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“Limited information is often a necessary feature of 
social inquiry. Because the social world changes 
rapidly, analyses that help us understand those 

changes require that we describe them and seek 
to understand them contemporaneously even 

when uncertainty about our conclusions is high.”

(Gary King, Robert O. Keohane & Sidney Verba)
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By way of an introduction
 Kachin State, with 768,247 voting population1, is likely to find 
itself in the midst of a tumultuous election soon in November. The 
election will be, in fact, sharply contested by numerous political that 
come in many different shapes, sizes, motivations and interests.  In 
total there are 19 parties (See Appendix B) poised to compete in 
the coming election in Kachin State. Mainly they can be clubbed 
together into three categories—regional parties, national parties 
and ethnic-based parties. 2 

 Two reasons might well explain the proliferation of parties in 
Kachin State. First, to some degree, the government has loosened 
up its political control over social groups. Consequentially political 
mobilisations among different social groups are possible in the 
forms of political parties. Second, the very social set-up of Kachin 
State is diverse. Reflecting that social diversity, different interest 
groups of the same community or of different communities are now 
emerging from their social bolt-holes.  

 Hence, we get a somewhat baffled political picture in Kachin 
State; the nebulous political landscape in Kachin state, in a way, is 
a result of the interplay between the social diversity and the nascent 
political parties trying to represent different social groups. It is, 
therefore, not surprising that we can observe parties operating at 
different levels—some parties are established for mere existence, 
whilst others have more serious political ends. Whatever may be 
the case, there is no blinking at the fact that we are witnessing the 
unfolding of budding of democratic politics in Kachin State.  

 How can one best grapple with such a delicate political 
development in Kachin State? Where does one begin one’s inquiry? 
What research questions will best mirror the social realities? 



2

Would a polling of political views enhance our understanding about 
electoral politics in Kachin State? What is the possible scope of 
such an inquiry with a limited resources, intellectual as well as 
material, at our hand? These are some of the key initial questions 
which drove us to conduct this study.

 In response to the aforementioned concerns, this research 
is limited to the following core questions; first, what are the plausible 
(not actual but intended) vote distributions amongst the general 
public for political parties in the upcoming election in Kachin State? 
Second, what political party does the public believe will most likely 
to win the upcoming election? Third, what are the three most 
important electoral issues in the coming election? And fourthly, 
what is the dominant political orientation of voters in Kachin State? 

1This figure has been procured from the office of the chairman of Kachin State 
election sub-commission.

2For instance, parties like Kachin State Democracy Party (KSDP) and Unity 
and Democracy Party of Kachin State can be considered as regional parties; 
whereas Union Solidarity and Development Party (USDP) and National League 
for Democracy (NLD) are national parties; and parties such as Kachin Democratic 
Party (KDP), Kachin National Congress for Democracy (KNCD) and Shan Ni and 
Northern Shan Ethnics Solidarity party (SNSP) are ethnic-based parties.



3
Objectives of the study

Like research questions, there are a number of objectives which 
have guided this survey of polling.  They are as follows:
1. To take a sampling of opinions of randomly selected group of 

persons so as to shed light on electoral politics in Kachin State; 
principally, NSEN wishes to see, (a) what are the issues that 
matter most to potential voters? (b) Which party do the voters 
think will be most likely to win; (c) Related to this which issues 
voters want see improved in the next government term.

2. To promote socio-political research in Kachin State
3. To reach out to political parties 
4. To promote the process of democratisation in the country by 

presenting some hard findings for the public consumption

Significance of the study

 To the best of our knowledge, the study is the first of its kind, 
though limited in its scope, conducted in Kachin State. With the 
coming of election in November, it is no doubt a timely research 
presenting factual information that may be useful to the public and 
to political parties. Academically, its significance lies not on the 
number of observations it made, but rather on its potential to draw 
more intriguing research questions which have real-life impact. For 
instance, looking at the data on political orientation, one can ask a 
further intriguing research question: what is the prospect of social 
harmony in Kachin State?
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Research Design

 This research project is designed as a descriptive research, 
constituting as an initial portion of the bigger research scheme 
explaining the voter behaviour (pre as well as post-election) in 
Kachin State.

