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1.0 Introduction 

VOICE GHANA received funding in February 2012 from STAR Ghana – Strengthening 

Transparency, Accountability and Responsiveness in Ghana to implement a one year project on 

the Ghana’s Election 2012. The project sought to achieve the following:  

 Voter registration centres and polling stations for Election 2012 in the Agortime-Ziofe 

and Adaklu Constituencies (formerly, Ho East Constituency) become more accessible to 

enable eligible voters who have disability in one form or the other to actively participate 

in the General Election.  

 Persons with disabilities (PWDs) who are interested and have qualified, are engaged as 

Polling Assistants at the polls in December 2012 by the Electoral Commission (EC) 

Offices in the project area. 

 Aspiring Parliamentarians contesting the Election in the Agortime-Ziofe and Adaklu 

Constituencies address development priorities for PWDs in their development plans for 

implementation when elected.  

VOICE GHANA carried out a baseline survey from 13th March to 27th April, 2012 as part of the 

project to ascertain the level of participation by PWDs in the previous General Elections, 

particularly in 2008. It was evident from the survey that the voting process and arrangements 

for 2008 General Election were good, but was not entirely accessible for several PWDs. As a 

result, all the interviewees suggested that polling stations for the 2012 General Election should 

be made more accessible for PWD voters. They also intimated that Polling Officials should be 

sensitized about the needs of PWDs before the Election, so that they can support/assist them 

at the polls to cast their votes.  

It was also evident from the baseline survey that several PWDs have the passion and interest to 

work as Polling Assistants for the Electoral Commission but they just don’t know how to go 

about it. 

The following achievements were made during the course of the project: 

1. Several voter registration centres and polling stations in the Agortime-Ziofe and Adaklu 

Constituencies were accessible and this enabled several PWDs to participate in the 

Biometric Voter Registration Exercise in March - May 2012 and at the polls on 7th 

December 2012. 

2. Eighteen (18) persons with disabilities were engaged by EC Offices at Ho, Kpetoe and 

Kpeve as Polling Assistants for the 2012 General Election.  

3. Two (2) other persons with disabilities were engaged as Party Agents for NDP and NPP 

at Adaklu Torda and Agortime-Afegame respectively. 

4. For the first time, development priorities for all categories of PWDs in the project area 

had got to Aspiring Parliamentarians who contested the Election in the Agortime-Ziofe 
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and Adaklu Constituencies and they have signed a Promissory Note with VOICE 

GHANA to include these priorities in their development plans for implementation when 

elected. 

This report gives the findings and outcomes of a survey VOICE GHANA conducted at the end 

of the project in January 2012 to gauge the impact of its work from beneficiary PWDs. The 

report also outlined the way forward in consolidating the gains made from the project. It also 

provides recommendations for further advocacy work in promoting active participation of 

PWDs in future General Elections and political processes in the project area and other parts of 

the country. 

 
2.0 Methodology 

A simple survey method with a questionnaire was used to collate data. This contains both open 

and closed ended items. The questionnaire was designed taking into account the major political 

activities that took place in the country during the 2012 General Election. Interviewees were 

selected at random within a specific community without any prior information. They include 

some of the interviewees involved in the baseline survey between March and May, 2012. The 

interview was conducted on one-on-one basis within the residences of the individual 

interviewees by a survey team, comprised of four (4) staff and a volunteer.  

 
3.0 Sample Size 

The sample size of PWDs surveyed was one hundred and six (106) drawn from twenty-one 

(21) communities. This consists of Eighty (80) interviewees from the Agortime-Ziofe and 

Adaklu Constituencies; twelve (12) interviewees from the Ho Central Constituency and 

another fourteen (14) interviewees from the Weto Constituency (formerly Ho West 

Constituency). The interviewees include some of the PWDs we involved in our baseline survey 

at the inception of this project.  

 
4.0 Relevance  

The evidence/findings generated in this report will form the basis of our future advocacy work 

with the Electoral Commission and political parties to ensure that the needs and concerns of 

PWDs are included in future electoral processes and political activities.  

