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a b s t r a c t

This paper explores the conditions under which voters in emerging democracies support non-viable
candidates. We argue that cognitive biases and the geographic clustering of minor-party supporters in
ethno-political enclaves lead to misperceptions about the electoral prospects of minor-party candidates,
weakening strategic defections both among co-ethnic and non-co-ethnic supporters. We explore these
arguments using original survey data from Kenya's 2007 presidential election, a contest that featured a
minor-party candidate, Kalonzo Musyoka, who stood little chance of electoral victory. Despite this, re-
sults show that most of his supporters chose to vote for the candidate, failing to perceive that he was not
a viable contender. The findings suggest that theories of political behavior in multi-ethnic settings can be
enriched by drawing upon insights from the political psychology literature on belief formation.

© 2016 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

Why do citizens in emerging democracies support candidates
who have no chance of winning elections? A substantial body of
research on strategic voting in industrialized democracies dem-
onstrates that voters often seek to avoid ‘wasting’ their vote on
non-viable candidates (e.g., Alvarez et al., 2006; Cox, 1997;
Ordeshook and Zeng, 1997). Yet in newer democracies where
ethnicity informs electoral choices, as it does in many African and
Asian countries, identity could trump strategic concerns, causing
voters to stand by co-ethnic leaders regardless of their viability. But
are the bonds of ethnic affinity so strong as to make voters indif-
ferent to strategic concerns?

This paper investigates the factors that shape whether and un-
der what conditions voters will lend support to, or defect from, a
preferred candidatewhowill likely lose the election.We develop an
approach to studying the lack of strategic voting in multi-ethnic
societies that focuses on how voters process information, not
immutable ties of ethnic identification. Critically, voters must
possess reasonably accurate beliefs about their preferred candi-
date's likelihood of winning to behave strategically. But supporters
of non-viable candidates e both co-ethnics and non-co-ethnics e
u (J. Horowitz), jdlong@uw.
may engage in wishful thinking about the prospects of their
preferred leader, discounting contrary information. Drawing from
the literature on motivated reasoning, we argue that such mis-
perceptions will be especially prevalent in emerging democracies
because information about candidate viability is often less available
or reliable than in older democracies. And we show that mis-
perceptions may persist even when pre-election polling informa-
tion is widely available to the electorate. Second, we propose that
the geographic clustering of voters in ethno-political enclaves e a
common feature of many developing democracies e exacerbates
the tendency for minor-party supporters to hold misperceptions
through a variety of channels linked to everyday social interactions,
exposure to local media, and campaign activities. Overall, these
cognitive biases and geographic features influence how voters
process information and lead them to support non-viable candi-
dates, not because they are indifferent to strategic considerations or
beholden to ties of ethnic identity, but because they overestimate
their preferred candidate's chance of victory.

We explore these arguments in Kenya's 2007 presidential
election, which included a third-place candidate, KalonzoMusyoka,
who stood little chance of winning the race. Nevertheless, his
supporters, drawn mainly from his own Kamba ethnic group and
other residents concentrated in his home region of Eastern prov-
ince, voted for him in large numbers. Using original individual-level
survey data collected shortly before the election, we examine the
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1 Lublin (2015), for example, provides evidence that ethnic diversity has a greater
effect on party-system fragmentation in newer democracies. More broadly, Moser
and Scheiner (2012) show that electoral institutions are less constraining in legis-
lative races in newer democracies, and Jones (2004) demonstrates that the first
election after the transition to democracy is associated with a higher number of
presidential parties.
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extent of strategic voting among those who held Musyoka as their
most-preferred candidate, showing that only about one in five
intended to defect fromhim and vote strategically. We demonstrate
that misperceptions ofMusyoka's viability werewidespread among
his supporters and associated with a reduced likelihood of strategic
voting. To explain this pattern, we show that among those who
favored Musyoka to the front-runners, the likelihood of over-
estimating his popularity was linked systematically to the strength
of their preferences and residence in his home region.

One particularly striking puzzle is how so many of Musyoka's
supporters sustained inaccurate beliefs about his viability. While
pre-election polling remains rare in much of Africa, in the run-up to
Kenya's 2007 election local and international firms released 40
different polls. The polls left little doubt about Musyoka's ranking:
he was the third-place candidate in every poll and his popularity
never exceeded 18 percent in any survey. The media extensively
covered these horse-race numbers and nearly all Kenyan adults
were aware of them. In our survey, 86 percent of those polled,
including 90 percent of those who ranked Musyoka as their most-
preferred candidate, reported awareness of the polls. However, the
vast majority of Musyoka's supporters did not internalize this in-
formation. Consistent with our account focusing on cognitive bia-
ses, we show that many of his supporters dismissed the polls'
credibility to sustain the belief that Musyoka was viable. This stood
in contrast to other Kenyans, the vast majority of whom did not.
Discounting the polls was made possible by the novelty of pre-
election polling (the 2007 election marked the first race in which
such polls were widespread) and by elite rhetoric that sought to
cast doubt on survey methodology and the political intentions of
those who conducted them.

This paper makes three principal contributions to the study of
elections in emerging democracies. First, it adds to the literature on
strategic voting. While a large body of scholarship examines the
contours of strategic voting in mature democracies, less is known
about whether and how strategic considerations shape participation
innewerdemocracies, especiallywhere ethnicity ispolitically salient.
Relatedly, we offer insight into the relationship between ethnic
identity and voting behavior. Our findings contrast with traditional
accounts that assume voters in multi-ethnic settings like Kenya
ignore strategicconsiderations toexpressethnic solidarity (Horowitz,
1985) and with more recent claims that voters can readily form ac-
curate beliefs about candidate viability based on their knowledge of
the relative size of ethnic communities (Chandra, 2004). Rather, we
find that factors related to biases in individuals' information pro-
cessing, and political and social dynamics stemming fromgeographic
residence help to explain deviations from strategic voting. These ef-
fects hold both for co-ethnic and non-co-ethnic supporters of the
minor-party candidate. Third, the paper offers a novel account of the
micro-level dynamics that contribute to party-systemfragmentation.
While numerous cross-national studies document an association
between social diversity and party-system fragmentation (e.g., Cox
and Amorim Neto, 1997; Clark and Golder, 2006), the underlying
mechanisms that connect a country's ethnic demography to its party
system remain under-explored. Our approach points to factors that
affect how voters form beliefs about candidates, rather than the
bonds of ethnic affinity.

Last, while our findings obtain from a single case, we believe
that our results provide insight into other multi-ethnic emerging
democracies where non-viable candidates may attract considerable
electoral backing. The main factors we identify e voters’ internal
biases and the forces arising from living in politically and socially
homogenous areas e are likely relevant in many contexts where
ethnicity is politically salient. As others note, misperceptions about
the viability of candidates should be particularly pronounced
where sources of credible information are difficult to obtain or of
limited utility (Moser and Scheiner, 2009). We show that mis-
perceptions may be important evenwhen pre-election polling data
is widely available.

