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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report examines majority—minority dynamics and ethnic, racial and
religious cleavages in six countries—Brazil, Colombia, India, Senegal, Sierra
Leone and the United States. Based on a unique survey of public perceptions
of democracy, the report points to several key findings.

First, pluralism and diversity are not inherently divisive but can become so
under certain social conditions, particularly when elites have incentives to
foster them and political and democratic institutions lack the strength to
constrain or counteract such forces. Second, dissatisfaction with existing
democratic institutions, which is frequently more prevalent among minority
respondents, is neither the same as nor indicative of dissatisfaction with
democracy itself. Third, data disaggregated by social groups are key to
identifying inequalities and institutional failures, as well as for designing
policies that can address them.

The survey findings show that Sierra Leone exhibits deep ethnic polarization,
particularly between the Mende and the Temne groups, which in turn is
correlated with perceptions of electoral credibility, government performance
and access to justice. These divisions reflect entrenched ethno-political
alignments and the legacy of civil conflict and are preserved through ethno-
patrimonial networks that tie electoral victory to the provision of state goods.
In contrast, Senegal—despite similar ethnic diversity—shows minimal political
divisions along ethnic lines, attributed to a history of deliberate civic identity
building. While both countries share low confidence in the capability of their
respective judicial systems to deliver justice, Senegal’s political cleavages are
shaped more by geography and socio-economic inequality than ethnicity.

In Brazil, the most prominent social cleavage observed is religious: Protestant
respondents expressed significantly more scepticism about electoral credibility
and government performance than Catholics and non-religious groups.
However, the fact that Evangelical Protestants are a major source of support
for former President Jair Bolsonaro likely reflects partisan alignment more
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so than religious division. Racial divisions, while present in broader societal
structures, did not manifest strongly in perceptions of democracy. In contrast,
Colombia displayed more uniform pessimism across social groups, with
minimal variation by race or religion. Instead, the legacy of armed conflict

and displacement and accompanying economic inequality appears to be

the dominant cleavage, particularly affecting low-income respondents, who
consistently expressed more negative views on justice, economic progress and
democratic institutions.

In India, Hindu respondents expressed significantly more confidence in
electoral credibility, access to justice and government performance than
Christian and Muslim minorities. These differences reflect the country’s
political climate under the Bharatiya Janata Party, whose strong rhetorical
emphasis on India’s Hindu identity, often reflected in policies, has been
perceived as exclusionary by some members of minority groups. In the USA,
racial and religious cleavages were less pronounced than initially expected,
with minimal variation in perceptions of electoral credibility and access to
justice across racial groups. However, significant divides emerged along
geographic and partisan lines: rural and Protestant respondents—groups
more likely to support Donald Trump—expressed greater scepticism about
democratic institutions and economic progress than urban and non-religious
respondents. These findings suggest that, while India’s cleavages are rooted in
religious identity and perceived institutional exclusion, the USA’s divisions are
more shaped by political polarization and elite-driven narratives.

Building sustainable democracies requires inclusive reforms and institutions
that enjoy widespread support among all citizens, not only dominant

social groups. Disaggregated demographic data, as demonstrated in this
report, are essential for identifying and addressing inequalities in service
provision, democratic representation and perceptions of democratic systems’
capabilities. The key to ensuring resilient democracies is to act proactively

to make sure that institutions are working for all citizens, not to wait until the
situation becomes critical, as democratic backsliding is easier to prevent than
to reverse.
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INTRODUCTION

This report is the latest in the Perceptions of Democracy Survey (PODS) series
and, like its predecessors, is based on a unique poll of popular attitudes
towards democracy and democratic institutions in a diverse set of countries
from around the world. Previous reports have found that self-identified
members of majority and minority groups perceive themselves as receiving
differential, and at times unfair or unjust, treatment in even the highest-
performing democracies (International IDEA 2024b). While those reports
established that a popular demand for democracy remains strong across
borders and between social groups, democracy as it currently exists does not
always work for all.

A core finding of the PODS series is that self-identified minorities tend to
perceive more obstacles to accessing democratic institutions and are generally
more doubtful about these institutions’ performance than members of majority
groups (International IDEA 2024b; Runey 2024). This finding is corroborated

by academic research (Martin and Blinder 2021; Simonsen 2021; Kuk, Hajnal
and Lajevardi 2022). However, a complicating factor in earlier reports that

this one seeks to address is that self-identified minorities tend to overlap less
with census-defined minority groups than one would commonly expect. For
example, nearly two thirds of Black respondents in the United States did not
identify themselves as a minority, while 15 per cent of white respondents did.
About one third of respondents from Sierra Leone’s two main ethnic groups,
the Mende and the Temne, identified as minorities. Although they account

for less than 15 per cent of the population, only half of Muslim Indians self-
identified as minorities. This mismatch between self-perception as a minority
and being a member of a census-defined minority group is the reason why

this report expands the lens to look beyond majority—minority dynamics to
encompass a broader range of demographic patterns, focusing on key social
cleavages in six countries—Brazil, Colombia, India, Senegal, Sierra Leone

and the USA. Instead of self-identified minority status, the report instead
disaggregates the data by religion, race and ethnicity.


https://www.idea.int/sites/default/files/2024-04/perceptions-of-democracy.pdf
https://www.idea.int/sites/default/files/2024-04/perceptions-of-democracy.pdf
https://www.idea.int/blog/populist-parties-and-their-voters-pods-analytical-brief
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11109-020-09596-4
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/perspectives-on-politics/article/abs/politics-feeds-back-the-minoritymajority-turnout-gap-and-citizenship-in-antiimmigrant-times/A83697CB81927CA41CFA9B86D92B3723
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/21565503.2020.1773280
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/21565503.2020.1773280
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The fact that
American politics
turns on questions
of race and
ethnicity does not
necessarily mean
that Americans are
divided along racial
or ethnic lines.

In some countries, cleavages along these lines are acute and well documented,
such as Sierra Leone’s division of politics along a north—south, Temne-

Mende ethnic axis. In similarly multiethnic Senegal, however, ethnicity is
largely politically inconspicuous but may still play a role in how the country’s
democratic institutions are perceived. In other countries, the political relevance
of these ethnic and religious divisions is itself contested. Brazil, for example,

is sometimes heralded as a ‘racial democracy’, where white, Black and racially
mixed Brazilians enjoy equal access and influence, while also being a country
where real systemic and structural violence disproportionately affects the
country’s non-white population (Schwartzman 2020). Neighbouring Colombia
has a similar demographic make-up, and racial profiling and discrimination are
persistent problems. However, the country’s violent 20th century may indicate
that other cleavages such as geography, poverty and gender may be more
salient (Uprimny 2011; Ikawa 2017; Laurent 2018).

Similarly, race has historically been an axis on which politics in the USA has
turned, and the persistence of Jim Crow laws continue to profoundly affect
the everyday lives of Blacks and other racial and ethnic minorities (Coates
2014). That American politics turns on questions of race and ethnicity does
not necessarily mean that Americans are divided along racial or ethnic lines,
and this report will also examine alternative social cleavages. In India—like the
USA, a vast, diverse federal democracy—the primary cleavage is not race or
ethnicity but religion. Similarly, this is not to say that Indians are divided strictly
along religious lines; rather, they are divided between competing visions of a
dominant civic or Hindu nationalist identity (Vaishnav 2024)."

Any discussion of this nature must begin with data. This report is based on
nationally representative public opinion surveys conducted as part of the PODS
project. Table 1.1 presents the analysed countries’ racial/ethnic and religious
make-up, democratic institutions and performance as outlined in the latest
Global State of Democracy (GSoD) Indices.

Each of the following three chapters discusses the same set of survey
questions for two countries that share some historical, institutional or social
features. Chapter 1 discusses Senegal and Sierra Leone, two postcolonial
and multiethnic West African countries. Chapter 2 covers India and the
USA—federal democracies with large populations and strong right-wing
parties. Finally, Chapter 3 discusses Brazil and Colombia, two multiracial Latin
American democracies that share a border.

' PODS respondents were presented with choices for religious affiliation and membership in a racial or
ethnic group that were tailored to each country. The available options were based on census or otherwise
equivalent official or authoritative data. Although caste may be a relevant social category in several of the
countries addressed in this report, it is not included in the PODS data set and is consequently not addressed
in this report.


https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01419870.2019.1628287
https://corteidh.or.cr/tablas/r27168.pdf
https://www.pluralism.ca/press-release/building-pluralism-affirmative-action-brazil-case-education/
https://www.pluralism.ca/press-release/multiculturalism-colombia-twenty-five-years-experience/
https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2014/06/the-case-for-reparations/361631/
https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2014/06/the-case-for-reparations/361631/
https://doi.org/10.1177/00027162241307742

— Table |.1. Demographic and political data for the countries analysed'
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Pulaar: 27.5%
Sereer: 16.0%
Mandinka: 4.9%
Jola: 4.2%
Soninke: 2.4%
Other: 5.4%

Christian: 2.7%** parallel

Race/Ethnicity Religion Political system GSoD Indices
Brazil Mixed: 45.3% Catholic: 52.8% Presidential system, Representation: 0.72
White: 43.5% Protestant: 26.7% list proportional Rights: 0.56
Black: 10.2% Candomblé/ representation Rule of Law: 0.56
Indigenous 0.6%* Umbanda: 1.8% Participation: 0.87
Asian: 0.4%* None: 13.6%
Colombia Mestizo/white: Catholic: 63.6% Presidential system, Representation: 0.65
87.6% Protestant: 17.2% list proportional Rights: 0.48
Black: 6.8% representation Rule of Law: 0.51
Indigenous 4.3% Participation: 0.55
India Indo-Aryan: 72.0%**  Hindu: 79.8% Parliamentary Representation: 0.58
Dravidian: 25.0%** Muslim: 14.2% system, first past Rights: 0.39
Other: 3.0%** Christian: 2.3% the post Rule of Law: 0.50
Sikh: 1.7% Participation: 0.50
Other: 2.0%
Senegal Wolof: 39.7% Muslim: 97.2%** Presidential system, Representation: 0.59