 This research design has been framed in accordance with 
the following criteria.

1. What is the time frame of our interest?
2. What is the geographical location of our interest?
3. Is our interest in broad description or in comparing and 

specifying patterns of subgroups?
4. What aspect of the topic are we interested in?
5. How abstract is our interest? (De Vaus 1985:23)

 First, the duration of the research is limited to one month 
i.e. the month of September. Second, the geographical areas are 
confined to six main townships in Kachin State namely Myitkyina, 
Mogaung, Monyin, Putao and Wai Maw. Third, the survey intends 
to poll different groups, different ethnic groups, with religious and 
political orientations within these geographic areas. Fourth, whilst 
our interest is in ‘electoral politics’, we narrow down our interest to 
voter behaviour in Kachin State. Lastly, indeed we do not merely 
aspire to cumulate raw data as they present themselves to us, 
we would make some kind of specified generalisation (Evera, 
1997:15) about electoral politics, social harmony and stability in 
Kachin State. 

Defining terms

 Political orientation means “attitudes toward the political 
system and its various parts, and attitudes toward the role of the 
self in the system.” (Almond & Sidney Verba 1963:12)
Progressive political orientation denotes here the kind of political 
orientation which is goal oriented. People with such orientation 
do not concern themselves with ethnicity, political system and 
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regionalism; they tend to vote for a party which they think can bring 
change to the political system.

 People with moderate political orientation, on the other 
hand, are politically indifferent. They are fine with any party whether 
ethnic based or non-ethnic based, from the region or from outside 
the region. Unlike progressively oriented persons, changes in the 
political system are not a main concern for the moderates. 

 Traditionalists, on the other, are those who prefer to vote 
for a party with a common ethnicity, religion and from the same 
region. But the first two criteria are most dominant in their political 
decision.  
 
 Unit of analysis in this research denotes the individual 
preference, specifically of the eligible and registered voter. 

Methodology

 Mainly our survey is confined to six main towns namely 
Myitkyina, Mogaung, Monyin, Bhamo, Putao and Waimaw. These 
six towns comprise 291 quarters and villages. (See Appendix A) In 
order to best capture the data reflecting the population distribution, 
this survey employed a three step sampling procedure, using 
stratified sampling, systematic sampling and simple random 
sampling methods respectively. 

 To allow each town to have equal representation, we have 
randomly selected 8 villages/quarters, 4 from each constituency. 
From each quarter/village we have collected 50 samples, ideally 
25 males and 25 females, and half of the sample made up of the 
younger generation. In selecting 50 units in each quarter/village we 
used simple random sampling and systematic sampling method. 
The first method is used in those villages/quarters which have 
household number plates, and the second one is for those villages/
quarters which do not have proper household number plates. 
Hence, in total, the study collected 2400 samples.1 
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Limitations of the study

 The biggest limitation of the research is time constraint. Had 
we had more time, we would be able to formulate more inclusive 
research design capturing more data reflecting different aspects of 
electoral politics in Kachin State. As a result we could only confine 
our study to 12 constituencies, limiting our sample size to 2400 
collecting from 8 quarters/villages of each township. 

 Another limitation is that some villages, which have been 
selected by systematic sampling method, had been replaced, 2 

given that they were inaccessible or situated in the war zone, and 
hence replaced by other accessible villages/quarters.    

 In addition, due to limited time and resources, we skipped 
some important towns such as Tanai and Hpakant. In either case 
seemingly a single party might enjoy a major vote share—USDP 
in Tanai and NLD in Hpakant. These two deviant cases might have 
affected considerably the overall vote distribution within the state. 
Our result did not take into account that possibility in calculating the 
plausible vote distribution in the state.   