We structure the paper as follows. The next section provides a
brief overview of relevant literature. The third section develops our
argument linking misperceptions about candidate viability to a
reduction in strategic voting. The fourth sectionprovides anoverview
of Kenya's 2007 presidential election. The fifth section demonstrates
the relative weakness of strategic voting among respondents who
preferred Musyoka. In the subsequent sections we support our in-
formation processing account and explore alternative explanations.
The final section discusses the implications of the findings.
2. Theoretical motivation

Strategic voting occurs when voters who support non-viable
candidates abandon their preferred leader in favor of a second pref-
erence who has a greater likelihood of winning. While debate re-
mains about the extent of strategic voting and the factors that incline
some individuals to select candidates who have little chance of suc-
cess, scholars agree that citizens consider candidate viability when
making electoral decisions in industrialized democracies (Alvarez
et al., 2006; Cox,1997; Niemi et al.,1992; Ordeshook and Zeng,1997).

In emerging multi-ethnic democracies, however, voters appear
to support non-viable candidates and parties with greater regu-
larity.1 Two plausible explanations arise from the literature on
ethnic voting. First, the expressive voting framework proposes that
the preference for co-ethnic leaders stems from a psychological
desire to uphold the status of one's ethnic community within the
polity (Horowitz, 1985). Accordingly, the act of voting serves as an
expression of a person's connection to her ethnic group and affirms
her sense of belonging. By this logic, incentives to behave strate-
gically might have little influence on electoral choices if a person's
ethnic attachments are sufficiently strong. Second, instrumental
accounts of ethnic voting emphasize individuals' desires to secure
resources for their ethnic group. Where parties represent the in-
terests of distinct ethnic groups or coalitions, voters may stand to
gain little from throwing their lot in with a party associated with a
different community (Horowitz, 1985; Van de Walle, 2007). Like-
wise, if voters in multi-ethnic settings doubt leaders' promises to
share resources across group lines (Posner, 2005), politicians'
inability to credibly commit to inclusive policies may undermine
the willingness to vote strategically. Absent any viable alternatives,
voters may thus stand by the candidate that best represents their
group's interests even if that aspirant has limited prospects of
winning the race or influencing its outcome.

While these explanations may account for the weakness of
strategic voting in some contexts, there is reason to question their
explanatory power more generally. First, though psychological
motivations may be relevant to some voters, there is considerable
evidence that citizens also care about material outcomes (e.g.,
Bates, 1983; Chandra, 2004; Posner, 2005), casting doubt on the
idea that expressive desires will incline voters to stand by co-ethnic
leaders who are unlikely to win. As Chandra (2004) argues, voters
who want to secure access to state-controlled resources for their
group should support co-ethnic leaders only when such candidates
and their parties can win (see also Posner, 2005). Otherwise, voters



2 Similarly, Posner (2005) suggests that voters ought to be able to form reason-
able expectations about the relative size of ethnic groups.

3 Recent research from a variety of multi-ethnic contexts shows that the extent of
bloc voting often varies considerably across groups (Long and Gibson, 2015; Ferree
et al., 2014; Horowitz, 2012; Ichino and Nathan, 2013; Nathan, 2016).
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should defect from co-ethnics and exchange their collective vote for
concessions from a less-preferred, but viable, party. In addition,
recent research on party systems in multi-ethnic countries chal-
lenges the view that voters lack alternative options, even where
ethnicity is salient. Elischer (2013) demonstrates that parties
seeking to represent the interests of narrow ethnic coalitions are
rare in Africa (see also Scarritt, 2006; Horowitz, 2016). More com-
mon are parties that seek broad-based support from multiple
communities. Likewise, Chandra (2004), Ichino and Nathan (2013),
and Nathan (2016) present evidence that ethnic bloc voting varies
across contexts, suggesting that voters are not uniformly compelled
to stand by communal champions. These studies imply that even
where ethnicity is an important political factor, voters may retain
other options if the candidate or party that best represents their
ethnic community is not viable.

3. How misperceptions weaken strategic voting

We investigate the conditions that shape whether and when
voters in multi-ethnic emerging democracies will lend support to,
or defect from, a preferred candidate who will likely lose an elec-
tion. Consistent with instrumental theories of voting, we assume
that voters want to join the winning side of the election in order to
secure resources and services. Voters should therefore give weight
to considerations related to candidate and party viability. We
expect, however, that wishful thinking e driven both by cognitive
biases and contextual factors related to the geographic concentra-
tion of co-ethnics and co-partisans in a candidate's home area e

will lead to misperceptions that inhibit strategic behavior. We
explicate this argument in the rest of this section.

Our point of departure is the recognition that to vote strategi-
cally, minor-party supporters must realize that their preferred
candidate does not have sufficient backing to win or influence the
outcome of the election. Yet cognitive biases may inhibit voters’
ability to assess the electoral chances of their favored candidate.
Studies from consolidated democracies have shown that voters
engage in motivated reasoning, overestimating the electoral pros-
pects of their preferred candidates (Lewis-Beck and Skalaban,1989;
Lewis-Beck and Tien, 1999; Blais and Bodot, 2006). Individuals tend
to seek information that confirms prior beliefs, believing evidence
consistent with those views to be more compelling and devoting
greater energy to arguing against contrary evidence (Kunda, 1990;
Tabor and Lodge, 2006). These biases also influence the reception of
new information andmay cause individuals to arrive at conclusions
that diverge from reality. The tendency to rely on cues when
assessing the credibility of information also reinforces mis-
perceptions (Bartels, 2002; Gaines et al., 2007; Slothuus and de
Vreese, 2010). For example, the propensity to view co-partisans
as more trustworthy than leaders from other parties means that
minor-party supporters more readily accept the campaign claims
made by leaders from their party, politicians with strong incentives
to encourage misperceptions about their viability.

In emerging democracies, wishful thinking about viability likely
prevails where information sources e such as pre-election polls,
past election results, and demographic data e are insufficient to
counteract motivated reasoning. Newer democracies generally
have less developed polling infrastructure and public opinion
research may lack the credibility that accrues over time to polling
institutions that provide accurate data to voters (Moser and
Scheiner, 2009). In Africa, pre-election polls remain rare, having
been available in only about 40 percent of all presidential elections
between 1991 and 2010 (Hyde andMarinov 2012). We show that in
Kenya, even when polls are available, many voters wanting to
believe a non-viable aspirant can win discount their credibility.

Past election results may also prove insufficient due to higher
rates of party-system volatility. While there is considerable varia-
tion within regions, newer democracies in Africa, Asia, and Latin
America tend to have more volatility than in more established
democracies (Roberts andWibbels, 1999; Tavits, 2005; Mainwaring
and Zoco, 2007; Kuenzi and Lambright, 2001). Moreover, existing
research establishes a connection between ethnic diversity and
volatility, suggesting that party systems are particularly fluid in
ethnically-diverse countries (Ferree, 2010).

