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The purpose of this analytical report is to characterise the prevailing public opinion about
NATO as an organisation, NATO expansion, and the NATO-Ukraine relationships in the
spring of 1998. The method of public opinion survey was used in order to collect information
on attitudes towards different aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships and on other issues.
The technical details of this survey are given in Appendix 1.

It isimportant to know public opinion about important issues such as NATO expansion and
NATO-Ukraine relationships. In the time when NATO is re-establishing its role in the new
world order, each country that was an ‘enemy’ of NATO is called to define and re-define its
relationships with NATO. These relationships are not only the state affairs, but also a matter
of personal opinion of individual Ukrainian citizens. The very word NATO carries avery
strong connotation and provides a point of reference for Ukrainians trying to overcome the
idea of ‘power balance' that had been deeply engraved in mass consciousness. Thisiswhy
knowing what ordinary people of Ukraine think about NATO, aformer adversary, isvital for
both Ukrainian politicians and NATO strategists. While the former must take into account the
prevailing opinion about NATO if their policies were to receive public support, the later
should at |east be able to foresee the likely reaction to the planned devel opment within
NATO.

The survey addressed great variety issues, not only the issue of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships, and therefore is limited in its capacity to investigate the whole complexity of
these relationships. However, there is a good reason to believe that the most important
features of these relationships have indeed received sufficient coverage. The full list of
questions asked in the survey is given in Appendix 2.

Looking at the recent developmentsin Y ugoslavia, and NATO bombing campaign, the data
reported here may now not reflect correctly the prevailing public opinion that has changed
dramatically since the bombing began. However, these data can be used as a benchmark for
monitoring the direction and extend of changesin public opinion about NATO in Ukraine.
The follow-up research will undoubtedly benefit from the availability of these data with
which new findings can be compared and trends established.
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SUMMARY OF MAIN FINDINGS

The Perception of the External Military Threat to Ukraine

According to the poll, one in six respondents believed in the existence of external military
threat to Ukraine. Onein three believers in the existence of military threat to Ukraine think
that thisthreat is coming from Russia. Russia emerges as the prime source of the military
threat, followed by the USA, Western Europe and finally Eastern Europe.

However, these results should not be taken ssimplistically.

The belief in the external military threat to Ukraine is related to a process of Ukrainian
identity formation and to attitudes towards Ukrainian independence. Therefore, the external
military threat to Ukraineis a political and cultural issue as much as a military one.

Russia remains the most important source of a‘negative’ identification for many Ukrainians
who has developed a strong Ukrainian identity and attitude towards the Ukrainian
independent state. Russiais a source of the negative identification for many Ukrainians who
perceive Russia as a source of military threat.

Per ception of Possible Russian Reactions to Ukraine Officially Announcing its I ntention
to Join NATO

Ukrainians tend to see both Russia not objecting to, and Russia mounting military pressure
against, Ukraine sintention to join NATO as unlikely developments. There is a widespread
public belief that while Russiawill probably voice out a strong objection to the Ukraine’s
intention to join NATO, it will probably never resort to the military force in order to stop
Ukraine from joining NATO if NATO accepts Ukraine. In line with this finding, the data
suggest that the Ukrainians allow for the possibility of economic sanctions and political
pressure imposed on them by Russia but not for the possibility of the Russian military
marching into their country.

The Silence of the NATO-Ukraine Relationships

Apparently, one in three respondents was not concerned with the status of the relationships
between NATO and Ukraine, which suggests that — bearing in mind that 42 percent failed to
give any definite answer — the Ukrainians are not preoccupied with the NATO question in
March 1998.

The first explanation of the relative unimportance of this issue involves age effect as the likely
determinant of the level of interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. This approach draws
on the difference in formative experience between those respondents who grew up in the cold
war period and those respondents whose adol escence coincided with the change in the
diplomatic climate culminating in the fall of the Berlin wall in 1989.



The second explanation draws on a resource-based model of political involvement. According
to thismodel, the better educated are more likely to be politicaly involved as they possess
skills to deal with complex political information, including the information about the NATO-
Ukraine rel ationships.

Contrary to the expectation that the generations of the Second Word War and the Cold War
would be more interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the younger generation, the
data show no generation-related differences. Controlling for the effects of generation,
education had most profound effect on the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. The
better-educated respondents were more interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the
worse educated respondents. The data also showed that there is aweak generation effect. In
each educational sub-group, there is more or less the same proportion of the respondents who
resort to the answer *difficult to say’ to the respondents who gave a concrete answer. Asarule
the former respondents belong to the older generation.

Various opinions about the NATO-Ukraine relationships

The survey asked the respondents to agree or disagree with 14 statements about some key
elements of the NATO-Ukraine relationships and some central characteristics of NATO
organisation.

The overall conclusion isthat, allowing for relatively low interest in the NATO issuein
Ukraine, the idea of Ukraine’sjoining NATO is not very popular with the Ukrainians.

First of all the respondents were worried about deterioration in the relationships between
Russia and Ukraine. The respondents felt the membership in NATO would put extra burden
on the fledging Ukraine' s economy, because purchasing of new military equipment and
weaponry from NATO countries would be required. Another important concern was the
possible restriction on travel between Ukraine and Russia. Finally, the respondents did not
believe that military capacity of Ukraine would increase as the result of the country’s
membership in NATO. However, one in three respondents thought that the membership in
NATO would elevate international standing of their country.

The reminder of the list dealt with some key features of NATO as an organisation, with Easter
and Central European countries’ intention to join NATO and with possible Russia’ s reaction
to the Ukraine’ seeking to join NATO.

The respondents were asked to nominate an agency that in their opinion has legitimate right to
decide about the Ukraine deciding to take steps towards joining NATO. The majority of 42%
of the respondents opted for the National Referendum. The Parliament and the Department of
National Security came the second and the third, respectively, and the President and the
Defence Minister were the least trusted to take such an important decision.

Based on the individual items, three composite measures (scales) were constructed. The first
scale included most items and encompassed various opinions about military and
organisational aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships (the Scale of Perception of Military
and Organisational Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships). The second scale comprised
opinions that related to possible Russian reaction if Ukraine joins NATO (the Scale of
Perception of Russian Reaction). Finally, the third component includes opinions about



political and international aspects of the NATO expansion (the Scale of Perception of
Political/International Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships). The scales’ statistics
show that, overall, the Ukrainians have coherent and neutral opinion about the NATO-
Ukrainian relationships.

At the consequent stages of analysis, the differences and similarities in the perception of the
three aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships among important subgroups of the
popul ation were investigated. We also looked at political implications of differencesin
opinion about NATO and the NATO-Ukraine relationships. Finally we investigated whether
NATO and the NATO-Ukraine relationships had been issues during the last parliamentary
electionsin Ukraine.

Age differential in the perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships

Therefore, in contrast to the no-generation effects on the level of interest to and knowledge
about the NATO-Ukraine relationships, there are the generation effects of an intermediate
magnitude on the perception of the Military and Organisational aspects of these relationships.
The respondents who belong to the Second War and Cold War generation are significantly
lessin favour of the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationships in military and
organisational sphere that are the respondents who belong to the Post-Cold War generation.
There are no generation effects on perception of other aspects of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships as they were researched in our survey.

The effects of Party Political Orientation on perception of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships

The respondents with the Right party political orientation perceive the Military and
organisational aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships significantly more favourable than
the respondents with the Left party political orientation. The party political orientation affects
perception of the Political aspect of the NATO-Ukraine relationships to alesser degree.
However, the respondents on the political Left were more likely to think that Russia would
retaliate if Ukraine joins NATO than the respondents on the political Right. Finally, the
perception of the political aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships seemed to be not
affected by the party political orientation.

Support for a presidential candidate and per ception of the NATO-Ukrainerelationships

It is not clear why supporters of Viktor Y uschenko, head of the National Bank of Ukraine,
perceive the NATO-Ukraine relationships more positively than do supporters of the
incumbent president Leonid Kuchma or the former president Leonid Kravchuk. Further
research is needed in order to arrive at any substantiated conclusion. However, a slightly
negative opinion about the NATO-Ukraine relationships found among the supporters of
Moroz's candidacy isin line with the policy of the objection to NATO enlargement advocated
by political centre-left of which Alexandr Moroz, the parliamentary speaker, is a prominent
representative.



Regional differential in the perception of the NATO-Ukrainerelationships

The public opinion in western and northern regions of Ukraine and Kiev was significantly
much more in favour of developing the NATO-Ukraine relationships (especially in the
Military and Organisational areas) than was public opinion in southern and eastern regions
and Crimea. Concerning other aspects of the relationships, the picture was somewhat unclear.
In general, the majority of respondents who support the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine
relationshipsis located in the north-west of Ukraine and in Kiev, and the strongest opposition
to that comes from the south-eastern regions of the country.

Per ception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within educational groups

There was no conclusive evidence found in our data to establish a direction and strength of
the association between the respondents’ education and their perception of the NATO-
Ukraine relationships. In general, it is possible to conclude that an individual’ s educational
attainment does not influence an individual’ s perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

Per ception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within ethno-linguistic groups

The respondents who spoke Ukrainian at home had more favourable opinion about the
strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the respondents who spoke Russian at
home irrespective of their ethnic identity. This can, to agreat extent, be explained by referring
to a well-documented fact that speaking Ukrainian has been not only cultural and linguistic
characteristic but also a political statement of support to independence of Ukraine.
Consequently, the independence of Ukraine meant predominantly and first of all
independence from the Russian poalitical if not economic dominance. Thus, the Ukraino-
phones' support to the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationshipsis, by and large, a
reaction against Russia.

Per ception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships by supporters and opponents of the
Ukrainian independence

Our data clearly indicate that perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationship is affected by the
respondents’ stance on the independence of Ukraine: the more independence-minded were
respondents the more in favour of NATO were their opinions.



MAIN RESULTSIN DETAIL

External Military threat to Ukraine

The respondents were asked if they believed in any external military threat to Ukraine. In
response, more than 17 percent of the respondents said that there was a military threat to
Ukraine, about 20 percent were not sure, and more than 60 percent did not see any such threat
(Table 1).

Table 1. Does the External Military Threat to Ukraine exist?

External Military Threat
Count %
Exist 258 10.32
Rather exist than not 172 6.88
Do not know 536 21.44
Rather do not exist 239 9.56
Do not exist 1295 51.8
Total 2500 100

The empirical fact that about one in six respondent believed in the existence of external
military threat to Ukraine should not be taken simplistically. In the absence of territorial or
any other claim laid to Ukraine by any state, this belief would have been aworrying sing of
mass paranoia had it been found uniform across different sections of the Ukrainian society. In
other words, if the respondents who believed in the existence of externa military thresat to
Ukraine were spread equally across different sections of Ukrainian society, this would
indicate that external military threat was a reality that could be seen and felt by everyone and
everywhere in Ukraine. However, our data show that while some subgroups of the
respondents believed in external military threat, other subgroups did not. This indicates that
the belief in externa military threat is a manifestation of other beliefs. These beliefs are
linked to contemporary military situation, on one hand and to characteristics of particular
subgroups of population in Ukraine, on the other hand.

The remainder of this section will show that the belief in external military threat to Ukraineis
related to a process of Ukrainian identity formation and to attitudes towards Ukrainian
independence. Therefore, external military threat to Ukraine is a political and cultural issue as
much as a military one. Consequently, believing in the existence of external military threat is
not only aresult of perception of the actual military situation in Ukraine but also part of
Ukrainian identity formation and attitudes towards Ukrainian independence.

While investigating differences and similarities in the perception of military threat to Ukraine
among important subgroups of the population it was found that the most important
differentiating factors were region, linguistic-ethnic group, and independence attitudes. For
instance, there were significantly more respondents who believed in the existence of the
external military threat who lived in the Western region of Ukraine than in any other part of
the country. Similarly, more Ukrainian language speaking Ukrainians felt the threat than any
other linguistic-ethnic group. Finally, the respondents who have supported the Independence
of Ukraine were more likely to perceive the military treat existent compared to that among the
respondents who are not ardent supporters of the Ukrainian independence.



The following Table 2 contains data that show how different sections of the Ukrainian society
perceive the existence of external military threat to their country.

Table 2. The perception of External Military Threat to Ukraine within various sections of the
Ukrainian population.

External Military Threat Total
Exist Rather exist | Rather do Do not exist | Do not know |Row %
than not not exist
Row % Row % Row % Row % Row %
Regions
Western 12.3 9.8 7.0 45.9 25.0 100
Kyiv 135 5.8 17.3 46.8 16.7 100
Northern 6.6 3.9 4.9 63.5 21.1 100
Central 11.0 9.3 14.2 49.1 16.3 100
Southern 8.9 3.9 7.1 56.1 23.9 100
Eastern 10.5 6.4 10.4 51.9 20.8 100
Crimea 7.1 6.3 8.9 50.9 26.8 100
Total 10.3 6.9 9.6 51.8 214 100
Linguistic-ethnic group
Ukrainophones 11.2 8.2 10.0 47.9 22.8 100
Rusophones 9.7 5.6 9.1 56.2 194 100
Others 1.9 1.9 9.3 57.4 29.6 100
Total 10.3 6.9 9.6 51.8 214 100
Independence support
Support 11.4 8.7 9.1 54.2 16.6 100
Swing: support-oppose 10.8 4.3 10.5 52.7 21.8 100
Swing: oppose-support 7.1 7.1 78.6 7.1 100
Oppose 12.2 8.2 8.2 50.6 20.8 100
No answer 8.8 34 11.3 45.8 30.7 100
Total 10.9 6.8 9.6 52.1 20.7 100
Note: Regions of Ukraine: Kyiv (Kyiv), North (Zhytomyrska, Kyivska, Chernihivska), Central

(Vinnytska, Kirovohradska, Poltavska, Cherkaska), Western (V olynska, Zakarpatska, Ivano-
Frankivska, Lvivska, Rivnenska, Ternopilska, Khmelnytska, Chernivetska), Eastern
(Dnipropetrovska, Donetska, Zaporizka, Luhanska, Sumska, Kharkivska), Southern (Mykolajivska,
Odeska, Khersonska), Crimea (Republic Crimes);
Linguistic-ethnic group: Ukrainophones (speak Ukrainian at home, identify themselves with

any ethnic group); Rusophones (speak Russian at home, identify themselves with any ethnic group);
I ndependence support: thisis a combined variable that takes into account how the respondents

voted during the Independence referendum ad how they would vote if there were another

Independence referendum tomorrow.

