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The western world values pattern viewed cross-nationally:

a comparison of findings of the European and

North American value study with recent Russian data

Peter Ester, Loek Halrnan and Vladimir Rukavishnikov

WORC, Tilburg University, The Netherlands

Abstract

In 1981 and 1990-1991 the European Value Study Group has conducted two large surveys

focused on public opinions, attitudes, values and behaviour in moral, social and political

domains. On the basis of the 1981 survey the conclusion, that the Western countries appear to

be divided into groups of more or less modern and post-modern societies depended on the

specific features of the value-attitudinal system of the population and the level of economic

development of the given states, has been made. The results of 1990-1991 survey stimulated the

revision of the modernizationlpostmodernization theory.

The goal of this paper is to compare some results of the European and North American Value

Study conducted in 1990-1991 with the recent data of surveys carried out in Russia in 1993 and

1994. In 1990-1991 when the European Value Study had been conducted the Soviet Union was

still the communist state and other Eastern European countries had already get rid of the

communist regimes. At that time the dissimilarity between Russia and other countries might be

explained as a consequence of the principal social, political and economic differences between

the socialist society and democratic ones. After the dramatic political changes which had

happened in Russia in the fall of 1991 a process of radical changes has started in this country.

Did it produce a significant change in a value-attitudinal system of Russian population? Data

of recent surveys conducted in this country help us to respond to this question.

Most of ex-socialist countries of Eastern Europe have started along the path of modernization

earlier than Russia. We have explored the hypothesis whether post-communist Russia, Western

and Eastern European and North American countries are comparable in the terms of the basic

western world value-attitudinal and behavioural pattern (and if it is so then we can speak of an

overarching world value system) or whether it has to be concluded that the contemporary

Russia's case is very different from others.
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Introduction

.

The purpose of this paper is to look in details at the post-communist Russian mass public views

on the basic socio-political issues and to compare these views with opinions spread among the

populations of Central and Eastern ex-socialist states, Western European countries and North

America. This will allow us, first, to reach a conclusion whether post-communist Russia and

ex-socialist Eastern European states, Western European democracies and North American

countries are comparable in terms of basic western world value-attitudinal and behavioural

pattern (and if it is so then we can speak of an overarching world value system) or whether it

has to be inferred that the contemporary Russian case is very different from others.

Second, it will allow us to examine the case of post-communist Russia in the framework of

modernization theory. On the basis of the European Value Study surveys the conclusion, that

both the Western countries and Eastern ex-socialist states appear to be divided into groups of

more or less modern and post-modern societies depended on the specific features of the value-

attitudinal system of the population and the level of economic development of the given states,

has been made (Ester P. and L.Halman, 1990; Ester et al., 1994). These results stimulated the

revision of the modernizatiort~postmodernization theory (Inglehart, 1993).

In 1990-1991 when the European Value Study had been conducted the Soviet Russia was still

part of the USSR whereas other Eastern European countries had already get rid of the

comrnunist regimes. At that time the dissimilarity between Russia and other countries might be

explained as a consequence of the principal social, political and economic differences between

the socialist society and democratic ones. After the dramatic political changes which had

happened in 1991 the process of radical changes has started in this country. Did it produce a

significant change in the value-attitudinal system of Russians? Data of recent surveys conducted

in this country help us to respond to this question.

Modernization theorists believe that attitudinal and value changes are prerequisites to creating :

a modern society, economy and political system. The Russian pattern of values aid attitudes is :

rapidly transforming into a new one under the impact of societal changes. So one of the.aims

of our paper ís to describe its principle features. One of the,hypothesis which is explored in this

paper i~ whether Russia, Western and Eastern European and North American cotuitries are
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comparable in the terms of basic western world value-attitudinal and behavioural patterns (if so

then we can speak of an overarching world value system) or whether it has to be concluded that

the contemporary Russian case is very different from others.

The empirical basis for the comparison was formed by both data of the European and North

American Value Study survey (EVS) carried out in 1990-1991 and data of representative

surveys of urban populations of Russia (18 years and over) carried out in April-May 1993 and

May-June 1994 by the Institute of Socío-Political Research of Russian Academy of Sciences

(head of the studies - Vladimir Rukavishnikov, organizer of field work - Tatyana

Rukavishnikova). The sample size in Russian 1993 survey was 1172 persons, in 1994 - 1657

respondents, margins of error -3 qo . In both Russian surveys the same method of data collection

was applied: a combination of mail survey (about 60-70q of the entire final sample) and face-

to-face interviews.

The authors of the Russian studies did not replicate in their questionnaires the items used in the

European Value Study surveys. Happily, several questions appeared to be quite comparable with

those from the European Value Study questionnaire. Finally, we have selected 14

variables(items with identical wordings) from both Russian 1993 survey and European and

North American 1990 survey. Then, using this set of variables, we have formed a joint database

for factor and multi-scaling analysis.

We have to note also that the set of issues selected for our comparative study are different from

issues analyzed by Andries van den Broek and Ruud de Moor in a general overview of results

of the Eastern European part of the European Value Study 1990 survey (without Russia)

presented in the Chapter 10 of the book The Individualizing Sociery (Tilburg, 1994).

We shall start with a descriptive analysis based on an ezamination of the distributions of each

variable taken separately. Then we'll turn to multi-variable factor analysis and multi-scaling

analysis searching for an integrated picture. We understand that we could not find complete and

ultimate answers on the above mentioned research questions, but we hope to have tested our

hypothesis empirically to a some eztent.
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Russians - the most dissatisfied nation with a high level of inter~personal trust.

We think that the gap between 'what people expect and what they get' exists everywhere - in

the cases of stable democratic welfare states (M.K. Jennings, Jan W. van Deth et al., 1989) as

well as in the cases of post-communist transitional societies. This gap reflects in personal

dissatisfaction with the material side of individual's life, job, and at last with a life as whole.

It might be suggested that personal dissatisfaction is depended on the overall economic

conditions in the given country as well as on individual's achievements.

The political and economic crisis produces the loss of stability and social security which in its

turn inevitably leads to a widening gap between what people expect and what they get. This has

happened in Eastern Europe in 1990. Thus it was not a great surprise that according to the

polls' the residents of once socialist Eastern European countries revealed low levels of

satisfaction with their financial situation, job and life, taken as whole, whereas the citizenry of

the Western states demonstrated high levels of satisfaction. It was expectable and predictable

due to visible differences in living standards and patterns of work values between the West and

the East in the recent past.
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Table 1. Question " How satisfied are you with the
financial situation of your household?", ~S

Countr
Netherlands

Dissatisfied
8.0

010

Hard to sa
16.0
19,7

Satisfied
76.0
70.3Bel ium .

Ital
Canada
Denmark
USA
Sweden
West German
Northern

11.6
12.5
13.3
15.4
16.0
16.0
16.8

21.5
18.9
19.4
22.6
20.9
24.3
25.7

66.9
68.6
67.3
62.0
63.1
59.7
57.5

Ireland
S ain
Ireland
Norwa
Great Britain
France
Iceland

16.8
17.1
17.3
20.1
21.1
22.7

34.2
24.1
26.4
23.4
36.9
24.3

50.0
58.8
56.3
56.5
42.0
53.0

842
Portu al 24.6 32.2 .

142East Germany 26.0 31.9 .
629arnH 36.4 34.0 .yu g 035chiaC 35.6 29.4 .ze 324landP 41.4 34.9 .o 035Slovakia

Ruasia - 93
Russia - 94

46.8
68.0
64.5

24.9
24.5
25.8

.
7.5
9'~

Note: a -'~absolutely dissatisfied " f `~dissatisfied";
b - "completely satisfied" t ~~partly satisfied" ;
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Table 2. Question " Overall, how satisfied are you with vour iob?", ~S

Note: a-"absolutely dissatisfied " t dissatisfied"; c- completely satis ie f part y
satisfied ";b -'~so and so ". Analysts should keep in mind that in this table (like others in
thia paper) calculations were made over subsamples formed by excluding those of respondents who
had declined to answer, and that the shares of this category of respondents were fairly high in
ex-socialist countries: in Poland - 41.7~s of the whole sample, in Slovakia - 36.9~, in
Czechlands - 34.6~C,in Hungary - 31.Oó, ex-DDR -29.5á, in Russia-93 - 23~, in Russia-94 - 13s.