Additionally, in contrast to Chandra (2004), we argue that
knowledge of ethnic demography is often inadequate to form
accurate expectations about candidate viability.2 While Chandra
(2004) asserts that voters in multi-ethnic democracies can draw
on their knowledge of the relative size of ethnic communities to
form reasonable expectations about the viability of co-ethnic
leaders and parties, research shows that even in information-
rich settings like the U.S. individuals are often bad at correctly
forming estimates of ethnic group size (Nadeau et al., 1993;
Sigelman and Niemi, 2001; Theiss-Morse, 2003; Wong, 2007).
More fundamentally, Chandra studies a case (lower-caste citizens
in India) where voters can expect that only members of their own
group will support the party associated with their community.
Where multi-ethnic coalitions are common, as in much of Africa,
voters need to know not only the size of their own group, but also
the size of other communities that might support one's preferred
candidate and the extent of bloc voting in these groups.3 When
voters lack accurate information about the size of ethnic com-
munities, the alignment of voters in other groups, or the extent of
bloc voting within these groups, ethnic demography is less
informative. Chandra (2004) also does not consider the possi-
bility that motivated reasoning may lead some voters to over-
estimate the size of their ethnic community and/or dismiss
demographic information that contradicts the belief that their
candidate can win.

We therefore expect that minor-party supporters will tend to
over-estimate the standing of their preferred candidate, and that
the likelihood of misperceptions will be greater among stronger
supporters whowill be particularly inclined to engage in motivated
reasoning.

Beyond the individual-level biases that contribute to mis-
perceptions, we argue that political and social factors arising from
the geographic concentration of voters in relatively homogenous
ethnic communities will increase the propensity to engage in
wishful thinking. The geographic clustering of ethnic groups is a
distinguishing feature of many emergingmulti-ethnic democracies,
particularly in Africa. Existing research has shown that the con-
centration of co-ethnics in these contexts can affect individuals’
voting behavior and inter-group dynamics (Ichino and Nathan,
2013; Nathan, 2016; Kasara, 2013). We follow these studies by
proposing that where a person resides may affect belief formation
in ways that help to explain the weakness of strategic voting.

We highlight three factors related to the political and social
environment: inter-personal interactions, media content, and
local campaigning. First, in settings where ethnicity correlates
with electoral preferences, voters are surrounded by co-ethnic
and co-partisan neighbors. This geographic clustering means
that in their routine social interactions, citizens will typically
come into contact with others who share their political views and
will only rarely encounter individuals who hold contrary views.



Fig. 1. Estimated candidate vote share during the campaign period.
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Interaction with like-minded voters can reinforce attitudes and
behaviors (Baker et al., 2006; Huckfeldt and Sprague, 1995). We
propose that the frequent interaction with others who believe
that a non-viable contender can win reinforces the tendency to
sustain inaccurate beliefs. These effects may apply both to voters
from the candidate's own ethnic group and to those from other
groups who happen to reside in the candidate's ethnic
stronghold.

Media consumption habits may also strengthen misperceptions.
In Kenya, for example, radio is the primary news source for most
citizens, and individuals can choose to listen to ‘vernacular’ radio
stations geared toward specific ethnic communities and/or
national-language stations (in English or Swahili) pitched to a
wider audience. Survey data collected before the 2007 election
shows a strong preference for vernacular radio sources among
many Kenyans, particularly in the home ethnic areas of the leading
presidential candidates.4 Content analysis of radio broadcasts dur-
ing the months before this election demonstrates that vernacular
stations allocated a disproportionate share of coverage to each of
the leading candidates in their home areas.5 This advantaged each
candidate in broadcasting campaign messages e including mes-
sages about viability e to core supporters, potentially strength-
ening misperceptions.

Relatedly, patterns of local campaign contact may enhance
misperceptions. Within the home co-ethnic and co-partisan re-
gions of the respective candidates, voters are more likely to
attend campaign rallies held by the locally-dominant party. For
example, data we collected after Kenya's 2007 election show that
voters in Musyoka's stronghold e the Kamba area of Eastern
Province e were more likely to participate in rallies held by
Musyoka's party, the Orange Democratic Movement of Kenya
(ODM-K). Our data show that 50 percent of respondents in the
Kamba area attended one or more rally held by ODM-K,
compared to 28 and 37 percent respectively for the other lead-
ing parties, the Party of National Unity (PNU) and the Orange
Democratic Movement (ODM). We expect, additionally, that party
agents at all levels e party leaders, local-level candidates, village-
level representatives, and so forth e within the homelands of a
non-viable party will have strong incentives to proffer informa-
tion that reinforces misperceptions.6 Exposure to messages
designed to counteract unfavorable information about a non-
viable candidate therefore will be greater in the aspirant's
4 Our survey data (described below) shows that in the home ethnic areas of the
three leading candidates in 2007, a plurality of respondents cited local-language
radio as their most-preferred radio news source. In Kikuyu areas, 57 percent of
survey respondents cited Kikuyu-language stations (Inooro and Kameme) as their
most-liked radio news source. In Kamba-majority areas, 47 percent cited the
Kamba-language station (Musyi) as their preferred radio news source. And in Luo
areas, 64 percent cited the two main Luo-language stations (Ramogi and Radio Lake
Victoria) as their favored news source.

5 Using content analysis data collected by a local research firm (Ipsos), we
counted the amount of news time (in seconds) devoted to each of the three main
presidential candidates and their parties during the three months prior to the
election. The main national-language (Swahili) radio station, Citizen FM, serves as a
baseline. The data show that each of the leading vernacular-language stations
devoted disproportionate airtime to the co-ethnic candidate of the language group
it served. The leading Kikuyu-language station, Inooro, devoted 61 percent of
campaign coverage to Kibaki, relative to 49 percent on the Swahili station, Citizen
FM. Likewise, the main Luo-language station, Ramogi, allocated 55 percent of news
coverage to Odinga, relative to only 35 percent on Citizen. Most importantly for our
purposes, the data shows that the leading Kamba-language station, Musyi, devoted
nearly three times more coverage to Musyoka (43 percent) than the national-
language station (15 percent).

6 Recent scholarship on vote-buying (e.g., Stokes et al., 2013) argues that local
‘brokers’ are rewarded for making sure that party supporters turn out to vote.
Extending this idea, we expect that local party actors will also be rewarded for
encouraging misperceptions that inhibit supporters from defecting to a rival party.
ethnic stronghold, and individuals are likely to view such mes-
sages as credible because they come from co-partisans.

In sum, we propose that individual-level cognitive biases and
political and social dynamics arising from geography will lead
voters to overestimate the prospects of non-viable leaders and
undermine strategic voting. By emphasizing misperceptions, our
approach contrasts with accounts that underscore the impor-
tance of ethnic affinities or the lack of alternative options in
multi-ethnic democracies (Horowitz, 1985; Van de Walle, 2007).
Our approach also contrasts with recent work on the effects of
ethnic geography by Ichino and Nathan (2013) that discounts the
role of social interactions and places little emphasis on local-level
campaigning. Rather, our approach asserts that information flows
stemming from inter-personal interactions, media content, and
local-level campaigning may have important effects on voter
behavior.
4. Kenya's 2007 presidential election

Kenya's 2007 presidential election provides an excellent case for
examining why some voters support a candidate who is not likely
to win. The race featured three main aspirants, each from a
different ethnic group. The incumbent president Mwai Kibaki, a
Kikuyu, led PNU. His main challenge came from Raila Odinga, a Luo,
who steered ODM. As noted, the contest also included Kalonzo
Musyoka, a Kamba, who headed ODM-K.