Rights: 0.51
Rule of Law: 0.52
Participation: 0.75

Sierra Leone

Temne: 35.4%
Mende: 30.8%
Limba: 8.8%
Kono: 4.3%
Korankoh: 4.0%
Fullah: 3.8%
Mandingo: 2.8%
Loko: 2.0%
Sherbro: 1.9%
Krio: 1.2%
Other 5.0%

Muslim: 77.1%
Christian: 22.9%

Presidential system,
first past the post

Representation: 0.46
Rights: 0.54

Rule of Law: 0.46
Participation: 0.67

USA

White: 61.6%

Black: 12.4%

Asian: 6.0%
Indigenous: 1.1%
Other: 8.4%

Two or more: 10.2%

Constitutional
federal republic, first
past the post

Protestant: 46.5%
Catholic: 20.8%
Jewish: 1.9%*
Mormon: 1.6%*

Other Christian: 1.7%*
Muslim: 0.9%*
Buddhist: 0.7%

Hindu: 0.7%

Other: 1.8%

No affiliation: 22.8%

Representation: 0.70
Rights: 0.72

Rule of Law: 0.71
Participation: 0.85

Source: Central Intelligence Agency, The World Factbook (Central Intelligence Agency, 2025), <https://www.cia.gov/the-world-
factbook>, accessed 25 September 2025.

' An asterisk indicates that the PODS data set does not have a sufficiently large representative sample for this group, and it is therefore not included
in the analysis. Two asterisks indicates that this demographic division is not discussed due to the lack of a statistically significant difference in
response patterns.



https://www.cia.gov/the-world-factbook/
https://www.cia.gov/the-world-factbook/

DIVERSITY, DEMOCRACY AND POLITICS ALONG MANY LINES

‘race is the modality
in which class is
lived’

—Stuart Hall

WHAT MAKES A SOCIAL CLEAVAGE?

Throughout the analysis, terms such as race, ethnicity, religion and economic
class are used with full knowledge that these are not discrete categories in any
country discussed herein. Ethnicity and race are, of course, not interchangeable
terms. In this report, ethnic identity is used in reference to countries where it

is the primary social group identity (Senegal and Sierra Leone, for example). In
countries where race is more salient, this method of social group identification
is used instead (Brazil, Colombia and the USA). In all cases, race, ethnicity and
religious identity were self-reported by respondents.

While they are not the core focus of this report, other social cleavages—
between rural and urban respondents, between men and women, and between
the poorest in a society and the rest—are discussed whenever relevant and
where statistically significant cleavages exist. This expanded analytical lens
will allow us to ask whether a social cleavage visible in the data is unique

or part of a broader social division. It also may tell us where social class

or geography plays a larger role in national politics than ethnic or religious
identity. As class is a social construct that can be made and unmade, this
comparison may help us to understand where urbanization, gender dynamics
or patterns of migration may lead older social challenges to give way to new
ones (Bourdieu 1987).

It is necessary to stress that these categories are often porous and
overlapping. Race, ethnicity and social class should not be thought of in
mutually exclusive or competing terms but as complementary ways of
describing how individuals are grouped in a social hierarchy. In the words
of Stuart Hall (1978), ‘race is the modality in which class is lived’. Hall was
describing British and American postcolonial contexts, but his underlying
principle—that, for an individual in a society, racial, ethnic, religious or other
group identities are not separate from but are an expression of economic
class—holds true. Human diversity—racial, ethnic, religious or otherwise—is
not in and of itself a divisive force (Harell and Stolle 2010). As this report
demonstrates, diversity is one of many axes along which material social
hierarchies are experienced, and on which elite contestation takes place.

METHODOLOGY

The PODS data set includes survey data from 19 countries, 6 of which are
discussed in this report. Two survey firms collected data between mid-2023
and early 2024 (please see Annex B for specific dates for each country). In
countries with a high level of Internet penetration and where online panels
deliver valid results, International IDEA contracted YouGov to run the survey. In
countries where this method is not effective, GeoPoll was contracted to run the
survey through telephone-based interviews.


https://www.jstor.org/stable/41035356?casa_token=8LHu7M2gHKQAAAAA%3AEGhseFGd8Up9gHITP1tl_tjxmw8OKOnRXMp4NB8hhubnKU7If_HF28cBJfbybOCvQwudNen_Ja_Jv58jME7zPhs3QXvcQmETEYzQxgfTwveP8kYin3Q3&seq=1
https://sociologytwynham.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/policing-the-crisis.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/canadian-journal-of-political-science-revue-canadienne-de-science-politique/article/abs/diversity-and-democratic-politics-an-introduction/D6C332743704B223E384821F8743DE6C

In each country, the survey research providers contacted a representative
sample of the population (approximately 1,000 people) and an additional
sample of people whose household income indicated that they were
experiencing poverty (approximately 500 people).? This oversampling of the
poorest and most marginalized people allows us to have confidence in our
assessment of how these diverse groups of people differ from the rest of the
population. For the analysis, the representative sample and the oversample
were pooled, and each respondent was weighted so that the reported
frequencies are not unduly influenced by imbalances in the sample. In the
figures and discussion presented in this report, the weighted proportion of
respondents who gave a particular answer to a question is always reported.

Respondents also provided their race or ethnicity and religion based on a
census or other equivalent official or authoritative data. Respondents also
had the option to add their own preferred category, and International IDEA
reviewed, cleaned and standardized this data. Only social groups with at least
50 respondents are discussed in this report. Unless otherwise indicated, the
PODS data set is the source of all the figures in the report.

— Figure 1. The Global State of Democracy framework

Freedom
of
Religion

Freedom Free?om
Ol
Free :f,:;: Expression
Political
. Freedom
Parties of Movement
. Freedom of
Inclusive Local AT
Suffrage Democracy and
Assembly
Credible Efffective Civil
Elections Parliament Liberties
Elected
Government
Access to

Justice
: . Political
Representation Rights Equality

Basic
Welfare
Judicial
Independence
Predictable Civic
Enforcement Engagement
Absence Electoral
of Corruption Participation
Perspnal Civil
Integrlt}{ and Society
Security

INTRODUCTION

Gender
Equality

Economic
Equality

Social
Group
Equality

Source: International IDEA, The Global State of Democracy 2025: Democracy on the Move (Stockholm: International IDEA,
2025g), <https://doi.org/10.31752/idea.2025.53>.

The nature of the sample varied slightly from country to country. In 16 of the 19 countries, the main sample
(1,000 people) was nationally representative. In Colombia and India, the sample was online representative.


https://doi.org/10.31752/idea.2025.53
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The GSoD Indices are a quantitative data set that measures national
performance across discrete areas of democracy, in which democracy is
understood as a system in which there is public oversight of decision making
and decision makers, and in which there is equality in the exercise of that
oversight. The complete data set covers the years 1975-2024 (International
IDEA n.d.a). The Indices employ a hierarchical conceptual framework oriented
around four core categories of democratic performance—Representation,
Rights, Rule of Law and Participation (see Figure I.1). Each category is
subdivided into factors (such as Credible Elections or Judicial Independence)
and subfactors (such as Freedom of Expression or Social Group Equality)
(International IDEA 2025g).

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

Table 1.2 lists the questions from PODS which are analysed in each of the three
chapters of this report. The numbers accompanying each response option are
those used to calculate mean scores and carry out other statistical analysis

of response patterns. As not all questions had the same number of response
options, scales differ slightly between questions.


https://www.idea.int/democracytracker/gsod-indices
https://www.idea.int/democracytracker/gsod-indices
https://www.idea.int/sites/default/files/2025-09/global-state-of-democracy-2025-democracy-on-the-move_0.pdf
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- Table |.2. Questions and response options

Questions Responses

Taking into account election day, the election campaign and the vote-counting <0> No, not at all

process, would you consider the most recent national election in [COUNTRY] to  <1> Not really

have been free and fair? <2> It's complicated
<3> Yes, somewhat
<4>Yes

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement? Voting is a meaningful ~ <0> Strongly disagree

way of impacting the government. <1> Somewhat disagree
<2> Neither agree nor disagree
<3> Somewhat agree
<4> Strongly agree

In your experience, does the court system provide equal and fair access to <0> Never
justice? <1> Rarely
<2> Sometimes
<3> Often
<4> Always

Do you have the freedom to pursue the goals that matter to you and to build the <0> Never

kind of life that you want for yourself? <1> Rarely
<2> About half of the time
<3> Usually
<4> Always

Comparing your personal economic conditions with those of your parents <0> Worse off

when they were about your age, would you say that you are better off, worse off <1> About the same

or about the same? <2> Better off

How satisfied are you with the overall performance of the national government = <0> Completely dissatisfied
in your country? <1> Dissatisfied
<2> Neither satisfied nor
dissatisfied
<3> Satisfied
<4> Completely satisfied
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Chapter 1

SENEGAL AND SIERRA LEONE

Artwork: Naledi Modupi. All rights reserved.


https://naledimodupi.com/

— Key takeaways

* Sierra Leone’s ethno-patrimonial political divides are starkly reflected in
assessments of electoral quality, satisfaction with government and economic
perceptions, but similarly ethnically diverse Senegal exhibits no such divides.
Perceptions of the value of voting were much less divided between social
groups in Sierra Leone than were perceptions of electoral credibility, with

all ethnicities in both countries agreeing that voting is a meaningful way of
impacting government.