These findings are further supported when comparing two extreme groups:. the respondents
who firmly believe in the existence of the military threat with the respondents who do not. For
instance, the Russian language speakers', the respondents who did not support the

11t has been found that language spoken (Russian or Ukrainian) provides more durable and important identity
than ethnicity (Russian or Ukrainian) for people living in Ukraine. Many ethnic Ukrainians living in the Eastern
Ukraine speak Russian and identify themselves with Russian-language culture rather than with the Ukrainian-
language culture. The linguistic composition does not go along the ethnic line. According to the 1989 Census,

theratio of ethnic Ukrainians was 2.6 to 1, and Ukrainian was given as mother tongue with ratiol.7 to 1in

Ukraine as awhole. In other words, each third was not ethnic Ukrainian and each second did not speak
Ukrainian in the country. (see: Bremmer, J., "The Politics of Ethnicity: Russiansin the New Ukraine", Europe-




Independence of Ukraine as much as the rest and the inhabitants of the south-eastern? Ukraine
are among the least worried about any military threat. On the other hand, there were 11.2 % of
the Ukrainian language speaking Ukrainians; 12.3 % of the respondents living in the Western
regions and 11.4% of the independence-minded respondents among the believersin the
military threat. These differences in perception of the treat are illustrated in the charts, which
also show that more Ukraino-phones (those who speak Ukrainian as their first language),
more people living in the Western Ukraine and more the independence minded respondents
perceive the external threat to Ukraine than the rest. Chart 1 illustrates these findings.

All these subgroups of the population have developed avery strong sense of the Ukrainian
national identity. The definition of the Ukrainian national identity includes both internal and
external elements, the latter being more pronounced than the former. The external, negative
definition of the Ukrainian identity is deeply rooted in the history of the Ukrainian people.
Until recently, the Ukrainians had been stateless and their culture had been reduced to
secondary, peasant culture compared to the high culture of the metropolis (e.g. Austro-
Hungarian, Polish, and Russian). Thus although the Ukrainians have always had their
territory, they had no jurisdiction over it nor had they any strong institution of national
culture. The absence of any state had prevented the forming of a national identity. A small
number of underdeveloped and retroactive cultura institutions had inevitably failed to turn
the parochial cultures into the Ukrainian cultural identity. The assimilation had been not
uncommon process especially among aspiring Ukrainians who wanted to advance in the
current regime, be it Hungarian, Polish or Russian.

Therefore when the Ukrainian state and the cultural institutions were finaly firmly
established in 1991, the task of the forging of the Ukrainian national identity presented itself
as both creating the Ukrainian identity and distancing it from other identities. In other words,
the transitional definition of the Ukrainian identity included not only positive statements
about the Ukrainians but also negative statements about others and their respective states. One
of such devises was the victimisation of the Ukrainian identity. The mass public has been fed
with countless ‘revelations’ that portrayed the Ukrainians as the victims of cultural genocide
by the Russians, of the Chernobyl nuclear disaster inflicted by the Russians, of territorial
claims and economic blackmail by the Russians and finally but not lastly, of the Russian
military pressure. It is therefore quite plausible that the perception of external military threat
is still functioning as a part of the national identity in Ukraine. Consequently, any political
decisions concerning a perceived military threat is and will be made for internal consumption
with hardly any influence on Ukraine' s foreign policy.

Asia Sudies, Vol. 46, No. 2, 1994: 261-283. Khmel’ko, V. E., ‘Dvi movy - dvi natsii’, Politychna Dumka, N. 2,
1996, pp. 12-23.)

2 Regionalism is a prominent feature of Ukrainian society. Not only cultural identity has a strong regional
rooting but also politics reflect a sharp regional divide. The conjunction of ethnicity and language is region
contingent. In Western Ukraine the ratio of ethnic Ukrainians was 8.2 to 1; and Ukrainian was given as mother
tongue with ratio 8.2:1 in the 1989 Census. The corresponding ratios for other regions were: * Right-Bank’
Centre (or Centre-West): 8:1 and 7.7:1; ‘Left-Bank’ Centre (East-Centre): 6.8:1 and 5:1; East: 1.4:5 and 1:1.3;
South: 1.1:1 and 1:1.4; and Kiev: 2.6:1 and 1.3:1. The odds for Ukraine as the whole were as follows: 2.6:1 and
1.7:1, accordingly. This determined the two-faced policy of nation-state building in Ukraine. While ethno-
cultural factor (language, state symbolism, territoriality, etc.) was crucial for the regions that had a strong
Ukrainian element, in Eastern and Southern Ukraine, it was socio-economic factor (persona well-being, socia
security benefits, etc.) which determined peopl€e’ s judgement on their prospects in the independent Ukraine. The
national movement pressed ahead with propagating the nation revival in the west of Kiev and the economic and
social growth in the east ant south of Kiev that will follow if Ukraine becomes an independent nati on-state(see:
Krawchenko, B., Ukraine: the palitics of independence - in Bremmer, |. and Taras, R. Nations and Paliticsin
Soviet Successor States, Oxford University Press, 1993: pp. 75-97).
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Further evidence that belief in external military threat to Ukraine has a cultural and political
rooting comes from the data on the likely source of external military threat. One would
imagine that, if our treatment of the data on belief in external military threat to Ukraine were
correct, the majority of respondents would select Russia as the most likely source of external
military threat. Moreover, the respondents with characteristics conductive to afirm Ukrainian
identity (Ukrainophones, living in western Ukraine) will be more likely to perceive Russia as
the source of external military threat to Ukraine than the respondents with characteristics
conductive to aweak Ukrainian identity (Russophones, living in eastern Ukraine).

The respondents who believed in the existence of the external military threat to Ukraine were
asked to select country or countries from alist of which they thought as a source or sources of
that threat. Not surprisingly, Russia comes up as the most likely country that, in the
respondents’ perception, poses externa military threat to Ukraine. The following Table 3
presents the perception of the likely sources of the external military threat to Ukraine.

Table 3. From which countries does the military threat to Ukraine come?

Russia |Western Europe | Eastern Europe USA Other Total
Regions
Western 61 12 11 9 7 100
Kyiv 46 17 15 11 10 100
Central 34 18 17 26 4 100
North 29 22 16 24 10 100
Crimea 18 23 18 32 9 100
Southern 17 28 12 40 3 100
Eastern 15 25 16 34 10 100
Linguistic-ethnic group
Ukrophones 41 17 14 21 6 100
Rusophones 20 24 16 31 9 100
Total 33 20 15 25 8 100

This table shows that one in three of those respondents who believe that the military threat to
Ukraine exists think that it is coming from Russia. Russia emerges as the prime source of the
military threat, followed by the USA, Western Europe and finally Eastern Europe.

However, as Table 3 suggests, Russia was not perceived as the prime source of external
military threat to Ukraine in every subgroup of the respondents. Moreover, the USA was not
always the second choice either. As expected, the respondents in western Ukraine were more
likely to choose Russia as the prime source of external military threat to Ukraine, while the
USA was the likely choice for the respondents in southern and eastern Ukraine. The same was
true concerning choices made by the Ukrainophones and Russophones respectively.

Therefore, Russia remains the most important source of a ‘negative’ identification for many
Ukrainians who has devel oped a strong Ukrainian identity and attitude towards the Ukrainian
independent state. Russia is a source of the negative identification because it islooked at as a
source of military threat. On the other hand, aslong as Russiais perceived as a source of
military threat, it will provide a powerful impetus for the Ukrainians to distance themselves
from the Russian identity and define their own, a distinct Ukrainian national identity. Thus the
perception of external military threat to Ukraine isrooted in a political and cultural issues as
much as in military ones.
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Chart 1. The perception of the Military Threat to Ukraine within sections of the Ukrainian
population.
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Per ception of Possible Russian Reaction to Ukraine Officially Announcing its I ntention
to Join NATO

Russia has undoubtedly been as a non-friendly state by a sizeable minority of the respondents.
Therefore, it isinteresting to look at the perception of possible Russian reaction to Ukraine
officially announcing its intention to join NATO. The following questions were asked:

Please give your best estimation of the probability of the following actions from Russia in
response to Ukraine officially announcing its intention to join NATO.

The following four possible scenario were put to the respondents for the assessment:

- Economics sanctions against Ukraine (breaking contracts, trade war, suspension off gas
and oil supply, etc.)
No objections to Ukraine intending to join NATO
Political pressure on the Ukrainian government (through international bodies, trying
destabilise government process, etc.)
Military pressure (deployment troops to the Russia-Ukraine borders, renewed claims to
Sebastopal, etc.)

The respondents were asked to estimate probability of the above listed reaction on a scale that
ranges from O to 100% of probability. The scale had decimal divisions to help the respondents
to complete the task.

It emerged, as the following Chart 2 and Table 4 demonstrate, that the respondents estimated
all four scenarios as rather improbable than probable. The least probable, in the respondents
opinion, was that Russiawill not object Ukraine' sintention to join NATO (19% of
respondents assessed probability of that reaction as being more than 50%) and that Russia will
mount military pressure (23% of the respondents estimated the probability of that reaction as
being more than 50%). On the other hand, one third of the respondents thought that there was
more than 50% of probability that Russia will use economic sanctions and political pressure
to discourage Ukraine from intending to join NATO.

Chart 2 gives amore detailed picture. One can clearly see that distribution of the respondents
on the scale isfairly even (around 7% in each cell) except for the 50% probability mark —for
the reactions * Political pressure’ and ‘Economic sanction’. In fact the about one quarter of the
respondents thought that chances of these reactions to materialise were *fifty-fifty’. On the
other hand, there the number of respondents (approx. 20%) who thought that the reactions
‘No objection’ and ‘Military pressure’ were virtually impossible almost equals the number of
respondents estimated the chances of these reaction as being *fifty-fifty’.

Therefore, the data suggest that the Ukrainians tend to see both Russia not objecting to, and
Russia mounting military pressure against, Ukraine sintention to join NATO as unlikely
developments. This points out a widespread public belief that while Russiawill probably
voice out a strong objection to the Ukraine sintention to join NATO, it will probably never
resort to the military force in order to stop Ukraine from joining NATO if NATO accepts
Ukraine. In line with this finding, the data suggest that the Ukrainians allow for the possibility
of economic sanctions and political pressure imposed on them by Russia but not for the
possibility of the Russian military marching into their country.
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Chart 2. Perceived Probability of Different Russia s Reactions to Ukraine Officially
Announcing its Intention to Join NATO.
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Table 5a. Perceived Probability of Different Russia’s Reactions to Ukraine Officially
Announcing its Intention to Join NATO (Summary).

Possible Russia’s Reaction Perceived Probability Total
Less than 50% |More than
50% 50%
Economic sanctions Count 931 517 710 2,158
% 43 24 33 100
Positive Reaction Count 1,276 452 417 2,145
% 59 21 19 100
Political pressure Count 953 460 715 2,128
% 45 22 34 100
Military pressure Count 1,234 412 499 2,145
% 58 19 23 100
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The Silence Of The NATO-Ukraine Relationships

The respondents were asked how well they were informed about the status of the NATO-
Ukraine relationships. It turned out that only about 7 percent of the pooled claimed afair
degree of knowledge of- and interest in the relationships between NATO and Ukraine. On the
other hand, these relationships were not an issue for about 39 percent of the respondents,
some 42 percent claimed a very basic knowledge of the matter and further 11 percent found it
difficult to answer to the question. The following Table 3 has the data.

Table 3. How interested are Ukrainians in the Ukraine-NATO rel ationships?

Count |%
Expert view 18| 0.72
Follow major developments 175 7
Know on the whole 1060| 424
Not interested 962| 38.48
Difficult to say 285| 11.4
Total| 2500/ 100

Apparently one in three respondents was not concerned with the status of the relationships
between NATO and Ukraine, which suggests that — bearing in mind that 42 percent failed to
give any definite answer — the Ukrainians are not preoccupied with the NATO question. There
are at least three two explanations to that.

The first explanation involves age effect as the likely determinant of the level of interest in the
NATO-Ukraine relationships. This approach draws on the difference in formative experience
between those respondents who grew up in the cold war period and those respondents whose
adolescence coincided with the change in the diplomatic climate culminating in the fall of the
Berlinwall in 1989. The reason behind this explanation is that the respondents who grew
under the ideological pressure to perceive NATO as enemy would show greater interest in the
NATO-Ukraine relationships than the respondents who grew in the spirit of re-positioning of
word military priorities. In the absence of any ideological pressure, the younger generation is
much freer to miss any NATO-Ukraine rhetoric than the older one, which had been made to
listen to propaganda messages.

We divide our respondents into three groups to reflect major differencesin formative
experiences as follows:

1. The Second World War and Cold War Generation — the respondents who fought the war
or had become young adults during the war years or in 5 years after the war and the
respondents who were born after the war and whose formative experience is that of the
cold war (aged 25 and older)

2. The Post-Cold War Generation — the respondents with formative experience of
normalisation in the relationships between the West and the then Soviet Union (aged 24
and younger).

This ‘generation effects’ explanation is sustained if the levels of the interest differ across the
age groups and it is the younger that are less interested than the older. Consequently, this
explanation failsif the levels of interest remain relatively the same across the age groups.

The following Table 4 presents the data.
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Table 4. The interest in the NATO-Ukraine rel ationships within age groups.

Informed on NATO-Ukraine Total
Informed/interested | Difficult to say | Not informed/interested

Age |16-24 |Count 140 29 125 294
% within Age 48 10 43 100

25+ |Count 1,113 256 837| 2,206

% within Age 50 12 38 100

Total Count 1,253 285 962| 2,500
% within Age 50 11 38 100

Table 4 shows that there was no significant difference in the degree of interest in the NATO-
Ukraine relationships between the two age groups. Pearson Chi-Square value was 2.5 with
df=2, indicated that the nil-hypothesis cannot be rejected. The nil-hypothesis assumes that the
distribution of the respondents into ‘interested/informed’ — ‘difficult to say’ — ‘not
informed/interested’ is similar in two age groups. However, the observed data provided little
evidence that the ‘not informed/interested’ respondents tended to concentrate in the * Post-
Cold War’ generation (the respondents aged 24 and younger’) rather than in the generation of
the respondents whose formative experience was that of the confrontation (the respondents
aged 25 and older). The following Chart 1 illustrates this trend.