____________________

1In addition to that, we added 70 samples collected from 2 IDP camps—20 from 
Bhamo Robert Church IDP camp and 50 samples from Maina IDP camp.
2To name some, due to inaccessibility, Mai Puk village had been replaced by 
Lungtung village in Monyin Township. Similarly, three villages in the war zone 
such as Katsu, Sama and Law Mun villages were initially in the list, but later they 

had been replaced by Shwe Nyaung Pin, Naung Si Paw and Maina village tract. 
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Analysis of the data set
 The data collection process was started on 14 September 
and ended on 30 September in the six main towns. Therefore, the 
inferences that are made in this report are drawn from the data 
collected during that period. Since then public perception might 
have been changing as the momentum of campaigning process 
has heightened in those areas. Nevertheless, we maintain that the 
result of these findings constitutes the main public opinion. With 
this credo in mind we have analysed the data. 

Description of basic information about the 
sample

 In total 24701 samples were collected from Bhamo, 
Monyin, Mogaung, Wai Maw, Myitkyina and Putao. The complete 
questionnaire is provided in Appendix C. 

 In terms of gender, 52.06% (1286 voters) constitutes female 
population, and 47.94% (1184 voters) constitutes male population. 
(See Figure 1) The average age of the population is 39.77 years.

 Regarding the ethnic composition of the sample, 50.8% 
(1255) of the total population has been collected from Kachin 
voters; 20.4% (504) are Bamar voters; 24.4% (602) constitutes 
Shan voters; 1.7% (43) are Shan Bamar and 2.7 % (66) constitutes 
the other voters namely Chinese, Indian and other national races. 
(See Figure 2)

 In terms of occupation, peasants constitute 56.1% (1386) 
of the total population; business persons, small scale as well as 
big ones, and professionals account for 19.6% (484); on the other 
hand, government employees make up 6.4% (157) of the whole 

1The additional 70 samples are collected from 2 IDP camps—20 from Bhamo 
Robert Church IDP camp and 50 from Maina IDP camp.
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population; in excluding those who did not respond, the remaining 
population i.e., 15.3% (377) are the unemployed lots. In a way, 
the voice of the peasant population dominates the outcome of the 
survey. (See Figure 3) The average income of the whole population 
is Ks. 120, 944.33 per month.

 In terms of religious persuasion, Christians form 51.3% 
(1266) of the total population, and Buddhists account for 47.98% 
i.e. 1185.  And  Hindu and Muslim constitute 0.7% of the total 
population. (See Figure 4)

Figure 1
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Figure 3
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Figure 4
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Possible vote distributions among parties in the 
November Election

 Having mentioned the background and contextual 
information about the survey, it will be proper to go to the heart of 
the query. 

 In this study, the core question— what are the plausible 
vote distributions among parties in the November Election?—has 
been answered in two ways. First, in a more straight forward way, 
confidentially we asked respondents which party he or she intends 
to vote for in the November election. It should be noted here that it 
is only the voter’s intention that the data represents, not the actual 
vote a particular voter is going to cast in the coming election. 
Second, the survey sought to ask the voter’s perception of which 
party he/she thinks will win in the coming election. Through these 
two approaches the study has tried to capture the possible vote 
distributions among parties in Kachin State. 

Plausible vote distribution number 1

 This plausible vote distribution is based on voter’s intention 
to vote for a particular party in the coming election. (See Figure 5)
According to the figure, the vote shares among parties are as 
follow.

12
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Vote shares among parties 

 
Party Vote 

share
1. National League for Democracy (NLD) 20.77%
2. Kachin State Democracy Party (KSDP) 13.28%
3. Union Solidarity and Development Party (USDP) 13%
4. Kachin Democratic Party (KDP) 6.52%
5. National Unity Party (NUP)  6.23%
6. Taileng (Red Shan) Nationalities Development Party

5.34%
7. Shan Nationalities Democratic Party (SNDP) 3.52%

8. Unity and Development Party of Kachin State 3.24%
9. Shan National League for Democracy (SNLD) 2.67%
10. Lisu National Development Party 2.1%
11. Shan Ni and Northern Shan Ethnics Solidarity party 

(SNSP) 
1.82%

12. National Democratic Force (NDF) 1.7%
13. Lhaovo National Unity and Development Party 1.01%
14. Modern People Party The Union of Myanmar 

Federation of National Politics Party and The 88 
Generation Student Youths Party combined

             
0.98%

15. Undecided voters 11.42%
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Figure 5
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 If we do not take into account the share of undecided voters, 
i.e. 11.42% of the total vote share, we get a slightly different picture. 
(See Figure 6) In this scenario, vote shares among parties will be 
as the following table.

