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PETIJUMA ZINOJUMS LATVISKI

PETIJUMA APRAKSTS

Pétijuma ,,Mazakumtautibu lidzdaliba demokratiskajos procesos Latvija” meérkis ir apkopot
informaciju par mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam organizacijam Latvija un Latvijas mazakumtautibu
kopienu parstavniecibu nevalstiskajas organizacijas un lidzdalibu demokratiskajos procesos Latvija.

Pétijuma analitiskaja zinojuma ir apkopotas galvenas atzinas, kas radusas no mazakumtautibu
nevalstisko organizaciju izpétes, datu bazes sagatavo$sanas un Kkart€Sanas, ka ari Latvijas
mazakumtautibu aptaujas par Iidzdalibu demokratiskajos procesos Latvija.

Mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju izpete, datu bazes sagatavoSana un kartéSana

Latvijas mazakumtautibu organizaciju (turpmak NVO) izpéte, datu bazes sagatavoSana un kartéSana
Latvijas regionos un novados tika veikta, balstoties uz jaunako LR Uzpémumu registra
informaciju/Lursoft datu bazi par Latvija registrétajam biedribam un nodibinajumiem. P&tijuma
vajadzibam tika iegadata pilna NVO datu baze par visam Latvija registrétajam un 2004./2005. gada
parregistrétajam NVO uz 2015. gada 1. juniju. Par katru NVO tika iegtti $adi raditaji: nosaukums,
registracijas adrese, dibinasSanas gads un 250 zimju gar§ NVO darbibas mérka apraksts atbilstosi
statlitos noteiktajam. Balstoties uz mérku aprakstu, NVO tika klasific€tas p€c to intereSu virziena
(kulturas biedribas, interesu aizsardzibas biedribas vai abi virzieni), ka ar1 p&c tautibas vai tautibu
grupam, ko parstav NVO.

Turpingjuma tika mekléta visu mazakumtautibu NVO kontaktinformacija dazados pieejamos
informacijas avotos — registros, pasvaldibas, interneta. Lai izveidotu paplasinatu mazakumtautibu
biedribu un nodibinajumu datu bazi, kas ieklautu arT informaciju par organizacijas vadibu, plaSaku
darbibas meérku aprakstu, identific€jot, cik aktivi darbojas NVO, tas saistibu ar citam NVO
attiecigaja regiona un Latvija kopuma, iesaistito personu skaitu organizacija, nozimigakos istenotos
minéto informaciju.

Latvijas mazakumtautibu aptauja

Aptaujas meérkis bija izpétit Latvijas mazakumtautibu kopienu parstavniecibu nevalstiskajas
organizacijas un Iidzdalibu demokratiskajos procesos Latvija.

Nemot veéra to, ka aptaujas rezultatus paredzets izmantot mazakumtautibu piederibas sajiitas un
lidzdalibas monitoringa sistémas izveidei, ka ar1 politikas planoSanas dokumentu izvert§jumam
(pieméram, Nacionalas identitates, pilsoniskas sabiedribas un integracijas politikas pamatnostadnu
2012.-2018.gadam rezultativajos raditajos), liela dala aptaujas anketas jautajumi tika sagatavoti,

balstoties uz [idzsingjiem pétijumiem, lai nodroSinatu salidzinamibu.

Galvenie raditaji, par ko tika iegiita informacija aptauja, ir:
(1) piederibas raditaji, t.sk. nacionala identitate, kultiiras telpa, tradicijas, svétku sving&Sana,
jauniesu iesaiste;
(2) lidzdalibas raditaji — mazakumtautibu kopienu parstavnieciba 1émumu pienemsanas un
sabiedriskos procesos valstT;
(3) attieksmes noveértgjumu, t.sk. par valsts un pasvaldibu atbalstu nacionalas kultiiras
saglabasanai un ieklaujoSas sabiedribas veidoSanai, pilsonibas iegtiSanas tendencém,
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pasiniciativu, gatavibu ieskaitities sabiedriskos procesos, valodas lietojamibu (t.sk.
daudzvalodibu gimengés) u.c.

Kopuma paredzetais izlases apjoms pétijuma bija vismaz 700 respondenti, ieklaujot divas mérka
grupas: 1) mazakumtautibu kopienas (iedzivotaju aptauja), lai novert€tu vinu Iidzdalibu un
attieksmes; 2) mazakumtautibu organizacijas.

Aptaujas veikSanas rezultata tika aptaujati 735 mazakumtautibu kopienu parstavji (iedzivotaju
aptauja) un papildu 91 mazakumtautibu organizaciju parstavis. Nemot véra to, ka iedzivotaju
aptauja 3% aptaujato (25 respondenti) ir mazakumtautibu NVO biedri vai aktivisti, kopgjais
mazakumtautibu organizaciju biedru skaits sasniedz 116 respondentus.

Abu mérka grupu aptauja tika izmantota viena aptaujas anketa visiem aptaujas dalibniekiem, bet
aktivakajai mazakumtautibu iedzivotaju dalai tika uzdoti vél papildu jautajumi par dalibu konkrétas
organizacijas darba un organizacijas Tstenotajam aktivitatém. ST informacija ir ieklauta NVO datu
baze.

Lai nodroSinatu reprezentativu mazakumtautibu kopienas un iedzivotaju parstavniecibu péc
dazadam pazimém, tika izmantota kvotu izlase. Petjjuma noteiktas kvotu pazimes ir dzives vietas
regions, tautiba, respondenta vecums un dzimums. Kvotu noteikSanai tika izmantoti Centralas
statiskas parvaldes datiem uz 2015. gada 1. janvari (skat. 1. tabulu).

Aptaujas metodei tika izmantota multi-modalu pieeja, kur informacijas iegiiSanas noliikos tika
izmantota gan telefoninterviju metode, gan internetaptaujas metode mazakumtautibu organizaciju
vaditaju aptaujai. Aptaujas lauka darba veikSana tika istenota no 2015. gada 15. jdlija lidz 10.
septembrim, pirms tam veicot aptaujas anketas pilotazu un pilnveidoSanu, saskanojot to ar
Pasttitaju.



1. tabula. Telefoninterviju izlases kvotas

Centralas . .
statiskas Planota izlase: Sa.lsnlegta o Sasnicgt
srvaldes respor_1dentu izlase: Sasniegta izlase: i lase:
parva. skaits — kopgjais mazakumtautibu N
01 OdlatZIblS mazakumtautibu | respondentu iedzivotaji NV(?(t_)I&tdr'l
' % ' iedzivotaji skaits un aktrvisti
Regions
Riga 45,5 273 390 343 55
Pieriga 13,6 82 77 69 11
Vidzeme 3,5 21 42 42 0
Kurzeme 8,0 47 82 75 8
Zemgale 9,3 56 58 47 16
Latgale 20,1 121 177 159 26
Kopa 100 600 826 735 116
Dzimums
Virie$i 45,0 270 298 264 39
Sievietes 55,0 330 528 471 77
Kopa 100 600 826 735 116
Vecums
18-24 6,8 41 56 53 6
25-34 14,6 88 149 143 10
35-44 15,2 91 153 144 12
45-54 18,2 109 169 158 15
55-64 19,7 118 141 114 32
65+ 25,6 153 158 123 41
Kopa 100 600 826 735 116
Tautiba
Krievi 67,2 404 577 547 48
Baltkrievi 8,8 53 52 47 6
Ukraini 5,9 35 47 40 9
Poli 5,6 34 53 39 14
Lietuviesi 3,2 19 35 17 18
Ebreji 0,7 4 11 7 6
Citi (ietver
art 4,3% 1o, 8,6 51 51 38 15
as nenorada
savu tautibu)
Kopa 100 600 826 735 116




KONCEPTUALI - TEORETISKAS ATZINAS

Ieklausanas sabiedriba biitiskakas dimensijas ir, pirmkart, piederibas sajuta konkrétajai teritorijai,
valstij un cilvékiem, otrkart, lidzdaliba sabiedribas ekonomiskaja, kultiiras un politiskaja dzive, ka
arl apmierinatiba ar dzivi, iespgjam sevi realizet. Piederibas sajiita noteiktai valstij veidojas,
summeéjoties daudziem aspektiem un faktoriem, tai skaita, izjutot piederibu kopigai vésturei,
teritorijai, ari ainavai, dabai, un piedaloties kop&jas tagadnes un nakotnes veidosana’.

Latvijas mazakumtautibu vidi ir sastopama liela attieksmju un uzvedibas daudzveidiba attieciba uz
veidu, ka pielagoties socialajam un ekonomiskajam izmainam sabiedriba, ka ar1 latviesu valodas
zinasanu prasibam, naturalizacijai, iesp&jam piedalities politiskajos un socialajos procesos.

Dala mazakumtautibu izvelas aktivaku vai pasivaku ieklauSanas celu un pienem normativaja
reguléjuma izvirzitos nosacijumus (Pilsonibas likums, Valsts valodas likums utt.). Citi izvairas no
ieklauganas Latvijas sabiedriba un emigré® vai dzivo salidzino$i noslégta vide — sava etniskaja vai
lingvistiskaja kopiena, kur, piem&ram, krievu valoda ir paspietiekama un nav nepiecieSams apgt
latvieSsu valodu — var dzivot un stradat vidé, kur latvieSu valoda netiek lietota un nav lielas
nepiecieSamibas iesaistities socidlajos procesos, kuros biitu nepiecieSamas latvieSu valodas

zinaganas®.

Viens no mehanismiem, ka veicinat aktivaku mazakumtautibu iesaistiS8anos politiskajos un
socialajos procesos, ir atbalsts mazakumtautibu intereSu un kultiiras organizacijam, tomér tikai ar
nosacljumu, ja tas paplasina esoSos socialos tiklus un, kas loti butiski, veicina starpkultiiru
komunikaciju un latviesu valodas lietoSanu un apguvi.

Nemot véra to, ka Latvija ir iesp&jams identific€t socialo tiklu veidoSanos uz lingvistiskas pazimes
pamata’, sabiedribas integracijas veicina$anai ipasi nozimigas ir tas nevalstiskds organizacijas, kas
sekmé socialo tiklu paplaSinasanos arpus vienas lingvistiskas grupas ietvariem.

Tomér mazakumtautibu daliba kultiras un intereSu aizstavibas organizacijas ir tikai viens no
socialas un politiskas Iidzdalibas aspektiem. Ne mazak nozimiga ir mazakumtautibu lidzdaliba un
parstavnieciba valsts parvalde, ka ar1 parlieciba par lidzdalibas sabiedriskajos procesos pozitivu
rezultatu.

Var iz8kirt gan konvencionalos lidzdaliba veidus — lidzdaliba veléSanas un referendumos —, gan art
nekonvencionalos — protesti, piketi, demonstracijas, zibakcijas. Lidz$ingjie pé€tijumi parﬁdas, ka
lielakajai dalai iedzivotaju Latvija piedaliSanas véleéSanas ir ne tikai galvenais, bet arl vienigais
politiskas lidzdalibas veids, jo tikai dazi procenti iesaistas citas politiskas ietekmes izradisanas
aktivitate€s — protestos, peticiju parakstiSana, kontakt€jas ar politikiem vai amatpersonam u.tml.,

! Zepa, Brigita (2011). Kas ir nacionala identitate? Ka to skaidrot? Latvija. Parskats par tautas attistibu 2010/2011.
Nacionala identitdate, mobilitate un rictbspéja. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa un Evija Klave. 15.-20. Ipp.
’ Hazans, Mihails (2011). Latvijas emigracijas mainiga seja: 2000-2010. Latvija. Parskats par tautas attistibu
2010/2011. Nacionala identitate, mobilitate un ricibspéja. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa un Evija Klave. 70.-91. Ipp.
* Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). Péettjums ,,Valoda. Latvijas iedzivotaju aptauja”. Pasatitajs: LVAVP; Baltic
Institute of Social Sciences (2006). Integracijas prakse un perspektivas. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa. Pieejams:
http://www.biss.soc.lv/downloads/resources/integracijas_prakse/brosura LV.pdf
* Djackova, Svetlana (2000). Valodas loma regiona attistiba. Magistra darbs. Pieejams:
http://providus.Iv/article/valodas-loma-regiona-attistiba; Baltic Institute of Social Sciences, Latvijas Zinatnu
Akadémijas Ekonomikas instittits (2004). Sabiedribas integracija un uznéméjdarbiba: etniskais aspekts. Zin. red. Brigita
Zepa.
> LU Socialo un politisko p&tijumu institdts (2014). Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014.
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ieskaitot arT meéginajumus parliecinat lidzcilveékus atbalstit kadu noteiktu partiju vai kandidatu.
Jasecina, ka Latvijas iedzivotajiem kopuma raksturiga diezgan pasiva politiska Iidzdaliba.

Politisko Iidzdalibu biitiski ietekmé tas, vai lidzdaliba tiek pozitivi noveértéta, vai tiek saskatits, ka ta
nes pozitivu rezultatu, ka ar parlieciba, ka, kaut ko pasakot, ir iesp&jams mainit [émumus, ietekmét
noteiktus procesus.

Lai analizétu Sos lidzdalibu ietekmé&joSos faktorus socialo zinatnu literatira ir izstradati vairaki
jédzieni. Politiska veiktsp&ja (political efficacy) apzimé individa izjiitu, ka vina politiskajai ricibai
var biit ietekme uz politiskajiem procesiemﬁ. Politiska bezspéciba (powerlessness) apzimé situaciju,
kad Sadas parliecibas par iespgju ietekmét politiskos procesus nav. Daudzi autori ir skaidrojusi,
kadel cilveki neiesaistas politika, pieméram, Roberts A. Dals ir identific€jis vairakus iemeslus, kas
samazina iespgjamibu, ka cilveki iesaistities politika':

1) paredzamie ieguvumi, salidzinot ar ieguvumiem no citam darbibam, tiek vertéti negativi;
2) nav parliecibas par labaku alternativu risinajumu;

3) nav ticibas spg&jai kaut ko ietekmét;

4) viedoklis, ka rezultats biis pictickami apmierinoS$s ari bez iesaistiSanas;

5) wviedoklis, ka triikst zinasanu, kompetences, lai kaut ko darftu.

Analizgjot politisko [idzdalibu un politisko kultiiru Latvija kopuma, petijuma ,,Cik demokratiska ir
Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014” ir secinats, ka ,situaciju attieciba uz iedzivotaju
lidzdalibu brivpratigas aktivitates, pasSparvaldes un nevalstiskas organizacijas un cita brivpratiga
darba pédgjo piecu gadu laika var vertet ka sliktu™®. Secinajums attiecas gan uz latvieSu, gan
mazakumtautibu organizacijam.

Diemzel Latvija nostiprinajusies tendence, ka sabiedriba biezak izplatita ir atsveSinatiba no politikas
procesiem, nevis iesaistiSanas tajos, Un neuztic€Sanas politikiem. Saglabajoties Sadai tendencei —
zemai lidzdalibai lémumu piepemsana, ticibas trikumam savai ietekmes iesp€jai, uztic€Sanas
trakumam politikiem, veidojas apburtais loks: valdosas elites un kop&jas politiskas situacijas
negativajam t€lam nav izredZu mainities, ja neuztic€Sanas un neapmierinatiba ar politikiem
nepartop aktiva riciba, kas raditu politikos lielaku veribu pret iedzivotajiem un pasu pienemto
lemumu kvalitati®.

Sie secinajumi ir attiecinami gan uz latvie$u, gan mazakumtautibu politisko lidzdalibu, bet 3aja
pétijuma analiz&ts, vai atSkiras iesaistiSanas pakape izteikti politiskos procesos (lidzdaliba vélésanas
un referendumos, politisko procesu apspriesana), un vairak uz socialas situacijas uzlabo$anu veérstas
pilsoniskas aktivitates (brivpratigais darbs kada NVO, festivala, koncerta vai kada cita pasakuma,
ziedosana labdaribas organizacijam vai akcijam, piedaliSanas Lielaja sakopsanas talka u.c.).

6 Campbell, Angus; Gurin, Gerald; Miller, Warren E. (1954). The Voter Decides. Evanston, IL: Row, Peterson and
Company; Balch, George I. (1974) Multiple Indicators in Survey Research: The Concept "Sense of Political Efficacy",
Political Methodology, Vol. 1, No. 2 (Spring 1974), pp. 1-43.

’ Dahl, Robert A. (1963/2002) Modern Political Analysis, Sixth edition. Pearson.

® Tjabs, Ivars (2014). Politiska lidzdaliba. Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014. Zin. red. Juris
Rozenvalds. LU Socialo un politisko p&tijumu instittits. 217. Ipp. Pieejams:
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas_audits 2014 kopaa.pdf

° Nikigins, Jurijs; Rozenvalds, Juris; Zepa, Brigita (2014). Politiska kultiira un demokratija. Cik demokratiska ir
Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005—2014. Zin. red. Juris Rozenvalds. LU Socialo un politisko pétfjumu institiits. 245.
Ipp. Pieejams: http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas_audits 2014 kopaa.pdf
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Otrkart, petijuma uzmaniba pieversta tam, vai NVO aktivisti savos uzskatos un attiecksmés kaut
kada zipa atSkiras no par€jiem mazakumtautibu parstavjiem, vai daliba mazakumtautibu
organizacijas pastiprina piederibas sajutu Latvijai, kopigai vesturei, vai ta paplasina kontaktu loku
un latvieSu valodas lietosanu publiskaja telpa.



PETIJUMA REZULTATI

1. MAZAKUMTAUTIBU NEVALSTISKO ORGANIZACIJU IZPETE

Latvijas Republikas Uznémuma registra uz 2015. gada 1. juniju bija registrétas 423 biedribas un
nodibinajumi, kuru stattti liecina par darbu ar mazakumtautibam. P&c detalizétakas informacijas
izp&tes publiskaja telpa un telefoniskas sazinasanas ar biedribu un nodibinajumu parstavjiem tika
secinats, ka 306 ir uzskatamas par mazakumtautibu biedribam, savukart 117 — par saistitajam
biedribam (to vidii valodu macibu centri, dazadu tautu deju studijas, sadarbibas organizacijas starp
Latviju un citam pasaules valstim, sadraudzibas biedribas starp latvieSiem un citu tautibu
parstavjiem u.tml.).

No 306 mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam organizacijam lielakais skaits ir registréts 1993. gada, kad
tika izveidots Latvijas Republikas Uznémuma registrs (skat. 1.1. att€lu). V@&l salidzinosi lielaks
skaits mazakumtautibu biedribu un nodibinajumu ir registréts laika posma no 2003. gada lidz 2007.
gadam, ka arT 2011. gada.

1.1. attéls. Mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadaltjums péc to registréSanas gada
(skaits)

39

27 27

S s e N R - K\ NN SN\ N N SN NN SN N
S N R R e RO

Vairak neka puse mazakumtautibu biedribu ir registrétas Riga (59% jeb 180). 13% mazakumtautibu
biedribu un nodibinajumu ir registréti Latgales regiona (41), 12% — Kurzemes regiona (36), 8% —
Zemgales regiona (24) un 7% — Pierigas regiona (20). Bet vismazak mazakumtautibu biedribu ir
registréts Vidzemes regiona — tikai 2% jeb piecas biedribas. Ka redzams 1.2. attéla,
mazakumtautibu biedribas parsvara ir registrétas pilsétas, 85% biedribu ir registrétas lielajas pilsétas
— Riga un citas republikas pilsétas.
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1.2, attéls. Visu registréto mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadalijums péc to
registracijas vietas tipa

Pagasts
0 . - 0
Cita Clt&;- g(:/lseta 2%
republikas °
pilséta
26%

Riga
59%

Katra otra mazakumtautibu nevalstiska organizacija darbojas ar mérki saglabat un attistit konkrétu
kulttru (52% jeb 160) (skat. 1.3. attélu). 11% mazakumtautibu biedribu un nodibinajumu darbibas
mérkis ir kadas sabiedribas grupas intereSu parstavéSana. Savukart 37% mazakumtautibu
nevalstisko organizaciju darbiba ir versta uz abu iepriek§ minéto mérku IstenoSanu.

1.3. attels. Visu registréto mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadalijums péc to darbibas
merka

Abi; 112;
37%

IntereSu; 34;
11%

Teju katra ceturta mazakumtautibu nevalstiska organizacija parstav krievu tautibas parstavjus —
23% jeb 70 biedribas (skat. 1.4. att€ls). Romu kultiiras un intereSu parstavniecibai registrétas 27
biedribas, ebrejiem — 26 biedribas, ukrainiem — 23 biedribas, baltkrieviem — 19 biedribas, poliem —
11 biedribas un lietuvieSiem — 11 biedribas. Latvijas Republikas Uznémumu registra vacu kultiiras
un vaciesu intereSu parstavniecibai registrétas 14 biedribas — saskana ar $o biedribu parstavju teikto,
vismaz katra otraja no tam darbojas latviesi vai citu tautibu parstavji, kuriem ir vacu izcelsme vai
kuriem ir interese par vacu kultiru un valodu.

52 biedribas un nodibinajumi registréti kadas citas kultliras un tas parstavju intereSu parstavniecibai
— vairak ka trTs biedribas registrétas armeéniem, azerbaidzaniem, kazakiem un tatariem. Savukart 53
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mazakumtautibu organizacijas parstav dazadas tautibas, piemé&ram, slavu kultiras biedriba var
darboties krievi, baltkrievi, ukraini, arméni, poli, ebreji un latviesi.

1.4. attéls. Visu registreto mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadalijums péc to parstavetas
tautibas (skaits)

Krievi |- 70
Romi I 27
Ebreji | 26
Ukraipi [ 23
Baltkrievi | 19
Vaciesi [N 14
Poli (N 11
Lietuviesi [ 11
Citi [ 52
Dazadastaufibas | 53

Lai noveértétu mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju darbibu, pétjjuma ietvaros telefoniski
sazin3jamies ar biedribu un nodibinajumu parstavjiem. Apkopota informacija liecina, ka Sobrid
darbojas 48% jeb 148 Latvijas Republikas Uznpémumu registra ieklautas mazakumtautibu biedribas
un nodibinajumi (skat. 1.5. att€lu). 9% biedribu un nodibinajumu parstavji atklaja, ka vismaz p&dgjo
divu gadu laika biedriba darbiba nenotiek — dazi cer to atjaunot, savukart citi ir izlémusi biedribu
likvidet.

Par 43% mazakumtautibu biedribu darbibu informaciju iegiit neizdevas — seSu biedribu parstavji
nevélgjas sniegt informaciju, 54 biedribu parstavjus pétijuma laika neizdevas sazvanit, bet 72
biedribu kontaktinformacija nebija publiski pieejama. Informaciju neizdevas iegit par 59 kulttiras
biedribam, par 21 intereSu parstavniecibas biedribam un par 52 biedribam, kuru statiitos atrodama
informacija liecina par abu iepriek§ min€to merku Tstenosanu. Vairak ka puse no §im biedribam, par
kuram neizdevas ieglt informaciju, parstavéja tadas mazakumtautibas ka krievi (34), romi (20),
ebreji (10) un ukraini (10).

1.5. attels. Visu registreto mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadaltjums péc to darbibas
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Analizgjot informaciju, kas noskaidrota par Sobrid stradajosam mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam
organizacijam, 11% biedribu darbibu noveértéjam ka intensivu (17), 55% biedribu darbibu — ka
vidgju (82) un 34% biedribu darbibu — ka maz aktivu (49). Biedribu darbibas aktivitati veértéjam,
nemot vera to sadarbibu ar citam nevalstiskajam organizacijam, péd€jo tris gadu laika Tstenotos
projektus un organizetos pasakumus, ka ar1 biedribas parstavniecibu lémumu pienemsanas procesos.
Proti, ja biedribai, péc tas parstavju teikta, ir gan aktiva sadarbiba ar citam nevalstiskajam
organizacijam, gan plass istenoto aktivitasu spektrs, un biedriba ir parstaveta lémumu pienemsanas
procesos pasvaldibu vai valsts Itmeni, tad tas darbibu vért§jam ka intensivu. Ja iztriika kada no
minétajam komponentém vai ja tas bija mazak izteiktas, tad biedribas darbiba vértéjam ka vidgju
vai maz aktivu.

Vairak ka puse aktivo mazakumtautibu biedribu — tas, kuru darbibu novértéjam ka intensivu vai
vid€ju — par savu darbibas vietu ir izv€l&jusas Rigu (51 no 99 biedribam). 16 biedribas darbojas
Latgales regiona, 14 — Kurzemes regiona, 13 — Zemgales regiona, piecas — Pierigas regiona.
Savukart Vidzemes regiona Sobrid nav mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju, kuru darbiba
vertgjama ka intensiva vai vidgja. Ka redzams 1.6. att€la, aktivas mazakumtautibu biedribas
parsvara darbojas Riga un citas republikas pilsétas.

1.6. attéls. Aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadalijums péc to darbibas vietas tipa

Pagasts

2%
Cita pilseta

Cita
republikas
pilséta
36%
Riga
52%

Teju divas tresdalas aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju darbojas ar mérki saglabat un
attistit konkrétu kulttiru (skat. 1.7. attelu). 37% mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju darbiba ir
versta gan uz mérki saglabat un attistit konkrétu kultiiru, gan ar1 parstavet kadas grupas intereses.
Aktivo mazakumtautibu biedribu un nodibinajumu vidi ir viena organizacija, kuras darbibas mérkis
ir tikai kadas sabiedribas grupas intereSu parstavésana.

1.7. attels. Aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadalijums péc to darbibas merka

Interesu
1%




Teju katra ceturta aktiva mazakumtautibu nevalstiska organizacija parstav krievu tautibas parstavjus
— 19 biedribas (skat. 1.8. att€ls). Baltkrievu kultiiru un intereses parstav desmit biedribas, vacieSus —
astonas biedribas, ebrejus, polus un ukrainus — septinas biedribas. Par aktivam uzskatamas Cetras
romu biedribas, kas ir vien septita dala no registrétajam romu biedribam.

12 aktivo biedribu un nodibinajumu darbojas kadas citas kultiiras un tas parstavju intereSu
parstavniecibai — to vidii arméni, gruzini, igauni, tatari, uzbeki un citi. Savukart 20 aktivo
mazakumtautibu organizaciju parstav vienlaikus dazadas tautibas.

