Volebni integrita

O




Meéreni kvality volebnich souté€zi (pozitivni pristup)
Meéreni volebnich pochybeni (negativni pristup)

Ukazatel kvality voleb vyjadreny jednim indikatorem
tézko postihne celou jeji komplexitu

Nezavisla meéreni riuznych projektt
Sbér materialti riznymi organizacemi/institucemi
Vyzkumniktiv samosbér



Zjisténi (zméreni) zavisle proménné
Vyuziti 1 jako nezavisla proménna pro dalsi vyzkum —
dopad na demokratizaci, nasili, atp.

Pochopeni povahy (kvality) volebni soutéze v daném
state



Obsahova analyza dokumentti mezinarodnich volebnich
pozorovateld a lidsko-pravnich zprav

Analyza stiznosti na volebni soutéz

Indikatory administrativniho vykonu a povolebni audit
volebnich listkii EMB

Statistické forenzni metody

Vyzkumy verejného minéni, survey

Experimenty

Etnograficka metoda

Historicke studie

Analyza udalosti volebniho nasili, protestii

Pravni analyza konkrétnich zakont a soudnich sport



Pr.: Kelley 2012, Birch 2011

Klicovani slov vdokumentech; (interpretace
vyznamil)

ZaloZeno na precizni konceptualizaci,
operacionalizaci -> kodovani

Vyuzivano predevsim pro kvantitativni analyzu
Reporty zahrnuji mnozstvi oblasti formujicich
volebni integritu jako celek

Otazka mozného zkresleni vystupt pozorovatelskych
misi



Jak kodovat zpravy? — priklad
(Birch 2011, zpravy EOMs)

Coding Framework for Electoral Malpractice Project

Question

| Lowest degree of
malpractice

2

3

4

5 Highest degree of
malpractice

9 Insufficient
information

(]

. Did the legal framework

governing the elections
conform to international
standards?

. Did the electoral authorities

demonstrate political
independence and
impartiality?

. Were major contestants

banned or did they have
their applications to contest
the elections refused/
obstructed in (evident)
violation of the law?

. Were significant sections of

the citizenry refused
registration or mis-
registered in (evident)
violation of the law?

. Were polling arrangements

adequate and equitable?

The legal framework
conformed to intenational
standards

The electoral authorities acted
in an independent and
impartial manner

No major contestants were
banned or rejected/
obstructed in (evident)
violation of the law.

The voter register was
reasonably reliable and
there were sufficient
opportunities for public
inspection/correction.

Polling arrangements were
adequate and equitable

The legal framework deviated
in certain respects from
international standards

The electoral authorities
exhibited some partiality

Some contestants were banned
or rejected/obstructed in
(evident) violation of the
law

The reliability of the voter
register was questionable
and/or there were
inadequate opportunities for
public inspection/correction

Polling arrangements were
somewhat inadequate/
inadequate in significant
numbers of places

The legal framework was at
considerable variance with
international standards

The electoral authorities were
manifestly under political
control and/or were
manifestly partial to one or
more contestant(s)

A significant number and/or
major contestants were
banned or rejected/
obstructed in (evident)
violation of the law

There was widespread error in
the voter register that
affected significant sectors
of the electorate, and/or
opportunities for public
inspection/correction were
routinely obstructed

Polling arrangements suffered
from severe inadequacies
and/or inequities




Kodovani idealné doprovazeno ,navodem®

(

ervation organizations ( the OSCE, the EU) provide detailed
overning the election on which they are reporting, whereas
nt of such provisions. It will

Notes on specific questions:
I. Legal framework: Some clection
evaluations of the legal framewor
others (the OAS) tend to restrict
therefore not be possible to provide an answer to this question for all reports. Where an evaluation
is given, you should attempt to code the report’s overall assessment of the legal framework. If there
is no evaluation of the legal framework (only a description or no mention at all), you should code
this ‘9.
2. Electoral authority independence: The term ‘electoral authorities’ refers to those bodies and/or
agencies involved in running the election. This typically includes the election management body
(electoral commission or election department), as well as the judiciary, inasmuch as dispute
adjudication often ivolves the courts. Other regulatory and administrative agencies may also be
involved in certain aspects of the election. For the purposes of this question, all such bodies are
considered as electoral authorities when exercising a designated role in the election.

obs
kg
hemselves to a descriptive accou

Electoral authorities are meant to operate in an impartial and transparent manner, regardless of
how they are selected. This question refers to whether the electoral authorities in practice exhibit
independence and impartiality. It is not a question to do with the composition of the authority, and
the presence of party members on electoral commissions is not a cause for concern, provided they
perform their role in a professional and impartial manner.

