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Public Polling on Perceptions of Corruptionin Liberia

SFCG is an international NGO with a mission to $farm the way the world deals with conflict, awagrh
adversarial approaches towards cooperative sohitionLiberia, SFCG operates Talking Drum Studionati
media production studio, and a complementary oakrgaroject to strengthen participation and inclosio
consolidating peace in the country. One key arda@fs has been supporting communication betweesttte
and its citizens for improved accountability arahgparency. To date SFCG has conducted a mediangago

a polling exercise on awareness and perceptionteofGovernment Economic Management Assistance Plan
(GEMAP) to inform its own efforts as well as thosé government, civil society, and the international
community.

In February 2008, with support from the UK’'s Depaent for International Development (DFID), SFCG
conducted a poll of Liberian citizens to gathewomfation on their knowledge and perceptions of gaion. A
total of 498 respondents from 10 separate locati@mpesenting a cross section of Liberian socisgre asked
guestions that pertained to their views of corupti As the questions centered morentrat people know and
perceive rather thanhether they know, the survey targeted urban areas sdayeddio as the residents there are
more likely to be aware of government policies. afbans included Ganta, Gbarnga, Tubmanburg, Zwedru,
Buchanan, and Voinjama and the Monrovia neighbathad Duport Road, Sinkor, and Westpoint.

The polling results showed that a vast majorityespondents feel the government is doing an adeqahtof
fighting corruption, while a significant minorityebeves current efforts are either unsatisfactorghmve average.
There is a strong relationship between higher gat{figood” or better) for the government, more aamass of the
Anti-Corruption Bill, and more trust of the couttsfight corruption. However, both the Anti-Corrigot Bill and
the courts suffer from a lack of public awarenesd/ar confidence. In addition, the incongruous ltssiom the
various surveyed locations point to the large mfldocal officials in fighting corruption and afféieg public
perception. Respondents from some locations fely yp®sitive about the anti-corruption fight, whitgher
locations were very pessimistic.

L . . How would you rate the GOL in fighting corruption
Specific findings of the polling on corruption reved in general
the following: O Very good
*  While almost half of the respondents rated th Very poor  very good
. . 0 Y9 B Good
Government of Liberia (GoL) as good or ver) 12% 16%
good at fighting corruption, and 73% gave th Poor 1 Fair
GoL a “fair,” “good” or “very good” rating, 17%
. . . . . . Good
close to a third still believe its anti-corruption _ 3% OPoor
performance is unsatisfactory (“poor” ot ;;;
WOI’SG). 0 W Very poor
* When asked if they were aware of the Ant

Corruption Bill, a majority of respondents
reported that they had never heard of the propleggslation. The responses indicate that commuioicat
about this matter with the public has not beenatiffe.

Is the GOL going after  When asked if the GoL was targeting the appropnsgeple in its
the right people in fight against corruption, a clear majority (57%) ofspondents
fighting corruption? disagreed. While respondents find the GoL to beimgaldequate

YES NO progress at fighting corruption, they also belieasti-corruption
210 284 efforts have room for improvement and could be meffective if

different people were targeted.

Vhﬁv Abidjan Amman Bujumbura Bukavu Conakry Freetown Jakarta
51982e Jerusalem Kiev Kinshasa Luanda Monrovia Rabat Skopje



» Positive perceptions of GoL anti-corruption effoeteist in areas with a higher awareness of the-Anti
Corruption Bill and related legislation. The no&bkception is Tubmanburg, President Johnson 8glea
home area, where 90% of respondents rated the &tgoad” or better, a figure far surpassing anyeoth
location. The average of all areas indicated a 4§86d”
or better rating, despite only 40% of all responsder Side by Side: Corruption Perception of
reporting having heard of the Anti-Corruption Bill Political Strongholds
However, less than 20% of respondents from Zweainu,
area of strong opposition to the current rulingitjal
party, rated the government as “good” or bettdrghting
corruption. This is evidence that political loya#istrongly
affect perceptions of corruption, more so than tjwall
awareness of actual anti-corruption measures. T
politicization of such a key issue in Liberia igatential
obstacle to an inclusive and fair anti-corrupti@ampaign.
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* Most of those polled feel the courts cannot betédign an
anti-corruption role, as 57% responded “no” to th
guestion, “Do you trust the court in its role imgtiting
Corruption?" Of those “no” respondents, a signiﬁba Ratings of Government Anti-Corruption Efforts
majority believe the courts are also susceptible
corruption in the form of bribery. These resultdiaate the
public perception of courts as ineffective, not dige
judicial system impotence, but due to the perceptd
corruption itself among those in the system. Whetre
not the judicial system is, indeed, susceptibledauption, the legitimacy and ability of the juidic
system — in its role as upholder of law, mediatbcanflicts, and promoter of good governance - is
severely discredited as a result of these publielg sentiments.

Zwedru Tubmanburg

Fair or Worse

* In locations where more respondents express trushé court system, the GolL rating was also
correspondingly higher. Locations more aware ofAh&-Corruption Bill also tend to have higher ttus
of the courts’ ability to tackle corruption.

* In Zwedru and Ganta, both with below 20% “good’better GoL ratings, trust of the courts is low,twit
only 5-10% of respondents reporting a sense of inuhe courts. While a generally negative viewlad
court system’s trustworthiness exists, the puldicsiders trust-worthy, un-corrupt courts as necggsa
GoL-led anti-corruption efforts to be successful.

It should be noted that the polling results meiidgntified correlations, not causal links. Follow;wetailed
polling is needed to identify causal links betw&olL ratings, trust of courts, and anti-corruptiolh dwareness,
and also to find the reasons for the variatiorharesponses between localities.

The information gathered during the polling wilbprde operational recommendations to SFCG on hoadjost
and improve its media and outreach activities tetdp effective, two-way communication between the
government and its citizens.