Respondents from both countries expressed low confidence in their court
systems, with minority groups holding slightly more pessimistic views.

Sierra Leone performs in the mid-range in all four categories of the GSoD
framework. It is one of the world’s most ethnically diverse countries. Ethno-
regionalism plays a significant role in national politics, with voters typically
aligning along tribal and ethnic lines. The country’s two major political parties—
the Sierra Leone People’s Party (SLPP) and the All People’s Congress (APC)—
have long-standing ties with ethnic groups, with the former linked to the Mende
in the south and the latter linked to the Temne and other groups in the north.

The legacy of Sierra Leone’s civil war (1991-2002), which was fuelled by
decades of corrupt, autocratic governance and economic mismanagement,
saw tens of thousands killed, millions displaced, and widespread atrocities
and war crimes. Today, the violence and continuing trauma of the war still
influences the contours of governance, public trust in institutions and the
shape of the economic recovery. While ethnicity was neither a contributing
factor nor a driving force behind the war, the aforementioned ethnic
polarization of the country’s politics has likely been driven, in part, by the
collapse of a relatively stable Sierra Leonean demos into civil war, as citizens
have taken refuge in immediately identifiable subnational ethnic groups.
Despite this political polarization, the country is also recognized for its religious
diversity and tolerance, with a majority Muslim population and a Christian
minority (Drazanova 2019; International IDEA 2025e).

The PODS data set also includes responses from a variety of other smaller
ethnic groups in Sierra Leone. In most cases, responses from the Kono and
Mandinka ethnic groups align with those of the Temne respondents, and
the Fullah, Limba, Loko, Korankoh and Krio respondents align with those of
the Mende. These groups are discussed in this report only when there are
significant deviations from this general rule.

Senegal also performs in the mid-range in three factors of the GSoD framework
and is low-performing in Participation. Political divisions are primarily shaped
by social inequities, including in education, and urban-rural divides. Patronage
and clientelism also influence electoral dynamics within the country. While

the majority of the population is Wolof and Muslim, there is also a significant
Christian minority, particularly in the southern region of Casamance, which is
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Democratic politics
in Sierra Leone
operates as a means
of entrenching two
polarized ethnic
camps in society.

culturally and geographically isolated from the rest of Senegal. The southern
region has historically been embroiled in low-level conflict, further complicated
by separatist movements and a desire for greater autonomy (International
IDEA 2025d).

This chapter will focus primarily on ethnic cleavages in these two countries, as
well as religious cleavages wherever they may occur.

1.1. TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ELECTION DAY, THE ELECTION
CAMPAIGN AND THE VOTE-COUNTING PROCESS, WOULD YOU
CONSIDER THE MOST RECENT NATIONAL ELECTION TO HAVE
BEEN FREE AND FAIR?

Responses to this question were assigned numerical values on a five-point
scale, with the most negative response being assigned 0; the most positive,
43 Therefore, a score above 3 would be quite positive; a score below 2 would
indicate a belief that elections were by and large neither free nor fair.

The mean result for Sierra Leone was 2.10. As shown in Figure 1.1, responses
are sharply polarized along ethnic lines. Members of the Mende ethnic group
(2.67) expressed the highest confidence of any ethnic group in the results

of the 2023 general election. Conversely, the Temne (1.60) were far more
sceptical.

Electoral observers described the 2023 general election, won by the incumbent
SLPP, as well administered but subject to ‘important irregularities and a
significant lack of transparency during the tabulation process that severely
undermined the credibility of the results’ (The Carter Center 2023). The SLPP
is traditionally the party of the Mende, who perceived the credibility of the
election to be much higher than did the Temne, who largely support the SLPP’s
main rival, the APC. This finding is in line with expectations, as Sierra Leonean
politics is often described as ‘ethnoregional-neopatrimonial’, where ethnic
groups support political parties in exchange for their financial and political
support once they are in power (Kallon 2021).

In other words, democratic politics in Sierra Leone operates as a means of
entrenching two polarized ethnic camps in society. As neither camp possesses
a significant numerical advantage, the effect is not one of an empowered
majority and a dispossessed minority, but one of polarization. Ethnic
differences are also not the cause of this polarization—as the counterexample
of Senegal will show below—so much as the axis along which polarization
takes place.*

3 When averaging responses to produce a mean variable in this manner, the response ‘I don’t know’ was
excluded unless otherwise specified.

4 To paraphrase Stuart Hall's quotation from the Introduction, we could say that in Sierra Leone ethnicity is the
modality in which class is lived.


https://www.idea.int/democracytracker/country/senegal
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Sierra Leone’s score for Credible Elections in International IDEA's GSoD
Indices was 0.50/1.00 for 2023, which is considered mid-range performance.
In electoral systems with this level of credibility among the general public, a
moderate effect is visible where supporters of the losing candidate are more
likely to view the integrity of an election negatively (Mauk 2022). The opposite
may also be true: voters who supported the winning candidate in a flawed
election may overstate their true evaluation of the electoral process.

In addition to the aforementioned ethnic divisions, there were also divisions
along gender lines on this question. For example, Sierra Leonean men (2.24)

were more likely to assess the election positively than women (1.95). While
notable, all of these divisions are narrower than the Temne—Mende divide.

— Figure 1.1. Sierra Leone: Mean responses by ethnic group
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Senegal’'s mean score (2.30) was comparable to Sierra Leone’s (2.10).
However, Figure 1.2 shows how the country is not as deeply politicized along
ethnic and regional lines. The dominant Wolof ethnic group (2.38) expressed
slightly higher confidence in the quality of elections than the Jola (2.06) and
the Mandinka (1.92) minorities.® The lack of an ethnic divide in the country is
well documented and is frequently attributed to its founding political elites’
conscious efforts to foster a civic Senegalese identity to complement existing
ethnic and religious ones (Baleyte et al. 2020).

The country’s ongoing rapid urbanization has produced a more visible political
cleavage. Rural voters, who have much more limited access to basic public
services and employment than their urban counterparts, are more directly
reliant on political patronage in order to meet their basic needs (Baleyte et

al. 2020; UN Habitat 2023). A similar economic pattern can be seen in Sierra
Leone, but with inverse outcomes for perceptions of electoral credibility.

There is far greater scepticism surrounding the quality of elections among
urban Senegalese (1.37) versus their rural (2.32) and town-dwelling (2.49)
counterparts. Conversely, in Sierra Leone, urban (2.20), town-dwelling (2.08)
and suburban (2.48) respondents have more favourable perceptions of
electoral integrity than residents of rural areas (1.75).%

The results from the rural areas illustrate that, while systems of political
patronage can degrade overall perceptions of electoral credibility over time,
this effect can be unevenly distributed across populations. Patron—client
relationships between voters and politicians can be welfare-enhancing for
beneficiary groups while undermining welfare provision and government
credibility in the aggregate (Keefer and Vlaicu 2008). Over the longer term,
entrenched patronage systems may result in a preference for clientelist
policies among voters and an understanding that such policies are a normal
part of a functioning democracy (Keefer 2007).

1.2. VOTING IS A MEANINGFUL WAY OF IMPACTING THE
GOVERNMENT

For the purposes of this analysis, the responses to this statement were
assigned values ranging from 0 to 4, where scores approaching 0 indicate
strong disagreement; scores around 2, ambivalence; and scores approaching
4, strong agreement.

In contrast to the diverging views about electoral credibility, Sierra Leoneans
of all ethnicities agree that voting is a meaningful way of impacting the
government, with a mean response score of 3.45. Only a small difference—

5 The differences between the responses of the Wolof and other Senegalese minority groups did not pass a
test for statistical significance.

6 The survey includes geographical data for all respondents, who are categorized as either urban (city),
suburban, town-dwelling or rural. In several cases, however, there was an insufficient number of respondents
in a certain category—Brazil (rural), Colombia (suburban) and Sierra Leone (suburban).
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possibly attributable to whether a preferred candidate won or lost—is visible
between the Temne (3.31) and the Mende (3.58). These results highlight a
key nuance in popular perceptions of elections: Sierra Leoneans perceive
their elections as meaningful but only of middling credibility. In this view, the
value of elections is not in the exercise of democratic self-governance but
in their role in securing patronage from rulers for favoured supporter groups
(Mammone 2023).

— Figure 1.3. Distribution of responses to the statement ‘Voting is meaningful’, by ethnic group
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Senegalese respondents showed similarly high levels of agreement (3.48), with
no statistically significant variation along ethnic or religious lines; for example,
the responses of the Wolof (3.43) and the Pulaar (3.41) were nearly identical.
Contrary to the question of electoral credibility, there was no division in either
Senegal or Sierra Leone between urban and rural respondents.

1.3. IN YOUR EXPERIENCE, DOES THE COURT SYSTEM PROVIDE
EQUAL AND FAIR ACCESS TO JUSTICE?

In Sierra Leone, a plurality of Temne respondents said the court ‘never’
provides equal and fair access to justice. The mean result for the entire country
was 1.56 on a scale of 0 to 4. A plurality of Mende respondents answered
‘sometimes’, with a group mean of 1.80—significantly higher than results of


https://search.informit.org/doi/abs/10.3316/informit.181473786301051
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the other ethnic groups surveyed. The frequent negative responses across
most minority groups may be tied to the overall perception of corruption
within public institutions, including the judiciary (Thompson 2016). Conversely,
the somewhat more positive responses of Mende individuals could also be
linked to this ethnic group’s political alignment with the ruling SLPP, although
this effect appears to be marginal, and trust in the judicial system'’s capacity
appears to be low in all cases (Lavali and M’Cormack-Hale 2022). Low-income
Sierra Leoneans (1.78) are slightly more favourable than respondents across
the rest of the income distribution (1.45), while both groups are pessimistic
about the ability of the courts to administer justice.