Fig. 1 plots the estimated vote share for the three main con-
tenders during the campaign period, based on all survey results
published in local newspapers. Musyoka's average vote share
across all polls was 13.6 percent. Throughout the race he trailed the
next closest candidate by an average of 24 percentage points and
was never closer than 16 points to the second-place candidate in
any poll. In short, Musyoka was never viable.

We expect that Musyoka's supporters should have had strong
incentives to vote strategically provided that they held accurate
beliefs about his prospects. Several studies document that leaders
in Kenya favor co-ethnics and co-partisans once in office (Jablonski,
2014; Burgess et al., 2015; Kramon and Posner, 2016). Voters from
communities that support losing candidates receive less from the
government than groups that support the winner, generating a
strong incentive to join the winning coalition. Moreover, Musyoka's
backers had other plausible electoral options: both of the leading
parties constituted broad multi-ethnic coalitions that sought
backing from outside of their core ethnic bases. Both parties
actively courted the Kamba vote and tried to convince Kamba
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voters that they would be rewarded for their support.7

Incentives to vote strategically should have also been strong
because of the highly competitive race between the two front-
runners, Kibaki and Odinga. Voters who support a non-viable
contender have little incentive to vote strategically if the race be-
tween the front-runners is not close (Cox, 1997). However, Fig. 1
shows that Kibaki and Odinga remained locked in a tight race
throughout the campaign. In the final weeks, public opinion sur-
veys put Kibaki and Odinga in a statistical tie and media com-
mentators described the race as ‘too close to call.’8 Given the
tightness of the race, Musyoka's backers, who made up roughly 10
percent of the electorate, could have in all likelihood determined
the outcome of the election had they switched their votes en masse
to one of the leading candidates. Musyoka's supporters were
therefore well positioned to use their collective vote to extract
concessions from the leading candidates in exchange for an election
victory, provided that they could have coordinated on one of the
two front-runners.

Finally, as noted, pre-election polls conducted at regular in-
tervals throughout the campaign period provided the public with
data on the horse race. In the three months before the election,
local and international research firms conducted over 40 separate
national opinion surveys, the results of which radio, television, and
newspaper outlets covered extensively. Our survey data, described
below, found that the overwhelming majority of Kenyans (86
percent) reported awareness of these polls, including 90 percent of
those who ranked Musyoka as their first preference.

While the incentives to vote strategically should have been
strong for Musyoka's supporters, the information environment was
also conducive to misperceptions. In line with our theoretical
approach, the extent and quality of available information made it
possible to rationalize inaccurate expectations about Musyoka's
chances. First, the 2007 election marked the first time that the
media widely published data from, and the public consumed in-
formation about, pre-election polls. Second, Musyoka and his allies
repeatedly attacked the polls' credibility. In reaction to results
released three months before the election, Musyoka called the polls
‘petty and hollow,’ charging that they were a fabrication designed
to promote particular candidates.9 ODM-K's Secretary General,
Mutula Kilonzo, likewise cast doubt on their veracity, saying, ‘The
results were no doubt doctored by some government functionaries
to cause confusion among the electorate.’10 Musyoka's vice presi-
dential nominee, Julia Ojiambo, charged that surveys ‘reflect the
wishes of thosewho pay for them.’11 Not surprisingly, Musyoka and
leaders in ODM-K called on voters to ignore public opinion data. At
a rally shortly before election day, he claimed that the ‘polls are not
credible since only about 2000 people were interviewed.’ He went
on to say, ‘I am confident I will win this year's presidential race
since I believe in God and not in the purported results of unreliable
polls.’12 Our approach argues that Musyoka's supporters should
have been particularly responsive to calls to discount horse race
7 PNU and ODM sought to convey their inclusive intentions by incorporating
Kamba candidates in their ranks and by holding campaign rallies throughout the
core Kamba ethnic area. Odinga's ODM included Charity Ngilu, a long-time Kamba
leader, as part of its leadership team, dubbed ‘the Pentagon.’ Kibaki's PNU included
several incumbent members of parliament from the Kamba ethnic area (e.g.,
Kivutha Kibwana, Joseph Munyao, John Mutua) on its ticket. Moreover, Kibaki held
10 percent of all campaign rallies in the Kamba ethnic area. See Horowitz 2012 for
details.

8 The Standard, November 10, 2007, p. 2. The Daily Nation, December 19, 2007,
p. 1.

9 The Standard, 29 September 2007, pp. 1e3.
10 The Standard, 29 September 2007, p. 3.
11 The Daily Nation, 29 September 2007, p. 2.
12 The Daily Nation, 8 November 2007, p. 6.
numbers that showed Musyoka in third place.
Additionally, perennial party-system volatility in Kenya meant

that prior election results would have provided little information to
voters seeking to estimate the relative standings of the candidates
in the 2007 race. None of the leading parties in 2007 e PNU, ODM,
and ODM-K e competed in the previous 2002 election. All three
coalitions were created as a result of elite splits that occurred when
Kibaki's party, the National Rainbow Coalition (NARC), collapsed in
2005. Moreover, the three leading aspirants in 2007 e Kibaki,
Odinga, and Musyoka ewere all part of the NARC coalition in 2002,
meaning that voters could not look to their individual returns from
the prior race to gain insight into their likely performance in the
current election.

Finally, while it might seem implausible that Musyoka's sup-
porters would think he could win the election given the small size
of the Kamba community (approximately 10 percent of the popu-
lation), such beliefs do not appear farfetched in light of prior
electoral outcomes in Kenya. Daniel arap Moi, whose Kalenjin
community makes up only about 8e12 percent of the population,
won the 1992 and 1997 elections by attracting support from his
own ethnic group and also from many other communities.13 Like-
wise, in 2002, Kibaki won an overwhelming victory, gaining 62
percent of the popular vote, despite the fact that his co-ethnic Ki-
kuyus, the largest group, make up only about 22 percent of the
population. Given that Kenya is a nation of minorities, voters have
every reason to expect that candidates from relatively small ethnic
groups can win nationally.
5. Estimating strategic voting in Kenya's 2007 election

We begin our analysis by estimating the extent of strategic voting
among the pool of potential strategic voters e those who held
Musyoka as their most-preferred candidate.We define all thosewho
genuinely preferred Musyoka to the two front-runners as potential
strategic voters, despite the fact that, as noted, only a relatively small
portion of these respondents correctly believed thatMusyokawas in
third place. Alternatively, one could argue that the universe of po-
tential strategic voters should include only those who correctly
perceivedMusyoka's standings, since strategic voting requires one to
hold reasonably accurate beliefs about the candidate's popularity.We
prefer our approach because, as we show below, beliefs about
candidate viability are endogenous to electoral preferences. As a
result, defining only those who correctly estimated Musyoka's
standings as potential strategic voterswould unnecessarily eliminate
those who chose to rationalize their beliefs about his chances of
winning from the pool we seek to examine e voters who theoreti-
cally could have chosen to abandon a non-viable candidate.