Vote shares among parties excluding undecided 
voters 

Party Voter 
share

1. National League for Democracy (NLD) 23.59%

2. Kachin State Democracy Party (KSDP) 14.80%
3. Union Solidarity and Development Party (USDP) 14.76%
4. Kachin Democratic Party (KDP)  7.36%
5. National Unity Party (NUP)  7.22%
6. Taileng (Red Shan) Nationalities Development Party                

6.07%
7. Shan Nationalities Democratic Party (SNDP)    4%

8. Unity and Development Party of Kachin State 3.68%
9. Shan National League for Democracy (SNLD)   3.03%
10. Lisu National Development Party 2.39%
11. Shan Ni and Northern Shan Ethnics Solidarity party 

(SNSP) 
  2.02%

12. National Democratic Force (NDF)   1.89%
13. Lhaovo National Unity and Development Party  1.15%

14. Modern People Party The Union of Myanmar 
Federation of National Politics Party and The 88 
Generation Student Youths Party combined

             
1.01%
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Figure 6



 This figure was used in calculating the interval estimates of 
party’s vote share. The key concern here is that we want to know 
how well the random sample that we collected will represent the 
actual population. One way of doing this is finding the confidence 
interval within which the real population percentage is likely to be. 
In order to calculate that we use the statistics called standard error 
of the binomial using the formula:

      SB =

Where
      SB = standard error for the binomial distribution
      P = per cent in the category of interest of the variable
      Q = per cent in the remaining category (ies) of the variable
      N = number of cases in the sample (De Vaus 1985: 232)

 Using this statistical formula, we calculate the possible vote 
shares of top ten parties. With 95% confidence we can say that the 
parties’ vote shares are likely to be as follows:
1. National League for Democracy Party’s vote share will fall in 

the range between 25.41% and 21.77% of the total vote share.
2. Kachin State Democracy Party’s share will be in the range 

between 16.32% and 13.16%
3. Union Solidarity and Development Party’s share will be in the 

range between 16.36% and 13.16%
4. Kachin Democratic Party will get in the range between 8.48% 

and 6.24%
5. Kachin National Congress for Democracy, on the other hand, 

will get in the range between 8.3% and 6.14%
6. National Unity Party’s vote share will fall in the range between 

8.3% and 6.14%
7. Taileng (Red Shan) Nationalities Development Party (TNDP) 

will obtain in the range between 7.09% and 5.05%

17
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8. Shan Nationalities Development Party’s vote share will be in 
the range between 4.82% and 3.18%

9. Unity and Development Party of Kachin State will get in the 
range between 4.48% and 2.88%

10.  Shan National League for Democracy Party’s vote share will 
fall in the range between 3.74% and 2.31%

Figure 7
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Plausible Vote Distribution number 2

 This distribution is based on the voter’s opinion poll on the 
party’s probability to win in the election. (See Figure 7) The top 
seven parties are listed as follow.
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 Vote distribution based on public opinion
 
Name of the Party Voter’s perception on the party’s 

possibility to win in the election
1.`National League for 
Democracy (NLD)

29.05% of the total population 
thinks it will win in the election

2.Union Solidarity and 
Development Party (USDP)

20.95% says it will win in the 
election

3.Kachin State Democracy 
Party (KSDP)

12.46% thinks it will win in the 
election

4.National Unity Party (NUP) 6.50% opines it will win in the 
election

5.Kachin National Congress 
for Democracy (KNCD)