Chart 1. The observed levels of the information/interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships within
age groups
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Further support to the hypothesis of the no-age differences in the interest in the NATO-
Ukraine relationships comes from calculating odds and odds ratios. The following Table 5
presents the data.
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Table 5. The observed odds and ratios of observed odds, involving age and the interest.

Informed/interested vs. Informed/interested Not informed/interested
Age Not informed/interested vs. Difficult to say vs. Difficult to say
16-24|0Odds 1.1 4.8 4.3
25+|0dds 1.3 4.3 3.3
16-24 vs. 25+|0dds Ratios 0.8 1.1 1.3

One can clearly see that there were hardly any age-related differences in the observed odds of
being informed/interested rather than not informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine
relationships. The age-related differences remain small in the odds of being
informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer, and in the odds of being not
interested/informed vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer. The odds of being informed/interested
rather than not informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships were 1.1 for the
respondents aged up to 24 as compared with 1.3 for the respondents aged 25 and older. The
odds of being informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer were 4.8 for the younger
respondents as compared with 4.3 for the older respondents. The odds of being not
informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer were 4.3 for the younger respondents
as compared with 3.3 for the older respondents. The only noticeable difference in the odds
occurred in the last case indicating that the younger respondents were more specific in their
answers than the older respondents. In general, however, the same odds were similar for the
different age groups, which indicated that, for instance, the chances of the younger
respondents being informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine rel ationships were not much
different from the same chances of the older respondents.

Finally, one can look at the odds ratios. The ratio of the observed odds of being
informed/interested rather than not informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships
within the younger respondents to the same odds within the older respondentswas 0.8. The
ratio of the observed odds of being informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer for
the same combination of the age groups was 1.1, whereas the similar ratio involving the
observed odds of being not informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer was 1.3.
Clearly, the last figure is slightly different from the first one, which indicates that age-related
differences in being informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships are, by and large,
due to larger number of the older respondents who gave uncertain answer compared to that in
the group of the younger respondents. I1n general, however, odds ratios oscillated around 1,
indicating that being in either of the age group is not related to being either
informed/interested or not informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

It follows, that our data lend support, abeit tentative, to the first explanation of the low level
of the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

The second explanation draws on a resource-based model of political involvement. According
to thismodel, the better educated are more likely to be politicaly involved as they possess
skills to deal with complex political information. These skills are also believed to be essential
for understanding complex issues and developing personal opinion. In fact, the most
commonly documented finding regarding socio-demographic antecedents of political and
social knowledge concerns their relationship to education. Many studies have shown that
comparatively well-educated people are more likely to be well informed about complex
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political and social issues and more likely to have a strong personal opinion than people who
are less educated®.

Thus, our datawill lend a tentative support to the second explanation if the better-educated
can be found to be more informed about and interested in the status of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships than the rest. For the purpose of our analysis, the respondents were divided into
three groups according the highest level of education received, as follows:

1. Unfinished high education
2. High education
3. Higher education

We test the validity of the *education effects explanation in the same way as we tested the
validity of the ‘generation effects explanation. First, a simple cross-tabulation of the levels of
the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships by the levels of education is analysed. The
following Table 6 has the data.

Table 6. The interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships within education groups

Informed on NATO-Ukraine Total

Education Informed/interested | Difficult to say | Not informed/interested
Unfinished high| Count 204 96 328| 628
% within Education 32 15 52| 100
High| Count 687 157 537| 1,381
% within Education 50 11 39| 100
Higher| Count 362 32 97| 491
% within Education 74 7 20| 100
Total Count 1,253 285 962| 2,500
% within Education 50 11 38| 100

It is clear that the observed data on the distribution of the respondents with the different level
of the interest across the educational groups show a strong support to the ‘educational effects

explanation. The respondents with arelatively higher level of education tended to be more
knowledgeable about and interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the rest. For
instance, 74 percent of the respondents with higher education said that they were informed
about and interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. By contrast, 52 percent of the
respondents with unfinished high education said that they were not informed about and not
interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. One can easily discern a pattern in the
relationship between education and the interest, as follows: the better the education the higher
the interest. The following Chart 2 illustrates this trend.

®*Hayes, B. C., Bean, C. S. “Political efficacy: A comparative study of the United States, West Germany, Great
Britain and Australia’, European Journal of Palitical Research, 1993, 23, pp. 261-280; Parry, G., Moyser, G.

and Day, N. Poalitical Participation and Democracy in Britain. Cambridge University Press. 1992; Conradt, D. P.

"Changing German Palitical Culture", in G. Almond and S. Verba (eds.) The Civic Culture Revisited, London:
Sge, 1989, pp. 212-272; Steinberger, P. J. "Social context and political efficacy”, Sociology and Social Research,
Vol. 65, 1981, pp. 129-141; Verba, S., Nie, N. M., Kim, J. -O. Participation and Palitical Inequality: A seven-

national comparison. New Y ork: Cambridge University Press, 1978; Marullo, S. "Gender Differences in Peace

Movement Participation”, Research in Social Movements, Conflicts and Change; 1991, 13, pp. 135-152.
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Chart 2. The observed levels of the information/interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships within
educational categories
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The Chi-square value is 187.84 for df=4 which allows to reject the nil-hypothesis that the
distribution of the respondents by the interest is the same in each educational category.
Therefore, the observed data suggest the existence of strong linear effects of education on the
interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

If the data presented in the terms of odds and odds ratios, the above outlined effects become
even more evident. The following table 7 has the data.

Table 7. The observed odds and ratios of observed odds, involving education and the interest.

Informed on NATO-Ukraine
Education Informed/interested vs. | Informed/interested | Not informed/interested
Not informed/interested | vs. Difficult to say | vs. Difficult to say

Unfinished High|Odds 0.62 2.13 3.42
High|{Odds 1.28 4.38 3.42

Higher|Odds 3.73 11.31 3.03

Higher vs. Unfinished High|{Odds ratio 6.00 5.32 0.89
Higher vs. High|Odds ratio 2.92 2.59 O.89|
High vs. Unfinished High|Odds ratio 2.06 2.06 1.00|

The data demonstrate that there were strong educational differences in the observed odds of
being informed/interested rather than not informed/interested in the NATO-Ukraine
relationships. The education-related differences are especially large in the odds of being
informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult to say’ answer, and in the odds of being
interested/informed vs. not interested/informed. One can see a clear tendency here in that the
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increase in the level of education is followed by the increase in the odds. However, the
education-related differences in the odds of being not informed/interested vs. giving ‘difficult
to say’ answer were small. While the absolute number of the ‘ not informed/interested’
respondents and the ‘difficult to say’ respondents decreases with the increase in the level of
education, the proportion of the ‘not informed/interested’ respondents to the ‘ difficult to say’
respondents remains relatively the same in each educational group. This indicates that the
increase in education is likely to increase number of the informed/interested respondents by
decreasing the number of the respondents in both the ‘not informed/interested’ and * difficult
to say’ categories at the same rate. In other words, the education has uniform and cross-
sectional effects on the level of processed information about and interest in the NATO-
Ukraine rel ationships.

When presented in terms of odds ratios, the data allow to locate the educational effect more
precisaly. Three different effects can be distinguished. The strongest educational effect is
found for the observed odds of being informed/interested vs. not informed/interested and
being informed/interested vs. “difficult to say’ involving the combination of ‘higher’ vs.
‘unfinished high’ education. The second strongest educational effect is found for the observed
odds of being informed/interested vs. not informed/interested and being informed/interested
vs. ‘difficult to say’ involving the combinations of ‘higher’ vs. *high’ and *high’ vs.
‘unfinished high’ education. Finally, there was no educational effect for the observed odds of
being not informed/interested vs. ‘difficult to say’ involving any combination of educational
groups. This means that, predictably, the educational effect is the strongest when the levels of
information about and interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships are compared across the
groups of the respondents with higher and unfinished high education. In general, the analysis
of the observed odds and odds ratios confirmed that the sharpest increase in the level of
information about and interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships occurs in the group of
respondents with higher education. Moreover, the educational effects are not uniform across
both the different levels of information about and interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships
and the different educational groups.

The lack of the uniformity in educational effects can be attributed to the slight generation
effects. It isawell-known fact that although the older generations are relatively worse
educated than the younger generations there is no linear relationships between age and
educational attainment. Our data confirm that tendency, as the following Table 8
demonstrates.

Table 8. Education attainment within generations.

Education Total
Unfinished high High Higher Count Row %
Count Row % |[Count Row % [Count Row %
Age | 16-24 58 19.73 207 70.41 29 9.86 294 100
25+ 570 25.84 1174 53.22 462 20.94 2206 100

As the above table show there is a relationship between generation and education (Chi-
square=33.95 for 2 df) however it is not alinear one. While the percentage of the 25+ year-
old respondents with unfinished high education exceeds that for the 16-24 year old
respondents, and there are more respondents with high education among the younger
respondents than the older ones, the situation is reversed as far as the higher education is
concerned. The following chart illustrates the non-linearity of the generation-education
relationship.
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Chart 3. The non-linearity in the relationship between generation and education
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This non-linearity in the relationship between age and education can hold an explanation to
the non-linearity of educational effects on the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. In
order to check validity of this explanation, the interaction between age and education in
affecting the interest should be excluded. To put it differently the validity of the ‘education vs.
generation effects’ explanation should now be tested controlling for the association between
generation and the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationship.

We shall test validity of the ‘education vs. generation effects explanation, by the means of
log-linear analysis. This analysis alows for testing the hypothesis that the interest in the
NATO-Ukraine relationships does not depend on age but does depend on education. In terms
of the log-linear modelling, the hypothesis of the education related interest in the NATO-
Ukraine relationship presumes that there should be the interactions between the interest in the
NATO-Ukraine relationships and education, between education and age, and no interactions
between the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships and age. This model will test the
proposition that while the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships differ between levels of
education, thisinterest is the same for different age groups within each level of education. In
other words, people in Ukraine differ in the degree of interest in the NATO-Ukraine
relationships because their level of education rather than in their age. Consequently, if the
hypothesis is supported by the data, the second explanation of the low level of the interest in
the NATO-Ukraine relationships receives empirical backing. This means that the low level of
the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationship is due to educational structure of the Ukrainian
population rather than to the success of the official policy on the NATO-Ukraine
relationships.

The following Table 9 reports the results of the Loglinear modelling.
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Table 9: Loglinear Analysis Of The Relationships Between Age, Education and the
Interest in the NATO-Ukrainerelationships.

Model df Chi-Square  Sig.  rChi-Square rChi-Square for 1 df
1. E+A+ 12 233,55 .000 - -
2. E+A+I+E*A 10 197.11 .000 36.44 18.22
3. E+A+I+E*A+E*| 6 291 .819 194.2 48.55
4. E+A+I+E* A+EXI+A*] 4 114 .887 177 .88

Note:  E — Education of respondent (‘ not finished high’, “high’, and *higher’);
A — Age of respondent (' 24 and younger’, ' 25 and older’);
| — Interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships (‘ Not informed/interested’, * Difficult to say’, and
‘Informed/interested).

Thefirst — baseline - model (E+A+1) implies that there were no associations among the three
characteristics (Education, Age, and I nterest), meaning that neither age nor education is
related to the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. It also implies that age and
education are not related either. This mode fits the data very poorly (Chi-square=233.55,
df=12) and has to be rejected.

The second model (E+A+I+E*A) includes an interaction term (E*A). Thisterm implies a
relationship between education and age so that age groups differ in education and, on the
other hand, the respondents who have achieved different levels of education differ in age. No
relationships between either age or education and the interest in the NATO-Ukraine
relationships are included in the model. This model does not fit the data (Chi-square=197.11,
df=10), however it improves the baseline model significantly (rChi-square=18.22 for the loss
of 2 degrees of freedom). This model has to be rejected.

The third model includes an extra interaction term (E*I). This term implies that the level of
interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships is constant within each level of education but
differ across the levels of education. Equally, this term implies that the respondents with the
same level of education have similar interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. This model
fits the data very well (Chi-square=2.91, df=6, a=.819), and the reduction of more than 98%
of the Chi-square for the baseline independence model is achieved. The improvement in fit of
the model is Chi-aguare=194.8 for 4 degrees of freedom lost. Therefore, this model is
accepted.

The question remains, though, what will happen after the inclusion of the third two-way
interaction term (A*1). This term implies that the interest in the NATO-Ukrainian
relationships is constant within each age group but differ across the groups. Equally, it implies
that the respondents with the same level of interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships come
from the same broadly defined age group. The forth model estimates the changes that the
interaction between age and interest makes to the previous model. One can clearly see that
also the forth moddl fits the data very well, the improvement in the fit is not significant (rChi-
square=1.77 for df=2). Therefore the forth model is redundant as it fails to improve the fit of
the previous (third) model*.

* An dlternative sequence of models (E+A+l, E+A+I+E*A, E+A+I+E*A+A*|, E+A+I+E* A+A*|+E*1)
demonstrates that the model which uses an interaction term (A*1) fits the data badly compared to that of the
model which uses an interaction term (E*1). This confirms that also education and age are related to each other it
is education rather than age that affects the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. For instance, the third
model of the alternative sequence had the following fit: Chi-square=194.60, df=8. Consequently, the forth model
was needed that improved fit dramatically (see Table 5)
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Finally, as the model with two-ways interaction terms fits the data very well, there is no need
for amodel with athree-way interaction term (E* A*1).