Identifying potential strategic voters requires information about
citizens' true candidate preferences and their voting intentions. We
draw on data from a large, nationally-representative survey of 6111
respondents we conducted 10e14 days before the election.14 To
estimate voters' preferences, existing studies typically rely on
13 Kenya employed a first-past-the-post system in the four multiparty elections
(including the 2007 contest) that followed the reintroduction of the competitive
elections in 1992, and previous candidates won with relatively small vote shares.
While electoral fraud casts some doubt on the accuracy of electoral statistics, the
official results show that Daniel arap Moi won the 1992 and 1997 elections with a
mere 36 percent and 41 percent of the vote, respectively. In 2002, Kibaki captured
62 percent of the vote, but Moi's plurality victories in 1992 and 1997 may well have
encouraged voters to believe that Musyoka was viable in 2007.
14 We weight the data for all analyses to adjust for over-sampling in six of Kenya's
eight provinces. We note that the survey includes only respondents who claimed to
be registered to vote in the 2007 election. Data and replication files will be made
available at www.sites.dartmouth.edu/jhorowitz.

http://www.sites.dartmouth.edu/jhorowitz
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feeling thermometer questions that ask respondents to rate alter-
native parties on a 100-point scale, a question format that may be
inappropriate for developing country contexts (Abramson et al.,
1992; Black, 1978; Blais and Nadeau, 1996; Cain 1978; Mattes,
2008). As an alternative, we use a battery of six questions to
measure voters' attitudes about the leading presidential candi-
dates. From these, we construct favorability ratings for each aspi-
rant ranging from zero to six based on respondents' assessments on
six character dimensions: hardworking, honest, development-
minded, trustworthy, peace-loving, and not corrupt.15 Favorability
ratingse like feeling thermometerse have been shown to correlate
with electoral preferences in previous work (Bean, 1993; Kinder,
1986; Stewart and Clarke, 1992). We assume that these favor-
ability scores reflect respondents' true preferences. Thus, if a voter
ranked Kibaki's favorability as six, Odinga's as four, and Musyoka's
as two, we treat that voter's preference ordering as
Kibaki > Odinga > Musyoka.

Counting only those respondents who expressed an unambig-
uous first preference, we find that 10.6 percent of Kenyans rated
Musyoka higher than the other contenders.16 Most of those who
preferred Musyoka (70 percent) came from his own Kamba com-
munity (Table A1, online appendix).

To examine whether respondents who held Musyoka as their
most-preferred candidate intended to vote for him, the survey
included a standard pre-election question that asked respondents
whom they would vote for ‘if the election were held today.’ The
data show that among those who preferred Musyoka, 79 percent
expressed an intention to vote for him, while the remainder plan-
ned to vote for one of the leading candidates (12 percent for Odinga
and 7 percent for Kibaki).17 Assuming strategic considerations
motivated Musyoka supporters who intended to vote for someone
else, we find that a maximum of 21 percent of those who preferred
Musyoka planned to abandon him for a viable contender.

The methods we employ to measure strategic voting face three
limitations. First, our approach assumes that favorability ratings
based on candidate evaluations provide a valid measure of voter
preferences. Examining supporters of the two leading candidates
bolsters our confidence in the approach. Voters who supported one
of the front-runners should have had little incentive to abandon
their most-preferred candidate for strategic reasons. If our measure
is valid, we should find substantially lower rates of strategic voting
among respondents who sincerely supported the leading candi-
dates. Consistent with this expectation, our data show that only 3.6
percent of those who rated Kibaki or Odinga as their first prefer-
ence intended to vote for another candidate on election day.

Another challenge arises if voters who abandon a candidate due
to concerns about viability rationalize favorability ratings to make
voting for a less-preferred leader more palatable. To the extent that
this occurs, our measure will underestimate the true extent of
strategic voting. While an unbiased estimate is preferable, we are
unaware of any way to surmount this problem using observational
survey data. However, the stability of Musyoka's support across the
campaign period (Fig. 1) demonstrates that relatively few sup-
porters defected to other candidates, implying that rationalizations
of this type were not common.
15 ‘Would you say that [candidate X] is hardworking/honest/development
minded/trustworthy/peace loving/corrupt?’ A positive response to each question
was scored as 1 and negative responses were scored as 0.
16 We exclude voters who expressed an ambiguous first preference, i.e., those who
gave Musyoka equally high favorability ratings as one or both of the alternative
candidates. We also exclude respondents for whom we could not calculate favor-
ability ratings because of item non-response.
17 About 2 percent said they were undecided, would not vote, or would support
another candidate.
Finally, our measure of voting behavior relies on self-reported
intentions measured about two weeks prior to the election, not
observed behavior. Responses to our survey could differ from
behavior in ways that could bias our findings. For example, survey
respondents who favor Musyoka might state a desire to vote for
him in our survey to express their sympathies for the candidate
while actually voting strategically when push comes to shove two
weeks later. However, data from an exit poll shows a close match
between our survey and electoral behavior reported on the day of
the election.18 The close correspondence between our pre-election
survey and the exit poll suggests that our measure of voting in-
tentions provides a reasonable approximation of actual behavior.19
6. Misperceptions weaken strategic voting

What accounts for the apparent weakness of strategic voting
among Musyoka's supporters? To answer this question, we first
demonstrate that misperceptions were linked to lower rates of
strategic voting among Musyoka's supporters. We then show that
misperceptions correlate with the strength of individual prefer-
ences and living in the geographic area dominated by Musyoka's
co-ethnics and co-partisans. These findings, while correlational in
nature, illuminate the potential relationship between mis-
perceptions and strategic voting, and provide insight into the ori-
gins of misperceptions.

We first explore the connection between misperceptions and
the weakness of strategic voting among respondent who rated
Musyoka as their first preference. The data show that among those
who perceived him to be in third place, 73.3 percent registered an
intention to vote strategically, while only 24.7 percent and 0.3
percent of those who thought he was in second or first place did so.
To examine this relationship more carefully, we estimate a linear
probability model of strategic voting. As a robustness check, we also
estimate logit models for all tests with binary dependent variables
(shown in the online appendix). The dependent variable takes a
value of 1 for Musyoka supporters who expressed an intention to
vote for one of the alternative (viable) candidates, and 0 otherwise.
The independent variable is themeasure of beliefs about Musyoka's
standings (coded as 1 for those who thought he was in first; 2 for
second; and 3 for third). Misperceptions are common among
Musyoka's supporters: 69 percent incorrectly believed he stood in
first place; 10 percent believed he was in second place; and only 20
percent correctly identified him as the third-place candidate. This
contrasts sharply with respondents who favored one of the leading
candidates, 79 percent of whom correctly identifiedMusyoka as the
third-placed candidate, with 20 percent believing him to be in
second place, and only 1 percent registering him as the frontrunner.