Countr Dissatisfied Hard to say Satisfied
Denmark 3.6 8.1 88.3
Iceland 4.3 14.1 81.6
Norwa 4.5 14.2 81.3
USA 4.9 13.9 81.2
Canada 5.2 12.6 82.2
Sweden 5.5 9.1 85.4
Bel ium 5.6 14.5 79.9
Northern Ireland 5.8 16.7 77.5
Netherlands 6.4 13.5 80.1
Ireland 7.8 13.9 78.3
West German 8.4 19.3 72'3
Great Britain 9.3 19.6 71.1
Ital 10.0 20.5 69.5
France 10.1 31.1 58.8
Czechia 10.7 22.6 62.2
Portu al
S ain

10.8
11.0

23.6
23.6

65.6
65.4

Hun a 11.6 22.1 66.3
Slovakia 12.0 18.7 69.3
Poland 13.9 22.1 66.3
Eaet (3erman 16.0 21.8 66.2
ueeia - 32.5 28.5 39.0

Rueeia - 94 37.9
~

25.3
'

36.8
f' d" ~ 1



Table 3. Queation " All thinga considered, how satiafied
are you with your life as whole these days?", ~

Country Dissatisfied ~ Hard to say Satisfied

Denmark ~..............4 . 8 .......................9. :.6...................-.... ..... 85.7.................................-----..-........................................ ... ........
~~Nëthërlands

............. .......................
3. 5 12 . 3 8 4. 2

Iceland 3.6 12.5 84.9
Sweden 4 . 4 ...... . .........................11.:.5.................-.... . ................84.:.1..-...-

.. ...........................................................
No rwa~

...................................................
...... .........4..~..1...................---. ............-........18..-.3................---.. ..... 7 7 . 6.........-----............-----.~-....----........................................... .... ...........

Canada
........

4. 8 11 . 7 8 3. 5

Northern Ireland 5.3 11.5 83.2
I re 1and .....- 35 ......... ...... ..........................13. .. 8............... ................~9.....9....-.-..........--

. .............................................................
USA

............ ........................
5 . 5 ........... ......... ......................13. -...........---.....---.... ...- 8 0. 6--...---.............................------.....----

............................................................... .......................~..:..~...
Bel ium 15 . 6 7 8. 4

S ain 8.1 24.9 77.0

I t a 1 ................9. -.1...............~ ......... .... ..........................19.~.8.................. ..................~.1...1...-....-..-..
............................................. .............

West Germany
.......

........9 ~ 6 .......... .....................18. ~.9..................... .... 71.5.. .................... -------------.. ........................................................
Great Britain

.................................. . ..
9-6 18 . 9

1 57

Portu al 9.9 26.7 63.4

France 10 . 0 ...... 3.1..~.1 ..................... .......................... ................. 58--'--9---~.~.~......
............................................................

East Germany
................................................

12.6
....
......... 2 9 . 5.......................................................... ... 57 . 9..............................-.~..-.....-.........................

Czechia
.. .........................................

13.0
. 17.1 6 9 . 9

Poland 15.4 32.6 52.0
Slovakia 15.5 . 26.6..................... ..-. ......................

~
57'9 .-..-.... .- - ---.............. ...................................................... .....................2 3... .9 ...................

232
. 94 3

H~ga~Rus s i a - 9 3 : 3 4. 0 ......
3 6. 0...................... ...........................-..........

2 0. 0....................................-...-.....---
................................................................

Rusaia - 94
á...............................................

3 6. 0.
....

3 3. 0 21 . 0

Note: a -"absolutely dissatisfied " t~~dissatisfied ";
b - "completely satisfied" f ~~partly satisfied" .
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The case of Russia seems to stand in this line but on an extreme position. The overwhelming

crisis in this country is not overcomed so far, but in 1993 it was aggravating. This reflected in

high levels of mass dissatisfaction with the material side of life, job and finally with a life as

whole registered in both the 1993 and 1994 surveys, analyzed in this paper, and earlier. This

gloomy picture has not changed since the end of the so-called Gorbachev's perestroika - the

very beginning of Yeltsin-Gaidar 'shock therapy' reforms in 1992 till nowadays. Table 1, 2,3

demonstrated that Russians are the most dissatisfied nation among all countries included in

analysis.

Now let us turn to the issue of interpersonal trust. This item considered as a trait that seems

conducive to democracy and post-materialism (Inglehart, 1993). Table 4 presents a sequence

of 22 societies ordered according to the levels of intetpersonal trust revealed by their citizenry.

Most of ex-socialist countries are occupying positions among South European catholic nations

with a relatively low levels of interpersonal trust and subjective well-being. Nordic European

democracies, the Netherlands, USA and Canada are located on the opposite end of the list.

More than a half of the residents of these countries think that 'most of people can be trusted'.

This confirms Inglehart's revised modernization theory: 'societies with high levels of economic

development not only have relatively high levels of objective need satisfaction, being relatively

well-nourished and having high relative life expectancies, etc. - but their public also experience

relatively high level of subjective security and well-being, which leads to an intergenerational

shift towards Postmaterialist values' (Inglehart, 1993:12).
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Table 4. Question "Generally speaking, would you say that
most people can be trusted or you can't be too careful in
dealing with people?", ~

Country '~Most people can be
trusted"

Portu al 21.4
Slovakia 21.6
France 22.8
Hungary 24.6
Czechia 26.1
Poland 29.2
Bel ium 33.2
Ital 34.8
S ain 36.0

West German 37.8
Northern Ireland 43.6
Great Britain 43.6

Iceland 43.6
Ireland 47.4
USA 51.5

Canada 52.4
The Netherlands 53.1

Russia - 93 54.0
Russia - 94 57.0

Denmark 57'7
Norwa 65.1
Sweden 66.1

East Germany (DDR) 67.5

9



Russia and East Getmany are staying among the rich democratic states with high levels of

interpersonal trust. At first it seems paradoxical and it looks like the exception to the rule. As

we have demonstrated above, one could not regard post-communist Russia as the society with

relatively high level of need satisfaction. Of course, one could say that a high level of

interpersonal trust is a traditional trait of Russian national character which is not directly linked

to subjective well-being. Inglehart considered the linkage between Postmaterialism and

subjective well-being as a cultural syndrome, not an ideology (Inglehart, 1993:12). If this is

true, then the high levels of interpersonal trust revealed by Russians and East Germans should

be regarded not only as traditional characteristics of national mentalities but as an objective

predisposition for successful transformation of these societies into the post-modern ones.

Evidently for the success of such transfotmation post-communist Russia has to achieve a high

level of living standard.

Egalitarian preference and an ideological cleavage.

The assumption that citizens of the Eastern countries more often think that government can and

should care about individual's job and living conditions than citizens of the Western countries

who prefer the limited intervention of the state into private activity and economy is based on

the general idea about the impact of societal factor on the value-attitudinal system of the nation.

In the case of ex-communist societies this hypothesis also emphasise the role of values and

orientations linked with the former dominant communist ideology. This assumption seems to

be trivial, because it is well known that citizens of the once socialist states are used to a state

paternalism and a large-scale cornmunist party-state intervention in the different spheres of

private life. Therefore the existence of the difference between the Eastern and Western data

listed in Table 5 is expectable and foreseeable. The actually interesting question is whether the

Eastern countries form a coherent block with the significantly different features from the

Western nations or not.
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Weetern Europe and North America.

Country

Northern
Ireland

"Incomes should
be made more
equa 1 "

U.S.A
Dénmark
Sweden
Canada
Great Britain
Netherlands
Norway
West Germany
Ireland
Belgium
Iceland
ItalY
France

35.7

13.5
16.3
10.9

32.7
19.4

22.0
21.1
22.1
29.8
29.1
25.9
39.3
18.8
44.8

"Individuals
should take more
responsibility for
providing for
themselves"

67.1

62.1
56.8
58.0
63.2
58.3
51.7
47.0
51.5
58.4
50.1
47.0
47.4
39.6
33.4

S ain ~7 9 24.8

"There shou l cl he
greater in~PntiveG
for individuaL
efforts"

43.8

69.6
53.9
74.3
60.4
41.7
41.8
50.7
59.6
50.5
49.2
47.8
40.1
58.7
30.6
41.0 -

portugal "'~Y
45.1 33.3 8U.6

Poland 12'6 59.6 78.0
3 3

Eaet Germanlr
Czechia
Slovakia
Hungary
Rueeis - 93

27.5
48.8
58.
64.0

35.7
26.1
36

58.3

21á

Note: a- those, who said "yes" , answering the question '~Do you th
for examplee byvrai~~~iriy

ought to reduce the income differences between the rich and the poor,

the taxes of wealthy
omelleoslerthinklthat itsoaestatesrespons bilityoto'makebsure thatweveryhody

the question was: " S p p
has a job and good living conditions. Others. on the contrary, think that a government shc,u

interfere citizen's private life and that it should let everybody regulate his~hPr ]ife a.~

he~she wants to. What do you think regarding this issue?" ; b- those who~~faëured~
Sé wtpo~i~~

" A. State should guarantee a job and good living quarters to everybody

chosen the variant, " B. Everybody should rely only on him~herself and don't rely on t:h~

government"; d- the wording of the response was:" one shouldn't rely to much on statP help in

case of trouble and ino táe arasi tic attitudeuld
be himself~herself responsible for her~lii s 1 i fe

or else one will devel p p

16.1

17.7

19.9
19.3

~21.6
21.6
21.8
23.9

27.3
27.2

31.8

40.2
33.5
32.3

44.2

25.6
12.9 2 ' S5.2 63.9

28.2
32.8
740

Weetern Europe and North America.