Aktivas mazakumtautibu nevalstiskas organizacijas p&c biedru skaita ir loti dazadas, tomér
lielakoties tas ir salidzinosi mazas. Devinas mazakumtautibu biedribas biedru skaits ir mazaks par
desmit cilvékiem, 39 biedribas darbojas 11-50 biedri, 19 biedribas — 51-100 biedri, 16 biedribas —
101-500 biedri un septinas biedribas — 501 un vairak biedru. Japiebilst, ka katrs treSais aktivo
mazakumtautibu organizacijas parstavis atzina, ka biedribas biedri piedalas art citu mazakumtautibu
organizaciju darba.

Septinas aktivas mazakumtautibu nevalstiskds organizacijas apvieno citas biedribas un
nodibinajumus — to parstavji noradija, ka organizaciju sastava ietilpst sesas Iidz 70 citas biedribas.

1.8. attéls. Aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadalijums péc to parstavetas
tautibas (skaits)

Krievi [ 19
Baltkrievi I 10
Vaciesi [N 8
Ebreji [ 7
Ukraini | 7
Poli | 7
Lietuviesi [N 5
Romi (NN 4
Citi [ 12
Dazadastaufibas |- 20

Lielaka dala aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadarbojas ar citam biedribam un
nodibinajumiem — 95% biedribu (skat. 1.9. attélu). Neatkarigi no ta, kadu mazakumtautibu
nevalstiska organizacija parstav, sadarbibu kopuma raksturo vairakas iezimes. Pirmkart, biedribam
ir sadarbiba ar ,,sav€jiem” — ar citam biedribam, kas parstav to pasu tautibu, vai ar citam biedribam,
kas ietilpst kadas lielakas organizacijas sastava, pieméram, Latvijas LietuvieSu savieniba, Latvijas

Otrkart, biedribam ir sadarbiba ar citu mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam organizacijam konkré&tas
apdzivotas vietas ietvaros. Salidzino$i biezi citu lielo pilsétu (ne Rigas) mazakumtautibu biedribu
parstavji noradija, ka vini sadarbojas ar visam pils€tas mazakumtautibu biedribam — pieméram,
kopigi organiz€ dazadus kulttras pasakumus.
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Treskart, biedribam ir sadarbiba ar dazadam latvieSu biedribam un ar cita veida nevalstiskajam
organizacijam. Piem&ram, baltkrievu biedriba ,,Pramen” no Rigas sadarbojas ar tadam biedribam ka
Rigas LatvieSu biedriba, IMKA, ,Silavots”, ,Sadarbibas platforma”, ,,Dziesmota senatne”.
Atsevisku mazakumtautibu biedribu parstavji mingja, ka vini sadarbojas ar kadu konkrétu
pensionaru, invalidu vai kara veteranu biedribu.

1.9. attéls. Aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju sadarbiba ar citam biedribam un
nodibindjumiem

Nesadarbojas
5%

legtita informacija par mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju darbibu liecina, ka to aktivitates
pedgjo tris gadu laika lielakoties bijusas saistitas ar kultiiru. Piem&ram, ukrainu biedriba ,,Javir” no
Jekabpils ir organizgjusi gan Ukrainu kulttiras dienas pasakumus pilséta, gan dazadus tematiskos
pasakumus pilsétas skolas. Jelgavas baltkrievu biedribas ,,Lanok” folkloras ansamblis ir piedalijies
Vispargjos latviesu Dziesmu un Deju svétkos, Starptautiskaja folkloras festivala ,,Baltica” un
dazados mazakumtautibu pasakumos Latvija, ka arT festivala "Slavjanskij bazar" Vitebska un Il
Pasaules baltkrievu makslas festivala Minska. Savukart ebreju biedriba ,,Samir” no Rigas ir
organizgjusi vacu makslinieces Dagmaras Kalj¢ izstadi "Divas dienas ziema" un izdevusi vairakas
gramatas.

Vairakas mazakumtautibu nevalstiskas organizacijas peédéjo tris gadu laika iesaistijusas dazadu
teritoriju sakopSanas un labiekartoSanas darbos. Pieméram, Ventspils vacu Kultiiras biedribas
parstavji stadija kokus Aizdzires muizas teritorija, bet biedriba ,,Erfolg” no Daugavpils iesaistija
jaunieSus grafiti galerijas izveide degradeta pilsétas teritorija, kas tagad kluvusi par Daugavpils
iedzivotaju iecienitu atpiitas vietu. Savukart biedriba ,,Ukrainu kazaki Latvija” ik gadu organizé
Pirma un Otra Pasaules kara veteranu kaps€tu sakopSanu Daugavpili un tas apkartné.

Dazas mazakumtautibu biedribas ir organiz&jusas ari sporta pasakumus — piem&ram, Ventspils
Krievu biedriba 2014. gada Ventspili rikoja sporta spéles dazadu tautibu parstavjiem ar nosaukumu
,»lautiskas spe€les”. Savukart citas mazakumtautibu nevalstiskas organizacijas ir realiz€jusas
pasakumus intereSu parstavniecibai — pieméram, biedriba ,,Erfolg” 2014. gada kada projekta
ietvaros veicindja konsultativas padomes ar mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju lidzdalibu
izveidosanu Daugavpili.
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1.10. attels. Aktivo mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju parstavnieciba lemuma
pienemsanas procesos valsts un pasvaldibu liment

Ka redzams 1.10. att€la, 42% aktivas mazakumtautibu nevalstiskds organizacijas ir iesaistitas
lémumu piepemsSanas procesos valsts un pasvaldibu Iimeni. Katra tre§a no tam, peéc to parstavju
teikta, ir parstaveta [émumu pienemsSanas procesos pasvaldibas — to parstavji iesaistiti komisijas,
kuru darbs saistits ar mazakumtautibu, sabiedribas integracijas vai kultiiras jautajumiem, ka ari
pasvaldibas planoSanas dokumentu apsprieSana. Savukart pargjas mazakumtautibu biedribas, ka
norada to parstavji, ir parstavétas l@émumu piepemsSanas procesos valsts limeni — galvenokart
konsultativajas padomé&s mazakumtautibu jautajumos.

16



2. LATVIJAS MAZAKUMTAUTIBU APTAUJA

2.1. PIEDERIBAS SAJUTA

Latvijas mazakumtautibu aptauja piederibas sajita tika noskaidrota, izmantojot §adus raditajus:

1) Piederibas sajuta tuvakajai apkartnei, savai pilsCtai, regionam, Latvijai, Baltijas valstim,
Krievijai un Eiropai (saiSu cieSums);

2) Lepnums par Latviju;

3) Dazadu Latvijas véstures posmu vert&jums (Brivvalsts periods (1918-1940), Padomju laiks
(1945-1990), Atmodas periods (1988-1991), Neatkarigas Latvijas laiks (1991-2015));

4) Svétku svingSanas paradumi (18. novembris, 4. maijs, 9. maijs);

5) Plani emigrét.

Aptaujas dati iesp&ju robezas tika salidzinati gan ar citos gados veikto aptauju rezultatiem, gan arf,
skatot atskiribas dazadas grupas: péc vecuma, pec dzivesvietas, NVO aktivisti un citi.

Teritoriala piederiba

Latvijas mazakumtautibu iedzivotaji teritorialas piederibas zina viscieSak jutas saistiti ar savu
pilsétu — 73% (apkopotas atbildes /oti ciesi un ciesi), otraja vieta ir piederibas sajita Latvijai — 67%,
un tad — tuvaka apkaime (ciems, pagasts, pilsétas mikrorajons) — 60% (skat. 2.1.attélu). Piederibas
sajitu savam regionam (Vidzemei, Zemgalei, Kurzemei vai Latgalei) pauz tikai 48%, Baltijas
valstim — 21%, Krievijai — 28%, Eiropai — 27%. Turpinajuma izverstaka analize par piederibas
sajltu savai pilsétai, Latvijai, Krievijai un Eiropai dazadas mazakumtautibu iedzivotaju grupas.

2.1. attels. Piedertbas sajiita daZadam vietam (%)

B Loti ciesi Ciesi Ne parak ciesi Nemaz m Grutipateikt, NA
Artuvékhoe_lpkairr.li(cier.nu,pagastu, - 32 25 10 5
pilsétas mikrorajonu) ]

Arpilsetu [SA 39 17 65

Arregionu (Vidzemi, Latgali utt.) - 29 30 14 8
Ar Latviju _ 39 21 8 4

Ar Krieviju . 20 32 34 6

Ar Baltijas valstim -. 16 43 30 7

Ar Eiropu F 23 40 26 8

Visi,N=735 0;% ZOI% 4(';% 6(;% 8(;% 10I0%
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Piederibas sajiita savai pilsétai

Ciesi vai loti ciesi saistiti ar savu pils€tu jiitas 73% Latvijas mazakumtautibu. Nedaudz izteiktaku
piederibu savai pilsétai izjit Daugavpils, Liepajas, Jelgavas, Ventspils, Jurmalas, R&zeknes,
Valmieras un Jekabpils iedzivotaji (78%), bet ari ridzinieku vidi piederibas sajlitu savai pilsétai
pauz 73% aptaujato. Citu pilsétu iedzivotaju vida §is raditajs ir 72%. Ciesi vai loti ciesi saistiti ar
savu pils€tu biezak ir vecakas paaudzes parstavji (skat. 2.2. att€lu). Ja vecuma no 18-24 gadiem
68% jutas cieSi vai loti cieSi saistiti ar savu pilsétu, tad to vidd, kas vecaki par 65 gadiem, Sis
raditajs ir 83%.

2.2. attels. Piederibas sajiita savai pilsétai dazadas vecuma grupas (%)

B [oti ciesi Ciesi Ne parak ciesi Nemaz ® Gritipateikt, NA

18- 24 gadi - 43 15 13 4

25 - 34 gadi _ 43 22 9 3

35-44 gadi _ 42 15 54

45-54 gadi _ 44 23 55

55-64 gadi _ 35 14 46

65 un vairak gadi — 27 9 26

Visi, N=735 o:% zol% 40I% eol% 80I% 1o|0%

Piederibas sajiuta Latvijai

Ciesi vai loti cie$i saistiti ar Latviju jitas 67% Latvijas mazakumtautibu. Augstaks $is raditajs ir
vecakas paaudzes mazakumtautibu vida — 81%, jaunieSu grupa no 18-24 gadiem — 53% (skat. 2.3.
attelu). 2010. gada aptauja Sis raditajs jaunieSu grupa bija 58%°. Jasecina, ka pédgjo piecu gadu
laika piederibas sajiita Latvijai mazakumtautibu jauniesSu vidii nedaudz samazinas.

Salidzinot krievu un citu mazakumtautibu atbildes uz So jautajumu, redzams, ka nav bitiskas
atSkiribas (67% krievu vidd, 69% citu mazakumtautibu vidii). Latvijas krievu vidia 2010. gada Sis
raditajs bija 72%, bet 2013. gada — 69%; citu mazakumtautibu vida: 2010. gada — 73%, bet 2013.
gada — 71%. Jasecina, ka kopuma vérojams neliels samazinajums attieciba uz saiSu cieSumu ar
Latviju, lai gan tas v&l ieklaujas nejausas statistiskas kltidas diapazona.

% LU SZF 2010 un 2013. Valsts petjumu programmas ,,Nacionala identitate: valoda, Latvijas vesture, kultiira un
cilvékdrosiba” ietvaros veikto aptauju dati.
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2.3. attels. Piederibas sajiita Latvijai dazadas vecuma grupas (%)

B [ oti cieSi Ciesi Ne parakciesi ® Nemaz ™ Gritipateikt, NA

18- 24 gadi - 32 32 114
25-34 gadi - 40 24 14 1
35- 44 gadi _ 42 23 715
45 - 54 gadi - Il 25 9 4
55- 64 gadi _ 47 18 43

65 un vairak gadi — 29 11 35

Visi,N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Piederibas sajuta Krievijai

Ciesi vai loti ciesi saistiti ar Krieviju jltas 27% Latvijas mazakumtautibu. Attieciba uz So raditaju,
redzams, ka cies$akas saites ar Krieviju arT izjit vecaka gada gajuma cilveki (jaunieSu grupa no 18-
24 gadiem — 25%; to vidi, kas vecaki par 65 gadiem, — 44%) (skat. 2.4. att€lu).

Nedaudz biezak cieSas vai loti cieSas saites ar Krieviju ir tie$i Latvijas krieviem — 30% (citas
mazakumtautibas — 18%). Saskana ar 2010. gada aptaujas datiem 33% Latvijas krievu apgalvoja, ka

jutas loti ciesi vai ciesi saistiti ar Krieviju. Citu mazakumtautibu vidi $is raditajs 2010. gada ir 21%.

2.4. attéls. Piedertbas sajiita Krievijai dazadas vecuma grupas (%)

B [oti ciesi Ciesi Ne parakciesi ™ Nemaz ™ Gritipateikt, NA

25-34gadi [B) 15 5 48 8
35- 44 gadi - 17 30 3% 10
55-64 gadi [N 29 33 2% 5

65 un vairak gadi - 29 35 19 2

Visi,N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Piederibas sajuta Eiropai

Ciesi vai loti ciesi saistiti ar Eiropu jutas 27% Latvijas mazakumtautibu. Attieciba uz $o raditaju,
redzams, ka cie$akas saites ar Eiropu izjit jauniesi (jaunieSu grupa no 18-24 gadiem — 36%; to vidd,
kas vecaki par 65 gadiem, — 21%) (skat. 2.5. att€lu).

Nedaudz retak piederibas sajiita Eiropai ir sastopama starp Latvijas krieviem — 24%, citu
mazakumtautibu vidi — 36%. Salidzinot ar lidzigu aptauju rezultatiem 2010. un 2013. gada,
redzams, ka piederibas sajita Eiropai Latvijas mazakumtautibu vidi kopuma nedaudz pieaug. 2010.
gada loti cieSi vai cie$i saistiti ar Eiropu jutas 20% krievu un 17% citu mazakumtautibu iedzivotaji.
2013. gada to, ka ir loti cieSi vai ciesi saistiti ar Eiropu, pauda 25% krievu un 28% citu tautibu
iedzivotaju.

2.5. attéls. Piedertbas sajiita Eiropai daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

B [ oti ciesi Ciesi Ne parak ciesi Nemaz ™ Gritipateikt, NA

18 - 24 gadi i 30 36 25 4
25 - 34 gadi . 28 39 19 8
35- 44 gadi . 16 35 32 12
45 - 54 gadi _ 23 40 28 4
55- 64 gadi 25 43 23 8

65 unvairak gadi 20 43 28 8

Visi,N=735 o;A) 2c;% 4ol% eol% sol% 10I0%

Lepnums par Latviju

Lepnums par Latviju $aja petijuma tika meérits ar jautajumu ,,Cik liela méra Jus lepojaties ar to, ka
esat Latvijas iedzivotajs?”. Mazakumtautibu aptaujas rezultati parada, ka ar to, ka ir Latvijas
iedzivotajs, loti lepojas 11%, drizak lepojas 35%, ne visai lepojas 30%, bet nemaz nelepojas 17%
aptaujato (skat. 2.6. attelu). 7% nesniedza konkrétu atbildi uz So jautdjumu. Kopuma tatad 46%
lepojas, bet 47% nelepojas ar to, ka dzivo Latvija.

Kritiskak noskanoti un mazak lepojas jauniesi vecuma no 18-24 gadiem. Vinu vidi lepojas ar to, ka
ir Latvijas iedzivotajs, 37%, bet to vidi, kas vecaki par 65 gadiem, lepojas 61%.

Nedaudz retak ar to, ka ir Latvijas iedzivotaji, lepojas Latvijas krievi — 44%, citu mazakumtautibu
vidii §is raditajs ir 52%.
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2.6. attéls. Lepnums par Latviju daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

VISI

18- 24 gadi

25- 34 gadi

35-44 gadi

45 - 54 gadi

55-64 gadi

65 un vairak gadi

Visi,N=735

E [oti lepojos Drizak lepojos Ne visai lepojos
Nemaznelepojos = Griti pateikt, NA
35 30 17 7
28 40 15 8
36 31 16 9
33 30 19 9
32 33 21 6
40 28 18 6
41 22 11 6
O‘;/o 2(;% 40% 60I% 80I% 1OI0%

Interesanti, ka verojamas bitiskas atSkiribas mazakumtautibu iedzivotaju, kas nav NVO biedri vai
akttvisti, atbild€s, salidzinot tas ar mazakumtauttbu NVO biedru un aktivistu atbildem. Ja
iedzivotaju vidi tikai 45% lepojas ar to, ka ir Latvijas iedzivotaji, tad NVO biedru un aktivistu vida

— 75% (skat. 2.7. attélu).

2.7. attels. Lepnums par Latviju: mazakumtautibas kopumda un mazakumtautibu organizaciju

biedri (%)

Nav NVO biedri (N=710)

IrNVO biedri (N=116)

B Lotilepojos
Nemaz nelepojos

Drizak lepojos
Gruti pateikt, NA

Ne visai lepojos

. 35 30 17 8
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Dazadu Latvijas véstures posmu vértéjums

Daudzi 11dz§ingjie pétijumi ir paradijusi, ka Latvija pastav atSkirigi viedokli par dazadiem vé&stures
notikumiem un veéstures posmiem. Tadel aptaujas anketa Latvijas mazakumtautibam liidza novertet,
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ka vini verté sadus vestures posmus: Brivvalsts periods (1918-1940), Padomju laiks (1945-1990),
Atmodas periods (1988-1991) un neatkarigas Latvijas laiks (1991-2015).

Aptaujas rezultati parada, ka kopuma mazakumtautibas Latvija vispozitivak veérteé Padomju laiku.
29% Padomju laiku verte ka loti labu laiku, 54% — ka drizak labu laiku (skat. 2.8. attelu). Negativu
viedoklis pauz kopuma 11%. Tas kopuma liecina par Joti lielu nostalgiju attieciba uz So véstures
periodu.

Brivvalsts periodu (1918-1940) kopuma pozitivi vért€ 36% aptaujato mazakumtautibu, 54%
nesniedz konkrétu viedokli Saja jautajuma, bet izvélas atbildi grati pateikt.

Atmodas periodu (1988-1991) kopuma pozitivi verte tikai 26% aptaujato mazakumtautibu

iedzivotaju, bet ped€jo periodu — neatkarigas Latvijas laiku (1991-2015) kopuma pozitivi verte
29%.

2.8. attéls. Latvijas véstures posmu vertéjums (%)

B [ otilabs Drizak labs Drizak slikts
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AtbilZzu sadalijums dazadas tautibu grupas parada, ka Latvijas krievi ir ta grupa, kas biezak sevi
uzskata par ve€sturisko parmainu zaudetajiem, jo tieSi vinu vidi ir vairak to, kas pozitivi verte
Padomju laiku (85%), bet mazak to, kas pozitivi veérte Atmodas periodu (23%) un neatkarigas
Latvijas laiku (26%). Citu mazakumtautibu vida Sie raditaji ir atbilstosi 79%, 35% un 36%.

Janorada, ka vestures posmu vert€§juma ari verojamas bitiskas atSkiribas mazakumtautibu
iedzivotaju, kas nav NVO biedri vai aktivisti, atbild€s, salidzinot tas ar mazakumtautibu NVO
biedru un aktivistu atbildém. NVO biedru vai aktivistu pozitivie vertéjumi par Siem periodiem ir:
Brivvalsts periods — 40%, Padomju laiks — 63%, Atmodas periods — 42%, un neatkarigas Latvijas
laiks — 43%. Par€jo aptaujato vidi: Brivvalsts periods — 36%, Padomju laiks — 84%, Atmodas
periods — 26%, un neatkarigas Latvijas laiks — 29%. Tatad NVO biedri un aktivisti nedaudz
pozitivak veérte Atmodas periodu un p&dgjos gadus.

Skatot véstures periodu vértéjumu dazadas vecumgrupas, redzams, ka jauniesi, ka ari tie, kas ir
vecuma no 25-34 gadiem salidzino$i ne tik pozitivi veérté Padomju laikus ka vecakas paaudzes
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mazakumtautibas, ka ar1 jaunieSu vidi ir nedaudz pozitivaks priekSstats par Brivvalsts periodu,
Atmodas periodu un neatkarigas Latvijas laiku (1991-2015) (skat. 2.9. att€lu). Tomér ari jaunieSu
vecuma no 18-24 gadiem vidu ir augsts to ipatsvars, kas Padomju laikus verté pozitivi — 79%.

2.9. attels. Latvijas véstures posmu vertejums daZadas vecuma grupas (%)
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Neskatoties uz pozitivo Padomju laiku vertg§jumu, mazakumtautibu vidi ir diezgan vienots

viedoklis, ka Latvijas iedzivotaju izsiutiSana (deportacijas) 1941. un 1949. gada no Latvijas uz

Sibiriju un citiem attaliem PSRS regioniem, nav attaisnojama. Sadam viedoklim piekrit 56%
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aptaujato, bet nepiekrit 7% (skat. 2.10. attelu). Pargjiem 37% nav skaidra viedokla, un tas var biit
skaidrojams ar samé&ra sarezgito jautajuma formuléjumu aptaujas anketa.

Salidzinot aptaujas rezultatus ar Latvijas socialas atminas monitoringa pétijuma 2012. gada datiem,
redzams, ka atbildes $aja jautajuma nav butiski mainijusas. 2012. gada 55% mazakumtautibu
iedzivotaju nekada gadijuma neattaisnoja 1941. un 1949. gada izstitisanas. ™

Skatot jautajuma atbildes saistiba ar dalibu mazakumtautibu organizacijas, redzams, ka NVO biedru
un aktivistu vida ieverojami biezak ir sastopami tie, kas uzskata, ka Latvijas iedzivotaju izsttiSana
(deportacijas) 1941. un 1949. gada nav attaisnojamas (NVO biedri — 69%; tie, kas nav NVO biedri
—56%).

2.10. attels. Viedoklis par Latvijas iedzivotdju izsitiSanu 40.gados (%)
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Svétku svinéSana

Aptaujas rezultati parada, ka 46% Latvijas mazakumtautibu atzimé Latvijas Republikas
proklaméSanas dienu 18. novembri, un 24% aptaujato svin Latvijas Republikas Neatkaribas
deklaracijas pasludinasanas dienu 4. maija (skat. 2.11. attelu).

To aptaujato vidd, kas svin Sos Latvijai biitiskos svétkus, Latvijas Republikas proklaméSanas dienu
18. novembri mazakumtautibu iedzivotaji biezak svin, apmekl&jot publiskus pasakumus — 30%,
tikai 5% svin svétkus gimenes vai draugu loka, un 11% — gan gimeng, gan apmeklgjot publiskus
pasakumus.

Latvijas Republikas Neatkaribas deklaracijas pasludinaSanas dienu 4. maija apmekl€jot publiskus
pasakumus, svin 12% aptaujato, 4% svin svétkus gimenes vai draugu loka, un 8% — gan gimeng,
gan apmeklg&jot publiskus pasakumus.

Salidzinosi daudz popularaki svétki Latvijas mazakumtautibu vidi ir 9. maija svétki — Otra pasaules
kara beigas un PSRS uzvara kara — tikai 22% aptaujato tos nesvin vispar. 27% aptaujato sveétkus
svin, apmeklgjot publiskus pasakumus, 20% svin svétkus gimenes vai draugu loka, un 26% — gan
gimeng, gan apmeklgjot publiskus pasakumus.

1 Kaprans, M., Procevska, O. (2013). Latvijas socialds atminas monitorings, 2012/2013. (ledzivotaju aptaujas datu
tabulas).
24



2.11. attéls. Svetku svinéSanas tradicijas (%)
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Tas liecina, ka Latvija joprojam nav izdevies izveidot specigas svetku tradicijas, Ipasi attieciba uz
Latvijas Republikas Neatkaribas deklaracijas pasludinaSanas dienu 4. maija, kuras plasi iesaistas ari
mazakumtautibas. Diemzgl tieSi jaunieSu grupa 4. maijs tiek svinéts visretak. Kopuma 77% jauniesu
vecuma no 18-24 gadiem norada, ka neatzZimé Sos svétkus vispar (skat. 2.12. att€lu). Tomér
salidzino8i liela dala aptaujato Saja vecuma grupa svin 18. novembri, apmekl&jot publiskus
pasakumus — 38%, vé&l vairak publisko pasakumu apmeklétaju 18. novembrt ir vecuma grupa 25-34
gadi — 44%.

Salidzinot aptaujas rezultatus ar citiem agrak veiktiem p€tjjumiem, redzams, ka nav pamata
uzskatit, ka Latvijas Republikas proklam&Sanas dienas 18. novembrl svinéSanas tradicijas kop$
2008. gada butu bitiski maintjusas. 2008. gada veiktas iedzivotaju aptaujas rezultati liecinaja, ka
jebkada veida (majas kopa ar gimeni, ar draugiem, publiskos pasakumos) Sos svétkus svin 46%
cittautie$u un 66% latviesu.*? 2012. gada beigas veikta iedzivotaju aptauja tika konstatéts, ka 18.
novembri jebkada veida atzimé 53% cittautieSu un 80% latviesu."® Atskiribas atbildes kopuma nav
uzskatamas par statistiski nozimigam vai tadam, kas liecina par nozimigu tendenci, jo ieklaujas
nejausas izlases statistiskas kltidas diapazona.

Jaatzime, ka NVO biedri un aktivisti ievérojami biezak atzimé Latvijas Republikas proklaméSanas
dienas 18. novembri (73%), salidzinot ar tiem, kas nav NVO biedri (46%). Ipasi jauzsver atkiribas
daliba publiskos pasakumos (NVO biedri — 47%; tie, kas nav NVO biedri — 30%). Ar1 Latvijas
Republikas Neatkaribas deklaracijas pasludinasanas dienu 4. maija NVO biedri un aktivisti atzimé
biezak (NVO biedri — 58%; tie, kas nav NVO biedri — 23%).