The model also includes the favorability ratings described in the
previous section for the three candidates based on the expectation
that stronger supporters will be less likely to defect and those who
are more favorably disposed toward alternatives will be more likely
to do so. We include standard demographic controls for age, edu-
cation, and gender. Summary statistics appear in Table A2 in the
18 Specifically, in our poll 10.1 percent of registered voters expressed an intention
to vote for Musyoka, and in the exit poll 10.4 percent of actual voters reported
voting for Musyoka on election day (Gibson and Long, 2009).
19 It is possible that Musyoka supporters misrepresented their voting intentions
both on our pre-election survey and in the exit poll, inflating both estimates. In the
official election results, Musyoka won 8.9 percent of the vote. The difference be-
tween our estimates and this result could arise from last-minute defections by
some supporters. However, the discrepancy might also stem from electoral ma-
nipulations during the vote tally, decreased turn-out among Musyoka's supporters,
or sampling error in the surveys. Regardless, the results suggest that last-minute
defections were uncommon.



Table 1
Models of strategic voting (OLS).

(1) Full sample (2) Co-ethnics (3) Non-co-ethnics

Beliefs about Musyoka's
position

0.334***
(0.000)

0.108***
(0.004)

0.379***
(0.000)

Musyoka favorability �0.052*
(0.051)

�0.043
(0.225)

�0.073***
(0.008)

Kibaki favorability �0.008
(0.225)

�0.006
(0.355)

0.016
(0.248)

Odinga favorability 0.034***
(0.000)

0.010
(0.342)

0.048***
(0.002)

Education �0.004
(0.686)

0.004
(0.660)

0.001
(0.970)

Age �0.000
(0.643)

�0.000
(0.774)

0.001
(0.545)

Female 0.046*
(0.053)

0.016
(0.487)

�0.006
(0.897)

Constant �0.016
(0.921)

0.146
(0.454)

�0.040
(0.821)

Observations 449 285 164
R-squared 0.587 0.151 0.667

Notes: The measure of beliefs about Musyoka's standings takes a value of 1 for those
who thought that he was in first place, 2 for second, and 3 for third. Robust p-values
in parentheses, with standard errors clustered by constituency. ***p < 0.01,
**p < 0.05, *p < 0.1.
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online appendix. We cluster standard errors by constituency. Pos-
itive coefficients indicate a greater likelihood of voting strategically
e i.e., defecting from Musyoka.

The results in Table 1 (model 1) indicate a strong association
between beliefs about Musyoka's standing and strategic voting: a
one-unit increase in beliefs about his standing (e.g., from second to
third) was associated on average with a 33.4 percentage point in-
crease in the probability of voting strategically. Models 2 and 3 in
Table 1 show that this result holds both for co-ethnic and non-co-
ethnic supporters. We note that these results could suffer from
reverse causality (supporters who decide to stand by Musyoka may
be more likely to arrive at misperceptions regarding his viability)
and omitted factors that could affect both the likelihood of
choosing not to defect and holding incorrect beliefs about viability.
Despite these limitations, the results suggest that misperceptions
weaken strategic voting.

It may not be surprising that thosewho thought Musyokawas in
first or second place largely chose not to vote strategically e given
their beliefs, strategic voting would have made little sense. Perhaps
more novel is the finding that strategic voting was common among
those who held accurate beliefs about the candidate's standing, a
result that confirms our assumption that voters do behave strate-
gically, conditional on beliefs about candidate viability. These
findings also help to explain the overall weakness of strategic
voting among Musyoka's supporters: the decision by most to stand
by their candidate stemmed not from an unwillingness to abandon
one's most-preferred leader, but instead from the fact that most
supporters simply over-estimated the candidate's electoral
prospects.
20 We employ a dichotomous measure of misperceptions for this test (rather than
modeling whether respondents thought the candidate was in first, second, or third
place) because wewant to assess whether voters overestimated Musyoka's support,
not the extent to which they did so. As a robustness test we include an ordered logit
model of beliefs about Musyoka's position in the race. The results in Table A4 in the
online appendix are nearly identical to those in Table 2.
21 As shown in Fig. A2 in the online appendix, the Kamba share variable follows a
bimodal distribution with most constituencies falling at the end-points of the
spectrum. As a robustness test, Table A5 re-estimates the main model of mis-
perceptions using a dichotomous measure of whether respondents reside in the
core Kamba ethnic area.
7. The sources of misperceptions

Next, we examine factors associated with misperceptions. Our
approach proposes that individuals' cognitive biases and
geographic factors contribute to incorrect beliefs about candidates’
likelihood of winning. Minor-party supporters therefore should not
only tend to accept evidence that confirms their desired beliefs but
also dismiss evidence that contradicts such beliefs.

To examine misperceptions, we estimate a linear probability
model where the dependent variable takes a value of 1 for Musyoka
supporters who believed the candidate to be in first or second place
and 0 otherwise.20 Consistent with the literature on motivated
reasoning, we expect that stronger supporters will bemore inclined
to engage in wishful thinking. To measure the strength of prefer-
ences, we employ Musyoka's favorability ratings described earlier.
We also expect that the geographic clustering of Musyoka sup-
porters will increase the likelihood of misperceptions through the
political and social dynamics outlined above. Our survey data is not
sufficiently rich to allow for tests of the distinct channels (social
interactions, media content, and local-level campaigning) proposed
above to account for the effects of ethnic geography on beliefs
about viability. Instead, we explore the overall effect of residing in
the core Kamba ethnic area, using a measure of the Kamba share of
parliamentary constituencies (details of this measure are provided
in the online appendix).21

As controls, we include measures of news consumption,
awareness of the pre-election polls, and education to evaluate
whether citizens who are more engaged, aware, or educated are
more likely to form accurate beliefs. News consumption is
measured with three individual variables for the frequency of
obtaining news from radio, TV, and newspapers respectively.
Awareness derives from a question that asked respondents
whether they had ‘heard the results of any recent public opinion
polls regarding the upcoming presidential election.’ Education
comes from a standard categorical variable. We include age and
gender, and cluster standard errors by constituency, the level at
which ethnic geography is measured. Summary statistics appear in
Table A3 in the online appendix.

The results in Table 2 (model 1) provide evidence that the
likelihood of overestimating Musyoka's standing in the polls cor-
relates both with the strength of individual preferences and the
ethnic composition of the constituencies in which respondents
reside. In substantive terms, model 1 shows that a one-unit in-
crease in the strength of preferences (measured by favorability
ratings) correlates with an 8.6 percentage point increase in the
likelihood of overestimating Musyoka's standings. Likewise, an
increase from the minimum to the maximum share of Kambas that
reside in one's constituency (0e1) is associated with a 46.6 per-
centage point increase.