The evidence can also be used by other Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) and institutions 

including Disabled People’s Organisations (DPOs), and donor partners in promoting inclusive 

electoral process for all citizens including persons with disabilities. 
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5.0 Analysis of Data Collated  

The outcome of our end of project survey is analyzed in the tables below: 

Bio Data of Interviewees 

Table 1:  Number of PWD Respondents 
 

 

 

The above table provides us with the actual number of persons with disabilities (PWDs) who 

were interviewed in January 2013. Out of the total number of one hundred and six (106) 

interviewees, forty-four (44) were male and this represents 41%, while sixty-two (62) were 

female, representing 59%. 

Table 2: Levels of Education for Interviewees 

Levels  Male Female Total % 

Primary 10 12 22 21 

MSLC 8 5 13 12 

JHS 7 11 18 17 

SHS 4 3 7 7 

Vocational & Skills Trg. 6 8 14 13 

Tertiary 5 1 6 6 

None 4 22 26 24 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

Table 2 provides us with information on the education level of interviewees. A total of twenty-

two (22) respondents out of the one hundred and six (106) interviewees, representing 21% had 

primary education. Thirteen (13) respondents, representing 12% had Middle School Education. 

Eighteen (18) interviewees, representing 17% got to the Junior High School (JHS) level. A small 

number of seven (7) respondents, representing 7% of the total interviewees, had Senior High 

School (SHS) education. Fourteen (14) interviewees, representing 13% had Vocational Skills 

Training. Another small number of six (6) respondents, representing 6% had tertiary level 

education while twenty-six (26) interviewees, representing 24% had no formal education. 

Table 3: Types of Disability for Interviewees 

Disability  Male Female Total % 

Moving Difficulty 32 54 86 81 

Difficulty Speaking - 1 1 1 

Difficulty seeing 9 7 16 15 

Difficulty Learning 1 - 1 1 

Difficulty Hearing - - - - 

Loss of 

Sensation/Feeling 

1 - 1 1 

Moving/Seeing Difficulty 1 - 1 1 

Total 44 62 106 100 

Sex  Number % 

Male 44 41 

Female 62 59 

Total 106 100 
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The table above shows various types of disability for the interviewees. Eighty-six (86) 

respondents out of the one hundred and six (106) PWDs surveyed, representing 81% had 

physical disability. This forms the majority of the interviewees. Sixteen (16) interviewees, 

representing 15% were visually impaired. Interviewees with learning disability was one, (1), 

hearing impairment was also one (1), loss of sensation and feeling (leprosy) was one (1), while 

multiple disability (i.e. physical disability and visual impairment) was one (1).  

 
5.1. Biometric Voter Registration (BVR) Exercise  

Table 4: Participation of PWDs in the 2012 Biometric  

              Voter Registration (BVR) Exercise  
Registered Male Female Total % 

Yes 42 61 103 97 

No  2 1 3 3 

Total  44 62 106 100 

 

The above table indicates that out of the one hundred and six (106) PWDs we surveyed, one 

hundred and three (103), representing 97% said they registered during the Biometric Voter 

Registration (BVR) Exercise between March and May, 2012. This consists of forty-two (42) male 

and sixty-one (61) female. Three (3) respondents, representing 3% said they could not take part 

in the registration exercise due to ill-health. 
 

Table 5: Interviewees’ impression about the BVR Exercise 

Impressions  Male Female Total % 

Good  39 60 99 93 

Not Good 2 2 4 4 

No Comment 3 0 3 3 

Total  44 62 106 100 

 

Ninety-nine (99) interviewees said they were impressed with the BVR Exercise carried out 

between March and May, 2012. This represents 93% of the population surveyed. According to 

them, they were given preferential treatment by the Registration Officials at various centres to 

register. They also indicated that their registration centres were accessible to them. Four (4) 

respondents out of the total population surveyed, representing 4% said the process was not 

good for them because their registration centres were not accessible to them. Three (3) other 

respondents, representing 3% did not have anything to say as they were unable to participate in 

the BVR Exercise due to ill-health.  