Table 5. Egalitarian, etate-paternaliet and liberal orientatione.

"The state should
take more
responsibility to
ensure that
everyone is
provided for job
and good living "



Table 5 demonstrates: (1) there are no coherent blocks of Eastern or Western nations; (2)

preferences to a socially fair income distribution and social justice are spread among the people

living in different former socialist societies to a dissimilar extent as well as among the residents

of the different Western states. Citizens of Poland and East Germans demonstrate the lowest

level of attachment to an egalitarian income distribution and Russians, on the contrary, have

revealed the highest level among all societies included into analysis. In case of post~ommunist

Russia the cleavage of society seems to be deepest. The polls' results show that until nowadays

many of plain people are connecting their lot with the care of the state regardless of the radical

transformation of socio-political and economic system which occurred after the aborted

communist coup d'etat in fall 1991. They can not realize and accept the idea that they are

living now in the quite opposite reality. According to data of recent surveys, the bulk of

respondents was convinced that the state had to create conditions for providing with job anyone

who wants to work 79 q of respondents of the spring 1993 survey stood on a point of view, 'the

state must be the guarantor of social justice and social protection of the personality rights,

providing the minimal living standards and giving the necessary assistance in the cases of

emergency and for elder people'. This was a dominant attitude. The strong support for

governmental social guarantees was based on traditional preference to egalitarian norms and

collectivist values deeply rooted in Russian mentality.
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Table 6. Preferencea for Government Social Guarantees based on Egalitarian Norma
11 statementa)(percentage of reapondents agreeing with the fo owing

ITEMS

~he government
should guarantee
~inimal income-
~he government
should try to reduce
the differences
~etween incomes of
Irich and poor people
he government
should guarantee job
and good living
he government

should control
rices

rban
opu-
lation

86

74

64

77

Men

85

70

58

73

Women

87

78

71

82

Univer-
sity
~egree

89

69

54

65

College
and~or
Ischool

83

77

70

84

Workers

88

75

68

83

Busi-
ness-
men

73

16

23

27

The
ili-

tary,
olice

91

62

67

62

Pensio-
~ers

82

85

77

90

Note: Data is drawn from the mail surveys of adult urban population of Russia,

carried out by the Institute of Socio-political Research of Russian Academy of

Sciences in May 1993 (N-1172, margin of error - 3~).



It needs to be stressed that data of Russian surveys demonstrate a huge gap between a view of

a bulk of social, gender, age and occupation groups and a specific opinion of a group of

businessmen's towards the general idea of state regulation of prices, state intervention in

economy and private life, problem of fair income distribution and governmental social

guarantees (Table 6). Business people are the only social group ihat has won of the

governmental politics of liberalisation of prices and accept western liberal and free-market

values. Polls have registered that the noticeable enrichment of a new business elite has

actualised in mass public consciousness the problem of social justice. Watchful and even hostile

attitude to those who, under new conditions, earn much more than the rest is spread among

fairly large parts of population.

Summarising, we can say that despite the dramatic changes which occurred after the beginning

of Yeltsin's reform in 1992, egalitarian principles are still popular among a significant part of

the Russians. However, it should not be ignored that some important shifts in Russian public

mood has been registered also. Opinion, 'today the main thing is that the people should stop to

wait the state's aid and everyone should start to care for himself , become more and more

widely spread among public, especially, among the younger people. So, the growth of

understanding of the simple truth, that even the most powerful economy will not be able to bear

the care about all the poor people, is evidence that the value and attitudes structure of mass

consciousness are changing rather rapidly under the pressure of decreasing life conditions and

new socio-political environment in the case of this country.

Table 7 demonstrates how people from both the West and the East are solving the 'freedom or

equality' priority dilemma. Americans are on the top of the list of the countries ordered due to

percentage of adherents of personal freedom compared with equality and Russians (the 1994

measurement) are on the bottom. We can speak about a tendency: the percent of those who had

chosen personal freedom solving this dilemma is growing up according to the size of country's

GNP, and it is much higher in the cases of those of welfare states, where libet:al ideas are

dominant, then in any other case.
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Table 7. Freedom as priority.
Percentage of respondents who favour the statement, "I
think that freedom and equality are equally important.
But if I had to choose between the two, I would say
personal freedom is more important, that is, for people
to be able to live in freedom and not to be restricted in
their development".

~ Pro-Freedom orientedCountr 29'0Russia-94
Portu al 41.8
Iceland 44.5
Ireland 45.3
Ital 45.6

47.8S ain 50.2East Germany 046East Germany - Oct.90 .
036East Germany - Oct.93 .

51.0Hungary 51.7Belgium 53.2France 54.7Poland 55.7Slovakia
Netherlands 57'2
Canada 60.8

61.7Czechia
Denmark 61.7
Northern Ireland 64.4
Great Britain 65.0

65.9
West German 64.0
West German - Oct.90 058West German - Oct.93 .

66.6Norwa 66.6Sweden 71.0
USA 52.0Russia - 93

Note: a- Data from Alensbach Archives, presented by
E.Noelle-Neumann in the paper " Changing from
Dictatorship to Democracy without a Change in Journalist:

A Report on the Development on a Joint German-American
Project on the Development of Democracy in the NeT

Eared
German States and the Role of the Mass Media ", p p
for the 16th World Congress of the IPSA, Berlin ,August
21-25, 1994.
b- In the Russian 1993 survey the wording of the
question was different :'~Do you agree with the opinion
that freedom is highest value in favour of which we have
not to fight against economic inequality?"
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There is no reason to discuss here Table 7 and Table 5 in more details. The adherents of

egalitarianism and conservatism andlor carriers of socialist and liberal ideology are presented

in all samples but to a very different extent. In the former socialíst countries this ideological

cleavage seems to be deeper than in the West'.

Egalitarian preference widely spreaded in the East should be considered as an output of the

strong influence of societal factor on the mentality of people living in the transitional societies:

the memory of the former social security, the way of organi7ation of social life in the past

combined with the effect of communist ideological indoctrination is still alive. According to

Inglehart's analysis of relationship between economic development, cultural change and

political change, 'support for big government was a central component of modernization' and

it was linked with Scarecity values, but it was not rellated to Postmateríalist values(Inglehart,

1993:14). Thus, the observed differences between nations might be considered as indirect

indicators of different positions of Eastern European and Western nations on the path towards

post-modernity. We will explore this idea below discussing the results ofmulti-scaling analysis.

Socio-political issues.

One of the most basic questions in our comparison concerns the similarities and differences of

socio-political characteristics of stable Western and Eastern transitional societies. Since common

sense link transitional political and economic instability and mass dissatisfaction regarding a

qualit}~ of life with relatively high level of unconventional protest activity, and stable democracy

and prosperity with a support of a certain kind of political forces and conventional political

actions, this implies a significant difference among Eastern and Western countries. We have to

test this assumption.

Political reforms are going on in both welfare societies and ex-communist states. Naturally these

reforms differ from each other due their content, pace and means of implementation. But we

could compare the levels of popular support towards reforms as well as left-right orientation

linked with ideological values and political conflict in the given states.

Protest willingness. For our comparison we have selected five items often used by. political

scientists. They are measuring the respondent's willingness to participate in different foims of

protest activities ranging from joining in boycotts and strikes, attending lawful demonstrations,

to occupying buildings and signing petitions (Table 8).
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'1'aLle 8. Proteat Willingneea.
Percentagea of reapondenta who had revealed willingnesa to participate in proteat activitiea.

Weatern Europe and North America.

Country

Northern
Irelaiid
LI.S.A
Denmark
FSweden
ÏCanada
Great Britain
Netherlands
NoY w~
West Germany
Ireland
Belgium
Iceland
Italy
Franc:e
Spain
Portugal

Signing a petition

27.1

19.8
25.4
23.8
14.9
16.9
31.4
27.8
31.4
39.8
27.2
36.6
34.6
29.0
39.8
45.8

Joining in
boycotts

29.5

44.8
31.6
61.6
43.3
34.4
33.1
51.7
36.8
33.3

45.5
40.2
25.1
31.2

Attending
lawful
demonstrat
ic~ns

31.2

43.7
31.9
58.9
42.8
34.6
38.8
55.5
41.9
41.5
29.4
52.5
37.1
32.4
40.2
48.9

Joining
unofficial
strikes

17.4

30.0
23.3
40.9
28.1
18.7
20.7
58.0
18.7
23.4
17.9
20.4
17.8
24.9
17.6
19.2

Occupying
buildings,
etc.

7.9

17.3
6.7
19.4
20.7
9.9
21.8
10.2
9.9
19.2
20.7
9.428.1

52.7 19.6
24.8
16.6

Eaat Germany
Czechia
Slovakia
Poland
Hungary
Rusaia - 93-
Rusaia - 94~

25.8 ~ 30.7 ( 35.1
32.2
37.6
34.5
29.9
60.0
53.0

29.5
36.9

40.0

42.4
52.2
36.5
25.9
37.0
48.0

14.0
31.9
37.6
14.8
27.3
23.0
37.0

13.4
16.6
18.3
11.1
3.9
8.0

23.2
14.2
32.0 16.0

Note: a- These percentages are sums of shares of those respondents who answering on the

question ~~Are you ready to take part in this kind of protest activity?" has chosen the variaiit

"i am ready to take part in this kind of activity without any doubta " and those who said, "In

principle, I am ready, but it depends on circumstances ".