We can see clearly from the table that the best-fitted model is the model 3. It does not allow
for the association between age and interest, thus implying that there was no age effect on the
interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships. This model, however, does contain the following
two-way interaction terms, as follows: age by education (A*E), and education by interest
(E*1). Thefirst two-way interaction term models the stability of age-education relationships
across the levels of interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships and the second one models the
changes in the interest across the levels of education over time. This model fits the data very
well and therefore supports the explanation that it was education that affected the level of
information and degree of interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

To summarise, contrary to an expectation that the generation of the Second Word War and the
Cold War would be more interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the younger
generation, the data show that there is no generation-related differencesin that. It was
education that affected the interest in the NATO-Ukraine relationships, controlling for the
effects of generation. Aswith any socio-political issue, the better-educated respondents were
more interested in the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the worse-educated respondents. The
data also showed that there is aweak generation effect in that in each educational thereis
more or the same proportion of the respondents who cannot give any definite answer
(‘difficult to say’) to the respondents who are not informed/interested. As arule these
respondents belong to the older generation.
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Various opinions about the NATO-Ukraine relationships

The survey asked the respondents to agree or disagree with 14 statements about some key
elements of the NATO-Ukraine relationships and some central characteristics of NATO
organisation. These statements were collected from various sources of mass media. These
statements were worded in such away so they read as public opinion statements. Thus, by
agreeing or disagreeing with a particular statement a respondent subscribe to a particular
opinion. Consequently, the percentage of the respondents who subscribed to a particular
public opinion reflected the spread of this opinion in the mass public. To say it differently, by
analysing the responses to these items, it is possible to measure the popularity of particular
policy directionsin the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

Table 6 below presents the data on the Ukrainian public perception of some key aspects of the
NATO-Ukraine relationships and, broadly, of some characteristics of NATO itself.

At aglance, amagjority of the respondents appear to have no clear idea about many of these
aspects. The combined percentage of the respondents who ‘ neither agree nor disagree’ with a
statement and the respondents who ‘do not know’ what to say ranges from 41.1% (Ukraine
must try to enter in a military union with Russia and other CIS countries, but not with NATO)
to 63.3% (Central and Eastern European countries want to join NATO because they want to
be admitted to European and international organisations. This is nothing to do with national
security concerns). Therefore, about half of the respondents have not developed opinion about
key elements of the NATO-Ukraine relationships and some central characteristics of NATO
organisation. This figure is higher among the worse educated respondents and lower among
the better-educated ones, which complies with the findings outlined in the preceding section.
For instance, the combined percentage of the respondents with unfinished high education who
gave ‘neither agree nor disagree’ or ‘do not know’ answers ranges form 51.1% (Ukraine must
try to enter in a military union with Russia and other CIS countries, but not with NATO) to
77.2% (Central and Eastern European countries want to join NATO because they want to be
admitted to European and international organisations. Thisis nothing to do with national
security concerns). Among the respondents with high education, this range stretched from
39.5% (Ukraine must try to enter in a military union with Russia and other CIS countries, but
not with NATO) to 63.4% (Central and Eastern European countries want to join NATO
because they want to be admitted to European and international organisations. Thisis
nothing to do with national security concerns). Finally, the same figures for the respondents
with higher education were (accordingly) 29.5% (Ukraine's joining NATO will worsen
Ukrainian-Russian relationships) and 52.3 (NATO will never take Ukraine in because Russia
will always oppose this). It appears then that the most firmly formed opinion was about the
alternative military union with Russia rather than with NATO. Consequently, the least firmly
formed opinion was about the Eastern and Central European states wanting to join NATO asa
vehicle for joining European Union and other European and World institutions.

One can read the table to gage the Ukrainian public opinion about particular issues of the
NATO-Ukraine relationships. Most important of them deserve individual attention. The
respondents were asked to agree or disagree with the following four scenarios:

1. Ukraine should try to join NATO as soon as possible

2. Ukraine should try to enter into a military union with Russia and other CIS countries, but
not with NATO

3. Ukraine must remain a neutral country in the foreseeing future, and
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4. The ‘Partnership for Peace’ isthe best framework of the co-operation between NATO and
Ukraine

The overall conclusion isthat, allowing for relatively low interest in the NATO issuein
Ukraine’, the idea of Ukraine’s joining NATO is not very popular with the Ukrainians. About
as twice as much Ukrainians prefer to see their country neutral for some length of time rather
than joining NATO as soon as possible. It must be said however, that none of the options won
aclassified majority of the respondents. Thus, only about 22% of the respondents agreed that
Ukraine should try to join NATO as soon as possible with about 30% who disagreed. On the
other hand, about 34% of the respondents agreed and about 24% of the respondents disagreed
that Ukraine should try to enter in amilitary union with Russiainstead. Ukraine as a neutral
country was the most appealing option (agreed 41% and disagreed 16%) followed by the
‘Partnership for Peace’ option (agreed 35% and disagreed 9%).

Thelist of statements can broadly be divided into three groups. The first group included
statement about some most commonly mentioned positive outcomes of the Ukraine' s joining
NATO. The second group consists of the statements about the some most commonly cited
negative outcomes of that. Finally, the third group included statements of a more general
nature that outlined some features of NATO and the relationships between NATO and Eastern
and Central European states. As far as possible negative consequences of Ukraine joining
NATO are concerned, the respondents agreed that this would result in the following:

The Ukraine-Russia relationships will deteriorate (47% agreed and 9% disagreed)
Ukraine's economic situation will get worse (40% agreed and 12% disagreed)

The closure of Ukrainian-Russian boarders, which will restrict travel for millions of
people on the both sides (29% agreed and 17% disagreed)

Ukraine will not strengthen its national security (agreed 28% and disagreed 23%)

The opinion about the possible positive consequences of Ukraine joining NATO was as
follows:

Enhance Ukraine' s international standing (agreed 31% and disagreed 17%)
Ukraine' s army fighting strength will increase (agreed 28% and disagreed 22%)

Therefore, the public opinion was not very supportive of Ukraine joining NATO. First of all
the respondents were worried about deterioration in the relationships between Russia and
Ukraine. The respondents felt the membership in NATO would put extra burden on fledging
Ukraine's economy, as the purchasing of new military equipment and weaponry from NATO
countries would be required. Another important concern was the possible restriction on travel
between Ukraine and Russia. Finaly, the respondents did not believe that military capacity of
Ukraine would increase as the result of the country’s membership in NATO. However, onein

® The calculating of percentages on the base that excludes the respondents that * do not know’ what to say does
not alter the overal picture significantly. We shall call this base the qualified respondents to highlight the fact
that none of them ‘do not know’ what to say. The data show that only 34% of the qualified respondents agreed
that Ukraine should seek to join NATO as soon as possible (45% disagreed). On the other hand 48% of the
qualified respondents agreed that Ukraine should try to join a military union with Russia and other CIS countries
(34% disagreed). What appeared to be different was that relatively more qualified respondents agreed that the
Partnership for Peace is the best framework for the co-operation between NATO and Ukraine (agreed 63% and
disagreed 16%) and that Ukraine should remain a neutral country for the foreseeable future (agreed 57% and
disagreed 23%).
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three respondents thought that the membership in NATO would elevate international standing
of their country.

The reminder of the list dealt with some key features of NATO as an organisation, with Easter
and Central European countries’ intention to join NATO and with possible Russia's reaction
to the Ukraine’ seeking to join NATO. The data showed that only 22% of the respondents
believed that NATO is adefence union and 30% of the respondents did not. The data show
that 29% of the respondents agreed and 7% of the respondent disagreed (with 50% of the
respondents who did not know what to say) that Eastern and Central European countries to
join NATO in order to be admitted to other European and World institutions. Contrary to the
mass media propaganda, only 14% of the respondents agreed and 23% disagreed that Russia
would make it impossible for NATO to grant Ukraine membership. Finally, amost half of
the respondents did not see any unity in the Ukrainian politicians’ opinions regarding the
NATO-Ukraine relationships.

The respondents were asked to nominate an agency that in their opinion has legitimate right to
decide about the Ukraine deciding to take steps towards joining NATO. Several agencies
were listed as the likely candidates, namely the National Referendum, the Parliament, the
National Security Service (SBU), the President, and the Defence Minister. The mgjority of
42% of the respondents opted for the National Referendum. The Parliament and SBU came
the second and the third, respectively, and the President and the Defence Minister were the
least trusted to take such an important decision. However, about one in three respondents
failed to make a choice and gave the *difficult to say’ response. The following Table 10 has
the data.

Table 10. Who in Ukraine should decide whether or not Ukraine should attempt joining
NATO.

Who decides on attempting to join NATO
Count %
The Referendum 1057 42
Parliament 301 12
SBU 288 12
President 99 4
Minister of defence 79 3
Difficult to say 676 27
Total 2500 100

On the one hand these data indicate that the Ukrainians realise the importance of the decision
of the Ukraine pursuing the entry into NATO as they thought that the National Referendum
was the most appropriate and the only fully legitimate agency to decide upon such a step. On
the other hand these data show a profound popular distrust to and suspicion of the highest
executive office, the President, concerning the NATO question. Moreover, it appears that the
Ukrainians do not look at the NATO-Ukrainian relationships in military terms only. The fact
that the Defence Minister is not trusted to decide upon the Ukraine' s application for the entry
into NATO indicates that the respondents understand the complexity of implications — far
beyond the military ones — of the NATO member state' s status.

However interested and informative is the analysis of the respondents opinion about
individual features and elements of the NATO-Ukraine relationships and policy directions, it
isanaysis of underlying dimensions in public opinion about the NATO-Ukraine relationships
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that sheds light on the situation. In order to classify or group the individual items so they
indicate underlying dimension (based on similarity in subject) the factor analysis technique
was used. Table 10 shows the result of factor analysis.

Table 11. Factors of public opinion about the NATO-Ukraine rel ationships.

Rotated Component Matri®

Component
1 2 3

[E12] NATO/strengthens
Ukraine international .784
standing**

El2a aim at joining
NATO soon**

E121 NATO/strengthen
Ukrainian army**

E12n NATO-Ukraine
within Partnership**
E12b NATO/defence
union**

E12d aim at military
union with Russia**
E12c NATO/Ukraine will
not strengthen**

E12h NATO/worsen
economic situation**
E12k NATO/Russia will
block**

E12m NATO/closure of
boarders**

E12] NATO/worsen
Ukraine-Russia .692
relations**

E12f NATO/no unity
among Ukrainian .702
politicians**

E12g NATO=EU for
Eastern Europe**
E12e Ukraine/neutral** 490

762

.755

.661

572

.559

.519

485 440

744

711

.644

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.
Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.

a. Rotation converged in 5 iterations.

Table 10 demonstrates that there are three components or factors of public opinion regarding
these particular elements and policiesin the NATO-Ukraine relationships. The first
component includes most items and encompasses various opinions about military and
organisational aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships. The second component comprises
opinions that relate to possible Russian reaction if Ukraine joins NATO. Finaly, the third
component includes opinions about political and international aspects of the NATO
expansion. The advantage of being able to extract classifying components liesin the
possibility of composing Likert-type scales that allow operating with the components
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themselves as they represent each individual item. While developing these scales the ideas
were used about the dimensionally of attitudinal structure®, and the statistical procedures were
applied which are standard for the developing of scales for measuring attitudinal structure’.

Table 12 presents the three components and its constituent items as scales and the following
table 13 has statistics for the scales.

Table 12a. The Scale of Perception of Military and Organisational Aspects

Ukrai ne nmust attenpt to join NATO as soon as possible

NATO i s a defence union

Joi ning NATO, Wkraine will not strengthen its national security

Ukraine nust try to enter in a mlitary union with Russia and the other CS
countries, but not wi th NATO

Joi ning NATO wi Il worsen the econonic situation in Ukraine because a | ot of
noney will be spent buying military equi pnent from NATO countries

Joining NATO wi Il increase fighting strength of the Ukrainian arny

Ukraine's joining NATOw Il elevate the country's international standing

The ' Partnership For Peace' is the best framework of the co-operation for
bot h Ukrai ne and NATO

Table 12b. The Scale of Perception of Russian Reaction

NATO wi | | never take Ukraine in because Russia will always oppose this

Ukraine's joining NATO wi Il worsen Ukraini an-Russi an rel ati onshi ps

Ukraine's joining NATOw Il lead to the closure of Ukrainian-Russian
boarders, which nakes life of millions ordinary people nore difficult

Table 12c. The Scale of Perception of Palitical/International Aspects

In the nearest future, Ukraine nust remain a neutral country

Ukrai nian politicians do not have unity in opinion about the way Ukraine
ought to develop its relationships with NATO

Central and Eastern European countries want to join NATO because they want
to be adnmitted to European and international organisations. This is nothing
to do with national security concerns

Table 13. Statistics for the Scales

Scales N Range [Min| Max Mean Std. N items | Alpha
Deviation

Perception of Military and 2500 4 1 5 3.0 0.7 8 .83
Organisational Aspects
Perception of Russian 2500 4 1 5 2.8 0.7 3 .64
Reaction
Perception of 2500 3.7 1 4.7 2.5 0.6 3 .35
Political/International

®See Fleishman, JA. "Attitude Organisation in the General Public: Evidence for a bi-dimensional Structure"
Social Forces 67(1):159-184 (1988); Flangan, S "Vaue Changein Industrial Societies’ American Political
Science Review 81(4):1289-1319 (1987); Huber, J.D. "Vauesand partisanship in left-right orientations:
measuring ideology" European Journal of Politicadl Research 17:599-621 (1989); Heath, A. F., Evans, G.A.,
LalljeeM., MartinJ. and Witherspoon,S. "The Measurement of Core Beliefs and Vaues' Joint Unit for the
Study of Social trends, Working Paper no.2 (Nuffield College, 1991); Weakliem, D. L. and Heath, A. F.
"Rational Choice and Class Voting" Joint Unit for the Study of Social trends, Working Paper no. 18
(Nuffield College, 1993); McCregor, J.P. "Vaue Structure in a Developed Socidist System. The Case of
Czechoslovakia', Comparative Politics, January 1991:189-199.

"Hayes, B.C and Bean, C.S. "Political efficacy: a comparative study of the United States, West Germany, Great
Britain and Australia' European Journal of Political Research 23: 261-280, 1993; Heath, A., Evans,G. and
J.Martin "The measurement of Core Beliefs and Vaues: The Development of Balanced Sociaist/Laissez Faire
and Libertarian/Authoritarian Scales' The British Journal of Political Science: 1993: 24: 73-90.
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[Aspects [ || | | | |

Note: The Scales are constructed in such way that the increase in scores reflects the increase in favourable
opinion about NATO and about Ukraine's attempting to join NATO.