 Table 6: Issues to be considered in future BVR Exercises 

Issues Male Female Total % 

Easy Access to Registration Centres 7 10 17 16 

Support/Assistance for PWDs 5 10 15 14 

Attitude of EC officials 0 0 0 0 

Disabled Access, Support & Assistance for PWDs 18 25 43 41 
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Disabled Access & Attitude of EC Officials 1 0 1 1 

All  12 13 25 24 

No Comment 1 4 5 4 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

This table collates suggestions from interviewees to improve upon future BVR Exercises in 

order to ensure active participation of PWDs in the process.  

 

Seventeen (17) interviewees out of the one hundred and six (106) PWDs surveyed, 

representing 16% suggested for improvement of easy access to registration centres by EC in 

future BVR Exercises. Fifteen interviewees (15), representing 14% said support and assistance 

for PWDs by Registration Officials should be considered by EC in future BVR Exercises. Forty-

three (43) respondents, representing 41% of the population surveyed confirmed that both easy 

access to registration centres and support/assistance for PWDs by Registration Officials should 

be addressed by EC in future BVR Exercises. Twenty-five interviewees (25) also said easy access 

to registration centres, support/assistance for PWDs and attitude of some Registration Officials 

towards PWDs should be given serious consideration by EC in future BVR Exercises. This 

represents 24% of the total population surveyed. Only one (1) respondent, representing 1% 

said easy access to registration centres and attitude of some Registration Officials towards 

PWDs at various registration centres should be considered by EC in future BVR Exercises, 

while five (5) respondents, which represent 4%, did not make any comment.    

 
5.2. Political Campaigns and Activities 

 
Table 7: Interest in Political Activities 

Interested  Male Female Total % 

Yes 33 53 86 81 

No 11 9 20 19 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

Table seven (7) gives us a picture on the interest levels of interviewees in political activities 

including campaigns, rallies and durbars. Eighty-six (86) out of the one hundred and six (106) 

interviewees, representing 81% said they are interested in political activities. Twenty (20) 

respondents however said they are not interested in political activities for various reasons. This 

represents 19% of the population surveyed. 

 

Table 8: Participation of PWDs in the 2012                                                                        

Political Activities and Campaigns  

Item Male Female Total % 

No. of People who attended Political 

meetings 

27 36 63 59 

No. of people who could not attend any 

political meetings 

17 26 43 41 

Total 44 62 106 100 
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The above table shows the number of interviewees who participated in any political meeting, 

rally or durbar during the 2012 General Election. Sixty-three (63) respondents out of the one 

hundred and six (106) respondents said they attended rallies, meetings and durbars, organized 

in their respective communities by some political parties. This represents 59% of the total 

interviewees. Forty-three (43) respondents, representing 41% on the other hand, said though 

they are interested in political rallies etc., they were unable to attend any due to inferiority 

complex, fear, overcrowding at these events as well as inaccessible venues for some of these 

political events.  

 
Table 9: Issues to be considered in future Political Campaigns 

Issues Male Female Total % 

Easy Access to Venues of Political Events 8 8 16 15 

Support/Assistance for PWDs 8 6 14 13 

Attitude of EC officials 0 0 0 0 

Disabled Access & Support/Assistance for PWDs 12 33 45 42 

Disabled Access & Attitude of Party Officials 1 1 2 2 

All 11 11 22 21 

No Comment 4 3 7 7 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

This table collates suggestions from interviewees to ensure active participation of PWDs in 

future political campaigns and rallies etc. In view of the disabled access to venues of political 

campaigns and rallies etc., sixteen (16) respondents out of the one hundred and six (106) 

PWDs surveyed, suggested that venues for future political events should be made more 

accessible for them by political parties. This represents 15% of the total interviewees. Fourteen 

(14) respondents, which represent 13%, said support/assistance for PWDs at future political 

rallies etc. should be seriously considered by political parties. Forty-five (45) interviewees, 

representing 42% said access to venues for political events and support/assistance for PWDs 

should be considered by political parties, while two (2) interviewees, which represent 2% said 

access to venues for political events and attitude of some party officials towards PWDs should 

be considered to foster their active participation in these events. Twenty-two (22) respondents, 

representing 21% of the total population surveyed said access to venues for political events, 

support/assistance for PWDs and attitude of some party officials towards PWDs should be 

seriously considered in future political events. Seven (7) respondents, representing 7% did not 

make any comment on the issue.  
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5.3 Voting Process  