- Figure 1.4. Belief that the court system provides access to justice, by ethnic group
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In Senegal, a plurality of people across all ethnic groups reported that the
courts ‘never’ provide equal and fair access to justice, with little statistical
variation observed across most ethnic and religious groups. The mean value
for the country was 1.53 (out of a possible 4.00), roughly in line with Sierra
Leoneans’ moderately pessimistic responses. There was a moderate statistical
difference observed between the Wolof and Jola groups. While a plurality
from both groups responded ‘never’, the group mean for the Wolof (1.62) was
higher than that of the Jola (1.30). There was little variation in responses,
which aligns with research indicating that, over the past few decades, ethnicity
and religion have become less significant as a political and social cleavage in
Senegal (Cheeseman and Ford 2007).


https://www.afrobarometer.org/wp-content/uploads/migrated/files/publications/Dispatches/ab_dispatchno103_corruption-trust-performance.pdf
https://www.afrobarometer.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/AD619-Ahead-of-election-should-Sierra-Leoneans-be-worried-about-social-cohesion-Afrobarometer-23march23-1.pdf
https://www.afrobarometer.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/AfropaperNo83.pdf

1.4. DO YOU HAVE THE FREEDOM TO PURSUE THE GOALS THAT
MATTER TO YOU AND TO BUILD THE KIND OF LIFE THAT YOU
WANT FOR YOURSELF?

In Sierra Leone, Mende (3.41 out of a maximum of 4.00) respondents were
more likely to say that they enjoy this sort of freedom than Temne (2.81)
respondents. The mean response for the country as a whole was 3.17,
between ‘often’ and ‘all the time’. This result aligns with the broader findings
of this analysis, where the Mende are more positive about the integrity of
elections and the quality of access to justice, likely due to their confidence in
and support for the ruling party.

On a broader level, religion does not appear to be a significant fault line, as the
country is well known for its religious tolerance, reflected in the country’s high
performance in Freedom of Religion in the GSoD Indices (International IDEA
n.d.a; UN OHCHR 2013).

In Senegal, a plurality of people across all ethnic groups reported that they
‘always’ feel free to pursue their goals, with no significant differences observed
across different groups. The mean score for the country as a whole was 2.30.

While no statistical variation was observed between majority groups like the
Sunni and minority groups like Catholics and other Christian groups, a large
and statistically significant difference was observed between Sunni (2.39) and
those identifying as a member of other Muslim groups (1.87). The higher mean
score for the Sunni group indicates a greater sense of freedom to pursue their
goals compared with other Muslim groups; a plurality of the latter responded
that they ‘never’ experienced such freedom. Although there are ongoing
sectarian tensions within Islam in contexts such as Western Asia, Sierra Leone
has a notable history of religious tolerance among various Muslim sects,
including Ahmadis, Sunni and Shia (United Nations General Assembly 2013;
Day 2020; Council on Foreign Relations 2023). However, isolated conflicts
have occurred between majority Muslim groups and smaller movements or
secret societies, which could explain the discrepancy described above and may
deserve further scrutiny (United States Department of State 2024; Thomas
2025).

Across urban-rural divides, respondents living in rural areas (2.05) and
suburbs (2.20) were also significantly more likely than those living in cities
(2.70) to say that they ‘never’ experienced this freedom. This discrepancy is
likely linked to the fact that urban residents have better access to resources
than people living in rural areas.

Gender is a larger divide than ethnicity or religion on this question, with men
(2.53) being significantly more likely than women (2.08) to respond positively.
Similarly, respondents who were not in the low-income sample (2.39) were
more likely to provide a positive response than low-income respondents (2.11).
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— Figure 1.5. Freedom to pursue one’s goals, by social group
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1.5. COMPARING YOUR PERSONAL ECONOMIC CONDITIONS
WITH THOSE OF YOUR PARENTS WHEN THEY WERE ABOUT
YOUR AGE, WOULD YOU SAY THAT YOU ARE BETTER OFF,
WORSE OFF OR ABOUT THE SAME?

The mean for Sierra Leone is 1.16 (out of a possible 2.00), suggesting parity
with the previous generation’s economic conditions. A plurality of Mende
(1.26) stated that they were better off than their parents. This somewhat
positive sentiment may be linked to differing experiences of generations since
the civil war, a period that likely affected the previous generation’s economic
circumstances due to the economic downturn that accompanied the war.
Temne (1.04) and minority Mandingo (0.96) respondents—predominantly
found in northern regions of Sierra Leone, which were heavily affected by

the war and are still recovering—were slightly more likely to say that they

were worse off than their parents compared with the Mende, resulting in a
marginally lower average response score. However, it is difficult to distinguish
between perceptions affected by the civil war and those stemming from

the fact that Mandingo and Temne respondents are likely supporters of the
opposition APC. There were also modest differences between men (1.21) and
women (1.11), and low-income respondents (1.29) were slightly more likely

to say they were better off than their parents than respondents from across
the rest of the income distribution (1.10). Low-income respondents may view
their economic progress positively by comparing it to the harsher conditions
their parents faced during the civil war era, as even modest improvements like
better roads and food security can feel significant (IMF 2019).


https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/CR/Issues/2019/07/09/Sierra-Leone-Economic-Development-Documents-National-Development-Plan-2019-23-47099#:~:text=Summary,Africa%2C%20Value%20chain%2C%20West%20Africa

In Senegal there were no statistically significant differences between nearly
all religious and ethnic groups on these questions. The mean for Senegal as a
whole is 1.05, marginally lower than that of Sierra Leone.

1.6. HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE OVERALL
PERFORMANCE OF THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT IN YOUR
COUNTRY?

In Sierra Leone (2.03 out of a possible 4.00), Mende (2.44) respondents were
more likely to say they were satisfied with government performance compared
with Temne (1.72) respondents, likely once more reflecting the country’s
partisan polarization along ethnic lines. This discontent, combined with an
ongoing cost-of-living crisis and high unemployment rates, contributed to an
attempted coup in November 2023 (Jones 2023; International IDEA 2024a).

Along religious lines, Sunni respondents (1.96) were also more likely to say
they were dissatisfied with the government’s performance compared with
Catholic respondents (2.23). Men (2.11) were more likely to be satisfied than
women (1.94), and low-income respondents (2.27) were more likely to be
satisfied than the rest of the population (1.91). Perceptions of government
performance did not differ significantly between urban and rural areas.

In Senegal (1.59), a plurality of people across all ethnic groups reported being
dissatisfied with government performance, with majority groups like the Wolof
(1.52) also more likely to say they were completely dissatisfied than Pulaar
(1.75) respondents. Contrary to the partisan effect observed in other countries,
these negative sentiments may be associated with several overarching
factors, including high poverty rates, a struggling economy and high youth
unemployment rates (Yeboah 2024). Perceptions of government performance
did not differ across religious lines or between urban and rural areas.

1. SENEGAL AND SIERRA LEONE
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— Figure 1.6. Satisfaction with government performance, by social group
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INTERNATIONAL IDEA

Chapter 2

INDIA AND THE USA

— Key takeaways

* Racial groups in the USA provided relatively uniform assessments of electoral
credibility, but there is a large urban—rural cleavage, as well as moderate
differentiations along religious lines; in India, Muslim respondents are less
likely than Hindu respondents to find elections credible.

* Inthe USA, ethnic differences were less pronounced than expected, with
perceptions varying more across geographical and religious lines; minority
groups expressed more favourable views of the court system, government
performance and economic progress compared with majority groups, possibly
due to partisan influences.

* InIndia, minority respondents were more pessimistic than majority groups
regarding the court system and government performance.

India, which performs in the mid-range in all four GSoD categories, is the most
populous country in the world and is home to several religious communities
and 22 officially listed linguistic groups. Since independence from Great Britain,
the country’s politics has been the locus of two competing histories—one of
pluralism and multiculturalism and another focusing on India as, first and
foremost, a country of and for Hindus and Hinduism. Much of the country’s
political contestation takes place along this axis, as governments negotiate
socio-economic and religious cleavages among the country’s vast population
while negotiating the relationship between these competing histories. More
recently, Prime Minister Narendra Modi has attempted to appeal across

this divide by rhetorically framing Hinduism as a cultural identity that can
encompass minority religions (International IDEA 2025c; Press Trust of India
2015).



https://www.idea.int/democracytracker/country/india
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Some Americans
constitute a political
bloc particularly
concerned with
protecting the
separation of church
and state.

The USA is high-performing in all four GSoD categories and within the top

25 per cent of all countries in most factors. It is increasingly ethnically diverse
and economically unequal, as decades of rising income inequality has resulted
in the top 10 per cent of citizens holding 70 per cent of national wealth. Racial
and ethnic minority groups have fewer economic opportunities and are more
likely to live in poverty or experience incarceration. The racial aspect of US
inequality has become more salient in national politics in recent years thanks
to the Black Lives Matter movement and its backlash, which has seen the
weakening of landmark voting rights legislation as well as the accompanying
overall decline in the country’s democratic institutions and concentration of
power in the presidency under Donald Trump (International IDEA 2025f).

For the USA, this chapter will focus on racial and religious cleavages. For India,
the focus will be on religious cleavages alone, as the PODS data set does not
have granular ethnic, caste or tribal identifiers for respondents.