12 B. Zepa. (zin. red.) (2008) Mes. Svétki. Valsts. Valsts svétku svinéSanas sociologiska izpéte. Riga: Baltic Institute of
Social Sciences, 71. Ipp.
3 Kaprans, M., Procevska, O. (2013). Latvijas socialds atminas monitorings, 2012/2013. (Iedzivotaju aptaujas datu
tabulas).
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2.12. attels. Svetku svinéSanas tradicijas daZadas vecuma grupas (%)
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Plani emigret

Aptaujas dalibniekiem tika uzdots arT jautajums, vai planojat tuvakaja laika atstat Latviju ar noliku
uzlabot savu vai gimenes materialo stavokli. Kopuma divas treSdalas Latvijas mazakumtautibu
neplano atstat Latviju (67%), 23% pielauj tadu iesp&ju, bet 6% plano aizbraukt (skat. 2.13. att€lu).
Ieveérojami lielaka dala aizbraukt grib&taju ir jaunakas paaudzes vidi. Piem&ram, vecuma grupa 18-
24 gadi Latviju atstat plano 17%, 40% pielauj tadu iespg&ju, bet 40% neplano to darit. Savukart to
vidd, kas ir vecaki par 65 gadiem, 97% norada, ka neplano atstat Latviju.
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2.13. attels. Plani emigrét daZadas vecuma grupas (%)
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2.2. PILSONISKA LIDZDALIBA

Mazakumtautibu pilsoniskas lidzdalibas Latvijas dzivé izpet€ tika izmantoti gan raditaji, kas
attiecas uz politisko lidzdalibu — lidzdaliba v&léSanas un referendumos, politisko procesu
apsprieSana, gan raditaji, kas raksturo vairak dalibu socialajos sabiedribas procesos — stradajis ka
brivpratigais kada NVO, festivala, koncerta vai kada cita pasakuma, ziedojis kaut ko labdaribas
organizacijam vai akcijam, piedalijies Lielaja sakopSanas talka u.c.

Lidzdaliba politiskajos procesos

Aptaujas rezultati parada, ka aptaujatie mazakumtautibu parstavji salidzino$i aktivi iesaistas gan
politiskajos, gan socialajos procesos Latvija. 82% aptaujato ir diskut&jusi ar draugiem vai pazinam
par politiku, 71% ir skatijies TV raidijumus vai lasijis rakstus par politiku, 62% ir piedalijusies
Saeimas vélésanas, 61% — pasvaldibu véleésanas un 51% — Eiropas Parlamenta vélésanas (skat. 2.14.
attelu). Referenduma par krievu valodu ka otro valsts valodu ir piedalijusies 44% aptaujato.

Salidzino$i daudz mazak mazakumtautibu parstavju ir ievietojuSi komentarus interneta par
politiskajam aktualitatéem un diskutgjis ar citiem interneta komentétajiem (25%), vél mazak
aptaujato ir centusies kadu parliecinat, lai vin$ balso vai nebalso par kadu politisko speku vElesanas
(20%). Pavisam maza dala piedalas mitinos, piketos, demonstracijas vai zibakcijas (4%).
Salidzino$i vairak aptaujato ir piedalijuSies kada no sabiedriskas apsprieSanas pasakumiem, tai
skaita, lidzdalibas platforma ,,Mana Balss” (15%).
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2.14. attéls. Iesaistisanas politiskajas aktivitatées pedejo tris gadu laika (%)
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Jauzsver, ka, nemot vera atskirigo jautdjuma formul&umu, aptaujas rezultati nav salidzinami ar
ieprieks$gjam aptaujam, bet ir iesp&jams analizét tendences dazadas mazakumtautibu apakSgrupas,
un Seit interesanti dati ir, apliikojot aptaujato atbildes dazadas vecuma grupas:

- salidzinot ar citam grupam, jauniesi retak interesgjas par politiku (lasa rakstus, skatas TV
raidijumus u. tml.);

- savukart jaunieSi biezak piedalas interneta diskusijas, ka ar1 sabiedriskas apsprieSanas, tai
skaita, lidzdalibas platforma ,,Mana Balss”;

- jauni cilvéki kopuma mazak aktivi piedalas ari dazadas ve€léSanas, bet izn€mums ir
referendums par krievu valodu ka otro valsts valodu, kur jaunu cilvéku lidzdalibas limenis
butiski neatSkiras no vidgjas paaudzes, bet senioru vidi lidzdalibas Iimenis ir nedaudz
zemaks.

Jauzsver, ka aptaujas dalibnieku vidi 72% aptaujato bija Latvijas Republikas pilsoni, 22% bija
Latvijas nepilsoni, 4% — Krievijas pilsoni un dazi citu valstu pilsoni. Aptaujato Latvijas nepilsonu
vidii (N=159) tikai 7% plano iegiit Latvijas pilsonibu, naturalizgjoties tuvako 12 ménesu laika. Tas
ir nedaudz zemaks raditajs neka 2014. gada aptaujém, kad 11% aptaujato Latvijas nepilsonu pauda

“ SKDS (2014). Patijums ,Piederibas  sajiita  Latvijai. Mazakumtautibu  aptauja”.  Pieejams:
http://providus.lv/article_files/2682/original/atskaite_piederiba_08 2014.pdf
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viedokli plano iegiit Latvijas pilsonibu, naturaliz€joties tuvako 12 ménesu laika, tomér jauzsver, ka
atSkiriba atbild@s ir statistiskas kliidas ietvaros un nelauj izdarit secinajumus par kadu tendenci.

Lidzdaliba sabiedriskajos procesos

Salidzinosi liela dala aptaujato mazakumtautibu parstavju ir nodarbojusies ar labdaribu un kaut ko —
drébes, mébeles, partiku, naudu — ir ziedojusi labdaribas organizacijam vai akcijam (60%) (skat.
2.15. att€lu). Ar1 Lielaja sakopSanas talka ir loti augts Iidzdalibas raditajs — 32%. Ka brivpratigie
kaut kur stradajusi gan ir tikai 8% aptaujato. Mazakumtautibu organizacija aktivi darbojas tikai 3%
aptaujato, bet kada cita nevalstiska organizacija — 6%.

2.15. attéls. IesaistiSanas sabiedriskajas aktivitates pédejo tris gadu laika (%)
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Jaunies$i vecuma no 18-24 gadiem salidzino$i biezak strada ka brivpratigie kada NVO, festivala vai
kada cita pasakuma. S1 vecuma grupa ir arl viena no aktivakajam Lielaja sakopSanas talka, bet
nedaudz retak vinu vidi ir to, kas ziedojusi kaut ko labdaribas organizacijam vai akcijam.

Apliikojot Iidzdalibas limeni sabiedriskajas aktivitates dazadu mazakumtautibu vidi, jauzsver, ka
atbildes neparada statistiski nozimigas atSkiribas, tapat lidzdaliba sabiedriskajas aktivitates
neatskiras péc pilsoniskas piederibas — pilsoni un nepilsoni vienlidz biezi strada ka brivpratigie un
ziedo labdaribas organizacijam. Lielaja sakopSanas talka Latvijas nepilsoni pat ir bijusi nedaudz
aktivak iesaistiti neka pilsoni.

Ticiba ietekmes spejai

Socialo zinatnu parstavju darbos tiek atzits, ka viens no galvenajiem faktoriem, kas var mazinat
interesi aktivi iesaistities politiskaja un sabiedriskaja dziveé ir negativa pieredze saistiba ar iesp€ju
ietekmét kadus lémumus™. Aptauja Latvijas mazakumtautibam tika uzdots jautajums, ka Jas
vertgjat iespejas ietekmét savas paSvaldibas 1émumus un Saeimas vai valdibas 1émumus. Jauzsver,
ka parlieciba par iesp&ju ietekmét Saeimas vai valdibas, ka arT pasvaldibas 1émumus ir loti zema.
Tikai 1% aptaujato uzskata, ka vigiem ir lielas iesp€jas ietekm& Saeimas vai valdibas, ka ari
paSvaldibas [émumus (skat. 2.16. att€lu). Lielaka dala aptaujato savas iesp€jas ietekmét 1€mumus
verte ka loti zemas — 56% loti zemu verte savas iespgjas ietekmé&t pasvaldibas lémumus un 79% —
Saeimas vai valdibas lémumus.

> Dahl, Robert A. (1963/2002) Modern Political Analysis, Sixth edition. Pearson.
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2.16. attels. Iespeju ietekmét savas paSvaldibas lemumus un Saeimas vai valdibas lemumus
vertejums (%)
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Salidzinosi pozitivak noskanoti par savu ietekmes sp&ju gan attieciba uz pasvaldibu [émumiem, gan
arm Saeimas un valdibas lémumiem ir gados jaunaki cilveki, ipasi vecuma no 18-24 gadiem.
Piem&ram, jaunieSu vidi (18-24 gadi) savas iespgjas ietekmét pasvaldibas [émumus ka lielas vai
drizak lielas verteé 21%, bet vecuma grupa 25-34 gadi tadu viedokli pauz vien 12%, un vecuma
grupa 35-44 gadi — 8% (skat. 2.17. att€lu). Attieciba uz iesp&ju ietekmét Saeimas un valdibas
lémumus tendence ir lidziga: vecuma grupa 18-24 gadi savas iesp€jas ka lielas vai drizak lielas
verte 11%, vecuma grupa 25-34 gadi — 1%, un vecuma grupa 35-44 gadi — 3% (skat. 2.18. att€lu).
Iespgjams, skepsi palielina dzives laika uzkrata pieredze.

Nedaudz optimistiskak noskanoti ir arTt NVO biedri un aktivisti. Tiesa, vinu optimisms izpauZas ta,
ka vini biezak atzime atbildi, ka iesp&jas ietekmé&t Saeimas, valdibai vai pasvaldibu lemumus ir
drizak mazas, nevis loti mazas. Piem&ram, uz jautajumu par iesp&ju ietekmét pasvaldibas lemumus
atbildi drizak mazas sniedz 43% NVO parstavju un 26% visi pargjie aptaujatie, bet Joti mazas —
36% NVO parstavju un 57% visi pargjie aptaujatie.

Japiebilst, ka ar7 latviesi Joti kritiski verte iesp&jas ietekmé paSvaldibas [@émumus un Saeimas vai
valdibas lemumus. 2014. gada aptauja® parada, ka Latvijas iedzivotaju vidia kopuma 9% uzskata,
ka viniem ir lielas iespgjas ietekmét paSvaldibas [emumus (82% verte tas ka mazas); 3% uzskata, ka
viniem ir lielas iesp€jas ietekmet Saeimas vai valdibas [émumus (88% verte tas ka mazas).

'® LU Socialo un politisko pétijumu institits (2014). Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014.
Zin. red. Juris Rozenvalds. Pieejams:
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas audits 2014 kopaa.pdf
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2.17. attels. Iespéju ietekmet savas pasvaldibas lemumus vertejums daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

m [ oti liclas = Drizak lielas
“ Drizak mazas = Lotimazasvainekadas
= Griti pateikt, NA
Visi,N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

2.18. attéls. lespéju ietekmet Saeimas vai valdibas lemumus vertejums daZadas vecuma grupas

(%)
® [oti lielas " Drizak lielas
© Drizak mazas = Lotimazasvainekadas
= Griti pateikt, NA
Visi,N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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2.3. VIEDOKLIS PAR VALSTS UN PASVALDIBU ATBALSTU
MAZAKUMTAUTIBAM LATVIJA

Visplasak atpazitais atbalsts mazakumtautibam ir latvieSu valodas kursi, kurus ir pamanijusi 72%
aptaujato mazakumtautibu (skat. 2.19. attelu). 38% ir pamanijusi arm1 mazakumtautibu kolektivu
daliba Dziesmu un deju svétkos un mazakumtautibu festivalus un forumus. Nedaudz mazak — 32%
— ir pamanijusi pasakumus mazakumtautibu bérniem un jaunieSiem (nometnes, konkursi u.c.). 31%
ir pamanijusi pilsonibas pieskirSanas svinigas ceremonijas, un tikai 21% zina, ka tiek sniegts zinams
atbalsts arT mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam organizacijam.

2.19. attels. Valsts un pasvaldibu atbalsta mazakumtautibam atpazistamiba (%)

Atbalsts mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam - 2104
T 0
organizacijam

Latvie$u valodas kursimazakumtautibam _ 72%
Pilsonibas pieskirSana svinigas ceremonijas _ 31%
Mazakumtaufibu kolektivu daliba Dziesmu

un deju svétkos
Mazakumtaufibu festivaliun forumi _ 38%

Pasakumimazakumtautibu b&miem un _ 3204
L . ()
jaunieSiem (nometnes, konkursiu.c.)

Visi,N=735 0% 2000 40% 60% 80% 100%

Parsteidzosa karta nevar teikt, ka jaunieSi no 18-24 gadiem butu sliktak informéti par Siem
dazadajiem pasakumiem. TieSi otradi — par pasakumiem mazakumtautibu bérniem un jaunieSiem
(nometnes, konkursi u.c.) un mazakumtautibu kolektivu dalibu Dziesmu un deju sv&tkos jauniesu
grupa ir labak informéta par vid€jas un vecakas paaudzes parstavjiem (starpiba ar citam vecuma
grupam 10-15%). JaunieSu vidi gan ir nedaudz mazak to, kas ir dzirdgjusi par atbalstu
mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam organizacijam (jaunie$i vecuma no 18-24 gadiem — 17%; to vidd,
kas vecaki par 65 gadiem, — 26%).

Saprotamu iemeslu dél NVO biedri un aktivisti kopuma ir ievérojami labak informéti par valsts un
pasvaldibu atbalstu mazakumtautibam. Gandriz par visiem pasakumiem veérojamas statistiski
butiskas atSkiribas atbild€s, iznemot jautajuma par latvieSu valodas kursu atpazistamibu (skat.
2.20.attelu).
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2.20. attels. Valsts un paSvaldibu atbalsta mazakumtautibam atpazistamiba: mazakumtautibas
kopuma un mazakumtautibu organizaciju biedri (%)

® [rpamanijis = Nav pamanijis = NA

festivali un forumi| konkursiu.c.)

Dziesmu un deju | Mazakumtautibu
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kolektivu daliba

28,8
€257
cREl
=275 NanvObiear —
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Ir NVO biedri, N =116 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Nav NVO biedri, N=710

2.4. LATVIESU VALODAS ZINASANAS UN LIETOSANA
Dzimta valoda un latvieSu valodas zinaSanas
Lielakajai dalai aptaujato mazakumtautibu dzimta valoda ir krievu valoda — 84% (skat. 2.21. att€lu).
7% norada, ka vini uzskata sevi par bilingvaliem, jo dzimta valoda ir gan latvieSu, gan krievu, 4%

dzimta valoda ir kada cita valoda (ne latvieSu un ne krievu), bet 3% aptaujato par savu dzimto
valodu uzskata latviesu valodu (3% nesniedza atbildi uz So jautajumu).
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2.21. attels. Dzimta valoda

Bilingvals—
latvieSuun
Kkrievu dzimta

valoda
7%
Krievu Cita

84% -i/' 1%

LatvieSu
2%

Visi,N=735

Novertgjot savas latvieSu valodas zinaSanas, 30% pauz viedokli, ka zina latvieSu valodu loti labi,
bet 26% — labi (skat. 2.22. attlu). 26% aptaujato savas latvieSu valodas zinaSanas novérté ka
viduvgjas, bet tikai 2% wuzskata, ka vini latvieSsu valodu nezina (15% ir latvieSu valodas
pamatzinasanas). Salidzinot §1s aptaujas rezultatus ar aptaujam 2012. un 2014. gada, jasecina, ka
latvieSu valodas zinaSanu pasSveért€jums Latvijas mazakumtautibu vidl ir nedaudz pieaudzis, jo
2012. gada 78% iedzivotaju, kuru dzimta valoda nav latvieSu, novertgja savas latviesu valodas
prasmes ka loti labas, labas un viduvgjas, 2014. gada §is raditajs bija 77%* (2015. gada summarais
raditajs ir 83%, tomér jauzsver, ka starpiba ir statistiskas klaidas ietvaros).

2.22. attéls. LatvieSu valodas zinasanu vértejums

NA
o)
r 1% LatvieSu
valodunezina
2%

Pamat-
zinaSanas
Labi 15%
26%

Viduveji
26%

Visi,N=735

Ka jau daudzi citi pétijumi to ir parﬁdeuéilg, latvieSu valodas zinasanu pasvert€jums ir ievérojami
augstaks jaunieSu vidi. Ja jaunieSu vidi vecuma 18-24 gadi 70% uzskata, ka zina latvieSu valodu

Y Latvie$u valodas agentiira (2012, 2014). Latvijas valodas situdcijas sociolingvistiska izpéte. Nepublicéti dati, péc
pieprasijuma.
'® Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). P&tijums ,,Valoda. Latvijas iedzivotaju aptauja”. Pasiititajs: LVAVP;
LatvieSu valodas agentira (2012, 2014). Latvijas valodas situacijas sociolingvistiska izp&te. Nepublicéti dati, pec
pieprasijuma.
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labi un loti labi, un nav neviena, kas noraditu, ka latviesu valodu nezina vispar, tad to vidi, kas
vecaki par 65 gadiem, latviesu valodu labi un loti labi zina 42%, bet latvieSu valodu nezina nemaz
7% (skat. 2.23. attelu).

2.23. attels. LatvieSu valodas zinasanu vertejums daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

m LatvieSu valodunezina = PamatzinaSanas
Viduvgji Labi
m [ otilabi
VIS 27 26 30
18-24 gadi 25 21 [
25- 34 gadi 17 26  awe
35- 44 gadi 29 30 29
45 -54 gadi 30 30 a1
55-64 gadi [ 14 36 26  [e
65 unvairak gadi _ 23 20 _
Visi.N=735 ocl% 20I% 4(;% eol% sc;% 10;)%

Attieksme pret latvieSu valodas lietoSanu

Attieksme pret latviesu valodas lietoSanu mazakumtautibu vida visbiezak ir neitrala vai pozitiva.
36% labprat runa latviski, 45% norada, ka vinu attieksme pret latvieSsu valodu ir neitrala, ja
nepiecieSams, runa latviski, bet bez 1pasas patikas latviski runa 7% mazakumtautibu, bet tadu, kas
loti nelabprat runa latviski, ir 5% (skat. 2.24. att€lu).

2.24. attéls. Attieksme pret latvieSu valodas lietoSanu

Visi,N=735

B Man ir patikamirunat latviski,
daruto loti labprat

H Es labpratrunaju latviski

Mana atticksme pret latviesu
valoduirneitrala, ja
nepiecieSams, es runaju latviski

= Es runaju latviski, bet bezIpasas
patikas

B Man nepatik runat latviski, daru
to loti nelabprat

B Grati pateikt, NA




Aplikojot mazakumtautibu atbildes dazadas vecuma grupas, jauzsver, ka statistiski bitiskas
tendences nav vérojamas, iznemot to, ka vecuma no 18-24 gadiem ir nedaudz vairak to, kas Joti
labprat runa latviski, bet to vidi, kas ir vecaki par 65 gadiem, ir lielaka dala aptaujato, kas nav
sniegusi skaidru atbildi — 17% (skat. 2.25. att€lu). To, var skaidrot ar faktu, ka vinu vida ir vairak
latvieSu valodas neprat&ju, tadel art vini neatbild uz So jautajumu.

2.25. attels. Attieksme pret latvieSu valodas lietoSanu daZadas vecuma grupas (%)
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B Man ir pattkamirunat latviski,daru
to loti labprat

B Es labpratrunaju latviski

Mana attieksme pret latvieSu
valodu ir neitrala, ja nepiecieSams,
esrunaju latviski

[ Es runaju latviski, bet bezipasSas
patikas

B Man nepatik runat latviski, daru to
lotinelabprat

B Gruti pateikt, NA

2.26. attels. Attieksme pret latviesu valodas lietoSanu daZadas valodas zinasanu grupas (%)

LatvieSu valodu
nezina

Pamatzinasanas

Viduvgji

Labi

9
Visi,N=735 0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

B Man ir pattkamirunat latviski,daru
to loti labprat

B Es labpratrunaju latviski

Mana attieksme pret latviesu
valodu ir neitréla, ja nepieciesams,
esrunaju latviski

B Es rungju latviski, bet bezipasas
patikas

B Man nepatik runat latviski, daru to
lotinelabprat

1 Grati pateikt, NA

36



Ja apluko attieksmi pret runasanu latviski péc latvieSu valodas zinaSanu limeniem, redzams, ka tie,
kas latvieSu valodu nezina, neatbild uz So jautdjumu (82%), bet kopuma ir vérojama tendence: jo
augstaks latvieSu valodas zinaSanu pasvertgjums, jo pozitivaka attieksme pret runasanu latviski
(skat. 2.26. att€lu). Pieméram, to vidd, kas latvieSu valodu zina loti labi, 34% loti labprat runa
latviski, 30% — labprat, bet 30% ir neitrala atticksme, savukart, to vida, kam ir tikai pamatzinasanas,
tikai 2% loti labprat runa latviski, 9% labprat runa latviski, bet 48% ir neitrala attiecksme pret
runasanu latviski.

Valodu lieto$Sana

Jautajumi par valodu lietoSanu aptver dazadas situacijas, kuras var grupét sadi: valodu lietosana
darba dazadas situacijas, valodu lietoSana publiskaja telpa — valsts iestades, paSvaldibu iestades,
macibu iestad€s, veselibas apripes iestades, sabiedriskaja transporta utt., un valodu lietosana
privataja telpa — ar gimenes locekliem, ar draugiem un uzrungjot latvieSus (nav precizéts, kada
situacija).

Valodu lieto$anu darba

Aptaujas rezultati parada, ka latvieSu valoda un krievu valoda darba situacijas saruna tiek lietota
vienlidz biezi — tas attiecas uz sazinasanos ar klientiem un sadarbibas partneriem un apspriezu laika.
Sazina ar klientiem un sadarbibas partneriem 48% aptaujato runa latviesu valoda vairak ka krievu,
bet 46% — runa krievu valoda vairak ka latvieSu (summétas atbildes galvenokart un vairak), 6%
sazinoties ar klientiem un sadarbibas partneriem izmanto kadu citu valodu (skat. 2.27. attelu).
Apspriezu laika 49% aptaujato runa latvieSu valoda vairak ka krievu, bet 48% — runa krievu valoda
vairak ka latvieSu (summgetas atbildes galvenokart un vairak), 3% sazinoties apspriezu laika izmanto
kadu citu valodu.

Sarunajoties ar darba kol€giem krievu valoda pat tiek lietota biezak ka latvieSu valoda: sazinoties ar
koleégiem 35% aptaujato runa latviesu valoda vairak ka krievu, bet 63% — runa krievu valoda vairak
ka latvieSu (summeétas atbildes galvenokart un vairak), 3% sazinoties ar kolégiem izmanto kadu citu
valodu.

2.27. attels. Valodu lietoSana darba (%)

B Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latviesu Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda
Sazinoties ar kolegiem 20 34 29 1
Sazmot_les ar kllent!em, 31 32 13 6
sadarbibas partneriem
Apspriezu un sanaksmju laika 20 22 26 3
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Tie, kuri strada algotu darbu un ir sniegusi konkrétu atbildi, N=350
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Aplikojot valodu lietosanu dazadas situacijas darba Latvijas regionos, redzams, ka latvieSu valoda
biezak tiek lietota Vidzeme, Zemgalé un Kurzemé, bet retak — Latgalé (skat. 2.28. att€lu). Latgale
sarunas ar kolégiem tikai 23% izmanto parsvara latvieSu valodu, bet 74% parsvara runa krieviski.

2.28. attéls. Valodu lietoSana darba daZados regionos (%)

B Galvenokart vaitikailatviesu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latviesu = Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda
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Tie, kuri strada algotu darbu un ir sniegusi konkrétu atbildi, N=350

Valodu lietoSana publiskaja telpa

Publiskaja telpa krievu valoda kopuma tiek lietota vel biezak ka darba: apméram viena treSdala
biezak runa latviski, bet divas treSdalas — krieviski, izneémums ir valsts iestades (skat. 2.29. att€lu).
Pieméram, pasvaldibu iestadés 57% parsvara lieto latvieSu valodu, 42% — krievu valodu. Veikalos,

sadzives pakalpojumu iestadeés 36% parsvara lieto latv

ieSu valodu, 64% — krievu valodu.

Sabiedriskaja transporta 35% parsvara lieto latvieSu valodu, 64% — krievu valodu. AtSkiriga
proporcija ir tikai valsts iestades, kur 61% parsvara lieto latviesu valodu, bet 38% — krievu valodu.
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2.29. attels. Valodu lietoSana publiskaja telpa (%)

®m Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latviesu = Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda

Valsts iestades 30 24 -l

Pagvaldibu iestades 28 26 16
Macibu iestadés, skola 18 32
Veselibas apriipes iestades 23 36

Veikalos, sa@zn:es_pakalpmumu 24 36 _
iestades

Sabiedriskaja transporta 22 35

Kultiira sun izklaides 21 32 _2
pasakumos

Visi,N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Aplukojot atbildes dazadas vecuma grupas, redzams, ka jaunakas paaudzes — 18-24 gadus un 25-34
gadus veci mazakumtautibu parstavji nedaudz biezak runa latviski dazadas publiskas vietas,
piem&ram, vecuma grupa 18-24 gadi pasvaldibu iestades parsvara latvieSu valodu lieto 72%, bet
krievu valodu — 28% (skat. 2.30. att€lu).

2.30. attels. Valodu lietoSana pasvaldibu iestadés dazadas vecuma grupas (%)

®m Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latvieSu = Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda

VIS 28 26 18

18- 24 gadi 29 18 | 10

25 - 34 gadi 34 19 | 14
35-44 gadi 22 29 19 1
45-54 gadi 28 28 [ 15

55 - 64 gadi 28 32 18 1
65unvairak gadi 27 29 _1

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Visi,N=735

AtSkirigs valodu lictojums publiskaja telpa vérojams ari dazados regionos. Pieméram, paSvaldibu
iestades Pieriga, Vidzemé, Zemgale un Kurzemé latvieSu valodu parsvara lieto 71-72% aptaujato
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mazakumtautibu, savukart Riga pasvaldiba latvieSu valodu parsvara lieto 56%, bet Latgalé — 35%
(skat. 2.31. attelu).

2.31. attels. Valodu lietoSana pasvaldibu iestades regionos (%)

®m Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latviesu 1 Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda

VIS 28 26 16
Riga 29 28 15
Pieriga 39 20 9
Vidzeme 19 19 10
Kurzeme 28 21 -
Zemgale 24 13 _ 2
Latgale 24 34 _1

0 0 9 9 9 0
Visi, N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Valodu lieto$ana privataja telpa un uzrunajot latvieSus

Valodu lietoSana gimené lielakoties atbilst dzimtajai valodai, 1idz ar to nav parsteigums, ka 86%
gimeng parsvara lieto krievu valodu, bet 10% — latvieSu valodu, jo 3% aptauja bija noradijusi, ka
vinu dzimta valoda ir latvieSu, bet 7% uzskata sevi par bilingvaliem, jo dzimta valoda ir gan
latvieSu, gan krievu (skat. 2.32. attelu).