Noteworthy violations of impartiality include instances where (one or more of) the electoral
authorities are clearly under the control of (or pressure from) the incumbent government or some
other agent (the military, a foreign power, etc.). Lesser violations include noted bias in favour of one

or more electoral contestants. Though the report may not address this question explicitly, the text

will generally give some indication of the degree of impartiality of the electoral authorities, If, co o
i 2T antion of (im)partiality. and no indication of any problems in this sphere, you
L)



Pr.: Lehoucq and Molina 2002; Alvarez and
Boehmke 2008

Sbér a analyza stiznosti na prubeh volebni soutéze

Obvykle podavany k volebnim komisim nebo
soudiim

Vyhodou je detailni znalost pochybeni, konkrétnost

Pozor na samotnou analyzu:
Stiznost neznamena podvod!
Nutnost znat 1 kontext podani samotné stiznosti
Proc je kam podavana?
Cili na oznameni nepravosti nebo je soucast taktiky?



Ziejma Gzce vymezena definice
Predpoklad vysoké reliability volebni administrace
Hodnoceni samotné praxe (Jarabinsky, 2015)

de facto pochybeni v administraci

Hodnoceni predpokladi pro praxi (Alvarez and Hall, 2008)
predevsim soulad de iure nastaveni administrace voleb s normami



Obvykle odhaduji pravdépodobnost vyskytu volebniho
podvodu

Sleduji nezvyklé, ¢i jinak nepravdépodobné
jevy/vystupy ve volebnich vysledcich
Nutna dobra znalost kontextu, protoze dana zjisténi

sama o sob€ nutné neznamenaji podvod, maximalnée
jen jeho pravdépodobnost

Vystupy reflektuji jen neékteré typy moznych podvodu
(predevSim manipulaci samotného hlasovani/vysledkii)

Pr.: Myagkov, Ordeshook, Shakin. 2009. The Forensics
of Election Fraud: Russia and Ukraine.



Statistické ,forenzni“ metody

O

Se zvySenim volebni icasti strana zvysi sviij podil
hlasu, nebo jej alespon nesnizi
Napr.: Ziska-li kandidat 70 % hlasi -> pridanim 100 hlasu
ziska kandidat odhadem 70 hlasu navic

Turnout and Absolute Vote

Logické operace jako:

VfOr/E = _.OOOT + 033
RE = 000 by 2
v‘ - . & A ge i
against/E = 0,99T — 0.34 b g %
U.] % . o
S R* = 0.68
5 & 2o
+
/ A4 [
0.20 Umim to vysvétlit?
' T T T T
v 0.40 0.50 0.60 0.70 0.80 0.90
FIGURE 5 , Li

urnout versus V/E, Russian Constitutional Referendum 1993



Pozor na interpretaci

y = .78T + intercept
R2=.60
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distribution of turnout

Rozdéleni volebni tcasti mezi obvody

Predpoklad normalni distribuce dat mezi obvody (Gaussovo
rozlozeni)

Uc¢ast se lisi napti¢ obvody z mnoha dtivodd, ale i z téch $patnych
Pozor na to jestli mame vhodna pozorovani (bohati diichodci x
chudi mladeznici ©); potreba demografickych tidaji korelovanych s
voliéskymi vzorci chovani; pozor); nekopiruji podezrelé pripady
néjaky zavedeny vzorec chovani?

- = * Roste rozsah podvodii ve

— original data stejnych obvodech (posun této
"""" AipeCATe podmnoziny doprava) ->
fraud impacted data . , , v 5

bimodalni rozlozeni
 Podvody infikuji dalsi obvody —
y z bimodalniho rozlozeni ->
T ' unimodalni rozlozeni vice vpravo

shond - 4" S

o
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FIGURE 2.4. Impact of Stuffed Ballot Boxes



Dotazovani se — vhimani jedinct, jejich zkusSenost

Reprezentativni vybér respondentu (populace); Expertni
Setreni

Potreba terénniho vyzkumu (jestli jej jesté nikdo
neudélal) — zavisi na formulaci otazky

Konkrétné: Duvera v instituce (?) x duvera ve volby
x vnimani jednotlivosti (ne tak ¢asto)

Ospravedlnéni: dopad na legitimitu (5 slozek
podpory rezimu — viz minula prednaska)

Maji dotazovani vhled do problematiky? -> tcel
dotazovani

Nacasovani vyzkumu




Experimenty

O

» Pr.: Enikolopov, Korovkin, Petrova, Sonin, and Zakharov.
2013. Field experiment estimate of electoral fraud in
Russian parliamentary elections.

o Nahodny vybér nezavislych pozorovatelt

o Potreba kontrolni a experimentalni skupiny

o Srovnani podili hlasu stran a Experimental results
podilu volicu, kteri volili @ -
(icast) v mistnostech s
pozorovateli a bez nich

o Pritomnost téchto

pozorovatell snizila podporu
URo011%

o Niz$i volebni uicast v I I ' I '

Mean vote shares
2 3 4 5
1 1

1

LDPR Communists  Yabloko Turnout

mistnostech s pozorovatelem
|_ Treatment group Control group |




Potreba terénniho vyzkumu
Interview (rozhovory)
Dopomaha k hlubsimu porozumeéni problému

Snaha o pochopeni rozdilu mezi nemoralnim a nelegalnim (v dané
spolecnosti) -> vliv na chovani, vybér taktiky, atp.