Table 10: Participation of PWDs at the Polls in December 2012  

Item Male Female Total % 

No. of PWDs that Voted 37 57 94 89 

No. of PWDs that did not Vote 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 
From the above table, a total of ninety-four (94) interviewees out of the one hundred and six 

(106) interviewees said they had voted at the polls in December 2012. This represents 89% of 

the population surveyed. Twelve (12) respondents, representing 11% confirmed that they did 

not vote on 7th December 2012. One of them said the Verification Machine was unable to 

identify his finger prints and particulars from the Voters’ Register to enable him to vote; Two 

(2) said they were sick, three (3) others said they did not register during the BVR Exercise. 

One (1) said participating in General Elections is against his religion, and two (2) could not turn 

up for the voting. Also, one (1) said he does not feel like voting while two (2) others have no 

tangible reason for not voting. 

We can see tremendous improvement in the level of participation by persons with disabilities at 

the polls in December 2012 compared to the General Election in 2008. Out of the one 

hundred and one (101) PWDs we interviewed during the baseline survey in March and April 

2012, only fifty-five (55) respondents, representing 54% of the population surveyed said they 

were able to vote in the 2008 General Election. Whereas ninety-four (94) PWDs, representing 

89% of the one hundred and six (106) PWDs we surveyed at the end of the Election Project in 

January 2013 said they had voted on 7th December 2012. This achievement could be attributed 

to our work and the work of others in the project area during the 2012 General Election.   

 
Table 11: Assessment of Polling Stations for 2012 General Election 

A. Polling Stations at Low Level Grounds 

Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  35 50 85 80 

No 2 7 9 9 

No Comment 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

It is clear from the above table that several polling stations for the 2012 General Election in the 

Agortime-Ziofe and Adaklu Constituencies as well as Ho Central and Weto Constituencies 

were located at low level grounds. Eighty-five (85) respondents out of the one hundred and six 

(106) PWDs surveyed, representing 80% confirmed that their polling stations were located at 

low level grounds and this enabled them to easily participate in the election. Nine (9) 

respondents, representing 9% however said their polling stations were not located on low level 

grounds, while 12 respondents, which represent 11% did not make any comment as they did 

not participate in the election.  
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This could mean that our engagement with EC offices in Ho and Kpetoe to ensure easy access 

for PWDs at the polls in December 2012 was very beneficial. 

 

B. Easy Access of Polling Stations for Interviewees 
Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  36 57 93 88 

No 1 0 1 1 

No Comment 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

This table gives an overview of how interviewees access their polling stations easily on 7th 

December 2012. A total of ninety-three (93) interviewees, out of the one hundred and six 

(106) PWDs surveyed, representing 88% of the total population surveyed said they had easy 

access to their polling stations. This could mean that the polling stations may not be entirely 

accessible for all of them but they were able to have easy access to them.  

One (1) respondent, representing 1% said he did not have easy access to his polling station. 

Twelve (12) other respondents, representing 11% did not comment on the issue because they 

did not participate in the election.  

 

C. PWDs and Queues at Polling Stations  
Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  7 13 20 19% 

No 30 44 74 70 

No Comment 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

The above table confirmed that twenty (20) interviewees out of the one hundred and six (106) 

PWDs surveyed, representing 19% of the total population surveyed joined queues at their 

various polling stations to vote. Seventy-four (74) respondents, which represent 70%, said they 

were given preferential treatment over others to vote, and so did not join any queue. Twelve 

(12) respondents, representing 11% did not comment on the issue as they did not participate in 

the election.  

 

D. The Location & Height of Voter Screens 

And Ballot Boxes for PWDs  
Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  37 56 93 88 

No 0 1 1 1 

Not Applicable 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

The above table ascertains if the location and height of the Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes 

were within the reach of PWD voters at the polls in December 2012. Ninety-three (93) 

respondents out of the one hundred and six (106) PWDs surveyed, representing 88% 

confirmed that the Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes were within their reach. Only one (1) 

respondent, representing 1% said the Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes were not within her 

reach but she was assisted by a polling staff to access them. Twelve (12) other respondents, 
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representing 11%, did not make any comment on the issue because they did not participate in 

the election. 