Table 8 demonstrates that there is a great variety of results. There are no significant differences

between the Eastern European countries, including Russia, taken as one group, and Western

European and North American countries considered as another set. There is no reason, from

our viewpoint, to investigate whether the protest proneness of the Russian populations in 1993

and 19941ook similar to the public mood in anyone of the ex-communist states in 1990, or not.

We think that in the case of each country the plausible explanation of the observed data might

be found, and might be there are some likeness between Russia and one or more of its

neighbours. However any attempt to find general regularity in Eastern data seems to be

considered as risky due to a extremely large number of very different causes that determined

the state of public opinion regarding different forms of protest behaviour in each national case

at the time of survey (national traditions, activiry of unions and opposition political parties,

living standard and level of unemployment and other peculiarities of the socio-economic and

political situation).
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Table 9. The Dynamics of Protest Willingness of the
Russian Urban Population. Question "Are you ready to take
part in .?",ó-

Items

Year of
survey:
- signing
petitions
- attending
demonstrations
, meetings,
etc.
- in the acts
of civil
disobedience
(refusal to
pay the taxes,
rent; boycott
of some
decisions
of the
government,
local
authorities,
etc . ) -
- in a seizure
of
buildings,
blockade of
transport
ways, roads
- joining a
strike
- in active
defence of
personal
interests by
all means (up
to armed
resistance --
"Z am ready
to go to the
barricades")-

Ready to take
part without any

doubts

1992 1993 1994

24

16

16

4

15

19

31

13

10

2

8

8

20

14

11

4

10

12

In principle,
I am ready, but
it depends on
circumstances

1992 1993 1994

30

27

24

10

25

20

29

24

22

6

15

14

33

34

29

12

27

23

I have
earlier
taken
part

1994

32

30

8

5

8

4

Source: data of the All-Russian mail survey of adult

urban population conducted by the Institute of Socio-

Political Research of the Russian Academy of Sciences

carried out under supervision of Vladimir Rukav1994ikov

in April 1992 (n-1167);May 1993 (n-1092); May

(n-1657).
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It is a well-known fact that not many Russian people have actually participated in the protest

actions (Table 9). Though more Russians interviewed in spring 1994 have shown willingness

to participate in protest activity compared to the results of the spring 1993 survey, the number

of actual strikes, rallies and other forms of mass protest activity in this yeaz is fairly small. The

explanation of this fact might be found in a growing political alienation of a bulk of population,

weakness of anti-Yeltsin opposition and the bargaining behaviour of the leadership of trade

unions signed the 'Treaty of Social Accord' and agreements with the government and

industrialists' associations.

The left-right orientation. Now let us compare Russian, Eastem and Western responde.nts'

political left or right self-placements. Before discussing this issue, it is necessary to mention

some technical details and methodological issues regarding the comparability of Russian,

Eastern European and Western data.Those interviewed in the EVS surveys had to identify

his or her position on a 10-points left-right scale. In the Russian 1993 study the 5-points

scale was used. Therefore we have readjusted EVS data to a 5-points scale in order to have

a unified measured information (this scale was used in factor analysis to be described

below). In Russian 1994 survey the 3-points scale was used. The mentioned differences in

scales did not impact on the general conclusions. Table 10 presents a collection of data in

the form of 5-points and 3-points scales.

The application of the left-right scheme both to Western democracies and post-communist

transitional societies rises up the methodological question whether the meanings and

understanding of the labels 'left' and 'right' were identical in the West, Russia and the

Eastern Europe. It is well-known that these meanings are to a large extend dependent upon

the context and dimensions of political conflict in the given country. ,

Andries van den Broek and Ruud de Moor wrote: 'The left-right orientation may be prone to

misinterpretations, as it is not known whether Eastern Europeans attached the same

meanings to the labels left and right as Western citizens did. In Eastern European politics

after 1989, the labels 'right' and 'conservative', i.e., the predisposition to cling to the

status quo, were applied to communist, while on the other hand reforms towazds a liberal

market economy, inspired by Reagan and Thatcher, were labelled 'progressive'. While in

the West a rightist political orientation expresses approval of the market as the allocating
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mechanism in economics, this is not the case in the East' (Van de Broek and de Moor).

We have to agree upon this statement and be careful in making generalisations. However,

we feel that the practice of usage of these labels in Eastern Europe in 1990-1991 and in

Russia in 1993-1994 was similar due to changes in the interpretation of these terms in

political communication and media after the collapse of the communist regimes. By the time

of the 1993 survey in Russian media the communist-socialist opposition forces were labelled

'left' and pro-government democratic parties as 'right' more often than before. This

classical usage of the terms is exactly opposite to the interpretation of the labels 'left' and

'right' during Gorbachev's perestroika when the hard liners among the leadership of the

ruling communist party was labelled 'right' and 'conservative' and their democratic pro-

reform oriented opponents as 'left'. Some respondents in the 1993 survey tried to interpret

the term 'left' in non-classical meaning like in the perestroika time, but more often people

remarked that according their opinion there were no reason to apply the classical scheme to

Russian political landscape due to absent of actually 'centrist' forces. It was true. Political

parties and politicians, who self-identified as 'centrists', practically were acting as members

of one of opposing sides.
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Tabie 10. Political left-right orientation.

Western Europe and Nozth America.

Country Left
(lt2)

Lef t-
Ceatre
(3f4)

Centre
( 5f6)

Right-
Centre
(7f8)

Right
(9f10)

France 9.1 32.7 38.0 16.8 3.4
Great

Britain
6.1 17.8 49.7 21.2 5.2

West
German

3.3 25.5 47.8 20.1 3.3

Ital 15.1 25.6 41.8 12.9 4.6
S ain 13.9 30.6 34.8 15.8 4.9

Portu al 5.6 17.6 46.2 19.5 11.1
Netherlands 6.9 23.7 36.7 28.4 4.3

Bel ium 6.1 21.0 41.9 19.5 11.1
Denmark 2.6 21.4 41.9 24.2 6.8

~ Norwa 5.3 22.0 38.5 26.3 7.9
Sweden 5.5 22.0 37.1 26.0 9.2

Northern
Ireland

l.l 9.0 56.6 25.8 7.5

Ireland 2.5 9.8 54.6 21.2 11.9
USA 3.2 13.3 54.4 22.0 7.1

Canada 2.6 13.5 58.0 20.8 5.1
Iceland 4.6 25.0 34.4 24.9 11.1

Ruasia and E:aetern Surope.

East 6.2 27.6 48.0 15.5 2.6
Germany
Iiungazy 4.7 13.1 64.7 12.8 4.8
Czechia 6.1 11.5 44.3 26.9 11.2
Slovakia 8.7 16.5 44.0 16.9 13.9
Poland 3.7 9.0 60.0 17.2 11.1

Rusaia -93 Left Left- Centre Right- Right
(1) centre (3) centre (4)

(2) (4)
Rusaia -93 4.5 36.5 47.5 9.2 2.3

56~5
hesitated

to identify
his~her

position on
thia acale
Ruaeia -94 left Centre Ri ht
Russia -94 26 60 14

57~
heaitated

to identify
his~her

poaition on
thie acale

~~



We have to pay attention to the readers of Table 10 where the distribution of Russian

respondents with definite self-identification on the left-right continuum is shown. The share

of politically self-identified respondents is about 215 of the whole sample. The great share of

Russian adults - about a half of respondents - could not identify his or her position on a

classical left-right scheme. This is understandable. There was a number of reasons for such

behaviour. First, left-right self-identification for Russians was not a merely ideological self-

identification but the direct expression of the sympathy to actors of sharp political conflict.

Some people were afraid to reveal their positive attitude to the opposition (the effect of the

'spiral of silence') or had no sympathy to both ruling democratic reformers ('right' or

'right-centre') and their predecessors ('left' or 'left-centre'). Most of those who had not

responded were deeply alienated from a political combat on the top. Second, the specific

position of respondents on the left-right continuum is traditionally associated with

individual's definite political inclinations, which in its turn is linked to more general value

priorities and ideological orientations. But the whole value-attitudinal system of Russian

society is transforming now, and a bulk of plain people feels psychologically shocked and

politically unattached: they doubt in traditional values and are not ready enough to accept

new western-like ones.

Keeping in mind all what has been told before, let us look on data of left-right orientations

of Russian populace compared with Eastern Europeans' ones. Politically self-identified

Russians in 1993-1994 were slightly more oriented to the left and centre, like Hungarians

and Eastern Germans in 1990, and Poles and Czechs - to the right (and center). There are

no universal post-communist transitional patterns. We will not speculate here about some

curious analogies in the distributions of Russians and Westerners' self-replacements on the

left-right continuum for the reason of space.

