did decide about their answer had chosen the same grade it would have been 8.3. 

A similar question was asked in 2004 as well, and the average grade was also 8.3. That is, we can 
expect that attendance in the oncoming elections will not substantially differ from that in the round 1 of 
the presidential elections 2004. 



 22

Proceeding from the respondents’ intentions of taking part in the voting, the highest attendance of 
electors may be expected in the West (average grade of responses being 8.58) and in the East (8.49). 
The average grade is somewhat lower in the South (8.23), the lowest being in the Center (7.95). 

It is worth adding that the level of intentions of taking part in the next elections is higher among 
the respondents, who voted for two leading candidates in the round 1 of the presidential elections, than 
in the entire sample. By the way, intentions to vote are a bit higher among Yushchenko’s supporters 
(8.68) than among Yanukovych’s followers (8.51). 
 

Chart 5.5 
As you probably know, the upcoming Parliamentary and local elections are scheduled for the same day in 

April 2006. How could you evaluate your decision to take part in these elections? Grade according to scale from 0 
to 10, (CARD №1), where 10 means “I will vote for sure”, and 0 means “I’m not going to participate in any case”.   

 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Difficult to Answer Average
Ukraine 2,5 1,0 1,0 1,6 1,9 5,5 3,4 5,9 11,4 13,3 45,5 7,2 8,30 
West 1,6 0,3 1,3 0,5 1,3 4,5 2,7 5,1 13,0 19,4 45,2 5,1 8,58 
Center 3,1 1,4 0,9 2,4 2,1 8,1 5,2 6,3 9,5 12,1 42,5 6,4 7,95 
South 4,0 1,7 0,7 1,7 2,3 3,3 3,0 4,3 11,3 11,7 47,7 8,3 8,23 
East 1,7 0,8 1,1 1,2 1,8 4,6 2,1 7,0 12,4 12,0 48,6 6,8 8,49 

 
Among the reasons, which could encourage citizens to take part in the elections, the respondents 

first of all named the existence of a political party that seems to meet their main hopes (see Chart 5.6). 
Besides, more than a fourth of the respondents expressed certainty that their vote will be counted and 
not falsified and that there will be a political party that will listen to people like them. Every fifth could 
be encouraged to take part by a fair election campaign while every sixth may be impelled by existence 
of a political party that shares his/her values. Other reasons were indicated by less than 10% 
respondents. 

Responses to these questions are region-specific to some extent. For example, availability of a 
party that seems to meet the voters main hopes as well as sufficient information on various political 
parties are more predominant in the Eastern region. The interest in a fair election campaign is notably 
less in the East than in other regions. 

For the Western region residents, the certainty that their votes will be counted and not falsified is 
of extreme importance. This factor in the West is the most important of all factors. Besides, this 
indicator is about 1.5 times higher than in other regions. This may indirectly show that residents of that 
region most of all believe that results of the previous elections were falsified. 

Considering the geographical distribution of supporters of Yushchenko and Yanukovych, their 
responses to this question are divided in a similar way (see Chart 5.7). The certainty that the vote will 
be counted and not falsified is somewhat more important to Yushchenko’s supporters (that is, 
supporters of the current authorities) than to Yanukovych’s followers (that is, the opposition). This may 
prove that the citizens do not regard the authorities in the present stage as the greatest possible source 
of election falsifications. 
 

Chart 5.6 
What influences your decision to participate or not participate in the upcoming Parliamentary and local 

elections 2006? ,% 

 West Center South East Ukraine 
Existence of an appropriate political party that seems to meet m
main hopes 

32,3 32,2 31,2 39,6 34,5 

Assurance that my vote will be counted and will not be falsified 42,9 24,6 30,2 25,7 29,3 
Existence of an appropriate political party that will listen to peo
like me 