 

E. Need for Seats for PWDs beside Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes 
Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  28 50 78 74 

No 9 7 16 15 

No Comment 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

The above table gauges the understanding of interviewees as to whether there is a need for 

seats to be provided by EC beside Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes for PWD voters to enable 

them sit before casting their votes. A total of seventy-eight (78) interviewees out of the one 

hundred and six (106) interviewees, representing 74% said they would like seats to be provided 

beside Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes for them to seat before casting their votes. However, 

sixteen (16) respondents, representing 15% said they did not see the need to place any seat at 

these two places for use by PWDs. Twelve (12) respondents, representing 11% did not 

comment on the issue.  

 

F. Seats for PWDs at some Polling Stations 

During the 2012 General Election 
Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  6 14 20 19 

No 31 43 74 70 

No Comment 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

In response to whether seats were provided for interviewees to sit and cast their votes at the 

polls on 7th December 2012, only twenty (20) respondents out of the one hundred and six 

(106) PWDs surveyed, representing 19% said they were informed by Polling Staff at their 

various polling stations about seats for PWDs and the aged but not all of them used the seats. 

Seventy-four (74) respondents, representing 70% of the total population surveyed however said 

they did not see any seat provided for PWDs at their polling stations. Twelve (12) interviewees, 

representing 11% did not comment on the issue because they did not participate in the 

election.  

 

G. Support/Assistance for PWDs by some Polling 

Staff during 2012 General Election 
Response Male Female Total % 

Yes  24 38 62 59 

No 13 19 32 30 

No Comment 7 5 12 11 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

According to the above table, a total of sixty-two (62) respondents out of the one hundred and 

six (106) PWDs surveyed, representing 59% said they received various degrees of support from 

their Polling Staff while voting. Thirty-two (32) respondents, which represent 30%, however 

said they did not receive any support because they were able to cast their votes independently. 
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Twelve (12) respondents, representing 11% did not comment on the issue as they did not 

participate in the election. 

 

Table 12:  Issues to be considered for PWDs at future Polls  

Issues  Male Female Total % 

Easy Access to Polling Stations 5 7 12 11 

Support/Assistance for PWDs 8 8 16 15 

Attitude and Access - 1 1 1 

Disabled Access & Support/Assistance for PWDs 15 21 36 34 

Support and attitude 1 - 1 1 

All 12 22 34 32 

No comment 3 3 6 8 

Total 44 62 106 100 

 

From the above table, twelve (12) interviewees out of the one hundred and six (106) 

interviewees, representing 11%, indicated that disabled access at polling stations should be 

considered by EC for PWDs in future General Elections. Sixteen (16) interviewees, 

representing 15% said EC should ensure that PWDs receive the necessary support/assistance at 

the polls in future General Elections. One (1) respondent said attitude of some polling staff 

towards PWDs and easy access to polling stations should be considered by EC in future 

elections. Thirty-six (36) respondents, representing 34% of the total population surveyed said 

easy access to polling stations and support for PWDs are the key issues EC should consider in 

future elections for them, while thirty-four (34) respondents, representing 32% said that easy 

access to polling stations, support/assistance for PWDs and attitude of some polling staff 

toward PWDs are the major issues to be given attention by EC in future voting processes. One 

other respondent was with the view that support/assistant for PWDs and attitude by some 

polling staff toward PWDs should be improved upon by EC in future elections while six (6) 

respondents, representing 8% did not make any comment on the issue.   

 
Recommendations  
 

We would like to recommend that  

 

1. The Government, CSOs including religious bodies and development partners should 

acquaint the EC with emerging international standards on the electoral rights of disabled 

citizens and assist EC to identify specific strategies to enfranchise voters with different 

types of disabilities. The Government and political parties should also allocate resources 

for mainstreaming the right of disabled voters in elections and political processes.  