2.32. attels. Valodu lietoSana privataja telpa un uzrundajot latviesus (%)

® Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latviesu W Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda

eveoceill CREN &
kuriem dzivo kopa
Uzrunajot latvieSus 30 25 -

9 9 9 9 0 9
Visi, N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Ar draugiem parsvara latviski sarundjas jau nedaudz lielaka dala aptaujato — 13%, bet 85% —
parsvara krieviski, un 2% — galvenokart kada cita valoda. Vérojama tendence, ka jauniesi 18-24
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gadu vecuma nedaudz biezak sazinai ar draugiem izmanto latviesu valodu (23%), arT vecaka gada
gajuma aptaujatie — tie, kas vecaki par 65 gadiem, nedaudz biezak ar draugiem sazinas latviski
(18%) (skat. 2.33. attelu).

2.33. attéls. Valodu lietoSana ar draugiem daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

® Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu = LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latviesu = Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
" Galvenokart cita valoda
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Uzrun3jot latviesus, latviesu valodu parsvara izmanto divas treSdalas aptaujato jeb 63%. Biezak ta
rikojas jauni cilvéki (jauniesi 18-24 gadu vecuma — 80%) (skat. 2.34. att€lu), ka ari Pierigas un
Kurzemes iedzivotaji (76-77%), bet retak — Latgal€ dzivojosie (44%) (skat. 2.35. att€lu).

2.34. attels. Valodu lietoSana, uzrundjot latviesus, daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

® Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu = LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latvieSu = Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
" Galvenokart cita valoda
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2.35. attels. Valodu lietoSana regionos, uzrundjot latviesus (%)

® Galvenokart vaitikailatvieSu LatvieSu vairak ka krievu
Krievu vairak ka latvieSu = Galvenokart vaitikaikrievu
Galvenokart cita valoda

VISl 30 25 [ il |
Riga 31 25 10
Pieriga 32 16 7
Vidzeme 17 24 10
Kurzeme 36 15 -

Zemgale 22 26 -2

Latgale 31 37 19 1

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Visi,N=735

2.5. VIEDOKLIS PAR ETNISKAJAM ATTIECIBAM LATVIJA
Etnisko attiecibu un atbalsta mazakumtautibam veértejums
Uz jautajumu ,Ka Jis vert§jat etniskas attiecibas Latvija?” visbiezak sniegtd atbilde ir:
apmierinosas (52%). Kopuma par labam etniskas attiecibas Latvija uzskata 21% (summeétas atbildes

loti labas un labas), bet par sliktam — 24% (summétas atbildes /oti sliktas un sliktas).

2.36. attels. Etnisko attiecibu vertejums daZadas vecuma grupas (%)

B otilabas Labas Apmierino$as
m Sliktas m [otisliktas = Grati pateikt, NA
55- 64 gadi 22 54 20 1
65 unvairak gadi 41 45 101
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Pozitivak etniskas attiecibas Latvija verte€ vecakas paaudzes parstavji (skat. 2.36. attelu), ka art
Vidzemé, Kurzemé un Latgalé dzivojoSie (skat. 2.37. att€lu). Uzmaniba japieveérS faktam, ka
jaunieSu grupa 18-24 gadi 38% etniskas attiecibas Latvija verte ka sliktas.

2.37. attéls. Etnisko attiecibu vértejums regionos (%)

B otilabas Labas Apmierino$as
Sliktas u [otisliktas Grati pateikt, NA

VIS 19 52 20 43

Riga 1 16 56 20 33

Pieriga 16 49 28 61

Vidzeme 26 50 710 2

Kurzeme 29 44 23 31

Zemgale 15 57 26 2
Latgale F 23 46 18 6 4

- 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Visi,N=735

Bitiski atzimét, ka mazakumtautibu NVO biedri un aktivisti ievérojami pozitivak noverte etniskas
attiecibas Latvija. Ja mazakumtautibu vidi kopuma tikai 21% etniskas attiecibas Latvija verté ka
labas, tad NVO biedru un aktivistu vidi ta uzskata 48% (skat. 2.38. attelu).

2.38. attéls. Etnisko attiecibu vertejums: mazakumtautibas kopumd un mazakumtautibu
organizaciju biedri (%)

B [ otilabas Labas Apmierinosas
Sliktas m [ otisliktas Grati pateikt, NA
IrNVO biedri
(N=116) 44 41 9 2
Nav NVO biedri
(N=710) 19 53 19 I3
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Nedaudz kritiskak mazakumtautibu parstavji vérteé mazakumtautibu iespgjas attistit savu valodu un
kultiru Latvija. Kopuma pozitivu vert€§jumu $aja jautdjuma sniedz 24% (summeétas atbildes Joti
labas un labas), 37% uzskata, ka situacija ir apmierino$a, bet 35% sniedz negativu vert&jumu
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(summétas atbildes Joti sliktas un sliktas) (skat. 2.39. att€lu). Salidzinos$i biezak negativu vértejumu
sniedz jaunieSu grupa 18-24 gadi (summétas atbildes Joti sliktas un sliktas — 45%), bet pozitivaku —
vecaka gadu gajuma cilveki (summétas atbildes Joti sliktas un sliktas — 21%).

2.39. attéls. Mazakumtautibu iespéjas attistit savu valodu un kultiru verteéjums daZadas vecuma
grupdas (%)

m | otilabas Labas ApmierinoSas
Sliktas m Loti sliktas Grati pateikt, NA
vis| 22 37 27 |8 4
18- 24 gadi 13 32 36 9 6

25-34 gadi 20 35 27 1 6
35- 44 gadi 18 28 37 13 1

45-54gadi 1 16 45 27 8 3
55- 64 gadi 18 52 22 52
65 un vairak gadi 42 26 20 19
0% 20% a0% 0% 0% 100%
Visi,N=735

Mazakumtautibu NVO biedri un aktivisti kopuma sniedz pozitivaku veértgjumu. Vigu vida
mazakumtautibu iesp&jas attistit savu valodu un kultiru Latvija par labam wuzskata 43%,
apmierino$am — 37%, bet sliktam — 18% (skat. 2.40. attelu).

2.40. attels. Mazakumtautibu iespéjas attistit savu valodu un kultiiru vertéjums:
mazakumtautibas kopuma un mazakumtautibu organizaciju biedri (%)

M [otilabas Labas ApmierinoSas
Sliktas B [oti sliktas Grati pateikt, NA
IrNVO biedri
(N=116) 33 37 16 I2
Nav NVO biedri
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Mazakumtautibu aptauja tika liigts paust savu viedokli ari par vairakiem apgalvojumiem, kas
attiecas uz etniskajam attiecibam Latvija. Sniegtas atbildes parada, ka mazakumtautibas kopuma ir
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noskanotas pozitivi: 96% aptaujato piekrit viedoklim, ka viniem nav nekadu problému kontakteties
ar latvieSiem, jo latviesi ir tadi pasi cilveki ka visi citi (apkopotas atbildes pilnigi piekritu un drizak
piekritu) (skat. 2.41. att€lu). Liela dala aptaujato (91%) piekrit tam, ka viniem patik, ja apkart ir
dazadu tautibu cilvéki un skan gan latviesu, gan krievu valoda (apkopotas atbildes pilnigi piekritu
un drizak piekritu). Salidzinot ar 2008. gadu®, situdciju nav batiski mainijusies, jo 2008. gada
aptauja 95% mazakumtautibu piekrita viedoklim, ka viniem nav nekadu problému kontakteties ar
latvieSiem, jo latviesi ir tadi pasi cilveki ka visi citi, un 85% piekrita viedoklim, ka viniem patik, ja
apkart ir dazadu tautibu cilvéki un skan gan latviesu, gan krievu valoda.

2.41. artels. Apgalvojumu par etniskajam attiectbam vertejums (%)

® Pilnigi piekritu Drizak piekritu Drizak nepiekritu
Pilnigi nepiekritu Griti pateikt, NA

Mannav nekadu problému kontaktétiesar

. e e 18 31
latvieSiem - vini ir tadi pasi cilveki ka visi citi

Latvijas politikiun politiskas partijascensas
izmantot etniskas attiecibassavas _ 22 31 11
popularitates vairoSanai

Man patik,ja apkart irdazadu tautibu cilveki

un skan gan latvieSu, gan krievu valoda 29 ‘5

Visi,N=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Aptaujas dati apstiprina ar1 daudzos citos pétijumos20 noskaidroto, ka dala Latvijas iedzivotaju
uzskata, ka etniska spriedze ir jiitama tadel, ka etniskie jautajumi nepartraukti ir politiskas dienas
kartiba: apgalvojumam ,,Latvijas politiki un politiskas partijas censSas izmantot etniskas attiecibas
savas popularitates vairoSanai” piekrit 86% aptaujato.

Priekslikumi sabiedribas saliedétibas veicinasanai

Aptauja mazakumtautibu parstavjiem tika lagts paust savu viedokli, ka vini doma, ko vajadz&tu
darit, lai veicinatu starpkultiiru dialogu un sabiedribas saliedétibu Latvija. Tas bija atverta tipa
jautajums, kur netika piedavati atbilzu varianti, un respondenti pasi formul&ja savas atbildes, kas
tika apkopotas lielakas grupas. Atbildi uz So jautajumu sniedza 83% aptaujato, un kopuma tika
sanemtas 1346 atbildes, jo katrs aptaujatais var€ja sniegt tris priek§likumus.

Ka redzams 2.42. attela, mazakumtautibu skatfjuma starpkultiru dialoga un saliedétibas
veicinasanai nepiecieSams:

1) Vairak rikot kopigus svétkus, koncertus, sporta pasakumus, kas varétu notikt bilingvali —
32% (N=221);

' Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). P&tijums , Latvijas iedzivotdju iecietiba: atticksmes un uzvediba”.
Pasiititajs: TUMSILS.
%% Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2006). Integracijas prakse un perspektivas. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa. Pieejams:
http://www.biss.soc.lv/downloads/resources/integracijas_prakse/brosura_LV.pdf ; LU Socialo un politisko pétijumu
instithts (2014). Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014. Zin. red. Juris Rozenvalds. Pieejams:
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas_audits 2014_kopaa.pdf
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2) Valdibai, politikiem jabeidz provocét un dalit cilvékus péc tautibas vai pilsoniskas
piederibas — 25% (N=169);
3) Uzlabot dzives kvalitati visiem iedzivotajiem — 19% (N=133).

12% aptaujato, kas sniedza konkrétu atbildi (N=81), uzskata, ka ir jamaina Pilsonibas likums valsti
un japieskir pilsoniba Latvijas nepilsoniem automatiski, 11% (N=76) uzskata, ka ir jamaina valodas
politika valstt un japieskir krievu valodai otras valsts valodas statuss.

Vel citi salidzino$i nedaudz biezak paustie ieteikumi ir: cienit, pienemt vienam otru — 10%, bt
draudzigiem un saprotoSiem — 10%, atzit krievu valodu, atbalstit krievu skolas — 9%, vairak
kontakteties sava starpa, kopigi kaut ko darit — 8%, nedalit sabiedribu p&c tautibas vai pilsonibas,
uzsvert kopigo — 6%, aizliegt medijiem veicinat konfliktus — 6%, stradat ar bérniem un jaunieSiem
patriotisma un tolerances audzinasana — 6%.
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2.42. attels. Priekslikumi sabiedribas saliedétibas veicinaSanai (%)

Rikot kopigus svétkus, pasakumus, sportot (bilingvali) 32,3
Valdibai, politikiem jabeidz provocgt un dalit cilvekus 24,7
Uzlabot dzives kvalitati 19,4
Pieskirt nepilsoniem pilsonibu automatiski 11,8
Krievu valodai pieskirt otras valsts valodas statusu 11,1
Cienit vienam otru, pienemt 10,4
Biitdraudzigiem un saprotoSiem 9,8
Atzit krievu valodu, atbalstit krievu skolas 8,6

Vairak kontaktéties sava starpa, kopigi kaut ko darit 7,7

Nedalit sabiedribu p&c tautibas vai pilsonibas,
uzsvert kopigo

Aizliegt medijiem veicinat konfliktus 5,7

Darbs ar bérniem un jaunie§iem patriotisma un tolerances
audzinaana
Pilnveidot un atbalstit Latvija medijus krieviski, veidot
vienotu informativo telpu

Nodros$inat bezmaksas latvieSu valodas kursus 4.4
Uzlabot attiecibas ar Krieviju, nebaidit ar Krieviju 3,8
Nebiit agresiviem, naidigiem 3,2
Nodrosinat informacijas pieejamibu un dialogu abas valodas 2,8
Likvidét valodas inspekciju, valodas atestacijas prasibas 2,6
Neaktualizet nacionalos jautajumus 2,5
Atteikties no izdomatas véstures 2,0
Runat abas valodas 1,6
Celt valsts prestizu, lojalitati pret valsti 15
Partraukt informativo karu, propagandu 1,3
Nedzivot pagamng, domat par nakotni 13
Iesaistit mazakumtautibas valdibas darba 1,2
LatvieSiem macit krievu valodu 1,0
Reals sods par naida kurinaSanu 1,0
Nepilsoniem tiesibas piedalities paSvaldibu veleSanas 0,6
Atbalstit mazakumtautibu organizacijas 0,4
Valsts finansétas skolas tikai latviski 0,4

Ierobezot Krievijas mediju translaciju Latvija 0,4

Runat ar krievvalodigajiem latviski 0,4
Cita atbilde 3,6
Nekas nav jadara 15
Sabiedriba nevar bt saliedéta, nav risindgjuma 1,0

Vairakatbilzu jautajums




2.6. VIEDOKLIS PAR LATVIJA AKTUALAJIEM JAUTAJUMIEM

P&tijuma mazakumtautibam tika ltigts nosaukt tris problémas, kas Latvija biitu jarisina vispirmam
kartam. Saja jautdjuma netika piedavati atbilzu varianti, respondenti pasi formulgja savas atbildes,
kas tika apkopotas lielakas grupas. Atbildi uz $o jautajumu sniedza 95% aptaujato, un kopuma tika
sanemtas 1868 atbildes, jo katrs aptaujatais, ja vEl&jas, var&ja sniegt trTs atbildes.

2.43. attels. Latvija aktualakas problemas

Bezdarbs, jaunu darba vietu radiSana 31,0%
Ekonomikas attistiba, uznémgjdarbibas veicinasana 25,8%
Veselibas apriipes pieejamiba un kvalitate 25,0%
Pensiju paaugstinasana 23,7%
Algu paaugstinasana 22,9%
Sociala aizsardziba 14,7%
Izglitibas problemas 14,1%
Sabiedribas integracija 11,6%
Gimenu, dzimstibas atbalsts 11,4%
Nepilsonu jautajumarisinasana 10,6%
Nabadziba, zems dzives limenis 9,6%
Slikta valdiba, politiku nomainas nepiecieSsamiba 8,4%
Korupcija 8,2%
Nodoklu sisteémas izmainas, nodok]u ickasésana 8,0%

Darbaspeka, Ipasijauniesu, aizbraukSana 7,0%

Geopolitika, nepiecieSsamiba uzlabot attiecibas ar 6.8%
Krieviju o0
Otro valsts valodu - krievu valodu 6,0%

Problémas valsts parvaldg, vairak jadoma par

cilvékiem 51%

Slikta celu kvalitate 3,5%

Bégli, imigranti 3,2%

Augstas cenas (zalém, komunalajiem 2 804
pakalpojumiem) 070
Samazinat nacionalisma izpausmes Latvija 2,5%

Valsts neatkaribas saglabasana, nepaklauties

"y - 1,6%
spiedienam no arpuses

Noziedziba, drosibas jautajumi 1,3%

. _ S o
Cits (katrs mazak par 8 atbildem) 7,1% Vairakatbilzujautajums
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Ka redzams 2.43. attela, Latvijas mazakumtautibas par piecam visaktualakajam problémam uzskata:

1) Bezdarbu, jaunu darba vietu radiSanu — 31% (N=213);

2) Ekonomikas attistibu, uznémeéjdarbibas veicinasanu — 26% (N=177);
3) Veselibas apriipes pieejamibu un kvalitati — 25% (N=172);

4) Pensiju paaugstinaSsanu — 24% (N=163);

5) Algu paaugstinasanu — 23% (N=157).

Citas nozimigas problémas, to min&Sanas biezuma seciba, ir: sociala aizsardziba (15%), izglitibas
problémas (14%), sabiedribas integracijas jautajumi (12%), atbalsts gimeném un dzimstibas
veicinasanai (11%), nepilsonu jautajums (11%), nabadziba, zems dzives lIimenis (10%).

SECINAJUMI UN IETEIKUMI

Mazakumtautibu nevalstiskas organizacijas

Saskana ar Latvijas Republikas Uzpémuma registra iesniegto informaciju un péc padzilinatas
situacijas izpétes, var secinat, ka uz 2015. gada 1. juniju Latvija bija registrétas 306 biedribas un
nodibinajumi, kuras var uzskatit par mazakumtautibu organizacijam. P&tjjuma iegtitd informacija
liecina, ka 148 no 306 registrétajam mazakumtautibu organizacijam var uzskatit par tadam, kas
darbojas (48%). Savukart no tam organizacijam, kas darbojas, kopuma 99 organizacijas var
uzskatit, ka darbojas akttvi (17 biedribu darbs p&tijuma noveértets ka intensivs un 82 — ka vidgjs).
Jasecina, ka no visam mazakumtautibu organizacijam vairak ka divam treSdalam organizaciju
darbiba pédgjo divu gadu laika nenotiek vispar vai notiek loti Saura loka, neizplatot informaciju par
to publiski interneta, tai skaita paSvaldibu portalos.

No 99 mazakumtautibu organizacijam, kas darbojas aktivi, 63 organizacijas darbojas ar merki
saglabat un attistit konkr&tu kultiiru, tikai vienai organizacijai darbibas meérkis ir kadas sabiedribas
grupas intereSu parstavésana, 36 organizaciju darbiba ir versta uz abu mérku IstenoSanu, un tas ir
uzskatamas gan par kultiira, gan interesu aizstavibas organizacijam.

51 no 99 biedribam atrodas Riga, 16 biedribas darbojas Latgales regiona, 14 — Kurzemes regiona,
13 — Zemgales regiona, piecas — Pierigas regiona. Savukart Vidzemes regiona Sobrid nav
mazakumtautibu nevalstisko organizaciju, kuru darbiba vért€jama ka intensiva vai vidéja.

19 aktivas biedribas parstav krievu kultiiru un intereses, 10 biedribas — baltkrievu, astonas biedribas
— vaciesu, septinas biedribas ir ebrejiem, poliem un ukrainiem, piecas lietuvieSiem, Cetras — romiem.
12 aktivo biedribu un nodibindjumu darbojas kadas citas kultiiras un tas parstavju interesu
parstavniecibai — to vidii arméni, gruzini, igauni, tatari, uzbeki un citi. Savukart 20 aktivo
mazakumtautibu organizaciju parstav vienlaikus dazadas tautibas.

Aktivas mazakumtautibu nevalstiskas organizacijas péc biedru skaita ir loti dazadas, tomeér
lielakoties tas ir salidzino$i mazas (pus€ gadijumu biedru skaits ir lidz 50), tresaja dala gadijumu
aktivie biedribas biedri piedalas ari citu mazakumtautibu organizaciju darba. Septinas aktivas
mazakumtautibu nevalstiskas organizacijas apvieno citas biedribas un nodibinajumus jeb, citiem
vardiem sakot, ir jumta organizacijas.

42 no aktivajam mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam organizacijam ir iesaistitas Iémumu pienemsanas
procesos valsts un pasvaldibu limeni (pasvaldibu ITmeni — 16, valsts [imeni — 26).
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leteikumi: Nemot véra mazakumtautibu organizaciju pozitivo lomu starpkultiru dialoga
veicinasana, iesakam turpinat un paplasSinat mazakumtautibu organizaciju atbalstu, ka tas
jau Sobrid tiek organizét521, konkursa nolikumos uzsverot, ka projektiem jabut verstiem ne
tikai uz mazakumtautibas kultiiras saglabasanu un attistiSanu, bet ar1 uz starpkultiiru
dialoga veicinaSanu, ka ari plasakas sabiedribas, ne tikai konkrétas mazakumtautibas
iesaistiSanu aktivitates.

Piedertbas sajiita Latvijai

P&tijuma rezultati parada, ka cieSas saites ar Latviju izjit 67% Latvijas mazakumtautibu, 73% jutas
ciesi vai loti ciesSi saistiti ar savu pils€tu, kura dzivo. Salidzinajumam ar Krieviju vai Eiropu ciesi
saistiti jutas tikai atbilsto$i 28% un 27%. Kopuma 46% Latvijas mazakumtautibu lepojas ar to, ka
dzivo Latvija. Biezak ar to, ka ir Latvijas iedzivotaji, lepojas mazakumtautibu NVO biedri un
aktivisti un vecakas paaudzes parstaviji.

Dazadu Latvijas véstures posmu veértéjums (Brivvalsts periods (1918-1940), Padomju laiks (1945-
1990), Atmodas periods (1988-1991), neatkarigas Latvijas laiks (1991-2015)) parada, ka
mazakumtautibas Latvija vispozitivak vert€ Padomju laiku, bet visvairak negativu vert€§jumu ir par
Atmodas periodu un neatkarigas Latvijas laiku musdienas. Salidzino$i NVO biedri un aktivisti
nedaudz pozitivak verte Atmodas periodu un pedgjos gadus, ka art NVO biedru un aktivistu vidi
ieverojami biezak ir sastopami tie, kas uzskata, ka Latvijas iedzivotaju izsiitiSana (deportacijas)
1941. un 1949. gada nav attaisnojamas (NVO biedri — 69%; tie, kas nav NVO biedri, — 56%).

Nemot véra vestures periodu vertgjumu, nav parsteigums, ka mazakumtautibu vidd ieverojami
plasak tiek svinéts 9. maijs, nevis 18. novembris un 4. maijs. Aptaujas rezultati parada, ka 46%
Latvijas mazakumtautibu atzimé Latvijas Republikas proklamesanas dienu 18. novembr, un 24%
aptaujato svin Latvijas Republikas Neatkaribas deklaracijas pasludinasanas dienu 4. maija, bet 73%
svin 9. maija sveétkus — Otra pasaules kara beigas un PSRS uzvaru kara. Tas liecina, ka Latvija
joprojam nav izdevies izveidot spécigas svétku tradicijas, 1pasi attieciba uz Latvijas Republikas
Neatkaribas deklaracijas pasludinasanas dienu 4. maija, kuras plasi iesaistitos arm mazakumtautibas.
Seit jauzsver, ka NVO biedri un aktivisti ievérojami biezak atzimé Latvijas Republikas
proklaméSanas dienas 18. novembr1 (73%), salidzinot ar tiem, kas nav NVO biedri (46%). Arl
Latvijas Republikas Neatkaribas deklaracijas pasludinasanas dienu 4. maija NVO biedri un aktivisti
atzimé biezak (NVO biedri — 58%; tie, kas nav NVVO biedri, — 23%).

Neskatoties uz biezi vien kritisko vertgjumu dazados jautajumos, tikai 6% aptaujato
mazakumtautibu plano tuvakaja laika atstat Latviju ar noliku uzlabot savu vai gimenes materialo
stavokli (23% apsver tadu iesp&ju). DiemZél janorada, ka jaunieSu grupa tadu ir ievérojami vairak —
17% plano tuvakaja laika atstat Latviju, bet 40% apsver tadu iesp&ju.

leteikumi:

Petijjuma noskaidrotais mazakumtautibu viedoklis par daZadiem véstures periodiem un
iegiita informacija par valsts svétku un citu svétku svinéSanas tradicijam liecina, ka
jautajumiem par Latvijas vesturi, tai skaita, deportacijam 1941. un 1949. gada, ir jaturpina
pieveérst pastiprinatu uzmanibu, istenojot Pamatnostadnu Ricibas plana paredzétos 3. Ricibas

! Pieméram, 2015. gada Kultiiras ministrija ir paredzgjusi 40000 EUR finansgjumu mazakumtautibu nevalstisko
organizaciju atbalstam visa Latvija. Finansgjums ir sadalits vienadas dalas katram Latvijas regionam (8000 EUR
katram, no kuriem vismaz 1500 EUR ir atvéléti romu kopienas projektiem).
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virziena pasakumus, ipaSi, 3.1. Nostiprinat uz patiesiem faktiem balstitu un demokratiskam
vértibam atbilstoSu izpratni par Otro pasaules karu, ka arl padomju un nacistu okupaciju
Latvija.

Pétijums parada, ka mazakumtautibu NVO biedri un aktivisti biezak lepojas ar piederibu
Latvijai, pozitivak vérté Atmodas periodu un misdienu Latviju, ka arl biezak svin Latvijas
Republikas proklaméS$anas dienas 18. novembri un Latvijas Republikas Neatkaribas
deklaracijas pasludinasanas dienu 4. maija. Tas liecina par mazakumtautibu NVO potencialu
ka integracijas agentiem, ja vien tas tiek pareizi ievirzits, atbalstot mazakumtautibu
organizaciju aktivitates starpkultiiru dialoga veicinasanai.

Pilsoniska lidzdaliba

Aptaujas rezultati parada, ka aptaujatie mazakumtautibu parstavji salidzinosi aktivi iesaistas gan
politiskajos, gan socialajos procesos Latvija. 82% aptaujato ir diskut&jusi ar draugiem vai pazinam
par politiku, 71% ir skatijies TV raidijumus vai lasijis rakstus par politiku, 62% ir piedalijusies
Saeimas véleésanas, 61% — paSvaldibu véleSanas un 51% — Eiropas Parlamenta vé&léSanas.
Referenduma par krievu valodu ka otro valsts valodu ir piedalijusies 44% aptaujato. Vienlaikus
jaatzist, ka $adi aptaujas rezultati ir jainterpret€ uzmanigi, jo gan Latvija, gan citur ir vérojama
tendence, ka dala respondentu, kas patiesiba nav balsojusi v€l€Sanas, aptaujas médz noradit, ka ir
balsojusi.

Salidzinosi liela dala aptaujato mazakumtautibu parstavju ir nodarbojusies ar labdaribu un kaut ko —
drébes, mebeles, partiku, naudu — ziedojusi labdaribas organizacijam vai akcijam (60%). ArT Lielaja
sakopSanas talka ir loti augts Iidzdalibas raditajs — 32%. Ka brivpratigie kaut kur stradajusi gan ir
tikai 8% aptaujato. Mazakumtautibu organizacijas aktivi darbojas tikai 3% aptaujato, bet kada cita
nevalstiska organizacija — 6%.

