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Why We Conduct Polls?
Foster the development of more responsive policies and 

governance;

Help stakeholders diagnose and address issues of public 
concern;

 leaders from across the political spectrum have 
reported that the polls are important to their 

work and encourage continued polling;

 Inclusive process: the polling instrument was 
developed in consultation with parties, 
government, and civil society leaders;



Information about the poll

Fieldwork dates: November 17 – December 7, 2015

1,881 completed interviews

A nationally representative sample of Georgian speakers including 
oversampled areas of the Capital, Urban and Rural settlements.

The average margin of error is +/- 1,8% 



Methodology

Sample design

NDI and CRRC use a complex survey design:

Stratification – dividing population in relatively homogenous sub-
groups

Clustering – randomly selecting small geographic areas for each sub-
group (stratum) 

Households are selected via random route sampling

Respondents are selected using a Kish table

Randomly selected households and individuals are not substituted

All interviews were conducted face-to-face, in Georgian. 



National Issues



































15% of the respondents agree both with the 
statement that Rustavi 2 ownership case is 
mainly politically motivated and that Rustavi 2 
ownership case is mainly motivated by a 
dispute between two private bodies.











Foreign Affairs

































Party Support















































Foreign policy - Experiment



Foreign policy - Experimental section

Method: We divided our respondents into three, equal, representative groups.
All three groups were asked the same questions about foreign policy, specifically 
about Georgia’s policy toward Russia and Georgia’s benefits from joining EU and 
NATO. However, prior to asking the questions, we exposed the groups to three 
different narratives, one for each group.

Purpose: The goal of the experiment was to determine, whether a specific narrative 
about foreign policy would change the way people respond to questions. By 
comparing the answers of those groups we will be able to see, whether the exposure 
to specific attitudes/opinions about certain foreign policy issues changes 
respondent’s perception. 

NOTE: The results of the experiment only relates to the narrative that was 
provided in the survey. Any other narrative could have different effect on the 
respondents.



“Georgia faces many important foreign policy choices 
going forward including its relationship with the 
European Union, United States, and Russia. Some 
people believe that Georgia should pursue assertive 
policy towards Russia: while military confrontation is 
not an option, Georgia should cut off trade relations 
and use every possible occasion to demonstrate to 
international community that Russia is the occupant. 
This will strengthen Georgia’s relations with the 
western countries and improve our economy: increase 
tourism and flow of Georgian products in the western 
market.”

“Georgia faces many important foreign policy choices 
going forward including its relationship with the 
European Union, United States, and Russia.” 

“Georgia faces many important foreign policy choices 
going forward including its relationship with the 
European Union, United States, and Russia. Some 
people believe that Georgia should be very cautious 
towards Russia. It should avoid confrontation by any 
means, including calling Russia the occupant on 
international forums. This will improve Georgian 
economy by increasing export of Georgian products in 
Russia and tourism.” 

1) First group, called the “Control 
group” was not given any specific 

narrative, just the general 
description of the topic 

2) Group #2, which we called 
“Cautious policy treatment group” 

was exposed to a narrative in favor of 
cautious policy towards Russia

3) Group #3, which we called 
“Assertive policy treatment group” 

was exposed to a narrative in favor of 
assertive policy towards Russia