Attitudes towards the pace of reforms. The character of political reforms in the West differs

from the Eastern political transformations. Thus the mechanical comparison of general

pictures of mass public attitudes towards the pace of refotms based on percentages in Table

11 seems to be non-productive. Nothing can be said about the spectnun of causes standing

behind them in each national case. This is a natural limitation of our comparative study. The

proportions of collective public opinion sutnmarize the individuals' perceptions and

evaluations of changes happening in the country and personal life of respondents.

Considering the aggregative figures as indirect indicators of different kinds of attitudes

towards reform on the personal level we can compare the nations.
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Table 11. Evaluation of the pace of reform.

Country Agree
com letel

Agree eomewhat Neither agree,
nor dieagree

Disagree
aomewhat

Dieagree
completely

France 11.0 25.3 19.1 36.6 8.0
Great Britain 7.5 20.5 26.2 35.1 10.7
West German 14.3 28.5 19.9 28.8 8.5

Ital 7.0 17.3 20.9 31.? 23.1
S ain 10.1 17.7 33.1 24.1 14.9

Portu al 8.5 15.3 22.8 32.3 21.2
Netherlands 2.8 13.3 19.3 56.8 7.7

Bel ium 8.8 23.9 29.8 29.4 8.1
Denmark 20.6 22.7 18.0 25.7 13.1
Norwa 8.3 20.8 16.5 36.0 18.5
Sweden 19.9 26.8 15.8 22.1 15.4

Northern
Ireland

5.7 23.0 19.9 33.3 18.1

Ireland 4.4 14.1 20.5 42.5 18.5
USA 6.4 19.3 27.2 36.3 10.8

Canada 8.4 23.4 24.8 30.7 12.7
Iceland 5.9 18.5 26.4 38.6 10.6

Eaet aerman 28.7 31.7 7.2 19.8 12.6
Hun ar 22.0 25.3 12.8 16.0 23.9
Czechia 14.2 22.9 17.8 25.5 19.6
31ova~ia 23.2 24.5 22.5 14.1 15.7
Poland 19.6 29.7 16.4 26.2 8.2

Rueeia - 93 23.0 13.0 7.0 28.0 13.0

Notees a - The EVS survey wording of the question was:" Political reforms in this country is
moving too rapidly "; b- in the Russian survey the wording of the question was:" Yeltsin is
awfully harrying on with reforms ".



The responses on the question in Table 11 should be considered as evaluations of

effectiveness of reformers' activity in the cases of post-communist societies. The share of

residents of Eastern European countries with at least critical (one may say - negative)

attitude towards the pace of reforms is generally higher than in the West (Denmark-90 is

exclusion). Table 11 shows that in almost Eastern European countries from approximately

1~3 to ll2 of respondents agreed that the speed of reforms were too high. Russia is in this

group too. After the start of 'shock therapy' in 1992 the gap between mass social

expectations, hopes for better life and the real well-being are increasing rapidly, enforcing

frustration of a significant part of nation.
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Table 12. Evaluationa of the pace of transformation in Russia (~~Yeltsin is awfully harrying on
with ref.orms "). April- May 1993, s.

Items
Urban
popu-
lation

Men Women Pensio-
ners

Industrial
Workers

Busi-
ness-
men

Engi-
neers

Huma-
nita
rians

Students

Agree 36 36 36 46 43 13 33 14 26

Uncertain opinion 23 20 27 26 26 8 19 25 38

Disagree 41 44 37 28 31 79 48 61 36

Note: Data is drawn from the mail survey of adult urban population of Russia, carried out
by the Institute of Socio-political Research of Russian Academy of Sciences (N-1172, margin of
error - 3~). The "pro-reformist" responses to these item is shown in bold.



In the case of Russia the attitude towards the pace of reforms correlates with socio-

demographic and occupational characteristics of respondents. The businessmen's evaluations

reflect benefits which they have expected to obtain or have already got from the

transformation of economic and political system in this country (Table 12).One can reach a

conclusion that the observed picture of attitudes towards the pace of reforms reflects an

ideological cleavage of Russian society. Analyzing the split of Russian society the readers

should keep in mind both negative results and positive achievements of reformers' actions.

The visible positive result of the Yeltsin politics in 1992-1993 was a change of situation on a

consumer market. The shortage of food and consumer products was a typical feature of

situation during the last yeazs of perestroika. There was no shortage of food and consumer

products in large cities in 1994. Negative consequences of shock therapy are considerable

too: a highest level of income inequality, high rates of inflation, poverty and unemployment,

etc. Russians understand today, that for returning to a free-market economy, a new great

historical political and economic experiment, Russia has to pay by the rocketing rise of

criminality, the drop of living standards and deterioration of people's feeling of personal

security. People who had supported the start of reform in 1992, as an important step from

words to deeds, did not expected the enormous economic and social cost of modernization.

Therefore there is no consensus concerning both strategic goals and the tactics of economic

reforms among public, economists and politicians. The roots of the split of public opinion

regarding the pace of reforms are in a conflicting coexistence of opposite ideological values,

political and life orientations among members of different social, educational groups and

between age cohorts (Rukavishnikov, 1994). Polls revealed that the democratic and liberal

values were accepted mainly by well-educated, younger and middle-aged generation cohorts

rather than the elder generation and less-educated category of people, i.e by active people,

who expected ultimately to gain from reforms. Table 12 demonstrates that a significant part

of this kind of Russians had also disagreed that the current pace of transformations

conducted by the President and government was too high.

We feel that what was told above about the split of Russian sociery could be considered as a

law of post-cornmunist transition. There are some theoretical arguments and empirical

findings supportíng this inference which we will not discuss here for a reason of space (see,

for instance, J.Simon, 1993).
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The results of factor analysis.

Basic dimensions. We have applied the principle component method with Varimax rotation of

components to the joint Russian-EVS data array.List of variables used in factor analysis is

presented in Table A 1 in Appendix. An examination of the correlation and factor matrices and

eigenvalues, which, for the reason of space, are not given here, revealed the presence of 4

latent orthogonal factors which accounts about a half (49.6 q) of a total variance among 14

variables (Tables A2 - AS in Appendix). The interpretation of these factors based on the

loadings of variables after the Varimax rotation (Table A4) seems to be very clear.

The first dimension is defined by a cluster of 5 variables measuring the individual's willingness

to participate in the protest activity. The interpretation of factor depends on variables, showing

the spread of willingness of joining in boycotts, attending lawful demonstrations, occupying

buildings and factories, signing petitions and going on unofficial strikes among the population,

which forrrt a coherent syndrome. The factor might be labelled as 'willingness to participate in

protest actions', or 'protest proneness'. This factor covers about lló of the total variance (17.0

q). Murual correlations between variables included in this factor are positive and moderate

(0.14 - 0.44).

The interpretation of the second component is very certain being detetmined by 3 variables: 'life

satisfaction', 'job satisfaction' and 'satisfaction with household's financial situation' or 'the

syndrome of quality of life satisfaction'. This principle component might be labelled as 'the

satisfaction factor' displaying the perception of individual's well-being and feeling of security

on a personal level. Mutual correlations between variables included in this factor are positive

and fairly strong (0.35 - 0.44). This factor is responsible for almost 116 of the total variance

(15.7qo). The labels of the opposite poles of this dimensions seems to be'absolute satisfaction'

(the positive pole) and 'total dissatisfaction' ( the negative pole)2.

Taken together the first two principle components explain 113 of the total variance among 14

variables. One can say that these two dimensions are shaping the space where psychological

feeling of security are connected with instrumental decisions ihat citizens make regazdiug

economic pol icies based on their assessment of changing life conditions and attitudes to different

types of protest actions.
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The third component might be labelled as 'the ideological factor' or 'the liberal-conservative

orientation factor'. It focuses on the ideological split of nation as well as on predominant

ideological orientations. Such interpretations of this factor are detenmined by 3 variables with

high loading (Table A4) :'left-right orientation' (0.56), 'income equality' (-0.68) and 'State

responsibility'(-0.62). These three variables form a coherent syndrome revealing the spread of

egalitarian norms and values among the population in the given country. The positive pole of

this dimension might be labelled as 'right' or 'liberal' and the negative as 'left', 'socialist',

'conservative', etc. The third component's share of total variance is less than 1I10 (8.8~).

The interpretation of the forth component is based on a cluster including 3 variables: 'Trust

people', 'Pro-Freedom' and 'View on the pace of reform'(Table A4). It is responsible for 8.1 k

of the total variance. Coefficients of correlations between variables in this cluster are very

weak, but loadings on the three mentioned leading variables in the factor structure are relatively

high: 0.66. 0.48 and 0.59 respectively. This emphasises the linkage between the level of

interpersonal trust, attitudes towards the pace of political transformations and evaluation of

individual freedom as a more important social value then equality. According to the views of

modernisation theoreticians, it may regarded as the coherent syndrome of traits that seems

conducive to modern or even post-modern individualising democracy. The fourth component

might be tentatively labelled as 'the culturalfactor' with the poles considered as marks of high

and low degrees of intensity of this complex of traits.