The most reliable of the three scales is the Scale of Perception of Military and Organisational
Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships. The reliability of this scale is high as Cronbach’s
Alphaindicates (Alpha=.83 for a scale of 8 items). The other two scales are less reliable,
especially the Scale of Perception of Political/International Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships (Alpha=.35 for ascale of 3 items)®. The Scale of Perception of Military and
Organisational Aspects is more informative than the rest, as it consists of alarger number of
items than the other two scales. Therefore the following analysis will concentrate
predominantly on this scale, and the other two scales will be used for illustration only.

In the following analysis, the three scales will be used as variables that reflect the
respondents’ opinion about the respective aspects of the NATO-Ukrainian relationships and
NATO as an organisation.

First, a conclusion can be drawn based on the scales’ statistics that, as a whole, the
respondent’ s opinion was neither positive nor negative about all three aspects of the NATO-
Ukraine relationships. The mean score was 3.0 for the Scale of the Perception of Military and
Organisational Aspects, 2.8 for the Scale of the Perception of Russian Reaction, and 2.5 for
the Scale of the Perception of Political/International Aspects. Taking into account that these
scales' range from 1 to 5, these means indicate that a majority of respondents have neutral
opinion about the NATO-Ukraine relationships. Moreover, the values of standard deviation
are relatively small (.7 for the Scale of the Perception of Military and Organisational Aspects,
.7 for the Scale of the Perception of Russian Reaction, and .6 for the Scale of the Perception
of Political/International Aspects). This indicates coherence in the public opinion about these
aspects. In other words, the scales’ statistics show that, overall, the Ukrainians have coherent
and neutral opinion about the NATO-Ukrainian relationships.

At the consequent stages of analysis, we will investigate differences and similaritiesin the
perception of the three groups of aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships among
important subgroups of the population. We will also look at political implications of
differences in opinion about NATO and the NATO-Ukraine relationships by comparing
scales scores of the respondent who support different political parties and policies. Finally
we will investigate whether NATO and the NATO-Ukraine relationships had been issues
during the last parliamentary electionsin Ukraine.

8 |t should be taken into account that these scales are post ante scales. The survey that included questions about
NATO and the NATO-Ukraine relationships was not designed to address the NATO issues. Therefore only a
limited number questions was allowed which then were used to construct scales. Inevitably, this made some
guestions impossible to include with any of post ante scales.



Table 14. Various opinions about Ukraine-NATO relationships.
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Ukrai ne nust attenpt to join NATO as soon as possi ble ((O&daeéia af éad a nodai eouny é N
fié] 04épdi 6 anooi ediep a 1Ad) %
NATO i s a defence union (I1AQ- yoi f6adal 14aiaiieoaeuié ataiidé fifpe) N
%
Joi ning NATO, Ukraine will not strenghten its national security (Afiodied a | AQ, N
Geoagia ia faili 44ead 14 660&ieo0 Nalp iaveliaeli op aaciianiifodl) %
Ukraine nust try to enter in a nmlitary union with Russia and other C' S countri es, N
but not with NATO ((G&daeéi a &l éad a fOAAI €OUAY AROOT €0U & aTaiidé Alpg A BiAfedé & %
ad6aei & ainoaaonocaaie NNA aid aiAd)
In the nearest future, Ukraine nust remain a neutral country (A Taflc¢deifi aocaéuai N
Geoaei a ai éad a Ti0AOUIAY | Aac0daEHi T €, Aai dael éfaié nodaiié) 1%
Ukrai nian politicians do not have unity in opinion about the way Ukrai ne ought to N
devel op its relationships with NATO (i & f60anoacao aaeiial iiaiey nodae o6édaeinéed [op
iTeeoeéta 1 ofi, éaé Otoaeia aiéada nooieou fare Toitediey A 1AD)
Central and Eastern European countries want to join NATO because they want to be N
admtted to European and international organisations. This is nothing to do with %
national security concerns. (NOdA&i &&iea Al fiol+i1-4ad11aéneed fodai anodieou a I AD
i o7 4ééoT aaiT €0 adéai @i anou 16eiyoli a Aasiiaéneed e 1aadioi ast ai 04 10&ai egavee,
i T Adaadi ey iaoceiiaeniié aaciianiinoe cadinl ia 1de +ai)
Joining NATO wi I | worsen the econonic situation in Ukrai na because a | ot of noney N
will be spent buying military equi pment from NATO countries. (An0Oi &aied Gédagia a [o
I AQ i05eadadd é 600agaiep yelilie+anél é fneocacee, 0aé éaé aoaoo ¢aododa+aid
ci a+@04eli 04 1 a0adeaéui 04 NOAanoaa ia caédi éo aliodadi ey a fodaiad | AD)
Joining NATO wi I | increase fighting strength of Ukrainian arny. (AR0Giéaiea Oédaeil |N
a [AQ i7a0feo aianiintaiinol 6édaei iéi é asi ee) 1%
Ukraine's joining NATO wi I | worsen Ukraini an-Russi an rel ati onshi ps. (Afi067 éaf ea N
G2oaei 0 a 1AQ i o7 &1 668040 0004gai ¢a 10i1 gai ¢ 1 aadid BdagiTé ¢ Bbifineae) %
NATO wi | | never take Ukraine in because Russia will always oppose this. (l1AQ N
i eéT aaa ia 10ei a0 GBdaei o a nalé fiifnoaa, 0aé éaeé yoiio afddaa acado ioaiyofioal aaou  [op
Bi fifney)
Ukraine's joining NATOw Il elevate the country's international standing. N
(AoGi edi ¢4 Cedaeina a 1 A0 6éd&i o 1aaiioi adi ai op 117 cevep Gedaeid) %
Ukraine's joining NATOw Il lead to the closure of Ukraini an-Russian boarders, which N
makes |ife of nmillions ordinary people nore difficult. (Ano6iéaied Gesaein a i Ad %
i 86434340 € caédloep 6édaeit - di ineénét é asdai eon, +oi TNeled €0 a@ci U 1eeéeéiitTa 7a81n[old
épaaé)
The ' Partnership For Peace' is the best framework of the co-operation for both N
Wkrai ne and NATO. (Ki 0d6ai e+anoar Cedaein ¢ 1TAQ a daiead ioTasdaiia “1adoi adnoal %
daae ieda”-yol iaeeéo+gay Ofdia Al 0804l e+afioaa éaé agy Okdaei(, oaé & aey (AQ)
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Age differential in the perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships

Ageisastrong predictor of conservatism in opinions. Therefore, one should expect that the
older the respondents are the less they will be willing to accept easily such adrastic change as
changes in the relationships between NATO and Ukraine. Consequently, in our data, the older
respondents should be less positive about every aspect of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

The following Table 14 presents results that suggest that the older groups in our sample have
less favourable opinion about all three aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

Table 14. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within Age Groups
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31 31
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Mean Percept. of Military/Organis. Aspects

Mean Perception of Russian Reaction

25 25
16-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+ 16-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+
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30 Note: the larger the mean the more
favourable perception of NATO and all
aspects of Ukraine-NATO relationships

29
2.8
2.7
2.6

. \,/\/

16-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+

Mean Perception of Political Aspects

AGE categories

Earlier in the test, we tested the hypothesis about the generation effects on the interest to and
knowledge about the NATO-Ukraine relationships. We found that differencesin the
formative experiences between the younger respondent who belong to the Post-Cold War
generation and the older respondents who belong to the Second World War and Cold-War
generation does not affect the interest to and knowledge about the NATO-Ukraine
relationships.

The question is now whether it would affect the perception of the aspects of the NATO-
Ukrainian relationships. Following numerous studies of generation effects, one can conclude
that, by and large, a negative experience (strict ideological control, enmity, uncertainty, etc.)
makes people less tolerant of social and political changes. On the other hand, a generation
whose formative experience has been that of relaxation in international tensions and
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multifaceted ideological regime, etc. would be more tolerant social and political changes.
Therefore, one can put forward a hypothesis that the Second World War and Cold War
generations will have less favourable opinion about all aspects of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships than the Post-Cold War generations. Again the Second World War and Cold
War generations would carry on with the propaganda enemy images of the NATO countries,
which does not help developing a favourable opinion about the NATO-Ukraine relationships.
The following table 15 has data on generation differential in perception of the aspect of the
NATO-Ukraine relationships.

Table 15. The generation effect on perception of the aspects of the NATO-Ukraine

relationships.
Panel A
Age N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Military/Org. Aspects |16-24 294 3.17 0.56 0.03
25+ 2206 3.01 0.61 0.01
Russian Reaction 16-24 294 271 0.99 0.06
25+ 2206 2.65 1.03 0.02
Political Aspects 16-24 294 2.49 1.05 0.06
25+ 2206 2.48 1.05 0.02
Panel B
t-test for Equality of Means
t df Sig. (2- |Mean Difference Std. Error
tailed) Difference
Military/Org. Aspects 4.05( 2,498.00 0.00 0.15 0.04
Russian Reaction 0.88| 2,498.00 0.38 0.06 0.06
Political Aspects 0.12| 2,498.00 0.91 0.01 0.07

Table 15 shows that, the two age groups (generations) differed only in the perception of the
Military and Organisational Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships. However small that
difference is significant (see Panel B of Table 14). The Second World War and Cold War
generations perceive the Military and Organisational Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships slightly but significantly less favourably than the Post- Cold War generations.
This indicates that most sensitive questions that divided generations were the questions
whether Ukraine should seek to join NATO as soon as possible or Russiain a new military
union; whether joining NATO would further damage Ukrainian economy; whether it would
strengthen the Ukrainian army, etc. It does make sense that the older generations that |earnt
to see enemy in the Western military organisation would be less willing to accept the
strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationships in military and organisational field.

On the other hand, there were no generation effects on the other two aspects, namely the
perception of Russian Reaction and the perception of Political Aspects. However, it should
be reminded that these two measures are not as reliable as the measure of perception of the
Military and Organisational Aspects.

Therefore, in contrast to the no-generation effects on the level of interest to and knowledge
about the NATO-Ukraine relationships, there are the generation effects of an intermediate
magnitude on the perception of the Military and Organisational aspects of these relationships.
The respondents who belong to the Second War and Cold War generation are significantly
lessin favour of the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationships in military and
organisational sphere that are the respondents who belong to the Post-Cold War generation.
There are no generation effects on perception of other aspects of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships as they were researched in our survey.
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The effects of Party Political Orientation on perception of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships

Ukrainian political parties are numerous and hardly populous. There are about 30 political
partiesin Ukraine. Most of the thirty parties registered for the elections were rather anaemic,
characterised by weak organisational bases and alack of coherent platforms. Virtually every
party focused on socio-economic issues and claimed it would reverse the dismal economic
situation, eliminating wage and pension arrears and addressing the issue of corruption. Only
the Communist Party, and to a lesser extent, the Socialists and Rukh, could rely on a broad
network of party organisations. Others were hastily convened blocs and |obbies for various
interest groups -- or, perhaps more succinctly, political clans vying for power and control of
the wealth. Many parties were personality, rather than platform-driven, adding prominent
Ukrainians from the cultural, entertainment and sports worlds to shore up support.

Taking into account the weakness of the existing party political system and shortcomings of
the then electoral law, anew electoral law was designed to encourage greater party role in the
Rada, the Ukrainian parliament. The Ukrainian parliament approved a new election law in
September 1997 after months of debate and controversy, and opposition from President
Kuchma. President Kuchma signed the law on October 22, 1997. Under the new law, a mixed
voting system combines proportional party-list voting with direct district races. Half of the
legislature's 450 seats are decided on an individual basis in single mandate majoritarian
districts, with the remaining 225 seats determined on the basis of nation-wide party listsin
proportion to the number of votes their party receives. A four- percent threshold is required
for aparty or electoral bloc to gain parliamentary representation. Under the previous 1993
law, all deputies were elected in single-mandate constituencies, resulting in local figures,
many with no party affiliation, winning seats, and aweak party role in the Rada.

Proponents of the mixed system argued that it would strengthen the development of political
parties and their organisation. Parties will presumably be encouraged to develop real
platforms. Over time, this system may encourage the development of greater levels of
professionalism and accountability of the parliament and may make individual deputies more
accountable to their constituencies and to party discipline. Also, afour percent threshold
helped weed out many of the smaller parties.

President Kuchma opposed a mixed electoral system because he felt it would favour highly
organised parties, especialy the Communist Party. The law tends to reduce the power of local
officials - Kuchma's power base - but he signed the law, despite what he considered to be its
shortcomings.

Among the more significant features of the law is the change in what determines avalid
election. No longer is a minimum turnout of 50 percent of eligible voters required. Also, the
requirement that the winning candidate receive over 50 percent of the votes cast is replaced
with a first-past-the-post system. These changes reduce the likelihood of a lengthy election
cycle with numerous repeat e ections and runoffs. The electoral process begun in 1994 was
not completed for two years.

The political party structure is a complex and unstable one. It lacks clarity and its dimensions
are not only political and socio-economic (as one would expect it to be in a mature market
democracy) but also ethnic-linguistic one. Out of the thirty political parties, eight parties
passed the four percent threshold required for entry into the parliament, namely Communist



Party of Ukraine (CPU), Socialist and Peasants Party, Rukh, Green Party, People's
Democratic Party, Progressive Socialist Party, Hromada, Social-Democratic Party (United).
Furthermore, the three parties, namely The Communist Party of Ukraine, People's Movement
of Ukraine (Rukh) and Electoral Bloc of Socialist and Peasants Party had captured about 43%
of party votes during the last Parliamentary electionsin March 1998. Moreover, as our survey
indicates, about one in five voters did not vote for any of these 30 parties.