2.1. TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ELECTION DAY, THE ELECTION
CAMPAIGN AND THE VOTE-COUNTING PROCESS, WOULD YOU
CONSIDER THE MOST RECENT NATIONAL ELECTION TO HAVE
BEEN FREE AND FAIR?

The mean response for the USA was 2.26 (out of a possible 4.00), and there
were no significant variations between racial groups. There was, however,
differentiation along religious lines. Protestants (2.03) professed the lowest
level of trust in electoral credibility, followed by Catholics (2.35).7# Largely
non-religious respondent groups were on average more positive, including
agnostics (2.87) and atheists (3.29). As a group, Protestants professed
less faith in the election, likely as a result of white Evangelical Christians’
overwhelming support for Donald Trump, with the strength of negative
sentiment exacerbated by Trump’s persistent false claims that the 2020
election—the most recent presidential election at the time this survey was
conducted—was ‘stolen’ from him (Crowley 2020; Newport 2020).

The comparatively high assessments of non-religious voters lend support to
the ‘secular values voters’ thesis, which argues that these Americans constitute
a political bloc particularly concerned with protecting the separation of church
and state (Stewart 2023). Given Trump's outreach to white Evangelical voters, it
is reasonable to conclude that non-religious voters overwhelmingly supported
his opponent and thus would be much less likely than other voter cohorts to
agree with conspiracy theories about the validity of the election.

Similar differences in responses were found along geographical lines, where
respondents living in cities (2.43) and suburbs (2.41) expressed more faith in
electoral credibility than Americans living in rural areas (1.82). This disparity is

7 The election in question took place in 2020, not 2024.
8 The survey did not capture a sufficient number of Hindu, Jewish or Muslim Americans as defined by this
analysis (n > 50).
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— Figure 2.7. USA: Belief in the fairness of elections, by religious group
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larger than the one seen when respondents are divided according to income,

where the average score of low-income respondents was 2.15, compared with
2.32 for the remainder of the population within the urban-rural split.

Divisions among Americans along geographic lines have been well

documented (Fiorina and Abrams 2008; Johnston, Manley and Jones 2016).
While public discourse frequently describes a forward-looking, progressive

urban America and a traditional, rural America clinging to old ways while being

left behind, in reality populated rural and urban areas in the USA are largely

economically and socially interdependent regions. The diverging political

perceptions presented here are likely a product of this process of integrated
economic and social development rather than a case where one group or the

other is departing from previous commonly held values and beliefs (Lichter and

Ziliak 2017). It may also be the case that this divide is in part psychological:
‘urban’ and ‘rural’ are not neatly defined geographical terms in the USA, and

respondents may have assigned themselves to one or the other group as much
out of perceived cultural affinity as any other factor. This divide should be seen
not as a conflict between forward- and backward-looking social groups but as

a mutually reinforcing construction of social classes whose interaction may
change the nature of American democracy and politics in unpredictable ways

(Mettler and Brown 2022).

2. INDIA AND THE USA


https://www.annualreviews.org/content/journals/10.1146/annurev.polisci.11.053106.153836
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/24694452.2016.1191991
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26362014?seq=10
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26362014?seq=10
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/00027162211070061

DIVERSITY, DEMOCRACY AND POLITICS ALONG MANY LINES

— Figure 2.2. India: Mean responses by religion
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In India, the mean score was 2.05 (out of a possible 4.00). Hindus (2.17)
expressed higher confidence in the 2020 election than Christians (1.72) and
Muslims (1.65), reflecting the steady shift under Prime Minister Narendra
Modi to more explicitly Hindu majoritarian politics (Vaishnav 2020). Political
rhetoric that is understood by minority groups as marginalizing or denying
their status as full and equal political citizens would be expected to damage
those groups’ belief that elections are being contested on an equal playing
field (Jafri et al. 2024). Lower-income respondents (1.86) were also more
critical than respondents across the rest of the income distribution (2.16) to
a similar degree to the aforementioned religious divide. This pessimism may
stem from these communities’ vulnerability to electoral disenfranchisement
and malpractices such as vote buying (Heath and Tillin 2018; Bora 2024).
Perceptions of electoral credibility did not differ significantly along ethno-
linguistic lines or between urban and rural areas.®

2.2.VOTING IS A MEANINGFUL WAY OF IMPACTING THE
GOVERNMENT

The responses to this statement were assigned values ranging from 0 to 4,
where scores approaching 0 indicate strong disagreement; scores around 2,
ambivalence; and scores approaching 4, strong agreement.

In the USA, there were only minor differences between racial or religious
groups, none of which were statistically significant. However, American
respondents overall (2.76) were far less likely to agree that voting could

°  Due to India’s vast ethnic diversity, this report examines ethnicity at the level of much broader linguistic
groups rather than individual ethnic groups.
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influence decision makers than Sierra Leonan (3.45) or Senegalese (3.48)
respondents. The US score is tied with that of Colombia (2.77) as the lowest
average response of all countries examined in this report.

The significantly stronger belief among respondents in Sierra Leone and
Senegal in the utility of voting does not translate into higher levels of electoral
participation: in each country’s most recent election before PODS data were
collected, turnout among the voting-age population was 62.36 per cent in the
USA, 59.61 per cent in Sierra Leone and 36.92 per cent in Senegal. Although
a belief in the value of voting itself may not be the primary factor influencing
electoral turnout—a myriad of other social, political and geographic forces
affect voters’ desire to take part in elections (Stockemer 2016)—continued
participation may indicate a sense of optimism among American voters,
who, despite frustration over how particular electoral processes impact
policymaking, have not abandoned democratic processes entirely.

Social groups’ mean level of agreement with this question and data on turnout
among the voting-age population can be seen in Figure 2.3.

— Figure 2.3. Turnout by voting-age population and the belief that voting is
meaningful, by country and ethnic group
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Source: International IDEA, Voter Turnout Database, [n.d.], <https://www.idea.int/data-
tools/data/voter-turnout-database>, accessed 30 October 2025.

Americans continue to be divided by geography. There were small but
statistically significant differences in the mean responses for urban (2.83),
suburban (2.90) and town-dwelling (2.82) respondents, on the one hand,
and rural (2.43) respondents, on the other. To return to the previous theme
of the social construction of urban—-rural identities, it is worth noting that, at
the national level, the votes of rural-based US citizens count, in most cases,
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more than the votes of urban and suburban residents due to the system used
to apportion seats in the House of Representatives and the Senate (Badger
2016; Balz, Morse and Mourtoupalas 2023). These differences in perceptions
of the value of voting can be seen in other surveys and are also correlated
with a higher propensity to profess anti-democratic views (Schaller 2024).
Low-income Americans (2.55) hold more negative views than the rest of the
population (2.88), though this division is not as significant as the urban-rural
geographical divide.

— Figure 2.4. USA: Mean responses by geography
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In India, Hindus (3.11) were more likely to say voting was meaningful than
Muslims (2.92) and Christians (2.73), with the mean score for the country
(3.02) equivalent to the response ‘somewhat agree’. A less pronounced but
similar difference can be observed between urban (3.10) and rural respondents
(2.94), men (3.11) and women (2.91), and low-income individuals (2.84) and
the rest of the population (3.13). Taken together with Indians’ responses to

the previous question on electoral credibility, these results indicate general
faith in the value of elections qua elections, with a marginally more pessimistic
reaction among traditionally more socio-economically disadvantaged groups
of all kinds. For example, Muslims have been historically under-represented in
Indian politics, and the situation has deteriorated in the past decade (Farooqui
2020; Khan 2024). The ruling Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) has also historically
been less popular with Indian women but has made significant gains in recent
electoral cycles (Chowdhury 2024; Mehrotra and Shih 2024).
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2.3.IN YOUR EXPERIENCE, DOES THE COURT SYSTEM PROVIDE
EQUAL AND FAIR ACCESS TO JUSTICE?

In the USA, the mean response to this question was 1.90 (out of a possible
5.00), indicating an average response between ‘rarely’ and ‘sometimes’. A
previous PODS report revealed significant disparities in access to the court
system, particularly among self-identified minorities, who often responded
‘rarely’ or ‘never’ to this question about fair access (International IDEA 2024b).
Yet, contrary to what one would expect, the disaggregated data show little
variation by ethnicity in these responses.’ This finding may stem from the
fact that racial minorities frequently express more trust in government and
optimism about racial justice than white Americans under administrations that
are seen to prioritize racial equality (Wu, Wilkes and Wilson 2022).

There were significant differences across religious lines. The group mean for
Catholics (2.23) was significantly higher than for Protestants (1.93), atheists
(1.55) and those who said they did not know what their religious affiliation was
(1.70). As with Protestants’ perceptions of electoral credibility, the negative
responses could be linked to certain Protestant communities’ (especially white
Evangelicals’) prevalent views that mainstream institutions like the judiciary
have been weaponized by the Democratic Party, especially in the aftermath of
the 6 January 2021 Capitol riots involving Donald Trump and his supporters
(PRRI 2024).

— Figure 2.5. USA: Mean responses by race
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© The discrepancy in responses reflects the differing perceptions of minorities as a whole versus the
perceptions of individual minority groups, with some groups excluded due to the small sample size.
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Differences can also be found along gender and economic lines but not to the
same degree as along religious lines. Men (2.04) were more likely than women
(1.79) to claim that the court system provides access to justice, and low-
income respondents (1.74) were less likely than the general population (1.98)
to make such a claim.