Where is Russia located on these dimensions?

Now we shall investigate the position the various nations have on the above mentioned factors

due to their factor scores. Table A6 in Appendix presents the list of these scores calculated as

the factor means overall the national sample. Figures 1-10 picture the differences between

nations on one- and two-dimensional charts.

29



Count Factor 1
Russia -0.736
Hun a -0.645
Poland -0.327
East
Germany
(DDR)

0.013

Czechia 0.231
Slovakia 0.126
France 0.347
Great
Britain

-0.127

West
Germany
(FRG)

-0.179

Ital 0.324
S ain -0.129
Portu al -0.231
Netherlands 0.189
Bel ium 0.057
Denmark -0.290
Norwa -0.347
Sweden 0.240
Northern
Ireland

-0.290

Ireland -0.162
USA 0.191
Canada 0.261
Ice and 0.005
Mean -0.067

Country

Fig. 1
Locationa of natione ia the first factor continuum

factor contiauum.
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As far as protest willingness is concerned there are no large differences between Eastern and

Western countries. In both groups we found countries with different levels of this factor (the

first principal component continuum -Fig.l). Russia is located near by Hungary and Poland

which in its turn looks like Norway, Denmark or Portugal on this dimension.
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Country Factor 2
Russia -1.510
Hun ar -0.394
Poland -0.526
East
Germany
(DDR)

-0.304

Czechia -0.423
Slovakia -0.511
France -0.327
Great
Britain

0.047

West
Germany
(FRG)

0.135

Ital -0.009
S ain 0.084
Portu al -0.116
Netherlands 0.267
Bel ium 0.332
Denmark 0.564
Norwa 0.257
Sweden 0.393
Northern
Ireland

0.249

Ireland 0.238
USA 0.266
Canada 0.429
Iceland 0.208
Mean -0.029

Country

Fig. 2
Locations of nations in the secoad factor.contiauum.

32



Figure 2 is a visualisation of the distribution of nations along the second dimension ('the

satisfaction factor'). On this chart we meet a distinct separation of a group of dissatisfied

countries and a group of more or less satisfied nation regarding the quality of people's life

conditions. Russia is occupying its extreme position in the first group among other Eastern

European states with negative factor scores. The majority of Western nations except France,

Great Britain, Italy and Portugal, are in the second group with positive scores.
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Country Factor 3
Russia -1.603
Hun ary -0.254
Poland 0.192
East
Germany
(DDR)

0.296

Czechia 0.313
Slovakia 0.103
France -0.071
Great
Britain

0.137

West
Germany
(FRG)

0.086

Ital -0.295
S ain -0.577
Portugal -0.151
Netherlands 0.082
Bel ium 0.024
Denmark 0.239
Norwa 0.127
Sweden 0.287
Northern
Ireland

0.050

Ireland 0.137
USA 0.213
Canada 0.070
Iceland 0.224
Mean -0.017

Country

0 .4
0 .2

0
-0 .2
-0 .4
-0 .6
-0 .8

-~
-1 .2
-1 .4
-1 .8
-1 .8

Fig. 3
Locatioas of nations in the third factor coatiauum.
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Exploring the configuration of positions of nations in the continuum of scores along the third

'ideological' dimension, we found Russia occupying a position close to Hungary and far from

other ex-socialist states. Factor scores revealed the separation of the entire set of nations

included into analysis on two groups: the first relatively stnall group with negative scores,

where the preferences towards egalitarian values and state-paternalism are still shared by a

significant part of population (Russia, Hungary, France, Italy, Spain, Portugal), and the second

group with positive scores, where these principles and ideas are not so popular.
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Count Factor 4
Russia 1.011
Hun ar -0.367
Poland -0.422
East
Germany
(DDR)

-0.471

Czechia -0.234
Slovakia -0.366
France -0.473
Great
Britain

0.005

West
Germany
( FRG )

-0.203

Ita -0.163
S ain -0.382
Portu al -0.242
Netherlands 0.156
Bel ium -0.261
Denmark 0.149
Norwa 0.402
Sweden 0.158
Northern
Ireland

0.172

Ireland 0.169
USA 0.140
Canada 0.092
Zceland 0.134
Mean -0.045

Country

Fig. 4 '
I.ocatione of nationa in the forth factor coatiauum..
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Figure 4 is a visualisation of differences existed between nations on the fourth, 'cultural

dimension, uniting such metaphysical things as the quality of interpersonal relationship in the

community, public attitudes towards freedom and equality and popular evaluations of a pace of

political reforms running in the given country. Both Eastern and Western nations showed a large

variety of scores in the continuum of this factor. On Figure 4 we see Russia with highest

positive scores standing in a company with such counties as the Netherlands, Northern Ireland

and Republic of Ireland, Northern European states - Denmark, Norway, Sweden, Iceland, North

American countries - USA and Canada, and not among ex-communist states.

Figure 5- 10 given in Appendix for a reason of space show the locations of nations on the two-

dimensional planes shaped by various combinations of factors. This kind of visualisation also

give us some insights about the similarities between Western and Eastern nations and Russia.

The results of multi-scaling analysis.

In order to get a more concentrated and easier interpretable picture of a constellation of

countries we have applied a method of multi-scaling analysis to the results of factor analysis (the

computer program was developed by Dr. Marcel Croon of the Faculty of Social Sciences,

Tilburg University). Table A8 in Appendix presents the coordinates of four above discussed

dimensions in two-dimensional space which helps readers to understand the meaning of each

dimension and to explain the nations' locations in this space (Table A7 in Appendix).Figure

11 is a visualisation of the constellation of countries on the plane according each country

coordinates. This constellation has its inner structure formed by 6 distinctive clusters (Table A9

presents a list of factors means calculated for each cluster).
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The first cluster is bringing together 9 nations: Norway, Denmark, North Ireland, Ireland,the

Netherlands, Iceland, Sweden,Canada and USA. Nations united in this cluster are characterised

by a highest level of satisfaction with the quality of life and interpersonal

trust, high levels of protest proneness,high levels of attachment to ideas of personal freedom

and individualism,as well as by low levels of support of idea of income equality and state

intervention into private activity and economy (Table 13). This is a group of so-called post-

modern and post-industrial democratic societies.
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Table 13 Clueter's meane (ó).

Clueter Countries The level 'I'he level ~ Pro- ~ s Willirr~t
of of Freedom Leftfleft- Pro-income nPSS; tc~
satisfacti interperso oriented centrist equal.i.ty parti.c~i
on with nal trust Oriented oriented pat-.c in
life as a strikPs
whole

No.l Norway 77.6 65.1 66.6 28.3 23.9 `~8.0
Denmark 85.7 57.7 61.7 24.0 19.3 23.3
Northern Ireland 83.2 43.6 64.4 10.1 16.] 17.4
Ireland 79.9 47.4 45.3 11.3 27.3 7.i.4
The Netherlands 84.2 53.1 57.2 30.6 21.8 ?.0.7
Iceland 84.9 43.6 44.5 29.6 27.3 ?.(r.4
Sweden 84.1 66.1 66.6 27.5 19.9 40.9
USA 80.6 51.5 60.8 16.5 17.7 3().0
Canada 83.5 52.4 71.0 16.1 21.6 28.7.

-Mean 82.6 55.1 59.8 19.3 21.6 29.1
No.2 Great Britain 71.5 43.6 65.0 23.9 21.6 2(i.'1

Belgium 78.4 33.2 51.7 27.1 31.8 17.9
West Germany 71.5 37.8 65.9 28.8 27.2 ]A.7

-Mean 73.8 38.2 60.9 26.6 26.5 19.1
No.3 Italy 71.1 34.2 45.6 40.7 33.5 ]."1.8

Spain 77.0 36.0 47.8 44.5 44.2 ].7.6
Portu al 63.4 21.4 41.8 23.2 50.4 ]9.2

---Mean 70.5 30.5 45.1 36.1 42.7 18.2
No.4 Poland 52.0 29.2 54.7 12.7 12.6 14.R

Slovakia Czechia 57.9 21.6 55.7 25.2 28.2 3`1.~
East Germany 69.9 26.1 61.7 17.6 25.6 31.9
France 57.9 67.5 50.2 33.8 12.9 14.0

58.9 22.8 53.2 41.8 40.2 24.9
-Mean 59.3 33.4 54.9 26.2 23.9 24.6

No.5 Hun ar 43.9 24.6 51.0 17.8 32.8 27.3
-No.6 Ruseia-93 20.0 54.0 52.0 41 74 23

(Ruseia-94) ( 21.0) (57.0) ( 29.0) (26) (37)



The second cluster includes Great Britain , Belgium and West Germany. Its basic characteristics

look alike those of the first cluster. The single difference between the second cluster and the

first one depends on the degree of the extension of post-modernist values.