Pt.: Schaffer 2005: ,,How attempts to clean up dirty electoral practices may
do damage to the very principles of democratic fairness that these efforts are
intended to promote.”

Vliv 3 reklam odrazujicich od prodavani hlasi na 160 voliéi v 5ti
korumpovanych komunitach — interview... -> nejde o experiment!!!, ale
pochopeni jejich dopadu/vnimani -> v praxi zirejmé maly dopad — rtizné
vnimani:

LA little pocket change won’t put you ahead. Don’t get bribed. Vote for the right
candidate.”

Lthis ad says not to accept pocket change, so it means: go for the highest bidder!“
»LThey think I can be bought for pocket change? Don'‘t they know I wouldn‘t accept
even a large sum of money?“

=> Rozdilnost ve vnimani message ze strany vyssi (bohatsi) a nizsi (chudsi)
spoleéenské tridy



Mapovani, popis volebnich podvodii v historii

Sledovani vyvoje, ale i efektii pricin

Casto velmi pfinosné pro soucastny vyzkum - objevovani

novych (zapomenutych) zptisobt manipulaci, potencialné

relevantnich i1 v dnesSni dobé

+ dalsi porozuméni historii

Ziblatt, Daniel. 2009. Shaping Democratic Practice...;

Pr. Keyssar, Alexander. 2000. The Right to Vote: The

Contested History of Democracy in the United States
Progresivni X regresivni skupiny ovlivnujici vyvoj volebniho
pravav USA

Vliv kontextu na vyvoj — stranicka soutez, ekonomicka situace,
urbanizace, rozsirovani demokratickych hodnot, valky,...



Analyza udalosti

O
» Volebni nasili, protesty,...
» Hledani pricin, spoustécu, prubéhu, dopadu
o Pr. Dercon, Stefan, and Gutiérrez-Romero, Roxana. 2012.
Triggers and Characteristics of the 2007 Kenyan Electoral
Violence.

Dotaznikové Setreni vyvracejici strategické hlasovani volicti —
vysledky spise ukazuji na loajalitu elektoratu ke strané (jejimu
lidrovi)

Sledovani vyvojové linie: akce-reakce (jakysi process-tracing)
Analyza medialnich vystupt (zprav)

Dopady: - hodnoceni Keni jako plné demokratické klesa z 20 % na 6

%; preference jinych volebnich pravidel roste z 10 % na 26 %;
neduveéra ve volebni komisi roste z 11 % na 50 %; ...




» Na pomezni politologie a prava

» Veétsinou posouzeni souladu mezi obecnéejSimi
(mezinarodnimi/normativnimi) normami a zakony

» Pr.: Goodwin-Gill, Guy S. 2006. Free and Fair Elections:
New Expanded Edition.
Q: ,Whether any consensus exists on common standards, and

how relevant are the variations of deviations, considered from
an international law perspective.” (pp. 94)



Dalsi (stranické?) zdroje

» Paméti @ » Zpravy obcéansko-
» Sti¥nosti spolecenskych organizaci

« Média o Reporty Golos (Rusko 2011),
Mwen Konte (Haiti 2011), ...

o Socialni sité?
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Mnozstvi (ruznorodych) dat a pristupu ke zkoumani
MiiZzeme je rizné kombinovat, ale musime mit na paméti
nasi definici volebni integrity/volebniho podvodu

Musime védét presné co zkoumame a naSe analyza musi
presne toto zkoumat

Pozor na povahu a mozné zkresleni dat
Stranicka vs. nezavisla
Dtlezita interpretace nasich zjisténi!!!

Klast diiraz na (rozliSovat) to, co jsem opravdu vyzkoumal a co
nikoli

Uveédoméni si limitli pouzité definice, dat a metod



Docekalova, Pavla. 2012. Komparativni vyzkum
volebnich podvodu: metodologické pristupy a
moznosti sbéru dat, Evropska volebni studia 7(2),
pp. 91-100.

Lehoucq, Fabrice. 2003. Electoral Fraud: Causes,
Types, and Consequences, Annual Review of
Political Science 6, pp. 233-256.

Norris, Pippa. 2013. The new research agenda
studying electoral integrity, Electoral studies 32(4),

pp- 563-575.



N4vrh vyzkumu — tkol: CT 6. 10. 2016

O

» Vypsat jednotlivé body: (4 NS)
o Téma a jeho ospravedlnéni

o Cil vyzkumu (prip. vyzkumna otazka)

o Zameéreni na konkrétni oblast studia volebni
integrity (definice/pristup)

o Jaka data budete pouzivat — ospravedinéni (pro€ ne jina,
jsou dostupna)?

o Jakou metodu pouzijete — ospravedlnéni (jestli
neznate nazvy metod, tak aspon popsat logicky postup jak
docilit stanoveného cile)

o Jaka budou omezeni eventualnich vystupu prace?

o0 V ¢em budou naopak jejich silné stranky?