5.61% believes that it will win in 
the election

6.Kachin Democratic Party 
(KDP)

5.41% considers it will win in the 
election

7.Taileng (Red Shan) 
Nationalities Development 
Party (TNDP)

5.21% assumes that it will win in 
the election

Parties’ vote-shares among rural peasant population

 In this survey the rural peasant population constitute the 
majority of the population. In a way, the parties’ vote-shares among 
the rural peasant population can be considered as the microcosm 
of the general vote distribution among parties. (See Figure 8)
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Figure 8
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Comparison between parties’ general vote-shares 
and vote-shares among peasants
 
        Party General vote-shares Vote-shares 

among peasants
NLD                      23.59%                     15.56%
KSDP                      14.80%                     13.02%
USDP                      14.76%                      13.45%
KDP                      7.36%                      6.11%
KNCD                      7.22%                      7.42%
NUP                      7.03%                     6.25%
TNDP                      6.07%                      6.47%

 As shown on the above table, except NLD, the rest of the 
parties maintain stable support-base among the rural peasant 
population. In other words, their major supports come from this 
population. In contrast to that, NDL’s vote share declines by 8 to 9 
% among peasants. The increment of 8 to 9% of NLD’s total vote 
share—meaning to say the increment from 15.56% to 23.59%— 
mainly comes from urban voters. 

Some miscellaneous information
 The three most important electoral issues identified by 
respondents in Kachin State in the order of importance are: 
1) amending 2008 constitution; 2) establishment of authentic 
federal Union; and 3) achieving peace in the country. (See Figure 
9) Following these three electoral issues, respondents felt that 
providing good and affordable education and health care, the 
annihilation of corruption within government and the creation of 
jobs were the next most important electoral issues.

 In terms of political orientations, progressive political 
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orientation is dominant among the voters. (See Figure 10) This 
is followed by those holding traditionalist views and lastly by 
moderates.

N Minimum Minimum Mean Std. 
Deviation

Improving 
Infrastructures 2470 0 999 13.83 114.668

Providing good and 
affordable education 
and health system

2470 0 999 14.04 114.644

Anihilation of 
corruption within 
government

2469 0 999 13.87 114.687

Admending 2008 
constitution 2467 0 9999 17.32 230.639

Providing more jobs 2469 0 999 13.98 114.675
Complete hauling of 
Myitsone dam 2467 0 999 13.79 114.743

Achieving peace in 
the country 2469 0 999 14.75 114.588

Anti-drug campaign 2470 0 999 13.71 112.926
Establishment of 
authentic federal 
system

2470 0 999 14.82 118.023

Land perpetuation 
issues 2467 0 999 11.43 105.836

Valid N (listwise) 2459

Figure 9
Most popular electoral issues
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Figure 10
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Final Analysis
 In the last analysis, the following inferences can be drwan 
from the survey data set.

 First of all, so far as the outcome of the data is concerned, 
in this coming election in Kachin State there will be no single party 
enjoying a landslide victory. There will be close competition among 
parties. In all likelihood the outcome of the general election is likely 
to favour a coalition government, at the national level as well as at 
the state level. Therefore, horse-trading among political parties in 
the post-election should not come as a surprise. 

 Second, none of the regional and ethnic-based parties of 
the State (KSDP, KDP, KNCD, TNDP etc.) will be in the position to 
form the state government. In order to form the state government 
they have to ally either with Union Solidarity and Development 
Party (USDP) or National League for Democracy, depending upon 
the performance of the two parties in the national level.

 Third, the rural peasant population constitutes the key 
electoral base. The party which can gain the maximum support 
among the rural population can be sure of winning the election in 
Kachin State.

 Fourth, the top three most popular electoral issues in Kachin 
state are, 1) Amending 2008 constitution, 2) Establishment of 
authentic federal Union, and 3) Achieving peace in the country. 
From their own everyday life experience, people feel that these 
three issues are most crucial issues for their political lives. In fact, 
every political party in Kachin State include these three issues in 
their party manifesto. Yet, whether they will be true to their words in 
implementing them or not will likely to be, in fact, under keen public 
scrutiny. After all, these three issues are the real concerns of the 
people in Kachin State.    