The third cluster is formed by South European countries - Italy, Spain and Portugal. The

economic achievements of these states are very different. These countries had started their

movement along the path of modernization in different years in the second part of the 20th

century. But there is an important historical aspect that should be accounted: this cluster units

three catholic countries which had get rid of authoritarianism and became democracies. They

have low levels of satisfaction with various aspects of life among Western nations. Majority of

people living in these countries are and supporting the idea of socially fair distribution of

incomes and the principle of state responsibility for the job and good living conditions for

everybody. The shares of left-center oriented people and people who believe that one can't be

too careful in dealing with other people are fairly large.

France, Poland, Slovakia, Czechia and East Germany are forming the distinct forth cluster.

These nations is less satisfied than those united in the first three clusters and have demonstrated

low levels of interpersonal trust.

Looking on Figure 11, one can make also a conclusion that Hungary and Russia are forming

fifth and sixth clusters with a single element in each.

Conclusion

We have explored the hypothesis whether contemporary post-communist Russia's value-

attitudinal system are transforming in the same d'uection as the comparable systems of most of

the ex-socialist countries of Eastern and Central Europe, which have begun running along the

track of reforms in 1989-1990 or not. We cannot say that we get a complete and ultimate

answer on this question. Russia looks very original in the lights of results of multi-scaling

analysis.
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In fact, the current situation in this country is a very complicated. Today in Russia the former

socialist economic and political system is irreversibly destroyed, but not all pillars of a new

system have been established so far. As a result, compound, 'hybrid', fotms of economic

system have appeared, which proposed both considerable state intervention into the economy

and development of a variery of stock companies, joint ventures and private enterprises

simultaneously. Prices have risen rapidly under the new economic conditions, whilst wages have

remained fairly static. Introduction ofthe private entrepreneurship and privatization increase the

income differences and social inequality. We cannot speak yet about the actual existence of a

Russian 'middle class' with western-like values and orientations, etc. Thus the socio-economic

and political situation in Russia differ from the state of things in other ex-socialist states to a

significant extent.

There are theoretical arguments for a thesis that personal dissatisfaction leads to dissatisfaction

with governmental policy in the cases when the bulk of citizens think that government were

responsible for the quality of their life and should solve their problems (Jennings and van Deth,

1989). This proposition was set up in a more literal fortn and tested below focusing on the

likely difference between Russia, the Western and Eastern societies and emphasising the value

and ideological aspects of attitudes towards the governmental policy. As we have argued the

ideological cleavage in Russian society creates resistance to governmental modernization politics

and a split in public regarding evaluation of the reform's implementation.

The process of elite-ruled reforms in Russia could be named as 'westernization' or even

'Americanization' due to some visible features of the changes in cultural, economic and

political domains. This process is considered as a treat of the loss of sovereignty and national

dignity by opposition and a significant part of population. Unquestionably, in the fall of the

1991 the historical turn in modern Russian history has happened, but this fact does not mean

at all that everything in Russia fundamentally changed in a moment.
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Notes

1. For instance, according data of surveys carried out in the Western and Eastern parts of

Germany in July 1993 among the population of 16 years old and over 67qo of residents

of the former DDR prefer to choose social justice if they had to choose between

freedom and social justice against 45 ~O of residents of Western Germany (E. Noelle-

Neumann, 1994). Hungarian data, supporting this conclusion, was published by J. Simon

(Simon J., 1993).

2. We have to note that this factor looks alike the second basic -'psychological'-

dimension of the Russian public opinion structure that has been discovered

independently in the studies based on quite different sets of items (Rukavishnikov,

1994). In that studies the second factor shapes an acceptance of different parts of

population of certain basic premises of a new emerged realiry in Russian economics and

everyday life, opposing the ultimate degrees of an individual's emotional evaluation of

personal well-being and hislher perception of an overall economic situation's trend

(from 'frustration' to 'hopefulness', from 'dissatisfaction' to 'toleration' and

'accommodation').

43



Fig. 5.

Locationa of natioas oa the F1xF2 plane.
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Fig. 6

Locations of nations on the F1xF3 plane.
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Fig. S

Locatione of aatioas oa the F2xF3 plaae.
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Fig. 9

Russia

Locatione of nationa on the F2xF4 plane.
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Fig. 10

Locations of nations oa the F3xF4 plane.
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Appendix

Table A1. List of variables~items used in factor
analysis.

Number
in
order.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6

Number of the
question in
the European
Value Study
questionnaire
Q 241

Q 244

Q 266

Q 320

Q 472

Q 473

Wording of the
question in the
European Value
Study
questionnaire
Generally
speaking, would
yos say that most
people can be
trusted or you
can't be too
careful in dealing
with people?
All things
considered, how
satisfied are you
with your life as
whole these days?

Overall, how
satisfied are you
with your job?

How satisfied are
you with the
financial
situation of your
household?

I am going to read
out some different
forms of political
action that people
can take, and I'd
like you tell me,
for each one ,
whether you have
actually done any
of these things,
whether you might
do it or would
never, under any
circumstances do
it.
I am going to read
out some different
forms of political
action that people
can take, and I'd
like you tell me,

Wording of the
response used in
calculations.

Most people can be
trusted

Position on a 5 -
points scale: 1 -
Absolutely
dissatisfied;... 5
- Completely
satisfied.
Position on a 5 -
points scale: 1 -
Absolutely
dissatisfied;... 5
- Completely
satisfied.
Position on a 5 ~-
points scale: 1 -
Absolutely
dissatisfied;... 5
- Completely
satisfied.
A:I might
participate in
signing a petition

B: ... joining in
boycotts
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for each one ,
whether you have
actually done any
of these things,
whether you might
do it or would
never, under any
circumstances do
it.

7.

8.

9.

10.

Q 474

Q 475

Q 476

Q 478

I am going to read
out some different
forms of political
action that people
can take, and I'd
like you tell me,
for each one ,
whether you have
actually done any
of these things,
whether you might
do it or would
never, under any
circumstances do
it.
I am goíng to read
out some different
forms of political
action that people
can take, and I'd
like you tell me,
for each one ,
whether you have
actually done any
of these things,
whether you might
do it or would
never, under any
circumstances do
it.
I am going to read
out some different
forms of political
action that people
can take, and I'd
like you tell me,
for each one ,
whether you have
actually done any
of these things,
whether you might
do it or would
never, under any
circumstances do
it.
In political
matters, people
talk of '~the

C:...attending
lawful
demonstrations

D:...joining
unofficial strikes

E: occupying
buildings or
factories

Pósition on a 10
- points scale
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left" and "the
right". How would
you place your
views on this
scale, generally
speaking?

11.

12.

13.

14 .

Q 516

Q 520

Q 477

Q 670

Do you think that
government should
make less the
differences
between the
incomes of poor
and rich by rising
taxes on big
incomes and paying
relief for poor?
Some people feel
that government
should provide
everybody job and
good living.
Other, on the
contrary, think
that state should
not intervene into
private life and
individuals should
make more
responsibility for
providing for
themselves. Which
of these two
statements comes
closets to your
own opinion?
Which of these two
statements comes
closest to your
own opinion? A.-
B.- Certainly,
both freedom and
equality are
important. But if
I had to choose
between the two, I
would consider as
much equality as
possible more
important, that
is, for no one to
be underprivileged
and that class
differences are
not to be so
strong.
I am going to read

~out some

Income should be
more equal

C 2: State should
guarantee job and
good living for
everybody.

A: I think that
freedom and
equality are
equally important.
But if I had to
choose between the
two, I would say
personal freedom
is more important,
that is, for
people to be able
to live in freedom
and not to: be
restricted in
their development.

Position on a 5-
points scale
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statements about from: '~completely
the government and agree " to
the economy. For "strongly
each one, could disagree ".
you tell me how
much you agree or
disagree?
E. Political
reform in this
country is moving
too ra idl .
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Table A2. Correlation matrix.

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
1 1.00
2 0.13 1.00
3 0.09 0.41 1.00
4 0.08 0.44 0.35 1.00
5 0.09 0.07 0.01 0.05 1.00
( 0.14 0.01 -0.06 -0.02 0.36 1.00
7 0.08 0.03 -0.05 -0.02 0.34 0.38 1.00
8 0.07 -.03 -0.08 -0.08 0.20 0.36 0.33 1.00
9 -0.02 -0.06 -0.08 -0.04 0.14 0.28 0.26 0.44 1.00
10 -0.01 0.12 0.11 0.10 -0.02 -0.07 -0.07 -0.10 -0.14 1.00
11
12
13
14

-0.02
-0.04
-0.03
0.11

-0.13
-0.10
0.21
0.02

-0.10
-0.08
0.15
-0.01

-0.14
-0.10
0.21
0.01

-0.07
-0.10
0.09
0.09

-0.02
-0.07
0.02
0.15

-0.04
-0.05
0.08
0.13

0.02
0.01
0.01
0.12

0.05
0.04
0.02
0.08

-0.19
-0.13
0.06
0.04

1.00
0.17
-0.25
-0.06

1.00
-0.19
-0.07

1.00
-0.06 .00
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Table A3. Principal component analyais.