The urban-rural divide was also significant. Rural respondents were notably
less likely to report that the court system ‘always’ or ‘often’ provides equal

and fair access to justice compared with respondents in cities, suburbs and
towns. This more negative perception among rural respondents is likely due to
barriers such as distance to courthouses, poverty and delays in receiving legal
assistance (United States Department of Justice 2025).

In India, while a plurality across most groups reported that they ‘sometimes’
had equal and fair access to the courts, significant variations exist along
religious lines. Although the mean response for the country as a whole was
2.11, the group mean for Hindus (2.15) was significantly higher than for
Muslims (1.93). As before, there was a similar division between low-income
(1.92) and other respondents (2.22). As low-income respondents can be
assumed to overlap significantly with lower-caste Indians, it is likely that this
relative scepticism is a result of lingering discrimination against lower-caste
Indians despite significant legal and political efforts to counteract it (Waughray
2022).

— Figure 2.6. Distribution of responses to the question ‘How often does the court system provide access to

justice?’, by social group
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The differences in responses among religious groups in India are particularly
striking, especially when compared with the lack of statistically significant
variation found in the USA. This discrepancy could be linked to the Indian
judiciary’s inconsistency in upholding Muslims’ constitutional protections

and the persistence of discriminatory laws and extra-legal violence (Maizland
2024). Moreover, some scholars suggest that this failure mirrors the Jim Crow
era in the USA, where, over many decades, courts have been slow to provide
marginalized groups with adequate protection (Varshney and Staggs 2024).

2.4. DO YOU HAVE THE FREEDOM TO PURSUE THE GOALS THAT
MATTER TO YOU AND TO BUILD THE KIND OF LIFE THAT YOU
WANT FOR YOURSELF?

In the USA, there were no statistically significant differences across racial or
religious groups in perceptions of the freedom to pursue one’s goals. The mean
score for the country was 2.51 on a scale of 0 to 4, with 0 indicating ‘never’ and
4 indicating ‘always’. Urban-rural divides were a more meaningful predictor of
differing perceptions, with those residing in cities (2.58) more likely to choose
‘always’ than those residing in rural areas (2.32). There was a similar pattern in
terms of income, where low-income respondents were more pessimistic (2.20)
than the rest of the population (2.68).

In India, members of the majority religious Hindu group (2.78) were also more
likely than Muslim respondents (2.49) to respond that they ‘always’ had the
freedom to pursue their goals (Maizland 2024). Men (2.79) were more likely
than women (2.54) to say that they had such freedom, while low-income
respondents (2.48) were less like than the general population (2.78) to say that
they had such freedom. The country as a whole had a mean score of 2.68.

— Box 2.1. The gender gap in perceptions of democracy

2. INDIA AND THE USA

In Brazil, India and Senegal, men are significantly more
likely than women to say they have the freedom to
pursue their goals. The optimism expressed by men,

in contrast with women, may stem from entrenched
patriarchal norms that position men as primary decision
makers in households and socio-political settings. These
norms often perpetuate gender-based violence and
discrimination, limiting women’s autonomy, opportunities
and sense of security. Gender-based violence, though not
unique to Brazil, India and Senegal, remains a pressing
issue in these countries due to high rates of femicide,
political violence and intimate partner violence (UN
Women n.d.; Kumari et al. 2025; Miklos and Bueno 2025).
Research shows that the prevalence of intimate partner

violence also tends to be the highest among poorer
households and women living in rural areas in India and
Senegal (UNFPA 2021; Manna et al. 2024). According

to the GSoD Indices, all three countries are considered
mid-performing in Gender Equality, although Brazil (0.66)
and Senegal (0.60) are just below the threshold for high
performance (0.70), while India (0.40) is slightly above
the threshold for low performance. Although countries
like India and Senegal have made significant strides in
advancing women'’s financial inclusion in recent years,
key systematic barriers and restrictive patriarchal norms
continue to hinder their full participation (GIWPS and
PRIO 2023).



https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/india-muslims-marginalized-population-bjp-modi
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/india-muslims-marginalized-population-bjp-modi
https://www.journalofdemocracy.org/articles/hindu-nationalism-and-the-new-jim-crow/
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/india-muslims-marginalized-population-bjp-modi
https://data.unwomen.org/country/senegal
https://data.unwomen.org/country/senegal
https://obgyn.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/ijgo.70086
https://www.americasquarterly.org/article/the-alarming-rise-of-gender-based-violence-in-brazil/
https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/resource-pdf/IPVDataAnalysisReport_final.pdf
https://bmcwomenshealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12905-024-03204-x
https://giwps.georgetown.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/WPS-Index-full-report.pdf
https://giwps.georgetown.edu/wp-content/uploads/2023/10/WPS-Index-full-report.pdf

DIVERSITY, DEMOCRACY AND POLITICS ALONG MANY LINES

The USA stands
out for its starkly
differing views on
personal economic
conditions among
ethnic and religious
groups.

2.5. COMPARING YOUR PERSONAL ECONOMIC CONDITIONS
WITH THOSE OF YOUR PARENTS WHEN THEY WERE ABOUT
YOUR AGE, WOULD YOU SAY THAT YOU ARE BETTER OFF,
WORSE OFF OR ABOUT THE SAME?

The USA stands out for its starkly differing views on personal economic
conditions among ethnic and religious groups. It also has the lowest overall
mean of all countries examined, at 0.85 (out of a possible 2.00). It was the
only country where the mean was lower than 1.00—indicating that only in the
USA, alone among the six countries mentioned in this report, were respondents
more likely to say they were worse off, not better off, than their parents. Given
the strength and dynamism of the US economy in recent decades, this result
may initially be surprising. However, there is no clear line between economic
outcomes and perceptions of economic outcomes: the latter are mediated
through public expectations, media effects and numerous other social forces.
This is not to say that the pessimism of comparatively wealthy Americans

is not reflected in real economic experiences: the incomes of the richest
Americans declined precipitously in the aftermath of the 2008 global financial
crisis, and the full impact of the Covid-19 pandemic on wealth distribution in
the country is still not fully understood (Milanovic 2022).

White Americans (0.78) were significantly more likely to claim that they

were worse off compared with Asian (1.31), Black (1.06) or Hispanic (0.97)
respondents. Recent studies indicate that Black Americans’ positive views of
their economic progress may stem from improved intergenerational mobility,
with Black millennials earning more than their parents (DeSmith 2024).
Conversely, earnings have fallen among white low-income households, with
widening gaps between low- and high-income white Americans. However,
income is the strongest predictor for Americans who answered this question,
as low-income respondents were the most likely to say they were worse off
(0.59) and were far more pessimistic than respondents across the rest of the
income distribution (0.98). Additionally, the PODS data show that city residents
were more likely to say they were better off than respondents in rural areas.

Across religious lines, Protestants (0.83) were also significantly more likely to
express negative views of their economic progress compared with minority
groups like Catholics (1.08). These negative sentiments are somewhat
expected, as the poll was taken during the Biden administration, and a majority
of Protestant registered voters are traditionally aligned with the Republican
Party (Pew Research Center 2024). Additionally, more recent surveys show
that many Republicans, who previously believed that the economy was
worsening, immediately changed this view after Donald Trump’s 2024 electoral
victory—highlighting how partisanship significantly influences perceptions
(Romano 2024). A similar yet less dramatic shift in the opposite direction was
seen among Democrats. Economists have noted similar trends in the USA in
consumers’ perceptions and expectations, where surveys that once closely
tracked macroeconomic indicators now find party affiliation to be a stronger
predictor of economic outlooks than income, age or education (Hsu 2025).


https://www.socialeurope.eu/global-income-inequality-time-to-revise-the-elephant
https://news.harvard.edu/gazette/story/2024/07/economic-mobility-up-for-black-americans-born-poor-study-finds/
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2024/04/09/party-identification-among-religious-groups-and-religiously-unaffiliated-voters/
https://www.yahoo.com/news/poll-republicans-reverse-views-on-economy-and-election-fraud-after-trumps-win-much-smaller-shifts-among-democrats-185428651.html?guccounter=1&guce_referrer=aHR0cHM6Ly93d3cuZ29vZ2xlLmNvbS8&guce_referrer_sig=AQAAAAEmql1Cv78PFbCrhRnjUKCRxwiPMV16tsSaclP3DWqTkKotZkLNxX2J6L_-rfC2wrBNfWIXcqVxFC2XrLbRxdW0RZh02fVw-9torIoUa5FdVDlrmSG5sWkpo9W5p5Cca8z6BCc4lTfFie39wOrXO6o74qp6chbJqQrkWnja07rJ
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— Figure 2.7. USA: Distribution of responses to the question ‘Comparing your personal economic
conditions with those of your parents when they were about your age, would you say that you are better
off, worse off or about the same?’, by ethnicity and income group
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Unlike the USA (0.85), no significant differences were found in India (1.14)
between different religious groups regarding economic progress. A plurality
of respondents across most groups expressed feeling ‘better off’ than their
parents, reflected in the country’s progress in the Human Development

Index over the past two decades (UNDP 2022). There is a slight difference
between low-income Indians (1.08) and the rest of the distribution (1.17), but
both groups are relatively optimistic compared with respondents from other
countries.

2.6. HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE OVERALL
PERFORMANCE OF THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT IN YOUR
COUNTRY?