2. EC Offices in Ho and Kpetoe and in other parts of the country should consider 

providing reasonable access to Voter Registration Centres and Polling Stations for 

persons with disabilities in future General Elections. Registration Officials and Polling 

Staff for future General Elections should be acquainted on how to handle persons with 

disabilities especially persons with visual and hearing impairment at future voter 

registration centres and at future polls.  
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Also, persons with visual impairment, especially those in villages and remote 

communities should be well trained by EC on the use of the tactile ballot paper to vote. 

On the other hand, polling staff should be adequately trained in the use of the tactile 

ballot guide to support persons with visual impairment at future polls to vote. As one of 

the key issues emerging from this survey, EC should consider providing seats beside 

Voter Screens and Ballot Boxes at polling stations where the Voters’ Register indicates 

PWD voters, especially voters with physical disability. This will enable them sit before 

casting their votes.  

3. Political Parties and Aspiring Candidates for future General Elections including District 

Level Elections should make their electoral campaigns in a format that is accessible to all 

persons with disabilities. They should also consider the interpretation of their messages 

at political campaigns and rallies etc. in sign language to people with hearing impairment. 

Venues for political meetings, rallies and durbars etc. should also be made accessible to 

all including persons with disability. Also, political parties and Aspiring Candidates for 

future General Elections should consider involving interested persons with disabilities in 

their political events and encourage them to take up offices in political parties.  

4. The media and the mainstream CSOs including other Disabled People’s Organisations 

(DPOs), and donor partners can utilize the findings from this survey to promote 

inclusive electoral process for persons with disabilities in future General Elections. 

 
5. Above all, persons with disabilities themselves have to develop interest and ability to 

join political parties and be able to express their views within political parties.  

 

The Way Forward 

The findings from this report provide us with the opportunity to start thinking about how to 

take our advocacy to the next level to engage EC for seats to be provided beside Voter Screens 

and Ballot Boxes for PWD voters to facilitate their easy participation in future General 

Elections.  

We also see the need to have more engagement with political parties and Aspiring Candidates 

for future elections as well as EC offices at Ho and Kpetoe and in other parts of the country, 

on the electoral rights of the disabled.   

We will also broaden our future election activities to cover more persons with visual and 

hearing impairment and do more research to ascertain if voter registration and polling centres 

have materials like tactile ballot guides, voting booths and ballot boxes that are accessible to all 

categories of PWDs. 
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Conclusion 

It is gratifying to note that the Biometric Voter Registration Exercise conducted between March 

and May 2012 as well as the General Election in December 2012 was more patronized by 

persons with disabilities than the 2008 General Election. This observation was made during this 

survey in the Agortime-Ziofe and Adaklu Constituencies as well as Ho Central and Weto 

Constituencies. We also observed that our engagement with the EC Offices at Ho and Kpetoe 

and our engagement with political parties and Aspiring Parliamentarians in these constituencies 
including the work of others have made some significant impact in making the Election 2012 

more inclusive for persons with disabilities in the project area.   
 

We are grateful to the Board and staff of VOICE GHANA and Governance Issues Forum (GIF) 

Network in Ho for their advice and support in implementing the project and conducting this 

survey. Our special thanks also go to STAR-Ghana for the funding and their incredible support 

and interaction with us during the implementation of the project.  

 

Signed on behalf of VOICE GHANA  

 

 

 

Francis Asong  

(Director)  

 
 

31st January 2013. 
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ANNEX 1 

 

PHOTOGRAPHS OF SOME INTERVIEWEES 

 

 

             

      

             

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             

      

 

Kwashiwor Ahiatroga, Difficulty Seeing  

 

Norvor Abra, Moving Difficulty  

 

  Kwaku Ganaku, Difficulty Seeing   

Godfred Seshi, Difficulty Seeing 
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Millicent Addae, Suffering from Leprosy Wosime Otoo, Difficulty Moving 

John Azaa Blido, Difficulty Moving Celestine Detsor, Difficulty Moving 
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 Agatha Ankah,   Difficulty Moving  Eric Dzanku, Difficulty Moving 

Gershon Zavor, Difficulty Seeing Elizabeth Mama, Difficulty Moving 
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Anita Anku, Difficulty Moving  Brownson Kpeglo,   Difficulty Moving 