Table 16. Party vote during (Parliamentary Elections, March 1998 and survey data)

Elections Results t Survey Data
Party Votes % Seats | N % |Valid
«For» %
Communist Party of Ukraine 6550353| 24.65% 84| 577| 23.1| 29.1
People's Movement of Ukraine (Rukh) 2498262 9.40% 32| 180 7.2 9.1
Electoral Bloc of Socialist and Peasants Party 2273788 8.56% 29| 76| 3.0 3.8
Green Party of Ukraine 1444264 5.44% 19| 145 5.8 7.3
People's Democratic Party 1331460| 5.01% 17, 78| 3.1 3.9
All-Ukrainian Association "Hromada" 1242235| 4.68% 16/ 80| 3.2| 4.0
Social-Democratic Party of Ukraine (United) 1075118| 4.05% 14| 76| 3.0/ 3.8
Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine 1066113| 4.01% 14| 79| 3.2| 4.0
Agrarian Party of Ukraine 974758 3.68% 50| 2.0 25
Party "Reforms and Order" 831517 3.13% 48| 19| 24
Electoral Bloc "Labour Ukraine" 815272 3.06% 46| 1.8/ 2.3
Electoral Bloc of Parties "National Front" 720921 2.72% 54| 22| 2.7
Electoral Bloc "Party of Labour and Liberal party - Together" 503200 1.89% 53] 21| 2.7
Electoral Bloc of Parties "Forward Ukraine!" 461512| 1.74% 25/ 1.0/ 13
Christian Democratic Party of Ukraine 352218 1.30% 16| 0.6 0.8
Electoral Bloc of Parties "Bloc of Democratic Parties - NEP" 326413 1.23% 24| 1.0 1.2
Party of National- Economic Development of Ukraine 253075| 0.94% 9] 0.4 05
Electoral Bloc of Parties "SLOnN-Social-Liberal Association" 241401 0.91% 16| 0.6/ 0.8
Party of Regional Revival of Ukraine 241144 0.91% 171 0.7 0.9
Party "Union" 186176/ 0.70% 20| 0.8/ 1.0
All-Ukrainian Party of Women's Initiatives 155780| 0.58% 71 03 04
Republican Christian Party 146715| 0.54% 7/ 03] 04
Ukrainian National Assembly 105829| 0.40% 9] 04| 05
All-Ukrainian Party of Workers 99179| 0.79% 11} 04| 0.6
Social-Demaocratic Party of Ukraine 84846 0.32% 21 0.8 1.1
Party of Fatherland Defenders 81717, 0.31% 6/ 0.2 0.3
Party of Spiritual, Economic and Social Progress 53599 0.20%
Muslims Party of Ukraine 52574 0.20%
Electoral Bloc "Less Words" 45403| 0.17% 5 0.2 03
Electoral Bloc of Parties "European Choice of Ukraine" 37057 0.14%
(Don't remember) 248| 9.9| 125
Total 24251899 225 |1983| 79.3/100.0
System missing 517| 20.7
Sample Total 2500{100.0

T Source: IFES Ukraine (http:/ifes.ipri.kiev.ua/Elections98/index.phtml 721234568+parties.phtml)

All together, 30 political parties attract about 30% of intended vote, i.e. only about 30% of
respondents say that they would vote for any of the partiesif the election were tomorrow.
Therefore it is necessary to collapse parties into analytically sound categories.
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Following conventional dimensions of political space’, one should group parties along the line
of the ‘left-right’ divide. However, in Ukraine, the political space has always included the
national-state building axis as well. The combination of the old ‘ bread-and-butter’ definition
of the left-right continuum and the ideology of national-state building yields the following
two-dimensional political space: ‘ social-democrat/communist’ (centre-l€eft), ‘ pragmatic’
(centre), and ‘ national-democrat/radical’ (centre-right)™°. The left-centre-right vector is the
sum of the *nationalism’ and ‘economic radicalism’ vectors, which are not orthogonal.
Although there are other ways of establishing the ideological and, therefore, party spacein
Ukraine', the most common way of grouping partiesis asin the following Table 16. Table 16
isthe re-arranged Table 16, and it informs how well these party groupings fared during the
last parliamentary elections and how our respondents recall their votes. It is clear that the Left
has secured the magjority of 127 seats, followed by the Centre-Right with 98 seats, the two
groupings taking together all 225 party seats. In terms of share in the electorate who cast party
vote, the Left and Centre-Right are almost equal (38.71% to 37.52% accordingly).

In our survey data, the picture only dlightly differ from the actual results, giving 38.5% vote
share to the Left and 36.1% vote share to the Centre-Right. The rest of the groupings’ shares
in the actual vote and remembered vote match each other well too (Centre-Left: 10.99% of
actual vote and 9.1% of the remembered vote; Right: 3.66% and 3.6% respectively; Other:
0.78% and 0.4% respectively). Therefore, as far as the political party groupings are
concerned, the survey data do not significantly deviate from the actual elections' results. This
indicates that the respondents’ recollection about how they voted can be taken as an accurate
and comprehensive reflection of the actual party vote distribution during the last
parliamentary election. This aso indicates that the survey data provide sufficient and accurate
information for the exploration of the effects of party political orientation on the perception of
NATO-Ukraine relationships.

® Laponce, J. A. Left and Right. The Topography of Political Perceptions. University of Toronto Press, 1981.

19 K lyamkin wrote: “Ukraine was the only one of four largest states of the CIS, of which establishment had been
preconditioned by more or lessinfluential national movement ‘Rukh’ (Movement). In Russia, the democratic
movement was not a national one, but an anti-communist one, and it was only in this capacity that the Russian
democratic movement was an anti-imperial one” (Klyamkin, I. M. “Narod | Politika” (People and Politics).
Polis, No 2 (14), 1993, pp. 6 - 25); dso see: Tolpygo, A. K. “Ukrainskie Paliticheskie Ideologii” (Ukrainian
Political Ideologies), Polis, No. 1 (15) 1994.

1 Wwilson, A., Bilous, A., "Politica Partiesin Ukraine", Europe Asia Studies, Vol. 45., No. 4, 1993: 693-703.



Table 17. Political Party Groupings
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Elections Results T

Survey Data

Party Votes % Seats | N % |Valid
«For» %
Left
Communist Party of Ukraine 6550353| 24.65% 84| 577| 23.1| 29.1
Electoral Bloc of Socialist and Peasants Party 2273788 8.56% 29| 76| 3.0/ 3.8
Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine 1066113| 4.01% 14| 79| 3.2 4.0
Party "Union" 186176/ 0.70% 20| 0.8/ 1.0
All-Ukrainian Party of Workers 99179 0.79% 11} 04| 0.6
Left Total| 10175609| 38.71% 127| 763] 30.5| 38.5
Centre-Left
Agrarian Party of Ukraine 974758 3.68% 50| 2.0 25
Electoral Bloc "Labour Ukraine" 815272 3.06% 46| 1.8/ 2.3
Electoral Bloc "Party of Labour and Liberal party - Together" 503200 1.89% 53| 21| 2.7
Party of National- Economic Development of Ukraine 253075| 0.94% 9] 0.4 05
Electoral Bloc of Parties "SLOnN-Social-Liberal Association" 241401 0.91% 16| 0.6/ 0.8
Party of Fatherland Defenders 81717, 0.31% 6/ 0.2 0.3
Party of Spiritual, Economic and Social Progress 53599 0.20%
Centre-Left Total| 2923022| 10.99% 0| 180f 7.1 9.1
Centre-Right
People's Movement of Ukraine (Rukh) 2498262 9.40% 32| 180 7.2 9.1
Green Party of Ukraine 1444264 5.44% 19| 145 5.8 7.3
People's Democratic Party 1331460| 5.01% 17, 78| 3.1 3.9
All-Ukrainian Association "Hromada" 1242235| 4.68% 16/ 80| 3.2| 4.0
Social-Democratic Party of Ukraine (United) 1075118| 4.05% 14| 76| 3.0/ 3.8
Party "Reforms and Order" 831517 3.13% 48| 19| 24
Electoral Bloc of Parties "Forward Ukraine!" 461512| 1.74% 25/ 1.0/ 13
Christian Democratic Party of Ukraine 352218 1.30% 16| 0.6 0.8
Electoral Bloc of Parties "Bloc of Democratic Parties - NEP" 326413 1.23% 24| 1.0 1.2
Party of Regional Revival of Ukraine 241144 0.91% 171 0.7 0.9
Social-Democratic Party of Ukraine 84846 0.32% 21 0.8 1.1
Electoral Bloc "Less Words" 45403| 0.17% 5 0.2 03
Electoral Bloc of Parties "European Choice of Ukraine" 37057 0.14%
Centre-Right Total| 9971449| 37.52% 98| 715/ 28.5| 36.1
Right
Electoral Bloc of Parties "National Front" 720921 2.72% 54| 22| 2.7
Republican Christian Party 146715| 0.54% 7/ 03] 04
Ukrainian National Assembly 105829| 0.40% 9] 04| 05
Right Total| 973465 3.66% 0f 70 29| 36
Other
All-Ukrainian Party of Women's Initiatives 155780| 0.58% 71 03 04
Muslims Party of Ukraine 52574 0.20%
Other Total| 208354 0.78 0 7 03] 04
(Don't remember) 248 9.9| 125
Total 24251899 225 |1983| 79.3/100.0
System missing 517| 20.7
Sample Total 2500{100.0

T Source: IFES Ukraine (http:/ifes.ipri.kiev.ua/Elections98/index.phtml 721234568+parties.phtml)
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Another clarification is needed here, though. Our aim is to investigate the effects of party
political orientation on the perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships. Therefore we will
be using data on political party support instead of data on political party vote. The reasons for
that are asfollows.

First, although voting behaviour serves as more robust indication of party political
orientation than verbal support for a particular party or parties at the point of elections,
one cannot guarantee that party support will not change after the elections. The
respondents may have changed their political orientations in a couple of weeks between
the elections and survey. Thisis not unusual for avery week party political system and
therefore weak party identification.

Second, the respondents were asked about the NATO-Ukraine relationships at the time of
the survey. Therefore, it seems quite reasonable to use information about what the
respondents say about their actual political orientation rather than their recollection about
how they voted for the purposes of investigating the effects of the respondents’ political
orientations on the respondents’ perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

Third, the comparison between the reported party votes and the actual votes showed that
our sample data reflect the reality of party political system quite well. Therefore, any
changesin political party support should reflect dynamics of political orientations.

Finally, the ultimate choice of the indicator of political orientation depends on whether there
were any significant differences between reported party vote during the last parliamentary
elections and political party support at the time of the survey. If there is no such changes, the
party vote during the last elections will be used as more robust and reliable measure of
political orientation than verbal statement about political party support. The following Table
18 has the data. Table 18 contains two charts of comparable form. On the left, thereis abar
chart that illustrates the distribution of the respondents’ party vote. The chart on the right
illustrates the distribution of the respondents’ party support.

Table 18. Differences in the proportions between party vote and support

Party vote Party support | Z| |Significant at [
N % N %
Left 763 44 698 48 2.34 .05
Centre-Left 180 10 137 9 0.88 -
Centre-Right 715 41 568 39 1.18
Right 70 4 42 3 1.74
Total 1728 100 1445 100
Party Vote Party Support
50 50
40 40
30 30
20 20
. 10 . 10 E
§ 0 . § 0 3
Left Centre-Left Centre-Right Right Left Centre-Left Centre-Right Right
Left-Right Party Orientation: party vote Left-Right Party Orientation: party support
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This table suggests that there were no significant changes in political orientations during the
period between the last elections and the time of survey regarding all parties but those on the
Left. Although there were some changes in support to other parties these changes were not
significant statistically. It appears that the Left has slightly but significantly gained in support
during few weeks between the elections and the survey. According to our data the Left has
increased its share in political party support by 4 percent in just three to four weeks.

Our data alow to track where additional support to the Left came from. The following Table
19 has the data.

Table 19. Changes in political orientations between the parliamentary electionsin March 1999
(party vote) and the survey in April 1999 (party support)

Left-Right Party Orientation Party support
Left Centre-Left | Centre-Right Right Total
Party vote Row % Row % Row % Row % Row %
Left 95 1 4 100
Centre-Left 19 64 16 1 100
Centre-Right 14 4 80 1 100
Right 22 78 100
Total 48 9 39 3 100

As one can clearly see, the major boost in support to the Left came from the Centre-L eft
political orientation. Thus, about one in five respondents who voted for the Centre-L eft parties
claimed support for the Left parties at the time of the survey. On the other hand, onein six
respondents who voted for the Centre-left parties claimed support for the Centre-Right parties
at the time of the survey. In total, about one in three voters for the Centre-L eft parties had
supported parties of another political orientation by the time of the survey. The largest single
swing occurred among the supporters of the Right parties. About twenty two percent of the
respondents who voted the Right-wing parties declared their support to the Centre-Right
parties. In general, political orientations have moved form the Right towards Centre and L eft
since the elections.

To summarise the methodological discussion, while exploring effects of political orientation
on the perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships, the declared political party support will
be used as a proxy for political orientation. Therefore the following data will be used to
measure the direction (Left-Right party support) and intensity (proportion of supporters of the
Left-Right parties) of political orientations.

Table 20. Political Party Support

Left-Right Party Orientation: party support

Count %
Left 698 48
Centre-Left 137 9
Centre-Right 568 39
Right 42 3
Total 1445 100

Note: The same list of political parties was used to measure the direction and intensity of both party vote and
party support. Therefore, the actual party names are omitted in the above table.
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The following set of three chartsin Table 21 show effects of the Left-Right political
orientation on the perception of the aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

One can clearly see that the respondents with the Right party political orientation perceive the
Military and organisational aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships significantly more
favourable than the respondents with the Left party political orientation. Moreover, the
respondents with the Centre-Right party political orientation are more supportive of the
strengthening of the Military and Organisational aspects of the relationships than the
respondents with the Centre-left party political orientations. It appears that there is a strong
linear relationship between the measures of party political orientations and perception of the
Military and Organisational Aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships. The more to the
political Left isarespondent the less favourable he or she perceives the Military and
Organisational aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

The party political orientation affects perception of the Political aspect of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships to a lesser degree. However, as the chart below shows, there is a moderate effect
of the party political orientation on the perception of the Russian reaction. In general the more
on the political Left were the respondent the more they were inclined to perceive the likely
Russian reaction to the Ukraine joining NATO in negative terms. In other words, the
respondents on the political Left were more likely to think that Russia would retaliate if

Ukraine joins NATO than the respondents on the political Right.