Neskatoties uz salidzinosi augsto interesi par politiku un lidzdalibu vélesanas, parlieciba par iesp&ju
ietekmét Saeimas vai valdibas, ka arT pasvaldibu lémumus mazakumtautibu vidi ir loti zema. Tas,
iespgjams, izskaidro salidzino$i zemo Ilidzdalibas limeni nevalstisko organizaciju darba, jo
nevalstiskas organizacijas netiek uzliikotas ka institlicijas, ar kuru palidzibu ietekmét politiskos
lémumus vai rezultativi parstavét savas intereses. Vienlaikus tas, ka vairak ka puse aptaujato ir
ziedojusi labdaribas organizacijam vai akcijam, liecina, ka mazakumtautibu vidid ir sastopamas
socialas solidaritates jutas, ka ar1 atbildigums par savu apkartgjo vidi, kas izpauzas piedaloties
sakopSanas talka.

leteikumi:

Nemot vera mazakumtautibu augsto iesaisti neformalu un solidaritati apliecinoSu pasakumu
istenoSana — ziedoSanu labdaribas organizacijam vai akcijam, [idzdalibu sakopSanas talkas —,
velams biitu attistit mazakumtautibu konstruktivu sadarbibu ari ar valsts un paSvaldibu
iestadem. Mikro Itment §ada sadarbiba jau daudzviet ir izveidojusies, bet sabiedriba kopuma
turpinas negativu stereotipu atrazoSana par to, ka nevalstiskas organizacijas netiek iesaistitas
léemumu pienems$ana un politikas 1stenoSana. Tadel biitu vélams stiprinat mazakumtautibu
konstruktivu sadarbibu ar valsts un pasvaldibu iestadém, celot valsts un pasvaldibu politiku
un iestaZu darbinieku izpratni par atgriezeniskas saites nodrosSinasanas pozitivajiem
rezultatiem, ka ar1 popularizejot pozitivas sadarbibas piemerus medijos.
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Atbalsta mazakumtautibam un etnisko attiectbu vertéjums

Vairak ka puse mazakumtautibu etniskas attiecibas Latvija vérte ka apmierinoSas (52%), 24% tas
uzskata par sliktam, un tikai 21% tas verteé pozitivi. Satraucosi, ka tiesi jaunieSu vecuma grupa 18-
24 gadi 38% etniskas attiecibas Latvija verte ka sliktas.

Tomeér, skatot etnisko attiecibu jautajumu plasaka konteksta, etniskas attiecibas Latvija nav tas, kas
satrauc mazakumtautibas visvairak. Atbildes uz jautdjumu, kadas tris problemas Latvija butu
jarisina vispirmam kartam, parada, ka mazakumtautibu skatijuma vislielaka probléma Latvija ir
bezdarbs un jaunu darba vietu radiSana (31%). Otra biezak min&ta probléma ir cieSi saistita ar
pirmo, un ta ir nepiecieSamiba attistit ekonomiku un veicinat uznémejdarbibu (26%). Nakosas
biezak minétas problémas ir veselibas apriipes pieejamiba un kvalitate (25%), pensiju
paaugstinasana (24%) un algu paaugstinasana (23%). Sabiedribas integracijas jautajums miné$anas
bieZuma zina ir astotd biezak minéta probléma (12%), bet desmitaja vieta ir pilsonibas jautajumi —
aicinajums risinat nepilsonu problému Latvija (11%).

Noveértgjot mazakumtautibu iesp&jas attistit savu valodu un kulttiru Latvija, Kopuma pozitivu
vertéjumu $aja jautajuma sniedz 24% aptaujato, 37% uzskata, ka situacija ir apmierinosa, bet 35%
sniedz negativu vert§jumu. Salidzino$i biezak pozitivu vert€jumu sniedz mazakumtautibu NVO
biedri un aktivisti. Vinu vidi mazakumtautibu iesp&jas attistit savu valodu un kulttru Latvija par
labam uzskata 43%, par apmierino$am — 37%, bet par sliktam — 18%.

Visplasak atpazitais valsts un pasvaldibu atbalsts mazakumtautibam ir latviesu valodas kursi, kurus
ir pamanijusi 72% aptaujato mazakumtautibu. 38% ir pamanijusi ar1 mazakumtautibu kolektivu
dalibu Dziesmu un deju svétkos, tikpat daudz ir pamanijusi armT mazakumtautibu festivalus un
forumus, bet tikai 21% zina, ka tiek sniegts zinams atbalsts ari mazakumtautibu nevalstiskajam
organizacijam. NVO biedri un aktivisti kopuma ir iev€rojami labak informéti par valsts un
pasSvaldibu atbalstu mazakumtautibam.

Uz jautdjumu, ko vajadzetu darit, lai veicinatu starpkultiiru dialogu un sabiedribas saliedétibu
Latvija, visbiezak min€ta atbilde ir, ka vajadz€tu vairak rikot kopigus svétkus, koncertus, sporta
pasakumus, kas var€tu notikt bilingvali (32%). Otra biezak minéta atbilde ir, ka valdibai, politikiem
jabeidz provocét un dalit cilvékus péc tautibas vai pilsoniskas piederibas (25%). Tresa biezak
minéta atbilde neattiecas uz jautajumiem par sabiedribas saliedétibu, bet uz nepiecieSamibu uzlabot
dzives kvalitati visiem iedzivotajiem (19%), kas tad, saskana ar aptaujas dalibnieku viedokli,
veicinas starpkultiiru dialogu un sabiedribas salied&tibu.

Daudzi minétie ieteikumi aptver to, kas valsts vai paSvaldibu Iimeni jau tiek darits — nodroSinati
bezmaksas latvieSu valodas kursi, darbs ar bérniem un jaunieSiem patriotisma un tolerances
audzinaSana, mazakumtautibu organizaciju atbalstiSana u.c.

LatvieSu valodas zinasanas un lietojums

Mazakumtautibu aptaujas dati parada, ka kopuma 83% aptaujato savas latvieSu valodas zinasanas
verte ka loti labas, labas un viduvé€jas, un kopuma var piesardzigi secinat, ka salidzinot ar 2012. un
2014. gadu latvieSu valodas zinasanu pasveértejums nedaudz palielinas. 2012. gada 78% iedzivotaju,
kuru dzimta valoda nav latvieSu, novért§ja savas latvieSu valodas prasmes ka loti labas, labas un
viduvgjas, 2014. gada §is raditajs bija 77%. Jauniesu vidi vecuma grupa 18-24 gadi latviesu valodas
zinasanu pasvertéjums ir vel augstaks.
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Attieksme pret latvieSu valodas lietoSanu mazakumtautibu vida visbiezak ir neitrala vai pozitiva.
Tadu, kas ]oti nelabprat runa latviski, ir 5% aptaujato, bet tadu, kas latviski runa bez ipaSas patikas,
ir 7%. Pargjiem ir neitrala (45%) vai pozitiva atticksme (36%).

Valodu lietosanas paradumi tomer liecina, ka liela dala aptaujato parsvara krieviski runa ne tikai
majas un ar draugiem, bet arT publiskaja telpa un darba. Darba situacijas gandriz puse
mazakumtautibu parsvara lieto latviesu valodu un otra puse — parsvara sarunas izmanto krievu
valodu. Aplikojot valodu lietosanu dazadas situacijas darba Latvijas regionos, redzams, ka latvieSu
valoda biezak tiek lietota Vidzemé, Zemgaleé un Kurzemé, bet retak Latgale, kur sarunas ar
kolégiem tikai 23% izmanto parsvara latvieSu valodu, bet 74% parsvara runa krieviski. Publiskaja
telpa krievu valoda kopuma tiek lietota vél biezak neka darba: apméram viena treSdala pasvaldibu
iestades, veikalos, sadzives pakalpojumu iestad€s, sabiedriskaja transporta biezak runa latviski, bet
divas tresdalas — krieviski, iznémums ir valsts iestades, kur 61% parsvara lieto latviesu valodu, bet
38% — krievu valodu.

Valodu lietosana gimené lielakoties atbilst dzimtajai valodai, lidz ar to 86% mazakumtautibu
gimené galvenokart lieto krievu valodu. Ari ar draugiem 85% aptaujato parsvara sarundjas
krieviski. Uzrunajot latvieSus, latviesu valodu izmanto divas treSdalas aptaujato jeb 63%. Biezak ta
rikojas jauni cilvéki (jaunieSi 18-24 gadu vecuma — 80%), ka ar Pierigas un Kurzemes iedzivotaji
(76-77%), bet retak — Latgaleé dzivojosie (44%). Kopuma valodas lictoSanas paradumi parada, ka
dala mazakumtautibu dzivo vidg, kur krievu valoda ir paSpietickama un latviesu valodas zinasSanas
nav parak nepiecieSamas, jo parsvara tiek izmantota krievu valoda.

leteikumi:

Petijjuma ieguta informacija par mazakumtautibu latvieSu valodas lietoSanas paradumiem
liecina, ka, iznemot valsts iestades, citur publiskaja telpa divas treSdalas mazakumtautibu
parsvara lieto krievu valodu. Tas nozime, ka ir jaturpina pieverst pastiprinata uzmaniba
latvieSu valodas lietoSanas veicinasanai publiskaja telpa, istenojot Pamatnostadnu Ricibas
plana paredzetos 2. Ricibas virziena pasakumus, Ipasi, 2.1. NodroSinat latvieSu valodas
lietoSanu Latvijas publiskaja telpa.
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RESEARCH REPORT IN ENGLISH

RESEARCH DESCRIPTION

The focus in the research project “Minority Participation in Democratic Processes in Latvia” is to
correlate information about minority non-governmental organisations in Latvia and about the
representation of Latvia’s minority communities therein, also looking at the participation of such
communities in the country’s democratic processes.

The analytical aspects of the research focus on the main ideas that are based on the study of
minority NGOs, the preparation and mapping of a database, and a survey among Latvia’s minorities
about their participation in democratic processes in Latvia.

A study of minority NGOs, preparation and mapping of a database

The examination of Latvia’s minority non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and preparation and
mapping of a database for Latvia’s regions and administrative districts were based on information
from the Latvian Company Register and Lursoft about associations and other organisations that
have been registered in Latvia. The researchers bought the full NGO database about all NGOs
registered in Latvia, as well as NGOs that were reregistered in 2004/2005, the data being accurate
as of June 1, 2015. The researchers learned about the names, registered addresses and year of
establishment of each NGO, as well as a 250-character description of each organisation’s aims, as
listed in its statutes. On the basis of the description of goals, the NGOs were grouped in accordance
with areas of interest (cultural organisations, organisations aimed at defending interests, or both), as
well as with ethnic groups that are represented by the NGOs.

Next, the researchers sought contact information for minority NGOs from various sources of
information such as registers, local governments and the Internet. The researchers sought to contact
NGO representatives to expand the database of minority associations and organisations, as well as
to learn about the leadership of organisations, a broader sense of their goals, the extent to which the
NGOs were active, how much they were linked to other NGOs in the relevant regions and in Latvia
as a whole, membership numbers and major projects as of July 2015.

A survey of minorities in Latvia

The aim of the survey was to examine the representation of Latvia’s minority communities in non-
governmental organisations and the level of their participation in democratic processes in the
country.

The results of the survey will be used to establish a monitoring system related to the sense of
belonging and participation among minority representatives, as well as to examine policy planning
documents such as the Guidelines on National Identity, Civil Society and Integration Policy (2012—
2018). For that reason, most of the questions in the questionnaire were based on previous research
projects so as to ensure comparability.

The main focus in the survey was on:

(1) Indicators of belonging, including national identity, cultural spaces, traditions, holidays and
involvement of young people;
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(2) Indicators of participation, including the representation of minority communities in the taking
of decisions and in public processes in Latvia;

(3) Evaluations of attitudes, focusing on state and local government support for the preservation of
national cultures and the establishment of an inclusive society, trends in naturalisation and
citizenship, self-initiative, readiness to become involved in public processes, language use
(including multilingual families), etc.

The intended cohort for the study was at least 700 respondents, including two target audiences —
representatives of minority communities (a survey of residents) to evaluate their participation and
attitudes, as well as representatives of minority organisations. In the event, the authors interviewed
735 representatives of minority communities and 91 representatives of minority organisations. 3%
of the respondents (25) in the survey of residents were members or activists in minority NGOs, so
the overall number of representatives of minority organisations was actually 116.

Respondents in both groups were interviewed on the basis of one questionnaire, though people who
were most active were asked additional questions about their participation in the work of a specific
organisation, as well as about the organisation’s activities. This information is included in the NGO
database.

Respondents were selected on the basis of a quota so as to ensure representative survey of minority
residents. The quotas related to where people lived, their ethnicity, their age and their gender. Data
from the Central Statistical Board current as of January 1, 2015, were used to determine the quotas
(Table 1).

The authors of the survey used a multimodal survey method, using both telephone interviews to
obtain information from minority residents and Internet surveys to survey representatives of
minority organisations. The fieldwork was conducted between July 15 and September 10, 2015,
with a pilot survey being organised in advance to test and improve the questionnaire and to reach
agreement about it with the client.
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Table 1. Sample quotas of telephone interviews

Data from Planned sample:

the Central ' Reached Reached

Statistical number of Reached sample: sample:

Board as of requndepts ~ | sample: total minority minority

January 1, minority number of residents NGOs

residents respondents
2015
%
Region
Riga 45,5 273 390 343 55
Pieriga 13,6 82 77 69 11
Vidzeme 3,5 21 42 42 0
Kurzeme 8,0 47 82 75 8
Zemgale 9,3 56 58 47 16
Latgale 20,1 121 177 159 26
Total 100 600 826 735 116
Gender
Male 45,0 270 298 264 39
Female 55,0 330 528 471 77
Total 100 600 826 735 116
Age
18-24 6,8 41 56 53 6
25-34 14,6 88 149 143 10
35-44 15,2 91 153 144 12
45-54 18,2 109 169 158 15
55-64 19,7 118 141 114 32
65+ 25,6 153 158 123 41
Total 100 600 826 735 116
Ethnic
group
Russians 67,2 404 577 547 48
Belarusians 8,8 53 52 47 6
Ukrainians 5,9 35 47 40 9
Poles 5,6 34 53 39 14
Lithuanians 3,2 19 35 17 18
Jews 0,7 4 11 7 6
Others
(including
those 4,5% 8,6 51 51 38 15
who do not
indicate their
ethnicity)
Total 100 600 826 735 116
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CONCEPTUAL AND THEORETICAL IDEAS

The most important dimensions of inclusiveness in society include a sense of belonging to the
specific territory, country and population, participation in the economic, cultural and political life of
the relevant society, and well as satisfaction with one’s life and one’s ability to do appropriate
things. The sense of belonging to a country emerges on the basis of many aspects and factors,
including a sense of belonging to a common history, territory, landscape and environment, as well
as participation in shaping a common present and future.?

There are very diverse attitudes and behaviours in Latvia’s minority communities when it comes to
ways of adapting to socioeconomic changes in society, as well as to requirements related to Latvian
language skills, naturalisation, and the ability of respondents to take part in political and social
processes.

Some minority representatives choose a more active or passive process of inclusion and accept rules
from norms and regulations (the law on citizenship, the state language laws, etc.). Others avoid
inclusion into Latvia’s society and either emigrate® or live in a comparatively closed environment —
an ethic or linguistic community in which, e.g., the Russian language is adequately self-sufficient so
as to avoid the need to learn Latvian. People can live and work in environments in which Latvian is
not spoken, and they can see no real need to become involved in social processes in which Latvian
language skills are necessary.?

One way to facilitate the more active involvement of minority representatives in political and social
processes is to provide support to their interest-based and cultural organisations, but only if this
expands existing social networks and, most particularly, facilitates intercultural communication, as
well as learning the Latvian language.

It is possible in Latvia to identify social networks that are based on language use habits,? and this
means that of particular importance in facilitating social integration are those NGOs that help to
expand social networks beyond the frameworks of a single linguistic group.

Participation of minority representatives in cultural and interest-based organisations, however, is
just one aspect of socio-political participation. No less importance is the participation and
representation of such people in national governance, as well as the belief that participation in social
processes yields positive results.

There are conventional forms of participation such as voting in elections and referendums, as well
as unconventional ones such as protests, picket lines, demonstrations and flash mobs. Previous
research?® has shown that for most people in Latvia, voting in elections is not just the main form of
political participation, but the only one. Only a few percent of respondents take part in other forms

2 Zepa, B. (2011). « What is National Identity? How is it Explained?”. In Zepa, B. and E. Klave (eds.) Latvia: Report
on Human Development 2010/2011: National Identity, Mobility and Capacity, pp. 15-20, in Latvian.

> Hazans, M. (2011). “The Changing Face of Latvian Emigration: 2000-2010).” In Zepa, B. and E. Klave (eds).
Latvia: Report... op. cit., pp 70-91.

* Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). “Language: A Survey of Latvia’s Residents.” See also Zepa, B. (ed.)
“Integration Practices and Prospects”, Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2006). See
http://www.biss.soc.lv/downloads/resources/integracijas_prakse/brosura_LV.pdf. Both texts in Latvian.

% Djackova, S. (2000). “The Role of Language in Regional Development,” master’s thesis. See
http://providus.Iv/article/valodas-loma-regiona-attistiba, in Latvian. See also Zepa, B. (ed.) “Social Integration and
Business: The Ethnic Aspect.” Baltic Institute of Social Sciences, Latvian Academy of Sciences Institute of Economics
(2004), in Latvian.

** Rozenvalds, J. (ed.). University of Latvia Institute of Social and Political Research (2014). “How Democratic is
Latvia? An Audit of Democracy,” 2005-2014.

57


http://www.biss.soc.lv/downloads/resources/integracijas_prakse/brosura_LV.pdf
http://providus.lv/article/valodas-loma-regiona-attistiba

of expressing political influence — protests, signing petitions, contacts with politicians or officials,
etc. This also applies to attempts to convince others to support a specific political party or
candidate. The conclusion must be that the people of Latvia, in general terms, are rather passive
when it comes to political participation.

Political participation is fundamentally influenced by the issue of whether it is viewed positively,
whether participants believe that it yields positive results, and whether steps that are taken can lead
to changes in decisions or influence specific processes.

There are several concepts in the social sciences literature that are used to analyse factors that
influence such participation. Political efficacy relates to the belief of individuals that their political
activities can have an influence on political processes.?” Political powerlessness, in turn, relates to
the belief that political processes cannot be influenced. Many authors have sought to explain why
people do not become involved in politics, e.g., Dahl has identified several reasons that reduce the
likelihood that people will do so:%

1) There are negative evaluations of expected benefits, as compared to benefits from other
activities;

2) There is no belief that there is a better, alternative solution;

3) There is no belief in the ability to influence something;

4) There is the view that the results will be sufficiently satisfactory even without involvement;

5) There is the belief that the individual lacks knowledge and competition to do something.

Analysis of political participation in and political culture in Latvia in the study “How Democratic is
Latvia?: An Audit of Democracy, 2005-2014” argues that “it can be said that the situation with the
participation of residents in volunteer activities, self-governance, non-governmental organisations
and other volunteer work during the past five years has been bad.”®® This conclusion applies both
to Latvian and to minority organisations.

The sad fact in Latvia is that people are more likely to be alienated from political processes, as
opposed to being involved in them. There is also much distrust of politicians. These trends relate to
a low level of participation in the taking of decisions, a lack of belief that one can influence
anything, and a lack of trust in politicians. This is a Catch-22 situation — the negative image of the
political elite and the overall political situation cannot improve unless distrust and dissatisfaction
with politicians turn into activities that force politicians to focus more on local residents and the
quality of decision that the politicians themselves take.*

These conclusions apply equally to political participation among Latvians and minorities, but this
study is focused on whether there are differences in the level of involvement in distinctly political
processes (voting in elections and referendums, discussions about political processes), as well as in
civic activities aimed at improving the country’s social situation (volunteering at an NGO, festival,
concert or other event, donations to charitable organisations, participation in the Great Latvian
Clean-up, etc.).

7 Campbell, A., Gurin, G. and W.E. Miller (1954). The Voter Decides. Evanston, IL: Row, Peterson & Co. See also
Balch, G.I. (1974). “Multiple Indicators in Survey Research: The Concept ‘Sense of Political Efficacy’”, Political
Methodology, Vol. 1, No. 2 (Spring 1974), pp. 1-43.

*® Dahl, R.A. (1963/2002). Modern Political Analysis, 6th ed. Pearson.

? Tjabs, I. (2014). (Political Participation). In Rozenvalds, J. (ed.). How Democratic..., op. cit., p. 217. See
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas _audits 2014 kopaa.pdf, in Latvian.

° Nikisins, J, Rozenbalgs, J. and B. Zepa (2014). “Political Culture and Democracy.” In Rozenvalds, J. (ed.). How
Democratic... op. Cit., p. 245, in Latvian.
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Secondly, the focus in the research is whether NGO activists are different in one sense or another
from other minority representatives when it comes to views and attitudes, also looking at whether
participation in minority organisations strengthens a sense of belonging to Latvia and its history and
whether this expands the range of contacts and the use of the Latvian language in the public arena.
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RESULTS OF THE RESEARCH

1. AN EXAMINATION OF MINORITY NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANISATIONS

As of June 1, 2015, there were 423 organisations registered with the Latvian Company Register that
have statutes which indicate that they work with minorities in Latvia. After more detailed
examination of public information and telephone contacts with representatives of the relevant
organisations, it was determined that 306 were associations of ethnic minorities, while 117 were
linked to the minorities (language teaching centres, folk dance studios, partnership organisations
between Latvia and other countries in the world, friendship organisations between Latvians and
representatives of other ethnicities, etc.).

Of the 306 minority NGOs, most were registered in 1933, when the Company Register was
established (Figure 1.1.). A comparatively larger number of associations and organisations were
registered between 2003 and 2007 and again in 2011.

Figure 1.1. Minority NGOs by year of registration (number)
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More than one-half of the minority organisations were registered in Riga (59% or 180). 13% were
registered in Latgale (41), followed by Kurzeme (12%, 36), Zemgale (8%, 24), and the Riga
metropolitan area — Pieriga (7%, 20). The fewest organisations are found in Vidzeme (2%, only
five). Figure 1.2. shows that most minority organisations are registered in cities, with 85% of them
in Riga and other larger metropolises.
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Figure 1.2. Registered minority NGOs by place of registration
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One-half of minority NGOs work to preserve and develop a specific culture (52%, or 160) (see
Figure 1.3.). 11% represent the interests of minority groups, while 37% focus on both
aforementioned goals.

Figure 1.3. Registered minority NGOs by goals of operations
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Nearly one-quarter of minority organisations (23%, 70) represent Russians (Figure 1.4.). There are
27 organisations that represent the culture and interests of Roma people, 26 for Jews, 23 for
Ukrainians, 19 for Belarusians, 11 for Poles and 11 for Lithuanians. Another 14 registered
organisations represent German culture and German interests. Representatives of those
organisations say that at least one-half of them employ Latvians or people of other ethnicities who
have German organisations or who are interested in German culture and language.

52 organisations represent other cultures — three or more for Armenians, Azerbaijanis, Kazakhs and
Tatars. Another 53 represent various ethnicities. The Slavic Cultural Association, for instance,
involves Russians, Belarusians, Ukrainians, Armenians, Poles, Jews and Latvians.
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Figure 1.4. Registered minority NGOs by represented ethnicity (number)
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In order to evaluate the work of minority NGOs, we rang representatives of associations and
organisations on the phone. The information shows that 48% of the minority organisations that are
recorded in the Company Register are actually active (148). 9% of respondents said that nothing
has happened over the past two years, with some hoping to restore activities and others have
decided to shut down their organisations.

We did not find information about the work of 43% of minority associations. Representatives of six
declined to offer information, 54 could not be found during the research, and in 72 cases, no public
contact information was available. There was no information about 59 cultural organisations, 21
that represent interests, and 52 with statutes that suggest that both aforementioned goals are
pursued. More than one-half of these organisations represented minorities such as Russians (34), the
Roma (20), Jews (10) and Ukrainians (10).

Figure 1.5. Registered minority NGOs by activities
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After analysing the work of existing minority NGOs, we found that 11% (17) are working
intensively, 55% (82) are working at an average level, and 34% (50) are not particularly active at
all. We evaluated this by looking at co-operation with other NGOs, projects and events
implemented during the past three years, as well as participation in work of government or
municipalities taken by the various organisations. If representatives of an organisation claimed to
have extensive partnerships with other NGOS, a wide range of activities, and the ability to take part
in decision-taking processes at the local or national level, then we rated the activities as intensive.
If any of the components was missing or less distinct, then we evaluated the activities at the
medium level or as not particularly active.

More than one-half of the associations which we saw as active or with a medium level of activities
work in Riga (51 or 99), 16 are in Latgale, 14 in Kurzeme, 13 in Zemgale, and five in Pieriga.
Vidzeme has no minority NGOs that work actively or at a medium level of activity. Figure 1.6
shows that active minority organisations mostly work in Riga and other cities.

Figure 1.6. Active minority NGOs by location of operations
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Nearly two-thirds of active minority NGOS hope to preserve and develop a specific culture (Figure
1.7). 37% seek to preserve and develop a specific culture, as well as to represent a group’s
interests. One of the active organisations only represents the interests of a specific group in society.
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Figure 1.7. Active minority NGOs by area of operations
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19 active organisations (nearly one-quarter of the examined ones) represent Russians, with 10
representing Belarusians, eight representing Germans, and seven apiece representing Jews, Poles
and Ukrainians. There are also four active Roma organisations, which makes up only one-seventh
of registered Roma associations. Another 12 associations represent other cultures and ethnicities,
including Armenians, Georgians, Estonians, Tatars, Uzbeks and others. Twenty active minority
organisations represent several ethnicities.

Membership numbers in the minority NGOs differ very much, but most are comparatively small.
Nine organisations have fewer than 10 members, 39 have 11-50 members, 19 have 51-100
members, 16 have 101-500 members, and seven have 501 or more members. One-third of the
respondents said that members of their organisation also take part in the work of other minority
organisations. Seven active minority NGOs are umbrella organisations for six to 70 other
organisations.