27,3 23,7 24,3 26,1 25,3 
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Fair election campaign conducted on the basis of ethical princip 21,2 21,7 24,3 14,5 19,7 
Existence of an appropriate political party that shares my values 13,5 13,7 21,6 13,3 14,7 
Sufficient information on different political parties 8,5 8,2 7,3 12,6 9,6 
Guarantees that I will not be subject for pressure 9,0 7,9 4,3 11,4 8,7 
The fact that my family and my friend will participate 6,4 4,6 4,7 6,1 5,5 
Possibility to get the polling station 6,4 4,4 2,7 5,5 4,9 
The weather on the election day  2,9 3,5 2,3 3,9 3,3 
I am not going to participate under any circumstances 1,3 3,1 4,3 3,0 2,9 
difficult to answer 4,2 5,0 9,0 3,6 5,0 

 
Chart 5.7 

What influences your decision to participate or not participate in the upcoming Parliamentary and local 
elections 2006? ,% 

 Yushchenko’s 
supporters 

Yanukovych’s 
supporters 

Existence of an appropriate political party that seems to meet my main hopes 36,5 41,6 
Assurance that my vote will be counted and will not be falsified 32,4 26,0 
Existence of an appropriate political party that will listen to people like me 25,0 27,4 
Fair election campaign conducted on the basis of ethical principles 22,4 18,1 
Existence of an appropriate political party that shares my values 13,3 17,7 
Sufficient information on different political parties 8,7 11,6 
Guarantees that I will not be subject for pressure 9,1 8,2 
The fact that my family and my friend will participate 5,9 4,6 
Possibility to get the polling station 4,2 4,6 
The weather on the election day  2,7 3,3 
I am not going to participate under any circumstances 1,5 2,3 
difficult to answer 3,4 3,2 

 
 

When the citizens elect a party or a bloc they direct their attention first of all to personalities of 
the politicians who represent the party or bloc (see Chart 5.8). About 40% electors vote mainly for 
politician personalities while about 25% are going to vote for a party’s program and proposals. Another 
25% noted they equally look at politician personalities and party programs. Responses to this question 
vary slightly between regions but the overall picture is rather similar in all the regions. 

Comparing results of the survey with responses to similar questions asked in 2004, we can notice 
that the citizens’ choice shifted towards personalities rather than programs. The main reason for such a 
shift consisted obviously of the presidential electoral campaign when basic program ideas in public 
consciousness concentrated on certain personalities. 
 

Chart 5.8 

Please indicate with which statement you agree more:, %  
 
А. You vote first of all for personalities (leading figures) representing a political party or bloc 
B. You vote first of all for political platform and statements 
 



Completely agree with statement А 21,5 
Mostly agree with statement А 18,4 
Agree with the both statements in equal proportion 23,4 
Mostly agree with statement B 16,2 
Absolutely agree with statement B 8,7 
Disagree with both statements 2,8 
Difficult to answer 8,9 

 
If we compare the influence of such factors as a) a party’s position on most topical issues 

and b) its experience and activities on the citizens’ choice, we can state that the respondents 
prefer the former factor to a certain extent: it is mentioned by about one-third of the respondents 
while a party’s experience is more important for one-fourth of the respondents (see Chart 5.9). 
Another one-fourth of the respondents consider both factors equally. 

As far as regions of Ukraine are concerned, the opinion of respondents living in the East 
slightly differs from the rest. The number of those guided by a party’s position on topical issues 
and the number of those looking at a party’s experience and activities are almost equal (34.0% 
and 30.8% respectively). 

Also notable is the difference in responses to this question between supporters of 
Yushchenko and Yanukovych. For example, Yushchenko’s supporters pay greater attention to a 
party’s position on topical issues (38.9%) and are less interested in a party’s experience and 
activities (23.1%). Among Yanukovych’s supporters, impact of both factors is approximately 
similar (33.2% and 31.2%). 
 