Finally, the perception of the political aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships seemed to
be not affected by the party political orientation. However strange this may look, an
explanation on offer is that the integrity and reliability of our measure of perception of the
Political aspectsis the lowest among the three scales. This aone could be the reason for the
effects difficult to be established on this scale. The scale is not sensitive enough to capture the
relationships between perception and political orientation. One can accept this explanation if
the similar picture can be found for effects of other factors.

Tables 22ato 22c have the mean values for the perception of the three aspects within different
party political orientations. These tables demonstrate in figures what the charts depict in
images. For instance, as Table 22a shows that the mean value of perception of the Military
and Organisationa aspects within the group of respondents who support parties on the Right
is 35% higher than the mean value of that within the group of respondents who support parties
on the Left. Overall, the mean value of perception of these aspects increases with the
increment of about 9% from the group of the Left parties' supporters to the Right parties
supporters™. Similarly, as Table 22b shows, there is steady growth in the mean value of
perception of the Russian reaction from the group of the Left parties’ supporters to the Right
parties’ supporters™. Finally, as Table 22c shows, there is no discernible pattern in the mean
values of perception of the Political aspects among respondents with different party political
orientations™.

12 |ncrease in the mean value of perception of the Military and Organisational aspects of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships indicates that the perception becomes more favourable in that the respondents believe that the
Ukraine joining NATO will benefit Ukraine structurally (economically, institutionally, etc.) and militarily.

%3 Increase in the mean value of perception of the Russian reaction to Ukraine joining NATO indicates increase
in the perceived likelihood that Russiawill not retaliate.

 Increase in the mean value of perception of the Political aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships indicates
that the perception becomes more favourably in that the Ukraine joining NATO will benefit Ukraine politically
and enhance Ukraine' sinternationa standing.
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Table 21. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within Party Political Orientations

(“Left-Right”)
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Table 22a. Perception of Military/Organisational Aspects within Party Political Orientations

N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error | Minimum | Maximum
Left 763 2.68 0.65 0.02 1.00 4.75
Centre-Left 180 2.95 0.65 0.05 1.25 5.00
Centre-Right 715 3.27 0.68 0.03 1.38 5.00
Right 70 3.63 0.77 0.09 1.38 5.00
Total 1728 3.13 0.71 0.02 1.00 5.00
Table 22b. Perception of Russian Reaction within Party Political Orientations

N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error | Minimum | Maximum
Left 763 2.61 0.72 0.03 1.00 5.00
Centre-Left 180 2.70 0.76 0.06 1.00 5.00
Centre-Right 715 2.87 0.72 0.03 1.00 5.00
Right 70 2.83 0.62 0.07 1.33 4.67
Total 1728 2.75 0.72 0.02 1.00 5.00
Table 22c. Perception of Political Aspects within Party Political Orientations

N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error | Minimum | Maximum
Left 763 2.54 0.60 0.02 1.00 4.33
Centre-Left 180 241 0.63 0.05 1.00 3.67
Centre-Right 715 251 0.64 0.02 1.00 4.33
Right 70 2.56 0.60 0.07 1.00 3.67

Total 1728 251 0.61 0.01 1.00 4.33
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The above outlined relationships between the Left-Right political party orientations and
perception of aspects of the NATO-Ukraine relationships reflect political parties’ stance on
NATO. Although only three out of thirty parties and election blocs (People's Democratic
Party, All-Ukrainian Party of Women's Initiatives, and Party of Spiritual, Economic, and
Social Progress) spelled out their position™ on the NATO-Ukraine relationshipsin pre-
election programmes, other parties' stances were assessed on the basis on party literature as
follows. According to a Pre-Election Report'® by The National Democratic Institute for
International Affairs published 28 October 1996, parties on the Left opposed the
strengthening of NATO-Ukrainian relationships and called to unite with Russia and other CIS
countries in a new military union. The Centre parties have adopted more pro-NATO attitude,
however they would like to see NATO transformed into a system of collective security rather
than remain amilitary bloc. Finaly, parties on the Right stated that they would pursue policy
of integrating Ukraine into international security system, including NATO.

It follows then that political parties have been able to communicate their position on NATO to
electorate. Tables 21 and 22a-c indicate that, by and large, the respondents followed their
respective parties in the opinions about the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

To summarise this section, the support for the devel opment and strengthening of the NATO-
Ukraine relationships comes from political Right, both in terms of individual attitudes and
political party programmes.

1> people's Democratic Party: ‘We shall carry out foreign policy only on the basis of national interests of
Ukraine. We shall support its diversity, focusing on maintenance of friendly relations with neighbouring states,
especially with CIS countries, on gradual integration of Ukraine into European and world communities, into
international and regional organisations, on active participation in preventing military conflicts, in supporting
transformation of NATO into the system of collective security’.

All-Ukrainian Party of Women's I nitiatives: ‘Modern world is constructed in way that Ukraine's development
is closely related to its profound integration into international community. By declaring foreign policy course
based on Ukraine's national interests and creation of favourable environment for economic and political
development of Ukraine, Party upholds the course on ensuring international integration and strengthening of
international authority of State, and its national security. Thiswill be made possiblein the event of: [...]
promotion of transformation of NATO into a system of collective security’.

Party of Spiritual, Economic, and Social Progress (PSESP): ‘PSESP considers that in the field of
international relations the Ukrainian state should lead a more active course towards mutually beneficial co-
operation, improvement of the international authority of Ukraine, non-joining military blocs, and on
development of economic and political relations with world countries, giving top priority to relationships with
Russiaand Belarus. Party stands up against the NATO expansion to the East, and against Ukraine joining the
NATO.

18 http://www.ndi .org/ukrrpt.htm
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Support for a presidential candidate and per ception of the NATO-Ukrainerelationships

In the wake of the presidential elections due in October 1999, it is a matter of considerable
interest to look if the respondents who support different presidential candidates (for the
electionsin October 1999) hold different opinions about the NATO-Ukrainian relationships.

Table 23. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships among supporters of different
presidential candidates
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Table 24. Perception of NATO-Ukraine relationship by supporters of presidential candidates

Future Presidential Vote| Military/Org. Aspects | Russian Reaction | Political Aspects
Viktor Yuschenko 3.36 2.81 2.43
Leonid Kuchma 3.26 2.87 2.50
Leonid Kravchuk 3.24 2.76 2.57
Yevgenii Marchuk 3.20 2.71 244
Pavel Lasarenko 3.07 2.77 2.53
Alexander Moroz 2.67 2.58 2.46

It is not clear why supporters of Viktor Y uschenko, head of the National Bank of Ukraine,
perceive the NATO-Ukraine relationships more positively than do supporters of the
incumbent president Leonid Kuchma or the former president Leonid Kravchuk. Further
research is needed in order to arrive at any substantiated conclusion. However, a slightly
negative opinion about the NATO-Ukraine relationships found among the supporters of
Moroz's candidacy isin line with the policy of the objection to NATO enlargement advocated
by political centre-left of which Alexandr Moroz, the parliamentary speaker, is a prominent
representative.




Regional differential in the perception of the NATO-Ukrainerelationships

Ukrainian social, cultural, political and, to alarge extent, economic life is regionalised.

Broadly, western and northern regions of Ukraine differ from eastern and southern regions in

many aspects, including public opinion about various political issues'’. The relationship
between NATO and Ukraine is one of such issues. Therefore one should expect the public
opinion to vary across regions of Ukraine. Aswe found earlier in the text, the public opinion
in the broadly defined western and northern regions of Ukraine is more ani-Russian, pro-
independence and pro-western than in the rest of Ukraine. The following Tables 25 and 26
have the data.

Table 25. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within regions of Ukraine
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17 See: Salabaj N.V., Yaremenko A. A. ‘ The Social-Political Attitudes of the Ukraine Population: February
1996’ ; http://www.unich.edu/~iinet/crees




Table 26. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within regions of Ukraine (means)

Military/Org. Aspects | Russian Reaction | Political Aspects
Western 3.39 2.88 2.55
Kyiv 3.30 2.92 2.47
Northern 3.08 2.81 2.62
Central 2.93 2.79 2.54
Southern 2.82 2.57 2.59
Eastern 2.81 2.75 251
Crimea 2.59 2.60 2.61

Table 54 contains graphs that depict the relationships between avariable *Region’ and our
scales. Table 26 has mean scores of perception of different aspect of the NATO-Ukraine
relationships as measured by our scales.

Tables 25 and 26 demonstrate that public opinion in western and northern regions of Ukraine
and Kiev was significantly much more in favour of developing the NATO-Ukraine
relationships (especially in the Military and Organisational areas) than was public opinion in
southern and eastern regions and Crimea. Concerning other aspects of the relationships, the
picture was somewhat unclear.

In general, the majority of respondents who support the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine
relationshipsis located in the north-west of Ukraine and in Kiev, and the strongest opposition
to that comes from the south-eastern regions of the country.



45

Per ception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within educational groups

Following our finding that the respondents’ interest to-and knowledge about the NATO-
Ukraine relationship is very much affected by their educational level, it was logical to assume
that the same educational effects would be found on the perception of the aspects of the
NATO-Ukraine relationships.

However, as the data presented in Tables 27 and 28 suggest, education does not affect
perception in any way. In other words, there was no conclusive evidence found in our datato
establish a direction and strength of the association between the respondents education and
their perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.

Table 27. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within educational groups
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Table 28. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within educational groups (means)

Military/Org. Aspects | Russian Reaction | Political Aspects
High 3.02 2.78 2.56
Higher 3.00 2.72 2.39
Unfinished high 2.97 2.80 2.65

In generdl, it is possible to conclude that an individual’ s educational attainment does not
influence an individual’ s perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationships.
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Per ception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within ethno-linguistic groups

It has been pointer out earlier in the text that ethno-linguistic (cultural) cleavages are as
important as territorial (region) and socio-economic (class) ones in shaping public opinion in
Ukraine. Once again, these cleavages clearly transpired in perception of the aspects of the
NATO-Ukraine relationships. The following Tables 28 and 29 have the data.

Table 28. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within ethno-linguistic groups (means)
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Table 29. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships within ethno-linguistic groups (means)

Military/Org. Aspects | Russian Reaction | Political Aspects
Ukrophones 3.12 2.79 2.55
Rusophones 2.85 2.75 2.54
Others 3.06 2.88 2.59

As the above tables suggest, the respondents who spoke Ukrainian at home had more
favourable opinion about the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationships than the
respondents who spoke Russian at home irrespective of their ethnic identity. Thiscan, to a
great extent, be explained by referring to a well-documented fact that speaking Ukrainian has
been not only cultural and linguistic characteristic but also a political statement of support to
independence of Ukraine. Consequently, the independence of Ukraine meant predominantly
and first of al independence from the Russian political if not economic dominance. Thus, the
Ukraino-phones’ support to the strengthening of the NATO-Ukraine relationshipsis, by and
large, areaction against Russia.




Per ception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships by supporters and opponents of the
Ukrainian independence
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Our data clearly indicate that perception of the NATO-Ukraine relationship is affected by the

respondents’ stance on the independence of Ukraine. As Tables 30 and 31 demonstrate, the

more independence-minded were respondents the more in favour of NATO were their
opinions.

Table 30. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships by supporters and opponents of the
Ukrainian independence
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Table 31. Perception of Ukraine-NATO Relationships by supporters and opponents of the
Ukrainian independence

Military/Org. Aspects | Russian Reaction | Political Aspects
Support 3.27 2.81 2.47
Swing: support-oppose 2.81 2.70 2.57
Swing: oppose-support 2.88 2.50 243
Oppose 2.57 2.58 2.50

One can extend the explanation of the ethno-linguistic influence on the perception of the
NATO-Ukraine relationships to the influence of attitudes towards independence on that.
Moreover, as it has been found el sewhere, support for independence and ethno-linguistic
groups coincide in Ukraine. Our data are not an exception in that respect, as the following
Table 32 demonstrates.




Table 32. Support to the Ukrainian independence within ethno-linguistic groups

Linguistic-ethnic group

Independence Support

Support | Swing: support-oppose | Swing: oppose-support | Oppose
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Panel A Column %
Ukrophones 71 51 36 33
Rusophones 27 47 57 65
Others 2 2 7 2
Total 100 100 100 100
Panel B Row %
Total
Ukrophones 68 22 1 10 100
Rusophones 39 30 1 29| 100
Others 46 32 4 18| 100

Asthe data suggest, in statistical terms, the nil hypothesis can be rejected that there is no
relationship between ethno-linguistic group of a respondent and his or her attitude towards

independence of Ukraine (Chi-square=140.88, df=6, [1=.000).

Clearly, there is an overwhelming majority of 71% of Ukraino-phones who offer persistent
support to the independence of Ukraine. On the other hand the majority of the respondents
who persistently oppose the Ukrainian independence are Russo-phones (65%). Therefore,

there exists a strong relationship between the respondents ethno-linguistic group and their
attitudes towards the independence of Ukraine. This relationship is also evident when the data
are rearranged to alow comparison between ethno-linguistic groupsin their attitudes towards
the independence of Ukraine (Table 32, panel B).
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APPENDIX 1

TECHNICAL REPORT
ON ORGANISATION AND CONDUCTING
THE SURVEY

DECEMBER 1998

1. SAMPLING PROCEDURES AND STAGES, THE SAMPLING POINTS USED,
AND THE NUMBER OF INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED AROUND EACH ONE

The nlaIi onal representative sample used by SOCIS in this survey was a multi stage random
sample.

The first stage of sampling design was the grouping of the oblasts, which are the main units of
territorial and administrative division of UKraine, into regions. The grouping was done on the
basis of more than 150 characteristics and indicators of economic, social and cultural
development by the methods of factor analysis and cluster analysis applied in sequence.

The social statistics data (POPULATION CENSUS, 1989) were used to calculate the
[?eArgeLnEtalge of urban and rural population in each region.