Figure 1.8. Active minority NGOs by represented ethnic group (number)
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Most active minority NGOs (95%) partner with other associations and organisations (Figure 1.9).
Irrespective of the represented ethnicity at an NGO, the partnerships have several overall
characteristics. First of all, organisations work with “comrades” — other organisations that represent
the same ethnicity or those that are part of a larger organisation such as the Latvian Association of
Lithuanians, Latvian Association of Belarusians, or the Ita Kozakévi¢a Latvian Association of
National Cultural Associations.

Organisations also tend to partner with other minority NGOs in terms of where they are located.
Representatives of minority organisations in cities other than Riga said comparatively often that
they partner with all minority organisations in the relevant city in terms of organising cultural
events, etc.

Third, organisations tend to have partnerships with Latvian organisations or other NGOs. The
Pramen Belarusian Association in Riga partners with the Riga Latvian Association, IMKA,
Silavots, Partnership Platform and Singing Antiquity. Some representatives of minority
organisations said that they partner with organisations of pensioners, war veterans or other social
groups.

Figure 9. Active minority NGOs partnerships with other associations and organisations

Do not
cooperate with
others
5%

Information about the activities of minority NGOs suggests that their activities over the past three
years have mostly related to culture. The Javir Ukrainian Association in Jekabpils, for instance, has
organised cultural days events in the city, as well as thematic events at the city’s schools. The
folklore ensemble of the Lanok Belarusian Association in Jelgava has taken part in the Latvian
Song and Dance Festival, the international Baltica Folklore Festival, minority events in Latvia, the
Slvajanskij Bazar Festival in Vitebsk, and the 2" Global Belarusian Art Festival in Minsk. The
Samir Jewish Association in Riga, for its part, organised an exhibition of work by the German artist
Dagmar Calais, “Two Days in Winter,” and it has also published several books.

Several minority NGOs have helped to clean up and improve various territories over the past three
years. The German Cultural Association in Ventspils planted trees at the Aizdzire Estate, while the
Erfolg Association in Daugavpils organised a gallery of youth graffiti in a degraded part of the city
that has now become a popular leisure location for Daugavpils residents. The Ukrainian Kazakhs in
Latvia Association cleans up World War I and 11 veteran cemeteries in and around Daugavpils each
year.
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Some minority organisations have organised sports events such as a sports festival for people of
various ethnicities organised by the Ventspils Russian Association in 2014 in Ventspils under the
name “Folk Games.” Other minority NGOs have organised events to represent interests. Erfolg, for
instance, organised consulting councils to help in the establishment of minority non-governmental
organisations in Daugavpils in 2014.

Figure 1.10. Representation of active minority NGOs in decision-making processes at the
national and local level

Are not
representedin
government/
municipal work
58%

Figure 1.10 shows that 42% of active minority NGOS are involved in decision-making processes at
the national and local level. One-third, according to representatives, take part in such processes at
local governments by joining commissions that relate to minorities, social integration or culture,
and by taking part in the discussion of local government planning documents. Representatives of
other minority organisations say that they are represented in decision-making processes at the
national level, mostly in terms of consultative councils on minority issues.
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2. ASURVEY OF MINORITIES IN LATVIA

2.1. ASENSE OF BELONGING

The sense of belonging among Latvian minorities was determined on the basis of the following
indicators:

1) The sense of belonging to the near neighbourhood, the respondent’s city and region, Latvia, the
Baltic States, Russia and Europe (the closeness of links);

2) Pride about Latvia;

3) Views about various periods of Latvian history (the independent state (1918-1940), the Soviet
period (1945-1990), the Awakening (1988-1991), and the independent state (1991-2015));

4) Holiday habits (November 18, May 4, May 9);

5) Plans to emigrate.

The data were compared to results from surveys in other years, as well as in terms of differences
among various groups — the age of respondents and their place of residence, NGO activists and
others.

Territorial belonging

When it comes to a sense of territorial belonging, representatives of Latvian minorities feel the
closest links to their city — 73% (the answers very close and close), followed by Latvia (63%), and
then the local area (village, parish or urban neighbourhood — 60%) (see Figure 2.1). 48% of
respondents expressed a sense of belonging to their region (Vidzeme, Zemgale, Kurzeme or
Latgale), 21% said so about the Baltic States, 28% about Russia, and 27% about Europe. What
follows is more detailed analysis about a sense of belonging to one’s city, Latvia, Russia and
Europe among various groups of minority residents.

Figure 2.1. A sense of belonging to various locations (%)

m Very close = Close © Notvery close Notatall = Hardtosay, NA

Tosk oo ke N
Totown 39 17 65

Toregion (Vidzeme, Latgaleetc.) 29 30 14 8
To Latvia 39 21 8 4

To Russia 20 32 34 6

To the Baltic States 16 43 30 7

To Europe 23 40 26 8

All respondents, N=735 O‘IJ/o 20I% 4OI% 60I% 8(I)% 10;)%
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A sense of belonging to one’s city

73% of representatives of Latvian minorities feel close or very close links to their city, with this
being slightly more evident in Daugavpils, Liepaja, Jelgava, Ventspils, Jurmala, Rezekne, Valmiera
and Jekabpils (78), as well as in Riga (73%), with 72% in other cities. Older people are more likely
to feel close or very close links to the city (Figure 2.2). 68% of respondents aged 18-24 feel closely
or very closely linked to the city, while among respondents who are 65 or older, the percentage is
83%.

Figure 2.2. A sense of belonging to one’s city among various age groups (%)

m Very close = Close ' Notvery close Notatall = Hardtosay,NA

18- 24 years - 43 15 13 4

25- 34 years __ 43 22 9 3

35- 44 years _ 42 15 54

45-54 years _ 44 23 55

55-64 years _ 35 14 46

65and moreyears _— 27 9 26

All respondents, N=735 O‘I%) ZOI% 40I% 60I% 8(;% 10I0%

A sense of belonging to Latvia

67% of minority respondents reported close or very close links to Latvia, with 81% of older
respondents and 53% of young people aged 18-24 saying so (Figure 2.3). In 2010, this indicator
among young people was at a level of 58%.%! The conclusion is that the sense of belonging to
Latvia has declined a bit during the past five years among young people.

There are no major differences in this regard among Russians and representatives of other
minorities (67% and 69% respectively). Among Latvia’s Russians in 2010 the indicator was 72%,
and it was 69% in 2013; among other minorities it was 73% in 2010 and 71% in 2013. The overall
reduction in terms of close links to Latvia can be seen, although the differences are still in the range
of the statistical error.

*'' The data are from a survey conducted under the national research programme “National Identity: Language, Latvian

History, Culture and Human Security,” University of Latvia Faculty of Social Sciences, 2010 and 2013.
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Figure 2.3. A sense of belonging to Latvia among various age groups (%)

m Very close = Close " Notvery close Notatall = Hardtosay, NA
18 - 24 years 32 32 11 4

25-34 years 40 24 14 1
35-44 years 42 23 7 5
45-54 years - 41 25 9 4
55- 64 years _ 47 18 43
65and moreyears — 29 11 35

All respondents, N=735 0:%) 20I% 4(;% GOI% 8(I)% 1OI0%

A sense of belonging to Russia

27% of minority respondents in Latvia reported close or very close links to Russia, particularly
among older people (25% among the 18-24 group, but 44% among those who are older than 65)
(Figure 2.4).

Latvia’s Russians are slightly more likely than representatives of other minorities to feel close or
very close links to Russia (30% and 18% respectively). In 2010, 33% of Russians in Latvia claimed
close or very close links to Russia, while among other minorities the percentage was 21%.

Figure 2.4. A sense of belonging to Russia among various age groups (%)

B Very close = Close © Notveryclose © Notatall = Hardtosay, NA

18 -24 years h 19 34 40 2

25-34 years . 15 25 48 8

35- 44 years - 17 30 35 10

45-54 years I 13 38 37 7

55 - 64 years . 29 33 26 5
65and moreyears - 29 35 19 2

All respondents, N=735 O‘I%) 20I% 40I% 60I% 8(;% 10I0%
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A sense of belonging to Europe

27% of Latvia’s minority representatives feel close or very close links to Europe, more so in the 18-
24 cohort (36%) than among those older than 65 (21%) (Figure 2.5).

A slightly less common sense of belonging to Europe is found among Latvia’s Russians (24%) than
among other minorities (36%). In comparison to similar studies in 2010 and 2013, the sense of
belonging to Europe has increased a bit among Latvia’s minorities — 20% of Russians and 17%
respondents from other minorities in 2010 and 25% and 28% respectively in 2013).

Figure 2.5. A sense of belonging to Europe among various age groups (%)

mVery close = Close " Notveryclose ™ Notatall = Hardtosay, NA

18- 24 years i 30 36 25 4
25-34 years . 28 39 19 8
35- 44 years . 16 35 32 12
45 -54 years _ 23 40 28 4
55-64 years 25 43 23 8

65and moreyears 20 43 28 8

All respondents, N=735 O‘;An 20I% 40I% 60I% 8(;% 10I0%

Pride in Latvia

Respondents were asked this question: “To what extent are you proud of the fact that you are a
resident of Latvia?”. 11% of minority representatives claimed to be very proud, 35% were more or
less proud, 30% were not particularly proud, and 17% were not proud at all (Figure 2.6). 7% did
not answer the question. This means that 46% of minority representatives are proud of living in
Latvia, while 47% are not.

Young people aged 18-24 were more critical and less proud (37%) than people older than 65 (61%).

Russians were a bit less likely to be proud of living in Latvia — 44% against 52% for other
minorities.

70



Figure 2.6. Pride in Latvia among various age groups (%)

= Very proud Ratherproud Not very proud
Not proud atall Hard tosay, NA

ALL 35 30 17 7

18- 24 years 28 40 15 8

25- 34 years 36 31 16 9

35-44 years 33 30 19 9
45 -54 years 32 33 21 6
55-64 years 40 28 18 6
65and more years 41 22 11 6

All respondents, N=735 0% ZOI% 40I% 60I% 8(;% 10I0%

It is interesting that there were major differences in the responses of those minority representatives
who are or are not members of or activists in NGOs. Among all minority respondents, only 45% are
proud of living in Latvia, while among NGO members and activists the percentage is 75% (Figure
2.7).

Figure 2.7. Pride in Latvia: Overall minorities and minority organisation members (%)

u Very proud Ratherproud Not very proud
Not proud atall Hard tosay, NA
Not members of NGO
(N=710) . 35 30 17 8
Members of NGO
(N=116) - °0 B N
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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An evaluation of various periods in Latvian history

Many studies in the past have shown different opinions in Latvia about various historical events and
periods in history. Latvian minority representatives, therefore, were asked about their views about
independent Latvia (1918-1940), the Soviet era (1945-1990), the Awakening (1988-1991), and
independent Latvia (1991-2015).

The data show that minorities are most positive about the Soviet era, with 29% of respondents
saying that it was a very good period, and 54% responding that it was mostly a good period (Figure
2.8). Only 11% had a negative view, which shows that there is a great deal of nostalgia in Latvia
about that period in history.

36% of surveyed respondents had an overall positive view of the first period of independence
(1918-1994), but 54% said that they did not know. Only 26% of respondents had positive views of
the Awakening (1988-1991), and only 29% had positive views about the second period of
independence (1991-2015).

Figure 2.8. Evaluations of periods in Latvian history (%)

= Very good Rathergood Ratherbad
Very bad Hard tosay, NA
First independence period (1918-1940) h 29 91 54

Soviettime (1945-1990) | NNZONINN 54 729

Awakening period (1988-1991) I 22 40 15 19
Independent Latvia (1991-2015) F 27 43 i
0% 20%  40%  60%  80%  100%

All respondents, N=735

A look at answers from representatives of various ethnic groups shows that Russians in Latvia most
often feel that they were losers in the context of historical changes, because it is specifically in this
cohort that there are the most positive views about the Soviet era (85%), but far less in terms of the
Awakening (23%) and the second period of independence (26%). Among other ethnic groups, the
percentages were 79%, 35% and 36% respectively.

Here, again, there are key differences between those respondents who are NGO members or
activists and those who are not. In the former group, positive views were given by 40% in relation
to the first period of independence, 63% in relation to the Soviet period, 42% in relation to the
Awakening, and 43% in relation to the second period of independence, while in the latter group, the
percentages were 36%, 84%, 26% and 29% respectively. This means that NGO members and
activists are slightly more positive about the Awakening and the most recent period.
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In terms of age groups, young people and those who are 25-34 are less positive about the Soviet era
than is the case among older respondents. Young people are also a bit more positive about the first
period of independence, the Awakening, and the second period of independence (Figure 2.9). Even
in the 18-24 cohort, however, 79% view the Soviet era positively.

Figure 2.9. Evaluations of periods in Latvian history among various age groups (%)
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Despite these positive views about the Soviet era, minority respondents were fairly unified in the
thought that there was no justification for the deportation of people from Latvia to Siberia and other
distant Soviet regions in 1941 and 1949 — 56% agreed with this view, only 7% did not (Figure
2.10). The fact that 37% did not know how to answer the question may be down to the fact that the
question was formulated in a rather complicated manner in the questionnaire.

A comparison to these results to a social memory monitoring study in 2012 shows that answers to
this question have not change much, as in 2012, 55% of respondents saw no justification at all for
the 1941 and 1949 deportations.*

Among NGO members and activists, more people (69%) said that the deportations were not
justified, while among those who are not NGO members and activists, the percentage was 56%.

Figure 2.10. Views about the deportation of Latvia’s residents in the 1940s (%)
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Celebration of holidays

The survey shows that 46% of minority representatives in Latvia celebrate Independence Day on
November 18, while 24% do so with respect to the anniversary of the declaration of Latvia’s
independence on May 4 (Figure 2.11).

Among those who celebrate these important holidays, 30% attend public events, 5% celebrate with
friends or family members, while 11% celebrate with friends of relatives, but also attend public
events on November 8. 12%, 4% and 8% do so on May 4.

The May 9 celebration of the end of World War II and the Soviet Union’s victory in the war is far
more popular among Latvian minorities, with only 22% not celebrating the holiday at all, 27%
attending public events, 20% celebrating with friends or family members, and 26% doing both
things.

? Kaprans, M. and O. Procevska (2013). “Monitoring of Social Memory in Latvia, 2012/2013” (tables from the

survey).
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Figure 2.11. Traditions in celebrating holidays (%)
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This shows that Latvia has not managed to establish strong holiday traditions in which minority
representatives take part, in particular the anniversary of the declaration of independence on May 4.
Regrettably, young people in specific celebrate May 4 least often, with 77% of the cohort aged 18-
24 saying that they do not do so at all (Figure 2.12). A comparatively larger share of people in that
age group do celebrate November 18, however, by attending public events (38%). An even greater
percentage of people aged 25-34 do so (44%).

A comparison of these results to those of earlier studies shows that there is no reason to believe that
there have been any major changes since 2008 when it comes to traditions about the celebration of
Independence Day on November 18. The 2008 survey showed that 46% of non-Latvian and 66% of
Latvians celebrated the holiday in any way (at home with friends and family members or at public
events).*®* Another survey late in 2012 found that November 18 was celebrated in any way by 53%
of non-Latvians and 80% of Latvians.** There are no major differences in this sense, nor are there
any indication of significant trends, because the answers are in the range of statistical error.

Here, again, NGO members and activists celebrate November 18 far more often (73%) than those
who are not NGO members (46%). Of particular importance is participation in public events (47%
and 30% respectively). On May 4, too, NGO members and activists are more likely to celebrate
(58%, as against 23% among those who are not NGO members).

33

Zepa, B. (ed.) (2008). “Us. Holidays. The State: Sociological Research into the Celebration of National Holidays.”
Riga: Baltic Institute of Social Sciences, p 71.

* Kaprans, M. and O. Procevska (2013). “Monitoring of..., op. cit.
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Figure 2.12. Holiday celebration traditions among various age groups (%)
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Plans to emigrate

Survey respondents were asked whether they were planning to leave Latvia to improve their
financial situation or that of their families. Two-thirds of minority respondents (67%) said no, 23%
said that they might, and 6% said that they were planning to leave (Figure 2.13). Far more young
people want to leave — among those in the 18-24 cohort, 17% plan to do so, 40% think they might,
and 40% have no plans to do so. Among respondents above 65, 97% say that they have no plan to
emigrate.

Figure 2.13. Plans to emigrate among various age groups (%)
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2.2. CIVIC PARTICIPATION

Research into the civic participation of minority representatives in Latvia was based on indicators
related to political participation (voting in elections and referendums, discussing political
processes), as well as indicators that speak more to participation in social processes in society
(volunteering for an NGO, festival, concert or other event, donating to charitable organisations or
projects, taking part in the Big Clean-up in Latvia, etc.).

Participation in political processes

The results of the survey show that surveyed minority representatives are comparatively active in
terms of being involved in political and social processes in Latvia. 82% have discussed politics with
friends or acquaintances, 71% watch TV broadcasts or read articles about politics, 62% have voted
in parliamentary elections, 61% have cast ballots in local government elections, and 51% have
voted in European Parliament elections (Figure 2.14). 44% of respondents voted in the referendum
on whether Russian should be given status as the second state language in Latvia.
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Comparatively far fewer minority representatives have posted comments on the Internet about
political issues or debated with other Internet users (25%), and even fewer (20%) have tried to
convince someone to vote or not vote for a specific political party in an election. Only 4% have
participated in demonstrations, picket lines or flash mobs. Comparatively more have participated in
public debates, including participation in the “My Voice” platform (15%).

Figure 2.14. Involvement in political activities during the last three years (%)
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It must be emphasised that because of different formulations of this question, the results cannot be
compared to other surveys, but there can be analysis of trends in various subgroups of minorities,
with particularly interesting data related to answers given by people in different age groups:

e Young people are less interested in politics (read articles, watch TV, etc.) than are people in
other groups;

e On the other hand, young people take part in Internet discussions and public hearings more
often than others do, including participating in the “My Voice” platform;

e Young people are, overall, less likely to vote in elections, the only exception being the
referendum on the status of the Russian language, where participation among young people
was not much different than that of middle-aged respondents, while senior citizens
participated a bit less often.
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Of importance here is the fact that 72% of respondents were citizens of the Republic of Latvia, 22%
were non-citizens, and 4% were citizens of Russia or other countries. Among surveyed non-citizens
(N=159), only 7% said that they were planning to undergo naturalisation to become citizens during
the next 12 months. This is a slightly lower indicator than in a 2014 survey,® when 11% of
respondents said that they hoped to become naturalised citizens during the next year. The answers
are in the range of the statistical error, however, and that means that there can be no conclusions
about a trend in this regard.

Participation in social processes

Comparatively many minority representatives have engaged in charity by donating clothes,
furniture, food or money to charitable organisations or projects (60%) (Figure 2.15). 32% have
taken part in the Big Clean-Up, which is a large percentage. Only 8% have worked as volunteers,
only 3% are active in a minority organisation, and only 6% take part in the work of other non-
governmental organisation.

Figure 2.15. Involvement in social processes during the past three years (%)
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Young people aged 18-24 comparatively more often work as volunteers at an NGO, festival or other
event. These respondents are also more active in the Big Clean-Up, though comparatively fewer of
them have donated something to charitable organisations or projects.

There are no statistically important differences among various minority ethnicities when it comes to
participation in social events, and citizenship status is also not important, with citizens and non-
citizens working as volunteers or donating to charitable organisations equally frequently. Indeed,
non-citizens were even a bit more active in the Big Clean-Up than citizens were.

* SKDS (2014). “A Sense of Belonging to Latvia: Minority Survey”. See
http://providus.lv/article files/2682/original/atskaite piederiba 08 2014.pdf.
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Faith in the ability to influence things

Social science scholars argue that a major factor in reducing interest in being actively involved in
political and social life is negative experience in terms of one’s ability to influence decisions.*® In
this survey, respondents were asked about how able they were to influence local government,
parliamentary or government decisions. Only 1% replied that they have big opportunities to do so
(Figure 2.16), with 56% saying that they have very few opportunities to influence local government
decisions and 79% saying the same about parliamentary and government decisions.

Figure 2.16. An evaluation of the opportunity of influencing local government, parliamentary or
government decisions (%)
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Comparatively more positive about their influence in terms of local government, parliamentary and
government decisions are younger people, particularly in the 18-24 cohort. In that group, 21% say
that they have big or more or less big opportunities to influence local government decisions, with
only 12% saying so in the 25-34 age group, and 8% saying so in the 35-44 age group (Figure 2.17).
The trend is the same when it comes to parliamentary and government decisions — 11% among the
18-24 cohort, 1% among those aged 25-34, and 3% among those aged 35-44 (Figure 2.18). It may
be that this scepticism is based on the previous experiences of the respondents.

NGO members and activists are a bit more optimistic in this regard, though their optimism is
expressed by the fact that they more often say that their ability to influence parliamentary,
government or local government decisions is minor, not very minor. 43% of NGO representatives
and 26% of others replied that they have minor possibilities to influence local government
decisions, while 37% and 57% respectively said that they have very minor possibilities in this
regard.

It must be added that ethnic Latvians, too, are very critical about their ability to influence local
government, parliamentary or government decisions. A 2014 survey®’ found that only 9% of
Latvia’s residents thought that they had big opportunities to influence local government decisions
(82% did not), with the numbers being 3% and 88% in terms of parliamentary or government
decisions.

% Dahl, R.A. (1963/2002). Modern Political Analysis, 6" ed. Pearson.
¥ Rozenvalds, J. (ed.) (2014). “How Democratic..., op. cit.
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Figure 2.17. An evaluation of opportunities to influence local government decisions among

various age groups (%)
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Figure 2.18. An evaluation of opportunities to influence parliamentary or government decisions

among various age groups (%)
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2.3. VIEWS ABOUT STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT SUPPORT OF
ETHNIC MINORITIES IN LATVIA

The most broadly recognised type of support for ethnic minorities among respondents are Latvian
language courses, which have been noticed by 72% of respondents (Figure 2.19). 38% have noticed
that minority groups take part in the Song and Dance Festival or minority festivals or forums. 32%
have noticed events for minority children and adolescents (camps, competitions, etc.). 31% have
noticed ceremonies at which citizenship is awarded, and only 21% know that there is also certain
support for minority NGOs.

2.19. Recognition of state and local government support for ethnic minorities (%)
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It is surprising that young people aged 18-24 have less information about these various events. On
the contrary, they are better informed than middle-aged or older respondents when it comes to
projects for minority children and adolescents (camps, competitions, etc.), as well as minority
participation in the Song and Dance Festival (the difference between them and other groups is
between 10 and 15%). True a bit fewer young people are aware of support for minority NGOs
(17%, as against 26% among those who are 65 or older).

It goes without saying that NGO members and activists are, in general terms, better informed about
state and local government support for minorities. In nearly all areas there are statistically important
differences in responses, except for the level of recognition of Latvian language courses (Figure
2.20).
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Figure 2.20. Recognition of state and local government support for ethnic minorities among all
respondents and members of minority organisations (%)
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2.4. LATVIAN LANGUAGE SKILLS AND USAGE

Native language and Latvian language skills

Most respondents reported Russian as their native language (84%) (Figure 2.21). 7% considered
themselves to be bilingual in that both Latvian and Russian were their native languages, 4% had a
different native language (neither Latvian, nor Russian), 3% said that Latvian is their native
language, and another 3% did not reply.



Figure 2.21
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Asked about their Latvian language skills, 30% said that they speak very good Latvian, while 26%
speak good Latvian (Figure 2.22). 26% of respondents rated their Latvian language skills as
average, while only 2% said that they do not speak the language at all (15% reported basic skills in
the language). In comparison to surveys in 2012 and 2014, it can be seen that the self-evaluation of
Latvian language skills among minority representatives has improved a bit, because in 2012, 78%
of respondents whose native language is not Latvian said that their language skills were very good,
good or average, and in 2014 the percentage was 77%.%® The total indicator was 83% in 2015,
though the differences were in the range of the statistical error.

Figure 2.22. An evaluation of Latvian language skills
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As has been seen in many other studies,* the self-evaluation of Latvian language skills is far higher
among young people. Among those aged 18-24, 70% believe that they speak good or very good
Latvian, and none of them say that they don’t speak the language at all. Among respondents older
than 65, 42% speak Latvian well or very well, while 7% do not speak the language at all (Figure
2.23).

Figure 2.23. An evaluation of Latvian language skills among various age groups (%)
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Attitudes toward speaking Latvian

Minority respondents have, on average, a neutral or positive attitude toward speaking Latvian, with
36% saying that they are happy to do so, 45% indicating that their attitude is neutral and that they
speak Latvian when necessary, 7% saying that they do not much like to speak Latvian, while 5%
say that they are very unwilling to speak the language (Figure 2.24).

* “Language: A Survey...”, op. cit. See also : Socio-linguistic Research..., op. cit.
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Figure 2.24. Attitudes toward speaking Latvian
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There are no statistically important differences in this regard among various age groups, except for
the fact that there are slightly more respondents aged 18-24 who are very happy to speak Latvian
and that among those above 65%, 17% did not give a clear response to the question (Figure 2.25).
This is down to the fact that there are more people in that age group who do not speak the Latvian
language, and that is why they do not answer the question.

Figure 2.25. Attitudes toward speaking Latvian among various age groups (%)
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Figure 2.26. Attitudes toward speaking Latvian among people with various levels of language
skills (%)
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If we look at attitudes toward speaking Latvian in accordance to levels of language skills, then we
see that the vast majority (82%) of those who do not speak Latvian at all do not answer the
question, but the overall trend is the higher the self-evaluation Latvian language skills, the more
positive the attitude toward speaking the language (Figure 2.26). Among those who speak very
good Latvian, for instance, 34% are very happy to speak Latvian, 30% are happy to do so, and 30%
have a neutral attitude. Among those who only have basic skills, only 2% are very happy to speak
Latvian, 9% are happy to do so, and 48% have a neutral attitude.

Language use

Questions about the use of the Latvian language cover various situations — speaking the language
during various situations at work, speaking the language in the public arena in terms of state or local
government institutions, educational institutions, health care institutions, when riding on public
transport, etc., and speaking the language privately with family members, friends or other Latvians
(without a precise statement about the relevant situation).

Speaking Latvian at work

The results show that people speak Latvian and Russian equally frequently at work, and that applies
to clients, partners and meetings. 48% of respondents speak Latvian more than Russian when
communicating with clients and partners, while 46% speak Russian more than Latvian (a summary
of the answers “mostly” and “more”). 6% speak a different language when communicating with
clients and partners (Figure 2.27). 49% of respondents speak Latvian more often than Russian
during meetings, while 48% speak Russian more often than Latvian (a summary of the answers
“mostly” and “more”). 3% speak a different language during meetings.