 Lastly from an academic perspective this data set allows for 



25

some intriguing hypothesis to be formulated, which could be the 
basis for further research. For instance, a preliminary yet important 
hypothesis might be— there seems to be a correlation between the 
prevalence of progressive political orientation among the votes in 
Kachin State and the NLD gaining the biggest share of the vote in 
the state. This can be a good starting point for the next research.  
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Appendix A
List of surveyed constituencies

                                   
ဗန္းေမာ္ (၁)
၁။ သာစည္ရပ္ကြက္(ဗန္းေမာ္ၿမိဳ႕)  ၈။ နမ့္ဖားရပ္ကြက္(ဗန္းေမာ္ၿမိဳ႕)  
၁၅။ မလူလာေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၂၂။ ဟဲလံုေဟာင္းေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

ဗန္းေမာ္ (၂)
၄။ ဆင္ကုန္းရပ္ကြက္ (ဗန္းေမာ္ၿမိဳ႕)  ၁၀။ ေရနီေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၁၆။ စာဗတီးေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၂၂။ မရြတ္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

မိုးညွင္း (၁)
၃။ အုတ္က်င္းရပ္ကြက္ (မိုးညွင္းၿမိဳ႕) ၉။ ကာတူေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၁၅။ ဘီလူးေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၂၁။ ေညာင္ပင္သာေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

မိုးညွင္း(၂)
၁။ ျမေဇယ်ာရပ္ကြက္ (ဟိုပင္ၿမိဳ႕)  ၈။ လဲြမြန္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၁၅။ လံုးတံုက်းရြာအုပ္စု   ၂၂။ ရြာသစ္ႀကီးေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

မိုးေကာင္း(၁)
၁။ နတ္ႀကီးကုန္းရပ္ကြက္(မိုးေကာင္းၿမိဳ႕) ၁၀။ ပင္းခါးေက်းရြာအုပ္စု 
၁၆။ လြေဲလာေက်းရြာအုပ္စု      ၂၂။ေညာင္ေတာေက်းရြာအုပ္စ

မိုးေကာင္း (၂)
၆။ မန္းရြက္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၁၂။ အိုးတန္းေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၁၈။ က်ြန္းေတာေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၂၄။ ဆားေမွာ္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
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ဝိုင္းေမာ္ (၁)
၅။ အမွတ္(၅) ရပ္ကြက္(ဝိုင္းေမာ္ၿမိဳ႕) ၁၁။ ေအာင္ေျမ ၁ ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၁၆။ ေနာင္စီေပါေက်းရြာအုပ္စု           ၂၁။ေရြေညာင္ပင္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

ဝိုင္းေမာ္ (၂)
၃။ အမွတ္(၃) ရပ္ကြက္(ဆဒံုးၿမိဳ႕)  ၁၀။ ဝူယန္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၁၇။ မန္ေဒါင္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၂၄။ မိိုင္းနားေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

ျမစ္ႀကီးနား (၁)
၄။ ၿမိဳ႕မရပ္ကြက္ (ျမစ္ႀကီးနားၿမိဳ႕)  ၁၀။ ဒူကေထာင္ရပ္ကြက္ 
(ျမစ္ႀကီးနားၿမိဳ႕)
ကခ်င္စုရပ္ကြက္ (ျမစ္ႀကီးနားၿမိဳ႕)  ၁၂။ အာလမ္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

ျမစ္ႀကီးနား (၂)
၆။ ေအာင္နန္းရိပ္သာရပ္ကြက္ (ျမစ္ႀကီးနား) ၁၅။ရွေဒါင္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၃၃။ အက်ေဲက်းရြာအုပ္စု   ၂၄။ ေမာ္ေဖာင္းေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