In the USA (1.52), white (1.40) respondents were significantly more likely to
report being dissatisfied with government performance than Black (1.99) and
Hispanic (1.78) minority group respondents. The same unfavourable outlook
among majority groups was observed across religious lines, where Protestants
(1.35) expressed more dissatisfaction than Catholic (1.97) minority group
respondents. Catholic respondents were also more likely to express being
satisfied than both atheist (1.15) and agnostic (1.34) respondents. Like
Americans’ perceptions regarding their personal economic conditions, the
pessimism seen among majority groups may largely be attributed to their
political affiliations and discontent with the ruling Biden administration at the
time of the survey (early 2024).
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— Figure 2.8. Satisfaction with national government, by race and religion
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Across urban-rural divides, respondents living in cities (1.85) were also
significantly more likely to say they were satisfied with government
performance than those living in rural areas (1.15), the suburbs (1.46) and
towns (1.34). Compared with respondents from other countries, Americans of
all stripes are largely dissatisfied with their government.

In India (2.62), the Hindu majority (2.81) was significantly more likely to
express being satisfied with government performance than Muslim (2.17) and
Christian (2.28) respondents. This discrepancy could be attributable to the
ruling BJP's political emphasis on the centrality of Hinduism to Indian identity
and the spectrum of policies with varying levels of accommodation for national
religious minorities that this core principle entails (Swamy 2024). As in the
USA, those living in Indian cities (2.75) were also significantly more likely to
say they were satisfied with the government’s performance than those living in
rural areas (2.54), suburbs (2.40) and towns (2.50). Men (2.70) were more likely
to be satisfied with the government than women (2.51), and low-income group
respondents (2.50) were less satisfied than respondents across the rest of the
income distribution (2.68).


https://eastasiaforum.org/2024/06/03/plurality-under-bjp-dominance/
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Chapter 3

BRAZIL AND COLOMBIA

— Key takeaways

* In Brazil, perceptions of election fairness varied by religion, with majority
Protestants being more sceptical than minority Catholics. In contrast, Colombia
showed no significant divides, but respondents had the most pessimistic views
in the data set overall.

* In Brazil, many respondents reported that they were better off than their
parents, indicating a sense of upward mobility. Conversely, the effects of
historical violence contributed to a more pessimistic outlook on economic
progress in Colombia, particularly among low-income individuals.

Brazil performs in the high range in the categories of Representation and
Participation and in the mid-range in Rights and Rule of Law. The country
has seen a significant reduction in poverty in the last 25 years, resulting from
strengthened labour and pension laws and cash-transfer programmes. It
remains one of the most unequal nations in Latin America, and poverty is a
major driver of politics.

Brazil is a diverse country with no statistically dominant ethnic group; the
population consists of a mix of the descendants of European colonists, African
slaves and Indigenous peoples. Despite a popular myth of Brazil as a ‘racial
democracy’, economic and social inequality commonly manifests along racial
lines. Religious identity is also a burgeoning political cleavage, as strains

of Evangelical Protestantism have become more popular in the formerly
largely Catholic country (International IDEA 2025a).The country has also

had a turbulent constitutional history, including a repressive, 21-year military
dictatorship which ended in 1985.



https://www.idea.int/democracytracker/country/brazil
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Colombia performs in the mid-range in all categories of the GSoD framework. It
is a diverse and multicultural country, with significant minority Afro-Colombians
and Indigenous populations. However, these minorities disproportionately live
in poverty and are more likely to suffer from forced displacement. Gender-
based violence remains a significant national issue and also disproportionately
affects minority groups (International IDEA 2025b). Colombia has had a

far more violent recent history than most of its Latin American neighbours,
including a 10-year civil war known as La Violencia (1948-1958), an ongoing
conflict with various leftist guerrilla groups that began in 1964, and conflicts
with powerful drug-trafficking cartels that reached their peak in the 1970s and
1980s.

For Brazil, this chapter will primarily focus on religious and racial cleavages.
For Colombia, where race and ethnicity showed minimal variation, the focus
will be on the enduring impact of armed conflict and poverty as a cleavage.

3.1. TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ELECTION DAY, THE ELECTION
CAMPAIGN AND THE VOTE-COUNTING PROCESS, WOULD YOU
CONSIDER THE MOST RECENT NATIONAL ELECTION TO HAVE
BEEN FREE AND FAIR?

Brazilian respondents differed little along self-identified racial lines, but
patterns along religious lines resembled those seen in the USA: Protestants
(2.14) were more sceptical than Catholics (2.58), who in turn were more
sceptical than the atheist and agnostic minority (3.09). The country’s mean
score was 2.47. The roots of this phenomenon were likely political, as in the
USA: Brazilian Evangelicals were much more likely to support former President
Jair Bolsonaro, who was defeated by President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva in

the 2022 election—the election that PODS respondents were being asked to
consider (Jeantet and Savarese 2022). Like India, Brazil also lacks a division
along geographic lines.

In Colombia, there was no statistically significant difference between religious
or ethnic groups. However, the country had the lowest mean score in the data
set, at 1.85. Rural respondents (2.13) were slightly more likely than urban
respondents (1.82) to assess the most recent election as fair. This finding
could be a result of President Gustavo Petro’s relatively stronger performance
in rural Colombia than that of his opponents in the 2022 presidential election
(Llaneras, Andrino and Pires 2022).


https://www.idea.int/democracytracker/country/colombia
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— Figure 3.1. Brazil: Mean responses by race
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3.2. VOTING IS A MEANINGFUL WAY OF IMPACTING THE
GOVERNMENT

For the purposes of this analysis, the responses to this question were assigned
values ranging from 0 to 4, whereby scores approaching 0 indicate strong
disagreement; scores around 2, ambivalence; and scores approaching 4, strong
agreement. In Brazil (3.07) and Colombia (2.77), there were no statistically
significant differences in responses to this statement by race, religion or
geography. While Colombia’s mean score may seem low in comparison with
Brazil's, it is identical to the USA’s. Colombians, however, were much more likely
to agree with the statement than Americans were: whereas Americans were
starkly divided along geographic lines on this and other questions, the only
statistically significant difference in Colombia was between the low-income
group (2.62) and the rest of the population (2.85).

3.3. IN YOUR EXPERIENCE, DOES THE COURT SYSTEM PROVIDE
EQUAL AND FAIR ACCESS TO JUSTICE?

There was no significant variation between responses based on religion, race
or ethnicity in Brazil (1.46) or Colombia (1.25). In Colombia, the 2024 PODS
report highlighted a large gap at the lower end of the response options, with
self-identified minorities more likely to respond that the courts ‘rarely’ or

‘never’ provide access to justice (International IDEA 2024b). When minority
populations are disaggregated, however, the results include several groups
whose numbers are insufficiently large to enable robust analysis: in the case of
Colombia, these groups include Indigenous, Mulatto and those who preferred

3. BRAZIL AND COLOMBIA
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not to provide their racial or ethnic identity. When the alternative measure of
self-identified minority status is used instead, the effect remains."

3.4. DO YOU HAVE THE FREEDOM TO PURSUE THE GOALS THAT
MATTER TO YOU AND TO BUILD THE KIND OF LIFE THAT YOU
WANT FOR YOURSELF?

In Brazil (2.79) and Colombia (2.42), a plurality of respondents across all
religious and ethnic groups say they either ‘usually’ or ‘always’ have the
freedom to pursue their goals, with no significant variation among different
groups. This question was scored on a 0—4 scale. There was also no
statistically significant difference based on income or geography. In Brazil,
however, men (2.95) were more likely to answer positively than women (2.72).

3.5. COMPARING YOUR PERSONAL ECONOMIC CONDITIONS
WITH THOSE OF YOUR PARENTS WHEN THEY WERE ABOUT
YOUR AGE, WOULD YOU SAY THAT YOU ARE BETTER OFF,
WORSE OFF OR ABOUT THE SAME?

There were minimal differences among ethnic and religious groups in

Brazil (1.41 on a scale of 0 to 2) and Colombia (1.06). In Brazil, a plurality of
respondents from these groups reported feeling better off than their parents.
In Colombia, however, this sense of optimism was less pronounced and varied
between groups. The results may initially be surprising given the extreme levels
of political violence in Colombia fuelled by the drug trade in the 1980s and
1990s—a deeply traumatic period that one would suspect Colombians are glad
to have behind them (Richani 1997)."2

However, large-scale exposure to violence during these decades can instead
foster persistent pessimism about the very possibility of upward mobility;

for many individuals, the psychological consequence of systemic political
violence is a sense of progress that is, by definition, out of reach (Moya and
Carter 2014). Similar patterns can be observed in other regions that were
subjected to comparable levels of mass violence and displacement, such as
Guatemala’s Western Highlands (Copeland 2011). This effect appears to be
more pronounced among low-income respondents (0.97), who answered more
negatively than the rest of the population (1.11).

" This effect is also visible in other PODS countries, such as the USA, where the perceptions of self-identified
minorities as a whole are slightly different compared with those of disaggregated minorities.

2 While Brazil is frequently thought of as a relatively violent country in global comparison, homicide rates in
Colombia were two to three times higher throughout much of the 1980s and 1990s. Rates of violence in
these two countries have been comparable only since 2014 (World Bank n.d.).
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— Figure 3.2. Colombia: Mean responses by race
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3.6. HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH THE OVERALL
PERFORMANCE OF THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT IN YOUR
COUNTRY?

In Brazil (1.85), minority Black (2.13) respondents were slightly more likely

to say they were satisfied with government performance than white (1.79)
respondents—a similar finding to that of the USA. This result may again be
attributed to the election of a pro-poor, leftist president in 2022 who advocated
racial equality among his diverse supporter base (Molina 2022; Harris and
Ingizza 2023). Along religious lines, there were statistically significant
variations between Catholic (2.02) and minority Protestant (1.69) respondents,
with Catholics slightly more likely to be satisfied. A similar pattern could be
seen between Catholics and other Christian groups, with the former again
more satisfied. Perceptions of government performance did not differ between
urban and rural areas, but they did vary by gender, with women (1.90)—contrary
to the general trend in the data set—more positive about the government’s
performance than men (1.74).