While these results provide evidence in favor of the proposed
argument, we again note that the analysis may suffer from reverse
causality or omitted factors. The relationship between preferences
and misperceptions could be endogenous if respondents who un-
derstood that Musyoka was unlikely to win rationalized their de-
cision to vote for someone else by finding faults with Musyoka
during the campaign period. Without time-series data we cannot
fully dismiss this possibility. Yet, we doubt that rationalizations
explain the association between preferences and misperceptions
for the simple reason, noted above, that support for Musyoka was
stable across the campaign period (Fig. 1). More likely, voters who
rated Musyoka highly failed to internalize the polling data, and
resistance to learning proved greater among those who more
strongly supported the candidate. Likewise, it is not implausible



Table 2
Models of misperceptions and poll credibility (OLS).

(1) Misperceptions (2) Poll credibility

Musyoka favorability rating 0.086**
(0.014)

�0.073**
(0.050)

Kamba share in constituency 0.466***
(0.000)

�0.314***
(0.000)

Radio news consumption 0.078**
(0.033)

0.042
(0.419)

TV news consumption 0.006
(0.719)

0.021
(0.445)

Newspaper news consumption �0.025
(0.201)

0.001
(0.974)

Aware of polls �0.043
(0.365)

Education �0.029*
(0.069)

�0.005
(0.785)

Age �0.001
(0.509)

0.004*
(0.052)

Female �0.016
(0.680)

0.015
(0.781)

Constant �0.054
(0.819)

0.611*
(0.074)

Observations 446 408
R-squared 0.353 0.126

Notes: The dependent variable in model 1 takes a value of 1 for those who thought
Musyoka was in first or second place, and 0 otherwise. In model 2 the dependent
variable takes a value of 1 for those who thought the pre-election polls were
credible, and 0 otherwise. The sample for model 2 includes only those who had
heard of the pre-elections polls at the time of the survey. Robust p-values in pa-
rentheses, with standard errors clustered by constituency. ***p < 0.01, **p < 0.05,
*p < 0.1.
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that the geographic effects observed in the data may stem in part
from selective migration e i.e., those who reside in the Kamba area
may differ systematically from those who were born in other areas
or who migrated away. While the inclusion of controls for age,
education, and media consumption habits helps to allay this
concern, we are unable to account for all potentially relevant dif-
ferences. Finally, as noted, with the available data we cannot
adjudicate between the alternative channels through which geog-
raphy may affect beliefs. Our account emphasizes social in-
teractions, media content, and campaign exposure. Other factors e
including stronger social pressure to conformwith group norms or
more entrenched clientelist networks e may also matter. These
potential channels merit exploration in future research.

Other variables prove less useful in accounting for mis-
perceptions. The results in Table 2 offer no evidence that media
consumption reduces misperceptions. TV and newspaper con-
sumption are not associated with a lower propensity to hold mis-
perceptions, and more frequent intake of radio news correlates
with an increased likelihood of holding misperceptions. Likewise,
there is no evidence that awareness of the polls reduces mis-
perceptions, and differences in education, while significant, have a
modest substantive effect. Taken together, these findings show that
misperceptions stem not from a lack of information but from how
citizens process the available information.

Additional evidence consistent with this argument comes from
a survey question that asked respondents to rate the credibility of
the pre-election polls.We expect that the desire to believeMusyoka
to be a viable contender led his supporters to discount contrary
information from pre-election polls. The data support this suppo-
sition: among Musyoka's supporters, the vast majority (65 percent)
believed that the pre-election polls were not credible. This stands in
sharp contrast to supporters of the leading candidates, the majority
of whom (69 percent) believed that the opinion polls were credible.
These findings accord with the notion that individuals motivated to
believe that Musyoka could win the racewere particularly resistant
to accepting the fact ewidely known to other voters e that he was
not viable.

To examine attitudes toward the polls more carefully, we esti-
mate a linear probability model of beliefs about the credibility of
the pre-election polls that includes support for Musyoka (favor-
ability ratings) and ethnic geography (share of Kambas at the
constituency level) as explanatory variables. The model again in-
cludes the same controls used in the prior model, and here we
restrict the sample to only those who reported that they had heard
of the pre-election polls (since one would not ask those who had
not heard of the polls whether they thought the polls were cred-
ible). The results in Table 2 (model 2) establish a strong link be-
tween preferences, geography, and beliefs in the credibility of the
polls among those who held Musyoka as their most-preferred
candidate. A one-unit increase in the strength of one's support for
Musyoka (measured by favorability rating) corresponds to a 7.3
percentage point decrease in the likelihood of viewing the polls as
credible, while an increase in the share of Kambas at the constit-
uency level from theminimum to themaximum (0e1) is associated
with a 31.4 percentage point decrease. Consistent with the litera-
ture on motivated reasoning, the results also show that neither
more educated respondents nor those who consume media news
more frequently were more likely to perceive the polls as credible,
suggesting that cognitive biases and external political and social
forces play a greater role in shaping beliefs about the polls than
education or information access.

8. Alternative explanations

We address three alternative explanations. First, we explore
whether ethnic attachments explain the weakness of strategic
voting as implied by expressive or identity-based voting models
(Horowitz, 1985; de Kadt and Sands, 2015). Following others (Eifert
et al., 2010; Ferree, 2011; Ferree and Horowitz, 2010), we draw on a
question about self-identification to measure the salience of ethnic
identity: ‘We have spoken to many Kenyans and they have all
described themselves in different ways. They describe themselves
in terms of their language, tribe, race, religion, gender, occupation,
age, and class. Which specific group do you feel you belong to first
and foremost?’ We assume that respondents who think of them-
selves first and foremost in terms of their ethnic identity hold
stronger attachments to their ethnic group than respondents who
identify in terms of non-ethnic identities.

Among respondents who preferred Musyoka, 26 percent indi-
cated ethnicity as their most salient identity, compared to gender
(19 percent), religion (18 percent), leadership status (11 percent),
class (7 percent), occupation (5 percent), or other non-ethnic
identities (6 percent). Consistent with the expressive voting hy-
pothesis, the data show that Musyoka supporters who held stron-
ger ethnic identities were slightly less likely to express an intention
to vote strategically, relative to those who held non-tribal identities
(16 percent versus 24 percent). In a linear probability model, the
association between ethnic identification and a reduced propensity
to vote strategically is weakly significant at the p < 0.1 level
(Table A8, online appendix), but the coefficient loses significance
with the inclusion of other relevant controls. Moreover, the relative
weakness of ethnic identification in our sample suggests that the
expressive voting approach does not account for the widespread
absence of strategic behavior.