ပူတာအို (၁)
၂။ ေကာင္ကေထာင္ရပ္ကြက္ (ပူတာအိုၿမိဳ႕) ၅။ တံုလိရပ္ကြက္ 
(ပူတာအိုၿမိဳ႕)
၈။ မန္ေစေက်းရြာအုပ္စု   ၁၁။ ပန္:မတီးေက်းရြာအုပ္စု

ပူတာအို (၂)
၂။ ဒုတၱန္ရပ္ကြက္  ၅။ မကပ္မံုေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
၈။ မူလာရွ ီးဒီးေက်းရြာအုပ္စု  ၁၁။ ဆြမ္ပီယန္ေက်းရြာအုပ္စု
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Appendix B
Political Parties in Kachin State

Kachin Democratic Party (KDP)
Kachin National Congress for Democracy (KNCD)
Kachin State Democracy Party (KSDP)
National Unity Party (UNP)
Lisu National Development Party
Lhaovo National Unity and Development Party
Shan Nationalities Democratic Party
Shan Ni and Northern Shan Ethnics Solidarity party (SNSP) 
Taileng (Red Shan) Nationalities Development Party (TNDP)
Shan National League for Democracy (SNLD)
Unity and Democracy Party of Kachin State (UDPKS)
Union Solidarity and Development Party (USDP)
National Democratic Force (NDF)
Modern People Party (MPP)
The Union of Myanmar Federation of National Politics Party
The 88 Generation Student Youths (Union of Myanmar) Party
 People Democracy Party
National League for Democracy (NLD)
National Development Party
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 Appendix C
Pre-Election Poll Survey

Information obtained through the following questions will be 
strictly kept confidential and will not be used for any purpose 
other than research.

Date    : ____________________
Place     : ____________________
Number   : ____________________
Name of the enumerator : ____________________
1. Age   : ____________________
2. Ethnicity  : ____________________

3. Educational level
a. No formal education Primary school
b. Middle school
c. High school
d. Graduate

4. Occupation
a. Peasant
b. Government employee
c. Businessperson/professional
d. Employee of religious institutions
e. Unemployed 
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5. Income  : ____________________
6. Religion   : ____________________

7. Which party do you intend to vote for in the coming    
 election?
 
1. Kachin Democratic Party                                      
(KDP)

11. Unity and Democracy Party 
of Kachin State

2. KachinNatinnoal Congress 
for Democracy

12. Union Solidarity and 
Development Party (USDP)

3. Kachin State Democracy 
Party (KSDP)

13. National Democracy Force 
(NDF)

4. National Unity Party (NUP) 14. Modern People Party 
(MPP)

5. Lisu National Development 
Party (LNDP)

15. The Union of Myanmar 
Federation of National Politics 
Party

6. Lhaovo National Unity and 
Development Party (LNUDP)

16. The 88 Generation Student 
Youths (Union of Myanmar) 
Party

7. Shan Nationalities 
Democratic Party (SNDP) 17. People Democracy Party

8. Shan Ni and Northern 
Shan Ethnics Solidarity party 
(SNSP)  

18. National League for 
Democracy (NLD)

9. Taileng (Red Shan) 
Nationalities Development 
Party (TNDP)

19. National Development 
Party

10. Shan National League for 
Democracy (SNLD)



8. Which of the following party should obtain political    
 power in KachinState?

1. Party mainly run by people with same ethnicity, 
religion and from the same region

2. Any party which can bring change to the country’s 
political predicaments

3. I don’t mind either ethnic based party or non-ethnic 
based party coming to power

9. Which party do you think will win in the coming election   
 in Kachin State? (See party list in Q 7)

10.  Which of the 3 issues of the following do you think are   
 most important for the people in this election? Number   
 them in order of their importance.

• infrastructure development
• affordable and good education and health systems 
• abolition of corruption within the political system
• amending 2008 constitution
• better job opportunities
• prohibition of the construction of Myitsone Dam in Kachin 

State
• establishment of authentic federal system
• anti-narcotic campaigns
• Land issues
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A survey on the public opinion poll of the 
upcoming November general election in 
Kachin State

   Voter’s Choice