In Colombia (1.57), perceptions of government satisfaction did not differ
across ethnic lines or between urban and rural areas. Contrary to the finding
for Brazil, women (1.51) were less positive towards the government than men
(1.65).
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Chapter 4

CONCLUSION

Social differences
become divisive
under certain
social conditions,
particularly

when elites have
incentives to foster
them.

Democracies that embrace pluralism are better equipped to navigate crises
and complex challenges. These societies benefit from diverse viewpoints,
which ultimately lead to more effective problem solving and innovation.
However, embracing pluralism requires first pinpointing the fault lines that exist
within any given society (Stewart 2017).

The data reveal that minorities often are more critical of institutions than
majority groups in countries such as India and Sierra Leone. Yet, identifying
which specific groups feel included or excluded is not straightforward. Diversity
is not inherently divisive, and this report demonstrates that social differences
do not always translate into political divisions, as shown in the contrasting
examples of Senegal and Sierra Leone and of Brazil and Colombia. While both
pairs of countries share broad-based historical backgrounds, perceptions
among the Senegalese are not as ethnically divided as in Sierra Leone, and
Brazilians generally view their democracy more positively than Colombians.
Overall, these perceptions show that negative or polarized outcomes are not
inevitably determined by history or colonial experiences.

Instead, the findings suggest that social differences become divisive under
certain social conditions, particularly when elites have incentives to foster such
divisions, and when political and democratic institutions lack the strength to
constrain or counteract such forces. Research shows that ethnicity becomes
politicized when colonial legacies, socio-economic inequalities and weak
institutions align to make identity a strategic tool for political gain (Weber,
Hiers and Flesken 2016; Houle and Conroy-Krutz 2025).

The discrepancies highlighted between majority Hindu and minority Muslim
groups in India underscore the need to strengthen trust in key democratic
institutions—elections that deliver representative and effective governments,
as well as a judicial system that administers fair and equitable justice.
Addressing these challenges requires a deep reckoning with past injustices,
improved representation and the active involvement of minority communities
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in decision-making processes to counter perceived institutional discrimination.
The same can be said of other countries whose troubled past manifests in
lower overall faith in democratic institutions (Colombia) or that are deeply
polarized (Sierra Leone).

Elsewhere, such as in the USA, divisions are less about ethnicity and religion
and more about politics. For example, the gap in perceptions between self-
identified supporters of President Donald Trump and other Americans is

the widest among all divides analysed in this report. This finding suggests
that media- and elite-driven resentment politics may pose a greater threat

to democracy in the future than religious, cultural or ethnic divides. Bridging
these gaps and encouraging diverse perspectives will require investments in
meaningful cross-party dialogue, forums for inclusive public discourse and
independent media. While the good news may be that America’s divides may
be shallower than they seem at the popular level, its current political elites may
struggle to reconcile without significant institutional change.

It is encouraging that many members of minority and otherwise disadvantaged
groups surveyed for this report still view voting as a meaningful avenue for
impacting the government, indicating a foundational belief in democratic
participation. As shown above in Figure 2.3, this includes all social groups
covered in this report, with only minor variations within countries.™

However, there appears to be little observable relationship between believing
that voting is important and the act of voting itself. At the level of the

social group, it appears that the structure of democratic institutions—Brazil
has mandatory voting, whereas voter registration in the USA is famously
laborious—more than personal preferences or socio-economic factors is what
drives higher voter turnout. This dynamic is part of a broader phenomenon
that goes beyond the simple act of voting: dissatisfaction with existing
democratic systems is not the same as dissatisfaction with democracy

itself. Rather than resulting from weak demand for democracy or a public
preference for authoritarian rule, the disengagement of the public—or individual
social groups—from political processes is instead driven by shortcomings in
democratic systems themselves.

That the problem goes beyond voter turnout should not lead to pessimism
about the potential for improvement. An equitably representative government
is more likely to deliver to its diverse constituents, and working to expand

the informed use of the franchise can be one step towards a more engaged
citizenry.

While the data offer important insights into democratic resilience, it is crucial
to note that democratic resilience does not imply reinforcement of the status
quo. Many democratic institutions struggle to serve all citizens equitably.
Perception surveys with disaggregated demographic data can help identify

3 Respondents were also asked whether they personally voted in the most recent election, and in no country
were there statistically significant differences in the responses of the social groups analysed here.
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where systematic inequalities exist and provide the necessary tools to

ameliorate them.

Ultimately, there is a pressing need for more disaggregated data related to
popular perceptions in understanding the factors that influence people’s
assessments. In many countries, detailed demographic data are often
insufficient or lacking. Addressing these gaps remains a critical task;
accomplishing that task will play a crucial role in fostering more equitable,

resilient and pluralistic societies (International IDEA 2025g). Importantly, the
task of proactively building robust and resilient democratic institutions is far
less daunting than the effort required to pull a country back from the verge of
crisis. While the ideal time to build strong, representative institutions was 20
years ago, the next-best time is now.

—— Box 4.7. Who is a minority?

The question of minority status is perhaps more
complicated than it first appears. Members of groups
that appear to be minorities from the perspective of
national statistics and expert judgment may not see
themselves as such.

This finding is well illustrated by the PODS data, where
respondents’ perceptions of their minority status
frequently do not match official categories or even
broadly accepted popular understandings. For example,
62 per cent of Black respondents in the USA did not
identify themselves as a minority, while 15 per cent of
white respondents did. About one third of respondents
from Sierra Leone’s two main ethnic groups, the Mende
and the Temne, identified as minorities, while two thirds

of each group did not. Although Muslim Indians account
for less than 15 per cent of the population, only half of
them self-identified as minorities.

These differences are not necessarily the result of
errors or misunderstandings. Respondents who are,
objectively speaking, a statistical minority in their country
may not see this as their primary marker of identity.
Muslim Indians or Black Americans may reside in a
neighbourhood or city where they are the statistical
majority, or subnational or international identities
may trump national identity for certain individuals. In
countries like Brazil and Colombia, racial categories
themselves are highly permeable and contingent on
context (Bailey and Fialho 2018).
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Annex A. Key terms

Cleavage A division in a society of social groups according to political interests or priorities.

Ethnicity A common ancestry that can be based variably in cultural traits or habits, shared
historical experience, or past or current religious, linguistic or other collective
practice.

Race A group defined, either by itself or by others, by perceived common physical traits or
characteristics.

Social class The hierarchical division of a society into groups, commonly understood to be
related to, but not extricable from, economic status.

Pluralism The view that representation and political power should be evenly distributed
between a country’s different social groups.

Polarization The division of a society into sharply divided camps on matters of politics or policy.




INTERNATIONAL IDEA

Annex B. PODS survey methodology

In addition to the points raised in the methodological summary in the Introduction, readers may
wish to know further details about sample sizes, survey dates, methods of contact, participation
incentives and the margin of error for each country.

Our goal for sampling was to have 1,000 people from a nationally representative sample and

an additional sample of 500 people whose household income indicated that their family was
experiencing poverty. The World Bank’s definition of an international poverty line (USD 2.15

per day) served as an initial guide, but we defined the income threshold differently for

each country on the basis of local income distributions. In Italy and Lithuania, for example,

we defined the threshold in the low-income oversample to be a household income below

EUR 20,000 (approximately USD 23,000), whereas the threshold for Senegal was XOF 1.2 million
(approximately USD 2,100). In most countries, we were able to get a sample of the type and size
that we planned. In Brazil, however, we were not able to recruit as large a sample as planned.

For the online surveys completed by YouGov, we used the company'’s existing panels.
Participants opted in to participate in those panels; they were not randomly selected. This
means that the margin of error reported in Table A.1 below is only indicative. The real margin

of error could be higher because the sample was not random. Participants in the YouGov

panel were compensated for their time in the form of points that can be redeemed for rewards
through a system administered by YouGov. In the telephone surveys (technically computer-
assisted telephone interviews), respondents were contacted through random dialling. They were
compensated for their time in the form of airtime credits.

In most countries, we were able to achieve a nationally representative sample, whereas the
samples for Colombia and India were online representative. In the countries where data
collection was curtailed the sample is not fully balanced. In our analysis, however, we do not
report the frequencies of responses across the sample. Instead, we weight each respondent
and report the weighted frequencies of responses for each question. The two survey providers
applied different weighting schemes. For the countries surveyed by YouGov, the data were
weighted by age, voter turnout, vote choice, gender, education and income. In the countries
surveyed by GeoPoll, on the other hand, the data were weighted by age, gender and region.
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- Table A.1. Data collection details

Country Method Data collection Sample type Sample size Margin of
dates error

Brazil Telephone 27 July 2023 to 6  Nationally 1,259 3%
November 2023 representative

Colombia Internet 28 July 2023 to Online 1,500 3%
30 August 2023 representative

India Internet 4 January 2024 Online 1,500 3%
to 16 January representative
2024

Senegal Telephone 28 July 2023 to Nationally 1,598 2%
20 August 2023 representative

Sierra Leone Telephone 27 July 2023 to Nationally 1,632 2%
17 October 2023  representative

United States Internet 11 December Nationally 1,500 3%

2023to 19
December 2023

representative
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Annex C. Key takeaways from
pre-launch event

This illustration shows the key takeaways and discussion of the pre-launch event for the second

report in the Perceptions of Democracy Survey (PODS) series on 27 November 2025. The
illustration was drawn in real time by Leah Sands (Public Cinema)
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