87



Russian is spoken more than Latvian when people converse with colleagues at work — 35% of
respondents speak Latvian more than Russian, while 63% speak Russian more than Latvian (a
summary of the answers “mostly” and “more”). 3% speak a different language when conversing

with colleagues.

Figure 2.27. Language use at work (%)
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Latvian is spoken more often than Russian in various work situations in Vidzeme, Zemgale and
Kurzeme, but less often in Latgale (Figure 2.28). Only 23% of respondents in Latgale mostly speak
Latvian, while 74% mostly speak Russian.
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Figure 2.28. Language use at work in various regions (%)
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Language use in public

Russian is spoken in public more often than at work, with approximately one-third of respondents
speaking Latvian more often, with two-thirds speaking Russian more often. The exception is
government institutions (Figure 2.29). At local government institutions, 57% of respondents mostly
speak Latvian, while 42% speak Russian. At stores and service institutions, 36% mostly speak
Latvian, while 64% speak Russian. On public transport, 35% mostly speak Latvian, and 64%
mostly speak Russian. The different proportion only exists at government institutions, where 61%
mostly speak Latvian, and 38% mostly speak Russian.
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Figure 2.29. Language use in public (%)
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Younger people (18-24 and 25-34) are slightly more likely to speak Latvian in public. For instance,
72% of people aged 18-24 speak Latvian at local government institutions, while 28% speak Russian
(Figure 2.30).

Figure 2.30. Language use at local government institutions among various age groups (%)
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There are regional differences in terms of speaking Latvian in public. 71-72% of respondents
mostly speak Latvian at local government institutions in the Riga metropolitan area, as well as in
Vidzeme, Zemgale and Kurzeme, while in Riga, 56% of respondents mostly speak Latvian at local
government institutions, with only 35% doing so in Latgale (Figure 2.31).

Figure 2.31. Language use at local government institutions in various regions (%)
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Language use privately and when addressing Latvians

Most people speak their native language at home, and so it is no surprise that 86% of respondents
report mostly speaking Russian, with 10% mostly using Latvian, because 3% of respondents said
that their native language is Latvian, while 7% considered themselves to be bilingual because both
languages were their native languages (Figure 2.32).

Figure 2.32. Language use in private and when addressing Latvians (%)
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A slightly larger share of respondents mostly speak Latvian with friends (13%), with 85% mostly
speaking Russian, and 2% mostly speaking a different language. Young people aged 18-24 speak
Latvian with friends slightly more often (23%), while those who are above 65% also do so slightly
more often (18%) (Figure 2.33).

Figure 2.33. Language use with friends among various age groups (%)
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When addressing Latvians, 63% of respondents mostly speak Latvian, particularly among young
people (80% among those who are 18-24) (Figure 2.34), as well as residents of the Riga
metropolitan area and of Kurzeme (76-77%). This is less common among residents of Latgale
(44%) (Figure 2.35).



Figure 2.34. Language use when addressing Latvians among various age groups (%)
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Figure 2.35. Language use when addressing Latvians in various regions (%)
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2.5. VIEDOKLIS PAR ETNISKAJAM ATTIECIBAM LATVIJA VIEWS
ABOUT ETHNIC RELATIONS IN LATVIA

An evaluation of ethnic relations and support for minorities

Respondents were given this question: “What are your views about ethnic relations in Latvia?”. The
most frequent answer (52%) was “satisfactory.” 21% of respondents think that relations are good or
very good (a summary of both answers), while 24% think that they are bad or very bad (a summary

of both answers).

Figure 2.36. An evaluation of ethnic relations among various age groups (%)
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Older people have more positive views about ethnic relations in Latvia (Figure 2.36), as do
residents of Vidzeme, Kurzeme and Latgale (Figure 2.37). It is important that among young people
aged 18-24, 38% feel that ethnic relations in Latvia are bad.
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Figure 2.37. An evaluation of ethnic relations in various regions (%)
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It is essential to note that members and activists of minority NGOs evaluate ethnic relations in
Latvia far more positively. If among all minority representatives, only 21% say that ethnic relations
in the country are good, then 48% of NGO members and activists feel so, too (Figure 2.38).

Figure 2.38. An evaluation of ethnic relations by all minority representatives and members of
minority organisations (%)

m Very good Good = Satisfactory mBad mVerybad = Hardtosay, NA
Membersof NGO
(N=116) 44 41 9 2
Not members of NGO
(N=710) 19 53 19 I 3
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Minority representatives are a bit more critical about their ability to develop their language and
culture in Latvia. 24% of respondents are fairly positive about this (a summary of the answers “very
good” and “good”), 37% believe that the situation is satisfactory, while 35% offer negative views (a
summary of the answers “very bad” and “bad”) (Figure 2.39). Negative views are more common
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among young people aged 18-24 (45% said “very bad” or “bad”), while older people have more
positive views (only 21% of them gave those answers).

Figure 2.39. An evaluation of the possibility for minorities to develop their language and culture
among various age groups (%)
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Minority NGO members and activists have more positive views about this, with 43% saying that
there are good opportunities to develop their language and culture in Latvia, 37% saying that the
opportunities are satisfactory, and only 18% saying that they are bad (Figure 2.40).

Figure 2.40. An evaluation of the possibility for minorities to develop their language and culture
by all minority representatives and members of minority organisations (%)
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Respondents in the survey were asked to state their views about several claims that were made
about ethnic relations in Latvia. The answers show that minority representatives are mostly
satisfied. 96% agreed with the view that they have no problems in contacting with Latvians,
because Latvians are the same kinds of people as everyone else (a summary of the answers “fully
agree” and “mostly agree”) (Figure 2.41). 91% agreed with the idea that they enjoy being among
people of various ethnic groups and hearing both Latvian and Russian (again, a summary of the
answers “fully agree” and “mostly agree”. In comparison to 2008,%° the situation has not changed
much, because back then 95% of respondents agreed with the claim that they have no problems in
contacting with Latvians, and 85% agreed that they like to be among different kinds of people.

Figure 2.41. An evaluation of claims about ethnic relations (%)
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These data also confirm the conclusion in many other studies*" - that some people in Latvia feel that
ethnic tensions are evident in Latvia because ethnic issues are constantly on the political agenda.
86% of respondents agreed with the statement that politicians and political parties in Latvia try to
use ethnic issues to increase their own popularity.

Proposals on facilitating social integration

Minority representatives were asked what they think should be done to facilitate intercultural
dialogue and social integration in Latvia. It was an open-ended question with no proposed answers,
and respondents formulated their own answers. These were correlated into broader groups. 83% of
respondents answered the question, and 1,346 answers were obtained (each respondent could offer
as many as three proposals).

As can be seen in Figure 2.42, minority representatives feel that the following are needed to
facilitate intercultural dialogue and social integration:

1) Greater numbers of join celebrations, concerts and sports events that could be bilingual — 32%
(N-221);

*® Baltic Institute of social Sciences (2008). “Tolerance Among Latvia’s Residents: Attitudes and Behaviours.” Client:
Ministry with Special Portfolio for Integration, in Latvian
' See Zepa, B. (ed.). “Integration Practices...” op. cit. See also Rozenvalds, J. (ed.). How Democratic... op. Cit.

97



2) No more provocations from the government and politicians in terms of dividing people up on the
basis of ethnicity or citizenship status — 25% (N=169);
3) Improvements in the quality of life for all residents — 19% (N=133).

12% of respondents who provided specific answers (N=81) called for amendments to the country’s
citizenship law so as to offer automatic citizenship to non-citizens. 11% (N=76) want language
policies to change in Latvia in terms of making Russian an official state language.

Less often expressed recommendations include accepting one another (10%), being friendly and
understanding (10%), recognising the Russian language and supporting Russian schools (9%),
having more mutual contacts and doing things together (8%), not splitting up society in terms of
ethnicity or citizenship, instead looking for commonalities (6%), banning the media from
facilitating conflicts (6%), and working with children and adolescents to teach patriotism and
tolerance (6%).
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Figure 2.42. Proposals on facilitating social integration (%)
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2.6. VIEWS ABOUT IMPORTANT ISSUES IN LATVIA

Respondents were asked to list three problems that Latvia must urgently resolve. Here, again, it was
an open-ended question, and respondents formulated their own answers. These were correlated into
broader groups. 95% of respondents answered the question, with 1,868 answers in all (each
respondent could offer as many as three answers).

Figure 2.43. Problems that Latvia must urgently resolve
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As can be seen in Figure 2.43, minority representatives in Latvia consider these to be Latvia’s five
most important problems:

1) Unemployment and new jobs — 31% (N=213);

2) Economic development, facilitation of entrepreneurship — 26% (N=177);
3) Health care accessibility and quality — 25% (N=172);

4) Higher pensions — 24% (N=163);

5) Higher wages — 23% (N=157).

Other mentioned problems, in order of frequency, include social protection (15%), educational
problems (14%), social integration issues (12%), support for families and the fertility rate (11%),
the non-citizens issue (11%), and poverty and a low standard of living (10%).

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Minority non-governmental organisations

According to information from the register of the Latvian Company Register and after in-depth
research, it can be concluded that as of June 1, 2015, there were 306 associations and organisations
in Latvia that can be considered minority organisations. Information obtained by the researchers
suggested that 148 of the 306 organisations are actually active (48%). Among those that are doing
work, 99 can be said to be active (intensive in 17 cases and at a medium level of activity in 82
cases). The conclusion is that among all minority organisations, more than two-thirds have not done
any work during the past two years, or have worked so quietly that no information has been
provided on the Internet, including local government portals.

Of the 99 minority NGOs that are active, 63 seek to preserve and develop a specific culture, one
organisation represents the interests of a group in society, and 36 organisations pursue both of the
aforementioned goals. These can be seen as organisations that relate to culture and to the defence of
people’s interests.

51 of the 99 organisations are in Riga, 16 are in Latgale, 14 are in Kurzeme, 13 are in Zemgale, and
five are in Pieriga. No minority NGO in Vidzeme can be seen as doing intensive or medium-level
work.

19 active organisations represent Russian culture and interests, 10 represent Belarusians, eight
represent Germans, seven apiece represent Jews, Poles and Ukrainians, five represent Lithuanians,
and four represent the Roma. 12 active organisations represent the interests of another culture and
its representatives, including Armenians, Georgians, Estonians, Tatars, Uzbeks and others. 20%
minority NGOs represent several ethnic groups simultaneously.

Membership numbers in the active organisations differ very much, but most are comparatively
small (up to 50 members). One-third of organisations have members who also take part in the work
of other minority organisations. Seven active minority NGOs are umbrella organisations for other
associations and organisations.

42 of the active minority NGOs are involved in decision-making processes at the state and local
government level (16 at the local government level, 26 at the national level).
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Recommendation: Because of the positive role that minority organisations play in facilitating
intercultural dialogue, we recommend ongoing and increased support for the organisations.
This is already been organised, ** and competition rules should emphasise the fact that
projects must be aimed not just at preserving and developing minority cultures, but also at
facilitating intercultural dialogue and involving the broader public, not just members of the
specific ethnic minority, in the relevant activities.

A sense of belonging to Latvia

The results of the research show that 67% of Latvia’s minority representatives feel close links to
Latvia, and 73% feel closely or very closely linked to the city in which they live. Only 28% and
27% feel close links to Russia and Europe. 46% of Latvia’s minority representatives are proud of
living in Latvia. This is most particularly true among members and activists of minority NGOs, as
well as among older respondents.

Respondents were asked to evaluate several periods in history — the period of independence (1918-
1940), the Soviet era (1945-1990), the Awakening (1988-1991), and the period of independence
(1991-2015). Minority representatives in Latvia have the most positive views about the Soviet era
and the most negative views about the Awakening and the current period of Latvia’s independence.
NGO members and activists are a bit more positive about the Awakening and recent years, and
there are also considerably more of them who believe that the deportation of Latvia’s residents in
1941 and 1949 was not justified (69% among NGO members, 56% among those who are not
members).

Given these evaluations of periods of history, it is no surprise that minority representatives
extensively celebrate May 9, but not November 18 and May 4. The results of the survey show that
46% of respondents celebrate Independence Day on November 18, and 24% celebrate the
anniversary of the declaration of independence on May 4, but fully 73% celebrate May 9 to
commemorate the end of World War II and the Soviet Union’s victory therein. This shows that
Latvia still does not have powerful holiday traditions in which minority representatives could be
more actively involved, and that particularly applies to May 4. Here, once again, NGO members
and activists are far more likely to celebrate Independence Day on November 18 (73%, as against
only 46% among those who are not members of NGOs). NGO members and activists also are more
likely to celebrate May 4 (58% against 23%).

Despite the often negative views of survey respondents about various issues, only 6% of the
respondents said that they are planning to emigrate from Latvia soon to improve their own material
situation or that of their families (23% are thinking about doing so). Sadly, there are far more
people of this kind among younger respondents — 17% are planning to emigrate soon, and 40% are
thinking about doing so.

Recommendations:

The views of minority representatives about various periods of history and information about
traditions related to celebrating national holidays and other holidays suggest that aspects of
Latvian history, including the deportations in 1941 and 1949 require ongoing attention,
implementing steps referred to Guidelines on National Identity, Civil Society and Integration

*>In 2015, for instance, the Ministry of Culture provided EUR 40,000 in financing to support minority non-

governmental organisations throughout Latvia, with 8,000 euros being devoted to each of Latvia’s five regions, and at
least EUR 1,500 devoted in each region to projects organised by the Roma community.
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Policy (2012-2018), particularly 3.1. To ensure an understanding of World War and the
Soviet and Nazi occupations of Latvia that is based on true facts and democratic values.

The research also shows that members and activists of minority NGOs are more often proud
of belonging to Latvia, are more positive about the Awakening and present-day Latvia, and
celebrate Independence Day on November 18 and the anniversary of the declaration of
independence on May 4 more often than others do. This suggests that minority NGOSs can
serve as integration agents if their work is properly supported in terms of the activities of
minority NGOs in facilitating intercultural dialogue.

Civic participation

Respondents in the survey reported fairly extensive activities in political and social processes in
Latvia. 82% have discussed politics with friends or acquaintances, 71% have watched TV
broadcasts or read articles about politics, 62% have voted in parliamentary elections, 61% have
voted in local government elections, 51% have voted in European Parliament elections, and 44%
voted in the referendum on granting the status of a second state language to the Russian language.
It has to be said that these results must be interpreted carefully, because in Latvia and elsewhere,
some respondents who have not in fact voted in elections claim in surveys that they have done so.

Comparatively many minority representatives have engaged in charity and donated clothes,
furniture, food or money to charitable organisations or projects (60%). Fully 32% have taken part in
the Big Clean-Up. Only 8% have worked as volunteers. A mere 3% of respondents are active
members of minority organisations, while 6% are members of other NGOs.

Despite the comparatively high level of interest about politics and voting, there is very little belief
among respondents that they can influence the decisions of parliament, the government or local
governments. That may explain the comparatively low level of participation in the work of NGOS,
because they are not seen as institutions that can influence political decisions or ensure results in
terms of the representation of their interests. At the same time, however, the fact that more than
one-half of respondents have donated to charitable organisations or projects show that minority
representatives have a sense of social solidarity and are responsible for their surrounding
environment, as is seen in their participation in the Big Clean-Up.

Recommendations:

Given the high level of involvement of minority representatives in informal events that
confirm solidarity — donating to charitable organisations or projects, participation in the Big
Clean-Up — the recommendation is to develop constructive co-operation between minority
organisations and state and local government institutions. Such partnerships are not
uncommon at the micro level, but the public at large continues to reproduce negative
stereotypes about the idea that non-governmental organisations are not involved in decision-
making and policy implementation. Constructive partnerships between minority
representatives and state and local government institutions should therefore be strengthened
so that state and local government politicians and employees have a greater understanding
about the positive results of reciprocal links in these areas. Positive examples of co-operation
should be popularised in the media.
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An evaluation of ethnic relations and support for minorities

More than one-half of respondents in the survey (52%) say that they are satisfied with ethnic
relations in Latvia, 24% consider them to be poor, and only 21% rate them positively. It is worrying
that 38% of young people aged 18-24 view ethnic relations in Latvia as being bad.

If one looks at the issue of ethnic relationships in a broader context, however, ethnic relations are
not what upsets minority representatives the most. Asked about the three problems that Latvia
should address urgently, minority representatives say that the biggest problem in Latvia is
employment and the need for new jobs (31%). The second problem is closely linked to the first —
the need to develop the economy and facilitate entrepreneurship (26%). Respondents also listed
health care accessibility and quality (25%), higher pensions (24%) and higher wages (23%). Social
integration is only eighth on the list (12%), while the call for dealing with the problem of non-
citizens in Latvia is only in 10" place (11%).

24% of respondents said that they feel positive about the opportunity of ethnic minorities to develop
their language and culture in Latvia, 37% believe that the situation is satisfactory, while 35% have
negative views. Positive evaluations are offered comparatively more often by minority NGO
members and activists — 43% say that the situation is good, 37% say that it is satisfactory, and 18%
feel that it is bad.

Asked about state and local government support for minorities, respondents most often mentioned
Latvian language courses (72%), participation by minority groups in the Song and Dance Festival
(38%), and minority festivals and forums (38%). On 21% knew that there is financing for minority
NGOs, though NGO members and activists, in general have much more information about state and
local government support for minorities.

Asked what to do to facilitate intercultural dialogue and social integration in Latvia, respondents
most often called for common celebrations, concerts and sports events that could be bilingual
(32%), followed by the need for the government and politicians to provoke people and divide them
up according to ethnicity or citizenship (25%). The third most common answer did not relate to
social integration, but instead to the need to improve the standard of living for all of Latvia’s
residents (19%).

Many of the recommendations relate to things that are already being done at the state or local
government level — free Latvian language courses, work with children and young people to teach
patriotism and tolerance, support for minority organisations, etc.

Latvian language skills

83% of respondents in the survey rated their Latvian language skills as very good, good or
moderate, and this allows for the cautious conclusion that in comparison to 2012 and 2014, the self-
evaluation of Latvian language skills has improved a bit. In 2012, 78% of respondents whose native
language was not Latvian described their language skills as very good, good or moderate (77% in
2014). Among respondents in the 18-24 cohort, the self-evaluation of language skills is even higher.

Minority representatives usually have neutral or positive views about speaking Latvian. Only 5%
dislike speaking Latvian, and 7% do so without any real delight. Others have a neutral (45%) or
positive attitude (36%).

Language habits, however, indicate that most respondents mostly speak Russian not only at home
and with friends, but also in public and at work. Nearly one-half of minority representatives speak
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Latvian at work, while others speak Russian. On a regional basis, Latvian is spoken more often in
Vidzeme, Zemgale and Kurzeme, but less often in Latgale, where only 23% mostly speak Latvian
in conversations with colleagues, while 74% mostly speak Russian. In public, Russian is spoken
even more often than at work — approximately one-third of respondents more often speak Latvian at
local government institutions, stores, service institutions and on public transportation, while two-
thirds speak Russian. The exception is national government institutions, where 61% of respondents
mostly speak Latvian, while 38% mostly speak Russian.

The language that is spoken at home mostly corresponds to the respondent’s native language, with
86% of respondents mostly speaking Russian at home, and 85% mostly speaking Russian with
friends. When addressing Latvians, 63% of respondents speak Latvian, particularly among 18-24-
year olds (80%) and residents of the Pieriga and Kurzeme (76-77%). This is less common in
Latgale (44%). Language habits generally show that some minority representatives live in an
environment in which the Russian language is self-sufficient and Latvian language skills are not
much needed because people mostly speak Russian.

Recommendations:

Information that has been obtained in the study about language habits among minority
representatives suggest that except at national government institutions, two-third of
respondents mostly speak Russian in public situations. That means that increased attention
must be devoted to facilitating the speaking of Latvian in public, implementing steps referred
to in the Guidelines on National Identity, Civil Society and Integration Policy (2012-2018),
particularly 2.1, which speaks to ensuring the speaking of Latvian in public in Latvia.
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HAYYHO-UCCJEIOBATEJbCKHM OTYET HA PYCCKOM
A3BIKE

OIIMCAHME UCCJUIEJOBAHUA

HCJIBIO HCCICIOBAaHUs 11O HAa3BAHUCM «YuyacTtue HAaIIMCHBIIMHCTB B ACMOKPATUYCCKUX IpoHecCax
JlaTBum» BBICTYIIACT O606H.I€HI/IC I/IH(bOpMaI_[I/II/I 0 JIAaTBUMCKHUX HEroCyaapCTBEHHBIX OpraHHU3alusIXxX
U NpCACTAaBUTCIBCTBE B 3THUX OpPraHU3alugxX 06H_II/IH JIATBUHCKUX HaIIMCHBIIMHCTB 00 y4aCTuu
O6H_[I/IH JIATBUHCKHUX HAaIIMEHBINIMHCTB B ACMOKPATUYCCKUX IIpOoLeccax JlaTBun.

B ananutndueckom COO6H.I€HI/II/I O pe3yiabTaTax HCCICIAOBAHUSA O606H_[CHBI I'JIaBHBIE BBIBOJbI H
3aKJIFOYCHMHA, CACIIAHHBIC B mponecce HU3Yy4YCHUA HEroCyaapCTBCHHBIX OpFaHI/I?;aIlI/Iﬁ
HAaOIMCHBIIMHCTB, IIPU IMOATIOTOBKE 0as3sl AaHHBIX U KapTUPOBAHHH, A TAKIKC PE3YyJIbTAThI OIIPOCa
HpGHCTaBHTeHCﬁ HaIIMEHBLINMHCTB JIaTBUM 00 ux Y4aCTHUHM B JECMOKPATHYCCKUX IIPOLCCCax.

Hccneoosanue Hezocydapcmeennblx opzaHus'auuit HaymeHbviuHCcme, no0z2omoeKka 6azvl OAHHbBIX
u Kapmupoeanue

HccnenoBaHre HErocyAapCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alMil JaTBUHCKUX HanMeHbUIMHCTB (nanee HI'O), B
YaCTHOCTH, IIOArOTOBKa 0asbl JaHHBIX W KapTUPOBAHUC B PErHOHAX U o0JacTax .HaTBI/II/I,
IPOBOJMIIOCH C Y4€TOM HoBeHiield uHbopmauuu peructpa npeanpustuii JIP/6assl naHHbBIX
Lursoft o 3aperucrpupoBanubix B JlaTBuM 0OIIECTBAX W YUYPEIUTEIBHBIX OpraHu3anusx. Jlms
IPOBE/ICHUS McceloBaHUsA Obula mpuoOpereHa mnosiHas ©Oaza ganHelx HI'O, coxepikauas
nH(pOpMaLINIO 000 BCEX HETOCYNapCTBEHHBIX OpraHM3aluax HAIMEHBIINHCTB,
3apeructpupoBaHHbIX B JlaTBum Ha 1 urons 2015 rona (u nepeperucTpupoBaHHbix B nepuoj 2004-
2005 rr.). O xaxaom HI'O Obutk mosydeHbl CIEAYIOIIME CBEICHHUS: Ha3BaHHUE, ajpec / MecTo
perucTpanyu, rojl OCHOBAHUS M ONMCAHHUE LENU JAEATEIIbHOCTH OpraHu3aliu (B COOTBETCTBUU C
ycraBoM) B o0weme 250 3makoB. Omwmpasce Ha onucanwe 1eneii, HI'O  Obutn
packyiacCU(GpUIHMPOBaHbl IO HANpPaBJICHUIO MX JeATeTbHOCTH (00IIecTBa KyJIbTyphl, OOLIECTBa MO
3allUTe MHTEPECOB WM 00a HampaBlieHUs), a TaKXe I10 HAIMOHAIBHOMY IMpPHU3HAKy WIH IO
HaIlMOHAJIBHBIM TpyIIaM, KoTopble mpeactasistor HI'O.

Ha cnenyromem stamne npou3BoauiIcs HOMCK KOHTaKTHOHM nHpopmaru Bcex HI'O HanMeHbIIMHCTB
B Ppa3JIMYHBIX JOCTYNHBIX HH(MOPMALMOHHBIX HCTOYHMKAX — PETUCTPax, CaMOYIPABICHUSX,
untepHere. Co3laHue  pacIIMpeHHONW 0a3bl JaHHBIX MO OOIIecTBaM M Y4peAUTEIbHBIM
OpraHu3alMsIM HAIMEHBIIMHCTB ONUPAJIOCh Ha WH(POPMAILMIO: O PYKOBOJCTBE TOM WM HMHOU
OpraHM3alii U LEeIsIX ee JAESITeIbHOCTH, 00 ypoBHE aKTMBHOCTM U cBsizu ¢ japyrumu HI'O B
COOTBETCTBYIOILIEM PETHOHE U B JIaTBUM B 1I€]IOM, O KOJUYECTBE BOBJIECYEHHBIX B OpPraHU3aLUI0
mun. Mcnonb30Banuch Takke JlaHHBIE 0 HanOoJjee 3HAYMMBIX peaTM30BaHHbBIX MPOEKTax (Iepuoa
utonb — asryct 2015 r.). [isg nonydeHuss nHpopMalMyu aBTOPbI UCCIEAOBAaHU, KOTJAa 3TO OBLIO
BO3MOJKHO, CBSI3BIBAINCH ¢ IpeactaBuTessimu HI'O.

Ol’lpOC HAUMEHbUIUHCME Jlameuu

[lenpro ompoca SBISUIOCH M3YYEHHUE TPEICTABUTENILCTBA OOIIWH JIATBHMCKWX HAIIMEHBIIIMHCTB B
HI'O u ux yvyactus B AeMOKpaTHUeCKuX nporeccax Jlatsuu.

C yueTroM TOro, 4TO pe3ylbTaThl oOMpoca OyAyT HWCHOJIB30BAaHBI JJISi CO3/aHUS CHUCTEMBI
MOHUTOPMHIAa W JUIsl OLEHKM Tnokazareneldd OCHOBHBIX YCTaHOBOK IIOJUTUKHM HAIMOHAJIBHON
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UJCHTUYHOCTA U 0OmecTBeHHOW uHTerpanmuu Ha 2012 - 2018 roxpl, Gosbmias 9acTh OMPOCHOM
aHKETHI ObLJIa TIOJITOTOBJIEHA HA OCHOBE YK€ CYIIECTBYIOIIUX UCCIICIOBAHMI.