Second, voters in ethnically-oriented party systemsmay support
non-viable candidates because they lack alternative options
(Horowitz, 1985; Van de Walle, 2007). Musyoka's supporters could
have viewed both Kibaki and Odinga as representatives of narrow
ethnic coalitions and chosen to stand by Musyoka rather than
support a candidate whom they expected to remain indifferent to
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their communities' interests. To explore this possibility, we employ
a survey question that probed beliefs about the ethnic intentions of
the leading candidates: ‘Regarding each of these leaders I am going
to mention, do you expect them to treat your tribe favorably, un-
favorably, or the same as other communities?’ Consistent with idea
that some voters may support a non-viable party because they lack
an alternative, Musyoka supporters who thought both Kibaki and
Odinga would treat their tribe unfavorably were less likely to vote
strategically.23 However, a relatively small share of those who
preferred Musyoka (32 percent) thought that both of the leading
candidates would treat their ethnic group unfavorably if elected.
Moreover, additional survey data collected approximately three
months prior to the election show that nearly all respondents who
expressed an intention to vote for Musyoka could identify a second
preference; a majority (74 percent) said that they would vote for
Kibaki if Musyoka were not in the race, while a smaller share (16
percent) said they would support Odinga.22 Only about 6 percent
said they had no second preference or would not vote if Musyoka
did not appear on the ballot. Thus, while the belief among some
voters that both leading candidates would disfavor their commu-
nity may have contributed to the decision to stand by Musyoka,
such perceptions were not sufficiently widespread to explain why
so many of Musyoka's supporters chose to vote for him.

Third, we explore the possibility that voters may stand by non-
viable candidates in order to position communal representatives to
bargain on behalf of their group after the election. Musyoka's sup-
porters may have believed that their ability to extract benefits from
the state would be better served by empowering Musyoka to act as a
post-election broker rather than using their votes to help their
second-preferred candidate win the race. It is important to note that
after the 2007electionMusyokawasappointedVicePresident aspart
of the power-sharing government thatwas formed to bring an end to
a period of intense violence that followed the election.

We doubt this explanation for a number of reasons. First, if
Musyoka's supporters wanted to position him to bargain on their
behalf after the election, we would expect to find that his sup-
porters held accurate beliefs about his chances of winning the race.
However, as shown above, most respondents who backed Musyoka
thought he was in first or second place. This suggests that most of
his supporters therefore voted for him because they believed he
would win, not because they sought to position him after an
inevitable electoral defeat. Second, we would not expect that be-
liefs about Musyoka's viability should affect voter behavior, since
both supporters who thought he was viable and those who knew
that he was not would have had incentives to vote for him on
election day. However, our evidence above shows that supporters
who realized Musyoka would not win the race were substantially
more likely to abandon the candidate in favor of one of the viable
contenders. Finally, we note that it is unlikely that Musyoka's
supporters could have predicted that the candidate would be
rewarded with a government position after the election (or that
such a bargain would arise from an as yet unknown disputed
outcome). Based on the pre-election polls and prior experience, a
more reasonable expectationwould have been that either Kibaki or
Odinga would emerge as the winner of the presidential contest
with little need to form a post-election coalition with Musyoka.
Moreover, in Kenya's three prior multiparty elections, the party that
22 These data come from a survey conducted by a local research firm, Steadman
(now Ipsos), on September 21e25, 2007 (n ¼ 2020).
23 Among those who thought both Kibaki and Odinga would treat their tribe
unfavorably 3 percent registered an intention to vote strategically, and among those
who held more positive views of the leading candidates' intentions 29 percent
registered an intention to vote strategically (p < .001 in a two-sided t-test).
won the presidency did not need to engage in post-election bar-
gaining to form a government. The goal for voters in Kenya who
seek to secure resources by positioning representatives in the
government suggests a strategy of joining the winning coalition
before the election.

9. Conclusion

This paper investigates whether and under what conditions
voters in an emerging, multi-ethnic democracy support a non-
viable candidate. We argue that voters who prefer non-viable
parties face formidable challenges in forming accurate beliefs
about the electoral prospects of their most-preferred leader. These
challenges result from cognitive biases and political and social
dynamics related to the homogeneity of ethno-political enclaves.
Failing to realize that theminor-party candidate stands little chance
of winning, voters stick with the candidate rather than defecting to
a less-preferred but viable contender. While our results come from
a single election in one country, the evidence suggests that theories
of political behavior in ethnically-oriented systems can be enriched
by integrating insights from political psychology.

We highlight four implications of our findings. First, we provide
evidence on the conditions under which strategic voting is likely to
increase in emerging multi-ethnic democracies. In contrast to
scholarship that has emphasized the importance of information
availability, our results suggest that perceptions about the credibility
of the available information form the key determinant of strategic
voting. In Kenya, 40 different polls sponsored by domestic and in-
ternational agencies e all of which showed Musyoka in third place
e were insufficient to convince many of his supporters that he was
not a viable contender. We speculate that polling agencies will gain
more credibility in Kenya and elsewhere as voters observe the close
correspondence between their pre-election predictions and actual
electoral outcomes. Over time, it will become increasingly difficult
for voters to maintain inaccurate beliefs and to dismiss polling re-
sults that conflict with their desired outcome. Precisely how long it
will take, however, for reality to overtake wishful thinking is a
subject for future research.

A related implication is that misperceptions about candidate
viability inhibit party-system consolidation in emerging de-
mocracies. Consolidation is often seen as a normatively desirable
goal (Mainwaring and Scully, 1995; Kuenzi and Lambright, 2001).
As party systems cohere, the number of parties declines, volatility
decreases, and electoral competitors develop more enduring ties to
the electorate. The emergence of a small number of parties that
consistently compete for office aids voters by simplifying electoral
decisions, making it easier to reward and punish incumbents. In
multi-ethnic societies, party-system consolidation is also thought
to give rise to umbrella coalitions that have incentives to reach
beyond narrow ethnic constituencies, possibly diminishing the
divisive potential of ethnic cleavages. However, where non-viable
contenders are able to exploit misperceptions in order to sustain
support, fragmentation will likely prevail.

The findings also offer insight into studies of ethnic parties.
Chandra (2004, 96) argues that an ethnic party should succeed only
when ‘voters from its target ethnic category are numerous enough
to affect the electoral outcome through coordinated action.’ Our
findings suggest that this hypothesis warrants amendment. A party
can succeed in gaining votes from its core ethnic (and even non-co-
ethnic) constituency even when the party has little chance of
electoral success, provided that the information environment al-
lows those who genuinely support the party to sustain mis-
perceptions about its viability.

Finally, our findings relate to broader debates about the effects of
ethnic demography on electoral behavior. Scholars of African politics
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have begun to devote greater attention to the effects of the ethnic
composition of localities on attitudes and behaviors (Ichino and
Nathan, 2013; Nathan, 2016; Kasara, 2013; de Kadt and Sands,
2015). There is, however, less agreement on how or why ethnic ge-
ography matters. Ichino and Nathan (2013) and Nathan (2016), for
example, emphasize rational calculations at the individual level.
Others suggest that social environments affect attitudes andbehavior
through social identities (de Kadt and Sands, 2015) or inter-group
sentiments (Kasara, 2013). Our approach focuses instead on infor-
mation flows through social interactions, media channels, and local-
level campaigning. Moreover, research on the effects of ethnic
demography (including ours) has been limited in part by the chal-
lenges inherent in teasing apart contextual from selection effects.
Identifying opportunities to adjudicate between these alternative
approaches should provide a fruitful direction for future research.
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