Variable Communality Factor Eigenvalue PCT of Cum. Pct
Var

1 1.0000 1 2.3749 17.0 17.0
2 1.0000 2 2.1958 15.7 32.6
3 1.0000 3 1.2326 8.8 41.5
4 1.0000 4 1.1399 8.1 49.6
5 1.0000 5 0.9452 6.8 56.3
6 1.0000 6 0.8602 6.1 62.5
7 1.0000 7 0.8306 5.9 68.4
8 1.0000 8 0.8221 5.9 74.3
9 1.0000 9 0.6740 4.8 79.1
10 1.0000 10 0.6536 4.7 83.8
11 1.0000 11 0.6203 4.4 88.2
12 1.0000 12 0.5822 4.2 92.4
13 1.0000 13 0.5507 3.9 96.3
14 1.0000 14 0.5177 3.7 100

Note: PC extracted 4 factors.

Table A4. Varimax Rotation. Rotated Factor Matrix.

Variable Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
8 0.70684 -.06616 -0.1374 -0.00236
6 0.69497 -0.02013 0.04971 0.22727
7 0.69118 -0.00852 0.08367 0.07489
g 0.64947 -0.04769 -0.22156 -0.19269
5 0.55503 0.06349 0.20963 0.16259
2 0.02437 0.78752 0.09339 0.05491
4 -0.01445 0.73954 0.11095 -0.01212
3 -0.09452 0.73257 0.02361 0.03260
11 -0.03864 -0.09943 - 0.67540 0.08476
12 -0.07455 -0.04501 - 0.61823 -0.03711

10 -0.22281 0.04203 0.55522 0.16726
1 p,Ogg92 0.25336 -0.006037 0.66397
14 0.18102 -0.08036 0.18668 0.58835
13 0.17434 0.33982 0.43544 0.48276

Note: Varimax converted in 5 iterations.

Table A5. Factor transformation matrix.

Itema Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
Factor 1 0.97041 -.016165 -0.05402 0.17104
Factor 2 0.15597 0.82369 0.54133 0.06450
Factor 3 0.01606 0.53266 - 0.83291 0.14923

Factor 4 -0.18362 -0.10802 0.10148 0.97176
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Table A6. List of the Country's Factor Means.

Country Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
France 0.347 -0.327 -0.071 -0.473
Great
Britain

-0.127 0.047 0.137 0.005

West
Germany
(FRG)

-0.179 0.135 0.086 -0.203

East
Germany
(DDR)

0.013 -0.304 0.296 -0.471

Ital 0.324 -0.009 -0.295 -0.163
S ain -0.129 0.084 -0.577 -0.382
Portu al -0.231 -0.116 -0.151 -0.242
Netherlands 0.189 0.267 0.082 0.156
Bel ium 0.057 0.332 0.024 -0.261
Denmark -0.290 0.564 0.239 0.149
Norwa -0.347 0.257 0.127 0.402
Sweden 0.240 0.393 0.287 0.158
Northern
Ireland

-0.290 0.249 0.050 0.172

Ireland -0.162 0.238 0.137 0.169
Russia -0.736 -1.510 -1.603 1.011
Hun a -0.645 -0.394 -0.254 -0.367
Poland -0.327 -0.526 0.192 -0.422
Czechia 0.231 -0.423 0.313 -0.234
Slovakia 0.126 -0.511 0.103 -0.366
USA 0.191 0.266 0.213 0.140
Canada 0.261 0.429 0.070 0.092
Iceïand 0.005 0.208 0.224 0.134

Note: Column means are : Factor 1--0.067;
Factor 2 - -0.029;
Factor 3 - -0.017;
Factor 4 - -0.045.
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Table A7. Coordinatea of countries in a two-dimenaional
apace.

Count D 1 D 2
Russia -1.498 0.325
Hun ar -0.326 -0.268
Norwa 0.028 0.382
Poland -0.143 -0.457
Denmark 0.241 0.328
Northern Ireland 0.039 0.239
Portu al -0.114 -0.146
West German 0.081 -0.059
Ireland 0.092 0.205

153-0 -0.109S ain
Great Britain

.
0.045 0.021

Iceland 0.150 0.137
East German 0.058 -0.456
Bel ium 0.191 -0.038
Slovakia -0.091 -0.464
Netherlands 0.153 0.169

2040 0.141
USA
Czechia

.
0.025 -0.389

Sweden 0.290 0.187

Canada 0.237 0.187
Ital -0.029 -0.108

-0.023 -0.461France

Table AS. Coordinates of four factora in a two
dimensional space.

Factor D 1 D 2
1 0.531 -0.227
2 1.117 0.695
3 1.039 -0.228
4 -0.394 1.062
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4[
Table A9.

I -0.394 I

Cluater'e mean factors acores.

1.062 1

Cluater Countriea Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
No.l Norway -0.347 0.257 0.127 0.402

Denmark -0.290 0.564 0.239 0.149
Northern Ireland -0.290 0.249 0.050 0.172
Ireland -0.162 0.238 0.137 0.169
The Netherlands 0.189 0.267 0.082 0.156
Iceland 0.005 0.208 0.224 0.134
Sweden 0.240 0.393 0.287 0.158
USA 0.191 0.266 0.213 0.140
Canada 0.261 0.429 0.070 0.092
Mean - 0.023 0.319 0.159 0.175

No.2 Great Britain -0.127 0.047 0.137 0.005
Belgium 0.057 0.332 0.024 -0.261
West German -0.179 0.135 0.086 -0.203
Mean -0.083 0.173 0.082 -0.153

No.3 Italy 0.324 -0.009 -0.295 -0.163
Spain -0.129 0.084 -0.577 -0.382
Portu al -0.231 -0.116 -0.151 -0.242
Mean - 0.012 -0.014 -0.341 -0.262

No.4 Po and -0.327 -0.526 0.192 -0.422
Slovakia Czechia 0.126 -0.511 -0.366 -0.366
East Germany 0.231 -0.423 -0.313 -0.234
France 0.013 -0.304 0.296 -0.471

0.347 -0.327 -0.071 -0.473
Mean 0.078 -0.418 -0.052 -0.393

No.S Hun ar - 0.645 -0.394 - 0.254 -0.367
No.6 Rusaia - 0.736 - 1.510 - 1.603 1.011



Table 13 Cluster's means (ó).

Cluster Countries The level
of
satisfacti
on with
life as a
whole

No.l

No.2

No.3

Norway
Denmark
Northern Ireland
Ireland
The Netherlands
Iceland
Sweden
USA
Canada
Mean
Great Britain
Belgium
West Germany

Mean
Italy
Spain
Portugal
Mean

77.6
85.7
83.2
79.9
84.2
84.9
84.1
80.6
83.5
82.6
71.5
78.4
71.5

73.8
71.1
77.0
63.4
70.5

The level
of
interperso
nal trust

65.1
57.7
43.6
47.4
53.1
43.6
66.1
51.5
52.4
55.1
43.6
33.2
37.8

38.2
34.2
36.0
21.4
30.5

~s Pro-
Freedom
oriented

66.6
61.7
64.4
45.3
57.2
44.5
66.6
60.8
71.0
59.8
65.0
51.7
65.9

60.9
45.6
47.8
41.8
45.1

~
Leftfleft-
centrist
Oriented

28.3
24.0
10.1
11.3
30.6
29.6
27.5
16.5
16.1
19.3
23.9
27.1
28.8

26.6
40.7
44.5
23.2
36.1

i
Pro-income
equality
oriented

23.9
19.3
16.1
27.3
21.8
27.3
19.9
17.7
21.6
21.6
21.6
31.8
27.2

26.5
33.5
44.2
50.4

Willing-
ness to
partici-
pate in
strikes

58.0
23.3
17.4
23.4
20.7
20.4
40.9
30.0
28.1
29.1
20.7
17.9
18.7

19.1
17.8
17.6
19.2

42.7 - ~ 18.2



Table 13 (continuation). Cluster's means (s).

The level The level s Pro- i á Willing-
Cluster Countries of of Freedom Leftfleft- Pro-income ness to

satisfacti interperso oriented centrist equality partici-
on with nal trust Oriented oriented pate in
life as a strikes
whole

4No Poland 52.0 29.2 54.7 12.7 12.6 14.8
.

Slovakia Czechia 57.9 21.6 55.7 25.2 28.2 37.6
East Germany 69.9 26.1 61.7 17.6 25.6 31.9
France 57.9 67.5 50.2 33.8 12.9 14.0

58.9 22.8 53.2 41.8 40.2 24.9
Mean 59.3 33.4 54.9 26.2 23.9 24.6

SNo Hun ar 43.9 24.6 51.0 17.8 32.8 27.3.
6No Russia-93 20.0 54.0 52.0 41 74 23.

(Russia-94) ( 21.0) (57.0) ( 29.0) (26) (37)
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