THIé[C))ISTRIBUTION OF THE URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION 16+ PER
REGION

REGION TOTAL TOTAL URBAN RURAL
(thousands) % % %
UKRAINE ................ 39,/59 ... 100. .............. YA 33
KIBV..oviiieiieiieeiie, 2,003 ................ 503 ............ 100 i, -
Northern................... 3,792 oo, 9.54 .............. 52 i, 48
Central ........ccccco....... 5045 ............... 12.68.............. 51 i, 49
North-Western.......... 2,819 ..o, 7.09 ..cooonnenee L S 53
Western .......coco..o..... 4024 ............... 10.12.............. 51 i, 49
South-Western......... 1,610................ 405 .............. 42 i 58
North-Eastern........... 3,620 ..cciennennen. 9.10 .............. 4 T 27
Eastern ........cc.......... 6,373 i, 16.03.............. 89 i, 11
South-Eastern.......... 4,622 .....ccn....... 11.63.............. S 3 19
Southern .................. 3,969 ....ccoounnnn. 9.98 ... B5 i, 35
Crimea ....cccoeeevvennnen.. 1,883 ................ 475 ..ol 70 i, 30

The second stage of the sampling design was the selection of urban and rural_settlements. Al
]gtllles and towns of Ukraine were divided into groups depending on their population as
ollows

TABLE 2.

THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION OF URBAN SETTLEMENTS
Type Number of Size of % to

cities population total

KIEV..iieen 1. 2,815.....cccceinn. 9.22

500,000 and more....... 9., 8,765.....cccccunni. 28.70

100-499 000.............. 40 ... 8,876......cccuuunne. 29.06

50-99 000.................. 55 ., 3,785....cccciie. 12.40

less than 49 000....... 329 .. 6,300......cc.......... 20.62
e 434 .o, 30,541 ..ccocrnnn. 100.00)

The task of the second stage was to select 35 urban settlements to represent on the one hand
the structure of the urban Settlements of Ukraine and, on the other hand, to represent each of
the 10 rec?l ons singled out at the first stage of samplln%des n. For this, within each region

cities and towns belonging to the same group (see TABLE Z) were ordered alphabeticaly and

selected at random.

The table below shows the locations of interviewing and the number of interviewsin
each location in this survey.
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TABLE 3 SURVEY sample

REGION CITIES IN NUMBER OF | TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
REGION INTERVIEW | NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF
S URBAN RURAL INTERVIEW
IN CITIES INTERVIEW | INTERVIEW | SIN
S S REGION
Kiev 100 100 lOQ
Northern 100 92 192
Zhitomir 36
Korostyshev 29
Chernigiv 35
Central 132 124 256
Vinitsa 45
Kalinovka 12
Cherkassy 45
L Uman’ 30 _ _ _
Eastern 282 35 317
Donetsk 57
Gorlovka 40
Khartsizsk 40
Volnovaha 33
Acdeevka 34
Lugansk 45
Lutugino 33
South- 211 46 257
Eastern
Dnipropetrovs’k 70
Novomoskovsk 44
Tokmak 37
Zaporizh'ya 60 _ _ _
North- 122 52 174
Eastern
Kharkiv 70
Sumy 30
Konotop 22 _ _
North- 64 75 139
Western
K.-Podol’'sky 40
Dunaevtsy 24
Western 100 99 199
Lviv 50
Stryl 30
_ Terebovla 20 _ —
South- 32 46 78
Western
" Chernivtsi 32
Southern 129 68 197
Mykolayv 50
Odesa 50
L Snigirevka 29 _
Crimea 64 27 91
Simferopil’ 40
Bahchisarali 24
TOTAL 33 cities 1336 664 2000

Rural settlements were selected randomly from the list of the rural settlements of the oblast
whose cities had been selected for the survey. It is necessary to mention here, that there were
still some obstacles for conducting the interviews in some rural settlements (lack of regular
transport, seasonal inaccessibility etc.).
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The last stage of sampling was the selection of the respondents. Random route method was
used in this survey. The selection of street was also random. To select the respondent, the
‘first future birthday’ technique was used in this survey.

Universe*
SEX
Male 44.1%
Female 55.9%
Total 100.0%
AGE
Under 20 7,1%
20-29 18.2%
30-39 19.6%
40-54 24.2%
55-59 7.4%
60 + 23.5%
Total 100.0%
EDUCATION
Primary/ Secondary
uncompl. 38.6%
Secondary grad./
Second special. 49.6%
Higher uncompl./
Higher 11.8%
Total 100.0%

* All data on the universe are taken from the ALL-UNION CENSUS OF POPULATION, 1989.

2. FIELDFORCE DETAILS, RECRUITING, TRAINING ETC.

Interviewers were chosen from the inhabitants of settlements according to the sample model.
They were selected from librarians, employees of statistical services, clerks, students, etc.
Women were in a mgjority among Interviewers.

The interviewers had a special base training for 4-5 days according to international standards.
Interviewers were introduced to the sample problems, confidentiality of opinion polls,
erformance reth rements (clothes, accessories); special attention was paid to skills nece%}/
to achieve a contact with a respondent. Interviewers were taught to carry out the standardi
interview (to ask questions of different types, use show-cards; the problems of pace of speech,
diction, etc. were also considered). '_I'he?{1 completed probation interviews of different types,
they also familiarised themselves with the rules of selection of respondents according io the
different methods. Interviewers were taught to fill in the accompanying documents. After
training each interviewer received an "Instruction to the interviewer™.

Before the beginning of the fieldwork special briefings were conducted by supervisors.
Interviewers were instructed about the terms of conducting this survey. Special attention
during the briefing was given to the accuracy of their job and the validity of data gathered as
well asto their reSponsibility in the cases of falsifications.
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3. NUMBER OF REFUSALS, NON-RESPONSE

Registered CONACES ......coiveeiiiieeiicce e 2972

RETUSAIS .. et 2901

INEEIVIEWS ... e e e e e e e 2000

RESPONSE TALE.....ccceiiiiiiieii e 40.8%
INACCESSIDINTY. ...cooeeeeeeeee e 1035

Reasons for refusals

State of health...........coooriei e, 82

Lack Of tIMe ....ccoeeieeece e 314

Unwillingness to open the dOOor ..............eueveeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieens 810

NO FBASON ...ttt e e e e e e eees 1243

DiStrUSE tO INTEIVIEW .. .uueeii et 296

Criminal situation, fear of criminalS..........ccovveeiiiiiiiie e 126

Othe ., 30

TOtAl .. —————————— 2901

Reasons for inaccessibility

There was nobody at home/flat (after 3 ViSitS)...........ccccccveeeiiiiiiiiiiineeeenn, 636

Respondent was not to be at home/flat (during the field work) ................. 118

Respondent was not to be at home/flat in those time ............ccccceeenl. 82

Respondent had NO TIME ..........uuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i 56

The respondent was Not UNADIE ... 31

There was nobody to fall ShOrt ... 112

L 11 = RSP -

10> 1035

4. DATESOF THE FIELDWORK
The survey was fielded from 02/12/98 to 16/12/98.
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APPENDIX 2: THE QUESTIONNAIRE (ONLY “NATO QUESTIONS’ ARE

LISTED)
Al0.

a) EAE AU AOTAAOA, NOUANOAOGAO EE NAExAN

AACTTAN T TNOE OEPAEI U?

ATA

J—

N[O TU o o o TSR 1
N&1384 AOUAT0A080, +8i 18 FAOUBROAOED ...........cveveeeceeeeeeieie e 2
N&T584 18 ROUATIOA080, +&1 AGUAOA0AD ........cveveeeeeceeeeeeeeese e 3
[ 8 FAOUBTOAOED .......vvverevieeiise ettt 4
Ca0a0aiypiitl 1083000 /i& ¢iab (1A CAXEOUAAOQU) ..., 8

b) AAT EAZAONR, xO1 GADTCA NOUANOAOGAD, TONOU AAAA TACIAXEOAEUIAR.
NOPAT T1A ENOTAEO? (ETOADAUPADO: Aidifeoa i1 éaseiié fiodiéd)

Aa| T4 | Taciap (1A

GAXx)

b) Diffiée 1| 2 8
c) Nodai Caiaaité Aaaiia 1] 2 8
d) Nodai AThoi=i1é Aadiil 1| 2 8
e) NOA 1] 2 8
f) A36a20 fiodai 1| 2 8
(CATE@EOA)

AR OAPICA TAOETIAEUITE

A11. EAE AU AU TOADAEOABECIAAEE NOATATU NATAE TNAAATTEATTITNOE 1T NTNOTRIEE
T1O1T@AIEE 1AZAOC OEPAEITE E 1AOT?

~AO A

Ifadali eai 11éeiinoup, fi+edap Naay Yeniadoil & yoié TABANOE..........cccceveveveeeereceee e, 1
R A BOBAATATTAI (10 ATANORE € BAGATEE ... eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee oottt e e ee ettt e e e e et eeeeaens 2
B Giap TAYOTT AAAITI TAUAT TBATA ..o nen 3
[ &880 iT AOOS 1A ciah 43 & 18 ETOBBAAOPAUYORT ........veeeeeeeeeeeee e 4
C2006a1yphill 10880800 (1A CAXEOUAAOU). ... 8
A12. NTAEANT O EE AU NT NEAAOPUE 1E OOAADAEAATERTE?
Niaeand | Nigean | [ anéiese |14 [E] [ &cfap
iTeitAou | af 7 fitagana | Ataeanal | (1A CAx)
b fil aeana i iTeithou
fanoTeuél b
& fad
a) Oédaeia &iéasela NOAAT eolfy é 1 2 3 4 5 6
fié108éedi 6 anosicdiep a IAOT
b) TAOT - yoi fdaval 1 2 3 4 5 6
141071 2088UT06é aTaii0é ATpe
c) Anooiea a TAOT, Oédagia ia 1 2 3 4 5 6
fiai 11 4364 18 6ed&ieo naip
jaseliasiiop adctianiifou
d)Oédadia & éaefa fiodal eOURY 1 2 3 4 5 6
aio6i ol aataiiaé Aatpe
Dififiedé & 406381 & aifivaadnoaal e
NiA, aida iAol
e) A14icdeiTi adaonai Oédaeia 1 2 3 4 5 6
& éaela THOAOUMY 18600380116,
aidaeieiaié fovdaiieé
f) 18 AOUAH0A08D &&eiTal iaiey 1 2 3 4 5 6
fiddae 6eoaeineed ifeeoesta 1
ol 1, eaé Oedaeia aleadia fAodTeoU
fiaie ToiTediey i IAOT
) Nod&i e&i @a Aifiol+it- 1 2 3 4 5 6
43011 46Meed RAodal afodieol a
i AOT 67488074417 &0 acdkaiedi
a0ou 1deiyoni 4 Aadiiaéneed e




14seadiadiaina 16aaiecadee,
fifTadazediey faoeliaeuiié

aac¢iianiinoe ¢aani ia ise +ai

h) Afooieaiea Oédaei i & IAOT 1 2 3 4 5 6
10848530 € 6064 0ai ep

46800 caoda-ai 0 ¢ia+eodslita

1 a04deaeli0a Nodanoaa fa caddiéd
aifodaediey anodaiad 1AOI

i) ARooieaied Oédaei b a IAOI 1 2 3 4 5 6
iTalneo alanitAtaiTnou
6éoaeinéié adiée

}) A0 2aI &8 08038 0 a TAOT 1 2 3 4 5 6
i 57T 680680 6064 0T 64
1011 oAl &é 1aaea0 OeBaRITé &

bifneaé

k) TAOI ieélaaa ia ideido 1 2 3 4 5 6
08d2a¢i6 & fiaié nnoag, 0aé 68
yoi 1 6 anddsa 4680

3 i yoriodldaol Dififiey

1) ARodieéied Oédaein a IAOI 1 2 3 4 5 6
6804 &0 18seAsiadiaiop iTcevep

Oavdaei i

m) Afooieaied Oédaeia a IAOT 1 2 3 4 5 6

3iffeénelé adaresa, +of
Tfieleel @0 el 106881114
1571006 8padé

n) Niodoai e-anoal Oésaein & 1 2 3 4 5 6
[AOT a6aiéad i61adalia
“1ad0i&0M0al ase 1834 -yol

,,,,,,

636 86y O8daei 0, 028 e 88y 1AO]

ANEE OEPAEIA TOEOEAEUIT GARAEO T NATAT AAEATEE ANOOTEOU A [AOT.

N~ A

A13. TOATEOA, TTAAEOENOA, AADTROITNOU TEAATADAXENEAIT 0O DAAECEE DINNEE,
I )

a) DINNER AAAAAO YET i T 1ExANEEA NATEOQI ACDUA ETIC
IDAEPAUATEA 1TNOAATE AACA E IAGOE, EO.A)- ARDTROT TROU
1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

w

100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0%

b)DTNNER iA AGAAO TDATRONOATAAOU ANOOTEAT E b OEPAEI U A [AOT- AADTROIT TNOU:
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0%

c) DINNER TEAAZAO TTEEOExXANEEE [AZE] [A THDAAEOAEUNOAT OEPAEIU (xAPAC
IAEAOGIADTAIUA  TPAAIECAOEE, 111UOCAAONR AANOAAEEECEDTAAOU DPAATOO
TADEATATOA, 111 UOAAONR NICAAOU ATOETAOIANETA AAEAATEA A OEPAEIA E OA)-
AABROT TNOU:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0%

IDENOONOAER DINNEE (A APAIEOA N OEPAEIT

d) DINNES TEAZEAO ATATITA AAAEAIEA A OEPAEIO (ONEEATEA ATAIITA]
E, TATNOPAIEA NEOOAOEE A

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

100% 90% 80% 70% 60% 50% 40% 30% 20% 10% 0%
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E14. EAE AU AOTAAOA, EAE ATEAAT PAGAOURR A IN T o111, NEAAGAO EE OEDAEIA

I UOAOQUNRANOOITEQU A [1AOT?

[ A TAUATAOTTABUTTT BAOAOATAGT . eeveeeeeeee ettt et ettt e ettt e et et e et et eeeee s
| & candsaiee NTA30AASGTT N 1 TAOR OBIARTU.....c.veeveeeeeeeereeee e eeee s en e
B TBOBAT BTOR. ettt ettt ettt ettt et ettt ettt ettt ettt et et et et et e et et e e et eae et ens
EQHTT TOACRAAION T.uvuvuvviiieieieeee ettt bbb b bbbt s s

T T BAOBT T TATOTH Qvrrsvevecreversessiessesesessesssssessssssssssssesssssse s sse s
C203081§priti 10880800 (1A CAXEOUAAOU)........ecoeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeseseeseeeeeesse e