Comfort Exa, Difficulty Moving Joy Michael Matti, Visually Impaired  
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 Emmanuel Atise, Difficulty Moving 

Daniel Kofi Dake, Learning Disability  

 

Felicia Agbaka- Difficult Moving 

 Sefakor Abalo, Difficulty Moving 
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VOICE GHANA 
Voice of People with Disability Ghana 

ANNEX 2 
 

 
 
 

 
We Empower People with Disabilities to Support Themselves 

 

 

SURVEY TO FIND OUT THE LEVEL OF PARTICIPATION OF PERSONS                                    

WITH DISABILITIES IN THE 2012 GENERAL ELECTION 

 
Assessment Checklist  

___________________________________________ 
 
 

A. BIO DATA 

 

 

Name: Age:  Sex:     ⃝ Male        ⃝ Female    

 

 

Town/Village:  District: 

 

 

Contact telephone:  Email (if any):  

 

Level of Formal Education ⃝ None     ⃝ Primary     ⃝ MSLC      ⃝ JHS       ⃝ SHS       ⃝ VT      ⃝ Tertiary  

  Occupation: 

Types of Disability 

 

□ Moving difficulty                               □ Difficulty seeing                          □ Difficulty hearing                                                                    

□ Difficulty speaking                             □ Difficulty learning                        □ Loss of sensation/feeling  

 
B. LEVEL OF PARTICIPATION IN VOTER REGISTRATION PROCESS 

 

Have you registered as a 

voter in 2012 Election?  
⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 
If yes, kindly tell us what you think was good about the Biometric Voter Registration process?  
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Kindly tell us what you think was not good about the process? 

 

 

 

 

 If no, could you explain why you did not register?  

 

 

 

 
 

Which of these would you want to be 

considered during future voter’s 

registration process? 

    ⃝ Disabled access      ⃝ Help for PWDs      ⃝ Attitude of Officials     

Others (please, specify) 

 

 

C. LEVEL OF PARTICIPATION IN ELECTORAL CAMPAIGN PROCESS 

 

Are you interested in election activities 

like political campaigns and rallies? 

⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

Have you attended any political meeting 

during the 2012 general election? 

⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

 If yes how many times? 

 

 

  

 Kindly tell us what were your impressions about the arrangement at the meeting? 

 

 
 

 
   

 If no, could you explain why? 
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Which of these would 

you want to be 

considered in future 

political campaigns? 

    ⃝ Disabled access                   ⃝ Help for PWDs                 ⃝ Attitude of Officials     

Others (please, specify) 

 
 

 

 

D. LEVEL OF PARTICIPATION IN VOTING PROCESS 

 

 

Have you voted in the 2012 general 

elections?  
⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 
 

If yes, did you have easy access to your 

polling station? 

⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 
   

   If no, could you explain why? 

 

 

 
 
 

 

Was the polling station at the low level 

ground to enable you to cast your vote?  
⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 
 

  Did you join the queue? ⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

Were the ballot boxes within your reach? ⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 
 

Did you see the need for a seat to be 

provided for PWDs to sit and cast their 

votes? 

⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

If yes, was there any seat provided at 

your polling station beside the screens 

and ballot boxes for PWDs? 

⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

 

 

Did you receive any support from EC 

Officials in casting your vote?  
⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

  If yes, kindly tell us what the assistance were?  
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Which of these would you want 

to be considered for future 

elections? 

    ⃝ Disabled access       ⃝ Support for PWDs       ⃝ Attitude of Officials     

Others (please, specify) 

 

   

 FOR PERSONS WITH VISUAL IMPAIRMENT ONLY 

 

Were you provided with tactile ballot 

paper to vote?  
⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

Were you able to use the tactile ballot 

paper to cast your vote? 
⃝ Yes                                                        ⃝ No  

 

What did you think should be improved by EC in future elections to ensure active participation of persons with 

visual impairment in the electoral process?  

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

Thank you. 

 

 

 

Name of Person Completing the Checklist:……………………………………………………………… 

 

Position: …………………………………………..   

 

Date: ………………………………………………. 

 