Chart 5.9 

Please indicate with which statement you agree more:, %  
 
А. A political party’s or bloc’s position on specific issues is most important for me in deciding who to 
vote for  
B. A political party’s or bloc’s experience and activities are the most important for me in deciding who 
to vote for 
 

 West Center South East Ukraine 
Completely agree with statement А 15,4 18,8 10,0 20,4 17,2 
Mostly agree with statement А 19,6 16,5 23,6 13,6 17,1 
Agree with the both statements in equal proportion 23,1 25,3 29,6 22,1 24,3 
Mostly agree with statement B 13,8 12,5 17,6 16,6 14,8 
Absolutely agree with statement B 8,8 9,1 5,3 14,2 10,2 
Disagree with both statements 2,4 4,3 2,3 3,8 3,5 
Difficult to Answer 17,0 13,6 11,6 9,4 12,8 

 
Chart 5.10 

Please indicate with which statement you agree with more:, %  
 
А. A political party’s or bloc’s position on specific issues is most important for me in deciding who to 
vote for  
B. A political party’s or bloc’s background and experience are the most important for me in deciding 
who to vote for 
 

 For Yushchenko For Yanukovych 
Completely agree with statement А 20,4 16,3 
Mostly agree with statement А 18,5 16,9 
Agree with the both statements in equal proportion 23,0 25,0 
Mostly agree with statement B 13,7 18,9 
Absolutely agree with statement B 9,4 12,3 
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Disagree with both statements 2,7 3,4 
Difficult to answer 12,2 7,2 

 

The following conclusions can be made proceeding from the stated above: 
 
• An overwhelming majority of citizens agree that participation in elections is everyone’s 

civic duty. 
• Apart from the sense of civic duty, weighty reasons for taking part in the elections include 

a desire of expressing support for a certain candidate or a certain political force. 
• Personal reasons dominate among the reasons for which the citizens took no part in the 

elections. Absence of the name in voter lists or pressure upon the respondent were the 
reason for not taking part in elections for 1.5% respondents. 

• The citizens’ intentions of taking part in the elections 2006 are generally on the same level 
as 2004 ahead of the presidential elections. It may be assumed therefore that attendance in 
the parliament elections will not substantially differ from that in the round 1 of the 
presidential elections. The highest election intentions are showed by inhabitants of the 
Western region while the lowest ones can be seen in the Central region. 

• Electing a party or a bloc, the citizens pay more attention to politician personalities rather 
than to a party’s program. Besides, they look a bit more at a party’s position on topical 
issues than at its experience and activities. 

• Among the reasons, which may encourage citizens to take part in the elections, the 
respondents first of all named existence of a political party that seems to meet their main 
hopes. Besides, weighty reasons include certainty that the electors’ votes will be considered 
and not falsified and that there will be a political party that will listen to people like them.  
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6 .  F U R T H E R  I N F O R M A T I O N  

This Public Opinion poll analysis is the second step of qualitative and quantitative opinion research 
projects on public attitudes towards democratic reform and elections Freedom House is sponsoring 
in Ukraine in 2005 – 2006.   
 
The poll was conducted between November 18 and 25, 2005 in all regions of Ukraine. 1991 
respondents older than 18 years took part in the poll as part of a sample that is representative of 
the adult population according to major socio-demographic characteristics. The theoretical 
margin of error of the sample (not including the design effect) is no more than 2,3%.  
The results of the poll are compared to those of a similar poll last year (conducted from 22 to 30 
April 2004), in which 2005 respondents participated older than 18 years took part in the poll as 
part of a sample that is representative of the adult population according to major socio-
demographic characteristics. The theoretical margin of error of the sample (not including the 
design effect) is nor more than 2,3%.  
 
The regions cited include the following oblasts:  
West: Volyn, Zakarpatia, Ivano-Frankovsk, Lviv, Rivne, Ternopil, Chernovtsy Oblasts.  
Centre: city of Kyiv, Vinnitsa, Zhitomir, Kyiv, Kirovograd, Poltava, Sumy, Khmelnitsky, 

Cherkassy, Chernigiv Oblasts.  
South:  AR Crimea, Odessa, Kherson, Mikolaev Oblasts.  
East:  Dnepropetrovsk, Donetsk, Zaporizhia, Luhansk, Kharkiv oblasts.  
 
 
This report was made possible through support provided by the Office of Democracy And 
Governance, Bureau for Europe and Eurasia, U.S. Agency for International Development, under 
the terms of Award No.121-А-00-04-00703-00. The opinions expressed herein are those of the 
author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the views of the U.S. Agency for International 
Development. 
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