['maBHBIMU TTOKa3aTEISIMU, IO KOTOPHIM OBIIIM MOTYYEHBI CBEACHUS, BEICTYAOT:
(1) moka3arenu MPUHAAICKHOCTH, B TOM YHCJIC HAIMOHAIbHAS HICHTUYHOCTD, KYJIbTYPHOE
IPOCTPAHCTBO, TPAAUIMH, OTMEYaHUE IPA3THUKOB, IPUBJICYEHUE MOJIOAEKH;
(2) mokaszarenu y4yacTHs, B TOM YHCJIE y4yacTHE OOLIMH HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B INPUHATHU
penieHnii 1 0OLIECTBEHHBIX MTPOIIECCaX roCyapcTBa;
(3) oueHka OTHONICHHUS, B TOM YHCIE K MOJACPKKE TOCYAapCTBa M CaMOYIpaBICHUH B
NEATENIPHOCTH TI0 COXPAaHEHHIO HAMOHAIBHOM KYyJIbTYpPBI, CBEIACHUS O TEHICHIUIX
MOJTy4YeHHUS TPAXKJAHCTBA, HHIUBUAyalbHAasl MHUIIMATHBA, TOTOBHOCTh IPHHUMATh Y4acTHE B
OOIIECTBEHHBIX MPOLIECCAX, UCIOIb30BAHHE S3bIKA (B TOM YHCJIE B MHOTOSI3BIYHBIX CEMBSIX)
u JIp.

[IpenBaputenbHblii  00bEM oTOOpa pecnoHIeHTOB Ui wucciaemoBanuss - 700 genosek,
MPEJICTABISAIONINX JBE ILeleBble Trpymmbl: 1) oOUMHBI HAIIMEHBIIWHCTB; 2) OpraHU3aluu
HAlIMEHBIIHUHCTB.

B pesynbrare 6110 onporieHo 735 npeacraBuTesel 0OIIMH HAIIMEHBITMHCTB (OMPOC HACEJICHUS) U
JONOMHUTENbHO 91 mpeacTaBuTeNs OpraHU3alMii HALMEHBIIMHCTB. YUHUTHIBas, 4TO B OIPOCE
HacesneHuss 3% (25 pecnoHJEHTOB) ONpPOUIEHHbIX ObulM wieHamMu wWid aktuBuctamu HI'O
HAIIMEHBUIMHCTB, ob11ee konuyecTBo wieHoB HI'O HanmenpmHeTB focTurinoll6 yenosex.

B ompoce AByx meneBbIX TpYII HCHOJB30Bajach OJHA OOIIas aHKETa OIMpoca, OJHAKO Oojee
AKTUBHOM  4YacTH  MPEJCTaBUTEICH  HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB  (OMPOC  HACEJICHUs)  3a/1aBaJIUCh
JIOTIOTHUTEIBHBIE BOMPOCH 00 MX y4acTHH B pabOTe KOHKPETHOW OpraHM3alMH U 00 aKTUBHOCTH
opranuzanuu. Jta nHdopmaius Oblia BKItoueHa B 0azy ganHeix HI'O.

Jlst oGecrieueHus penpe3eHTadeIbHON MPEICTaBUTEIbHOCTH OOIIMH M HACEJICHHs] HAIIMEHBIIINHCTB
M0 pa3HbIM MapaMeTpaM HCIONb30BANICSd KBOTHBIM 0TOOp. B mccnemoBanmu Obuid omnpeneneHb
CIIeNYIOIME TIapaMeTpbl KBOT: PErMOH MECTa KUTEIhCTBA, HAIMOHAIBHOCTb, BO3PACT U TIOJ
pecnionieHTa. [[ns omnpeneneHuss KBOT HCIOJIb30BATUCh JaHHbIE LleHTpalibHOro yrmpaBieHUs
cratuctuku Ha 1 ssaBapst 2015 r. (em. Tabmuiry Ne 1).

B kagectBe MeTona ompoca ObLI MCHOJB30BaH MYJIbTH-MOJAIBHBIN MOAXOJ, T.€. IPU MOJIYyYEHHH
uHpopManuu ObUIM HCIOJIb30BaHBl METOJbI TeNE(OHHOTO MHTEPBBIO U METOJ HMHTEPHET-OIpoca
(MCITOTB30BAJICS JIJISL OIPOCa PYKOBOJIUTENCH OpraHu3anuii HanMeHbINUHCTB). [loseBas pabora 1o
orpocy nposoauiack ¢ 15 wutomnst 1o 10 centsops 2015 r., o nmpeaBapuTEIbHOMY COTJIACOBAHUIO
¢ 3aKa3uuKoOM, TaKXe ObLIN MPOBEACHBI MIIOTaXK aHKETHI OIIpoca U €€ yCOBEPILIEHCTBOBAHHE.
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Ta6anna Ne 1. KBoTHBI 0T0OOp Tes1e(pOHHBIX HHTEPBBIO

Jlannbie [nanupyemIi JlocTuruyTeiit
LenTpaibHOTO OTOOp: HHMCIO otbop: JlOCTUTHYTBII
TIpaBJICHUS PECTIOH/ICHTOB JocruriyThiii MIPEICTAaBUTEIH oToop:
C”l}“]aTI/ICTI/IKI/I Ha npeacTaputeneii | 0r6op: obwee 00IIMH KOJ‘II/I‘ICC”LBO
1 ssuBaps 2015 oOumuH KOJIMHECTBO HaIMCHBLIITMHCTB yiienoB HI'O
HAIMEHBIIIMHCTB | PECTIOH/ICHTOB
T. (ommpoc HAIMEHBLIINHCTB
% HaceJIeHUs)
Peruon mecra
JKHTEJIbLCTBA
Pura 45,5 273 390 343 55
Puxckuii pernon 13,6 82 77 69 11
Bumzeme 3,5 21 42 42 0
Kypzeme 8,0 47 82 75 8
3emraie 9,3 56 58 47 16
Jlatrane 20,1 121 177 159 26
Bmecme 100 600 826 735 116
ITon
peCcnoH/IeHTa
MyxanHa 45,0 270 298 264 39
Kenmmna 55,0 330 528 471 77
Bmecme 100 600 826 735 116
Bospacr
18-24 6,8 41 56 53 6
25-34 14,6 88 149 143 10
35-44 15,2 91 153 144 12
45-54 18,2 109 169 158 15
55-64 19,7 118 141 114 32
65+ 25,6 153 158 123 41
Bmecme 100 600 826 735 116
HannoHaabHOCTH
Pycckue 67,2 404 577 547 48
benopychl 8,8 53 52 47 6
YKpauHIibl 5,9 35 47 40 9
IMonsaxu 5,6 34 53 39 14
JINTOBIIEI 3,2 19 35 17 18
EBpeun 0,7 4 11 7 6
Hpyrue (Bkitodas
4,5% ne 8,6 51 51 38 15
yKa3aHHOMI
HAIMOHATHLHOCTH )
Bmecme 100 600 826 735 116
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KOHUENTYAJBHO —- TEOPETUYECKHUE MOJIOXEHUS
(BLIBOJIbI)

ﬂﬂﬂ ycneH.[HOﬁ HHTCrpaniuu B O6H_ICCTBO BaXHbI, BO-TICPBLIX, YYBCTBO MNPHHAJICKHOCTU K
KOHKPETHOW TEPPUTOPHH, TOCYIApCTBY U JIIOASM; BO-BTOPBIX, y4acTHE B 3KOHOMHYCCKOM,
KyHBTypHOﬁ U IIOJUTHYECKON >KHU3HU OGH_ICCTBa, a TAKXXC CTCIICHb YIOBJICTBOPCHHOCTH XU3HBIO,
BO3MOXKHOCTh ce0s1 peanu3oBaTh. UyBCTBO MPHUHAIICKHOCTH K KOHKPETHOMY TOCYAApCTBY
CKJIaJIBIBACTCSI M3 CYMMBI IIEJIOTO psiia aclekKToB W (DaKTOpOB, B YHCIC KOTOPBIX UYYBCTBO
NPUHAUICKHOCTH K OOIIEH HMCTOPUH, TEPPUTOPUH, MEH3aXKy, MPUPOJAE, a TAKKE BO3MOMKHOCTD
y4acTBOBATh B CO3/IaHUU OOIIETO HACTOSIIETO U OYAYIIETo .

VY nanMenbmMHCTB JIaTBUM 0OHApyKUBaeTcs OO0JbIIOE pa3HOOOpa3ne B 0OJIACTH MPEACTABICHUI O
TOM, Kak MPUCIOCOOUTBbCS K COLMAIBHBIM M SKOHOMHYECKHM IIepeMeHaM B 0O0IecTBe, K
TpeOOBaHUSM 3HAHUS JIATBHINICKOTO S3bIKA, HATypalW3allid, BO3MOXHOCTH YYacTBOBAaTh B
MOJINTUYECKUX U COLUATBHBIX MPOIIECCaX.

Kakas-To 4acTh HallMEHBIIMHCTB BBIOMpaeT Oojiee aKTUBHBIM MyTh MHTETPAlMM U MPUHUMAET
yCJIOBHS, MpeAyCMOTPEHHbIE HOpMaTUBHBIMU akTamMu (I'pakmaHckuii  3akoH, 3akoH O
rOCy/IapCTBEHHOM SI3bIKE€ M Jp.), ApYras YKJIOHSETCS OT MHTErpalud B JIATBUHCKOE OOILECTBO.
[IpencraBurenu BTOPOM TPYIIIbl SMUTPUPYIOT ~ HWJIA KUBYT B OTHOCUTEJIBHO 3aMKHYTOW Cpelie: B
CBOCH ITHUYECKOW WM s3bIKOBOHM oOmmHe. Hampumep, 310 MoxeT ObITh OOIIMHA, TIe PYCCKUMN
SI3BIK CAMOJIOCTATOYEH W HET HEOOXOJUMOCTH OCBAMBATh JIATHIIMICKHHA SI3BIK. JTO O3HAYAET, YTO
MOXKHO >KUTb U paboTaTh B cpene, INle JATBHIIICKUI S3bIK HEe YHOTpeOmseTcs, rie HeT OONbIIOHf
HEOOXOMMOCTH YYacTBOBAaTh B COIMAIBHBIX MpOIECcCaX, TPEOYIOMIMX 3HAHWS JIATHIIIICKOTO

HSBIK&45.

OnHUM U3 MEXaHU3MOB, CHOCOOCTBYIOLIMX Oojee aKTUBHOMY YYacTHIO HAaIIMEHBUIMHCTB B
MIOJINTUYECKUX M COLMAIBHBIX IIpoleccaxX, CIYKHT MOJAECPKKA HMHTEPECOB U  KYJIbTYPHBIX
OpraHu3alyi HalMEHBIIWHCTB, HO IIPU  YCJIIOBUH, YTO OHU PACIIMPAT CYLIECTBYIOLIUE COL[UAIbHBIC
CeTM W, UYTO O4YeHb BaXHO, OyAyT CIOcOOCTBOBaTh MEXKYJIbTYPHOH KOMMYHUKAIIUH,
HCIIOJIB30BAHUIO U OCBOEHHUIO JIATBIIICKOTO SA3bIKA.

VYuuteiBasg TOT (akT, 4To B JIaTBMM MOKHO MAECHTU(HIHMPOBATH CO3JJaHUE COLMANIBHBIX CETeH Ha
OCHOBE S3BIKOBOTO an3HaKa46, JUIsL MHTErpaluu o0llecTBa OCOOCHHO 3HAUYMMBIMU SBIISIOTCS T€
HI'O, koTopble CHOCOOCTBYIOT pACIIMPEHHIO COLMAIBHBIX CeTed 3a TmpeaenaMu OJHOU
JIMHTBACTAYECKOW IPYIIIBIL.

O)IHaKO y4aCTu€ HAOMCHBIIMHCTB B KYJIBTYPHBIX OpraHHU3aluAX W OpraHu3alnudgx I10 3allUTe
HHTCPCCOB — 3TO TOJIBKO OAWH M3 ACIICKTOB COMAJIIBHOTO W MOJUTHUYCCKOI'0 y4aCTHUA. He menee
BAXXHO y4YaCTHC HAIMCHBIINHCTB (I/I ux HpeJICTaBI/ITe.]'H)CTBO) B IOCyJapCTBEHHOM YIIpPaBJICHUHU, a
TAKKC€ YBCPCHHOCTD B IIOJIOKUTCIILHOM PE3YJIbTATC YUACTHUA B O6H.ICCTBCHHBIX nmponeccax.

* Zepa, Brigita (2011). Kas ir nacionala identitate? Ka to skaidrot? Latvija. Parskats par tautas attistibu 2010/2011.
Nacionala identitate, mobilitate un rictbspéja. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa un Evija Klave. 15.-20. Ipp.

* Hazans, Mihails (2011). Latvijas emigracijas mainiga seja: 2000-2010. Larvija. Parskats par tautas attistibu
2010/2011. Naciondla identitate, mobilitate un ricibspéja. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa un Evija Klave. 70.-91. Ipp.

* Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). P&tTjums ,,Valoda. Latvijas iedzIvotaju aptauja”. Pasititajs: LVAVP; Baltic
Institute of Social Sciences (2006). Integracijas prakse un perspektivas. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa. Pieejams:
http://www.biss.soc.lv/downloads/resources/integracijas_prakse/brosura LV.pdf

*® Djackova, Svetlana (2000). Valodas loma regiona attistiba. Magistra darbs. Piegjams:
http://providus.lv/article/valodas-loma-regiona-attistiba; Baltic Institute of Social Sciences, Latvijas Zinatnu
Akadémijas Ekonomikas institiits (2004). Sabiedribas integracija un uznémeéjdarbiba: etniskais aspekts. Zin. red. Brigita
Zepa.
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Ecte xoHBeHIManbHbie GopMbl yuacTus (ydacThe B BbIOOpax u pedepeHaymax) W HE
KOHBEHIMAIbHbIE  (TMPOTECTBI, TMHKEThI, JEeMOHCTparuu, ¢uom-Mo0sl).  CymecTByrommue
HICCIICI0BAHMS [IOKa3bIBAKOT , 4TO JUIs GONBIIEH YaCTH JIATBHIHCKOTO OBIIECTBA yUacTHe B BHIGOPaX
ABIISICTCA HE TOJBKO TJAaBHOM, HO M E€AMHCTBEHHOH (OpMON MONMTHYECKOH Ku3HH. Bcero
HECKOJIbKO TPOIICHTOB MPUHUMAeT Yy4acThe B TaKuUX BHUAAX IOJUTUYECKOTO BIMSHUS, Kak
IIPOTECTHI, MOANUCAHUE METULNN, KOHTAKTHl C MOJUTHUKAMHU WM JOJDKHOCTHBIMU JIMLAMHU M T.IL.,
BKJIIOYAsl TOMBITKY YOEXACHUs COTrpakJaH IMOJAJIEpKaTh KaKylo-1u00 MapTHiO WU KaHaujgaTta. B
L[eJIOM AJIs1 KUTesel JIaTBuu XxapakTepHO JOCTATOYHO ACCUBHOE MOJIMTUYECKOE YUACTHE.

Ha creneHp MOIHUTHYSCKOIrO y4acCTusa SHAYUTCJIIBHO BJIMACT W TO, OLICHUBACTCA JIM Y4YaCTHC
IIOJIOXKUTECIIBHO, HECET JIM OHO ITOJIOKUTEIIHLHBIN pE3yiabTar. Baxxno Taxxke Y6C)K,Z[CHI/IC B TOM, 4TO
y4acTuc B yeM-1100 MOXKET MOBJIUIThH Ha OIMPCACIICHHBIC PCUHICHUA U IIPOLCCCHI.

Jlns aHanmusa  (akTOpOB, BIMSIOIIMX Ha y4acTHE, B JIATEPATypPe IO COIHUAIBHBIM HayKam
paspaboTaHo HeckolbKO mHoHsaTHi. ITomuTHueckas meecrocobHocts (political efficacy) osmauaer
OLIYIICHHE MHAMBHA, YTO IO IOJUTHYECKHE ICHCTBHS MOTYT IOBIMATH HA IPOLECCH™.
[Monutrueckoe OGeccumre (POWerlessness) o3HayaeT CHTyallMiO, 4YTO TaKOd YBEPEHHOCTH B
BO3MOKHOCTH TOBJIMATH Ha IOJMTHYECKHE MPOIECCH HET. MHOTHE aBTOPBI OOBACHSIOT, HOYEMY
JIFOJIM HE YYACTBYIOT B IOJUTHKE, Harnpumep, PoGept A. Jlai BBISBUII HECKOJIBKO MPUYHMH, KOTOPbIE

YMCHBIIAOT BO3MOXXHOCTh Y4aCTHA B IOJIUTHUKE .

1) BO3MOXHBIC NPHOOpPETEHHS IO CPABHEHHIO C MPHOOPETEHHSMH OT JAPYIUX JeHCTBUiA
OLIEHUBAIOTCSI HEraTUBHO;

2) HET YBEPEHHOCTH B JIYYIIIEM aJIbTCPHATHBHOM PELICHUH;

3) HeT Bepbl B TO, YTO MOXKHO Ha YTO-THOO MMOBJIHSATH;

4) mpejacTaBlieHHE, YTO PE3yJIbTAT OYAET YAOBICTBOPUTEIHLHBIM U 0€3 BMEIIATEIbCTRA;

5) mpeicraBieHUe, YTO HE XBATACT 3HAHHUN, KOMIICTECHIIUH, JUISl TOTO, YTOOBI YTO-THOO eNaTh.

[Tpu aHanu3e MONUTHUYECKOTO y4YacCTHs TPaXKIAH U YPOBHS MOJUTHYECKON KyJbTyphl B JlaTBUHM B
IeJIOM, B HiccieioBaHuu «Hackonvko demoxkpamuuna Jlameus?: Ayoum oemoxkpamuu, 2005-2014”
ObUT caenaH cleAyrolui BeIBOA: «CHTYaII0 OTHOCUTEIHHO TOOPOBOIBHOTO Y4acTHS KUTEIeH B
JESATEILHOCTH CaMOYIPAaBICHUH, B HETOCYIApCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alUsaX W JIPYTHX BHJIAX
OGPOBOJIBHON PaGOTHl B TEUCHHE MOCICAHUX JIET MOXKHO OLEHHTh KaK ILIOXYi0 ™. BbBOZ
OTHOCHTCS KaK K JIaTHIIICKIUM OpPTraHU3allusM, TaK M K OpraHu3alysIM HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB.

K coxanenuto, B JlaTBuu ykpenuiach cienyromias TEHICHLUSA: B OOILECTBE Halle HaOltogaeTcs
OTJAJIEHHOCTh OT TOJUTHYECKHUX IPOLIECCOB, @ HE YYacTHE B HUX, UMEET MECTO HEBBICOKUI
ypoBeHb JoBepus nosuTHkaMm. [lomoOHas TeHJeHUHMs, KOTopas NpOosBiseTcss B popMe HHU3KOTO
ydyacTusi B TPHUHATHUM pElIeHWH, B HEBEPUH B BO3MOXKHOCTb CBOErO BIUSHUS, B HEJIOBEPHH
MOJIUTUKAM, OOpa3yeT 3aKOJJIOBAHHBIM KpYI: HEraTUBHBIA 00pa3 mpasslled >MUThl M 0OIIen
MOJINTUYECKOW CHUTyallUM HE HMeEeT MEepCleKTHBBI ObITh HW3MEeHEeHHbIM. Eciu HemoBepue K

* LU Socialo un politisko p&tijumu institiits (2014). Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014.
8 Campbell, Angus; Gurin, Gerald; Miller, Warren E. (1954). The Voter Decides. Evanston, IL: Row, Peterson and
Company; Balch, George 1. (1974) Multiple Indicators in Survey Research: The Concept "Sense of Political Efficacy"”,
Political Methodology, Vol. 1, No. 2 (Spring 1974), pp. 1-43.
** Dahl, Robert A. (1963/2002) Modern Political Analysis, Sixth edition. Pearson.
**Tjabs, Ivars (2014). Politiska lidzdaliba. Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014. Zin. red.
Juris Rozenvalds. LU Socialo un politisko p&tijumu institats. 217. Ipp. Pieejams:
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas audits 2014 kopaa.pdf
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IIOJINTUKaAM HepepaCTéT B 00Jlee aKTHUBHEBIE ﬂeﬁCTBHH, 9TO MOXCT 3aCTABUTH IMOJIMTUKOB YACIIATH

<51
0oJIbIIIe BHUMAHMUS KUTCIIAM, a4 TAK)KC KAa4YCCTBY INPUHATHIX PCIICHUUN .

OTU BBIBOJIbI B PaBHOM CTEMEHM MOXHO OTHECTH K YYAacTHUIO B MOJUTHKE Kak JaThIlIed, Tak U
npeAcTaBuTeNe HallMEeHbIIMHCTB. HoO B JaHHOM HCCleIOBaHUM TMPOAHATM3UPOBAHO, OTIUYACTCS
JU CTENEeHb Yy4acTHs B IMOJUTUYECKUX TMpoleccax (ydacThe B BbIOOpax, pedepeHaymax,
00CYXKJIeHHE TMOJMTUYECKUX MPOIIECCOB), a TaKKe TPaKIaHCKHUE ICHCTBHs, HAlpaBICHHBIC HA
yllydllleHuEe couuaibHOW cuTyauuun  (moOpoBosibHas pabora B HI'O, yuactue B kakoMm-In6o
decTuBaNe, KOHIEPTE WU MEPONPHITHH, MMOKEPTBOBAHUS OJIATOTBOPHUTEIHHBIM OpraHU3AIUSIM
WM aKIHsIM, ydacTue B bolbioii Tosioke u zp.).

Kpome Toro, B uccienoBaHiy BHUMaHUE YIENSETCS TOMY, OTIMYAIOTCS JIU OTHOLICHUE U B3TJISAbI
aktuBuctoB HI'O OT ocTambHbIX MpeAcTaBUTENEH HAIMEHBIIMHCTB, YCWIMBAeT JH Yy
HanMeHbIMHCTB ydactue B HI'O uyBcTBO mpuHamiexxHoctu k JlatBum u oOmiel uctopuw,
pacmmpsieT JId 9TO KPYr KOHTAKTOB M  YINOTPEOJIGHHE JIATBHIIMICKOTO S3bIKa B IMyOJIUYHOM
MIPOCTPAHCTBE.

> Nikisins, Jurijs; Rozenvalds, Juris; Zepa, Brigita (2014). Politiska kultira un demokratija. Cik demokratiska ir
Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005—2014. Zin. red. Juris Rozenvalds. LU Socialo un politisko pétfjumu institiits. 245.
Ipp. Pieejams: http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas_audits 2014 kopaa.pdf
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PE3YJIBTATBI UCCJIEJOBAHUA

1. AICCJIEJOBAHUE HEI'OCYJAPCTBEHHBIX
OPTAHM3ALIMU HAIIMEHBIIUHCTB

Ha 1 wutons 2015 r. B peructpe npennpustuil Jlaruiickoir PecriyOnuku ObLIO 3aperucTpupoBaHO
423 ofbmiecTBa M y4peAUTENbHBIX OpPraHW3alliH, YCTaB KOTOPHIX CBHUICTEIBCTBYET O paboTe ¢
HaI[MEHBIIMHCTBaMU. B pesynbrare Ooyiee NETANbHOrO HM3y4eHUs HHPOpPMAIMH B YOJIUIHOM
MPOCTPAHCTBE, a TaKXKe B pe3yibTare TeleOHHBIX Oecen ¢ MPEeACTaBUTEISIMU OOIIECTB M
YUpEAUTETbHBIX OpraHU3aIui ObUT CAeNaH BBIBOJ O TOM, 4To 306 M3 OOMIECTB M yUPEIUTEIbHBIX
OpraHu3alMi MOXHO CYHMTAaTh OOIIECTBAaMH HAIIMEHBINIMHCTB. B cBoro odepenp 117 MoxHO
KJIAaCCU(UIIUPOBATh KaK CBS3aHHBIC oOIIecTBa (Cpeay HUX LEHTPBl OOYYEHHUS S3BIKY, CTYIUU
TaHIEB Pa3HbIX HAPOJIOB, OPraHU3AIMH IO COTPYAHUUECTBY MKy JlaTBUel U IpyruMu CTpaHaMu
MHpa, OpraHU3alMU 10 COTPYAHUYECTBY MEXKIY JIATHIIIAMH U TPEICTABUTEISIMH APYTHX
HallMOHAJIBHOCTEH U T.II.).

N3 306 HerocygapCTBEHHBIX OpraHM3aldid HAlMEHBUIMHCTB OOJblllee KOJMYECTBO OBLIO
3aperucTpupoBano B 1993 r., xoraa Obut co3nan peructp npeanpusTuii Jlateuiickoir PecmyOmiku
(cm. Pucynok Ne 1.1). ITomumO »3TOro CpaBHUTENBHO OOJBIIOE KOJIHYECTBO OOIIECTB U
YYpEIUTEIbHBIX OpraHu3alluii HAIMEHBIIMHCTB OBUIO 3apeructpupoBano B rnepuoa ¢ 2003 mo
2007 r., a taxoxe B 2011 T.

Pucynok Ne 1.1. /lenenue nezocyoapcmeeHHvIX Op2AHU3AUUIL HAUMEHBULUHCIMG NO 200y UX
pezucmpayuu (Koiuuecmeo)
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Bosibiie yeM 1moJI0BHHA OOIIECTB HAIMEHBIIMHCTB MMeeT peructpaiuio B Pure (59% wim 180).
13% o0mIecTB U yUpeTUTEIIBHBIX OpTaHW3aIlMil HAIIMEHBITMHCTB 3aperucTpUpoBaHbl B Jlatraimu
(41), 12% — B Kypzeme (36), 8% — B 3emrane (24) u 7% — B npuropoje Puru (20). MeHbliie Bcero
OOIIECTB HAIIMEHBIMUHCTB 3apETHCTPUPOBAHO B pervoHe Bumzeme — Tombko 2%, WiIH IISTh
obmectB. Kak BumHo u3 pucynka Ne 1.2, oOmiecTBa HAIMEHBIIMHCTB MO OOJbINEH YacTU
3aperucTpUpoBaHbl B roposax, 85% o01IecTB 3aperucTpupoBaHbl B OOJIBIINUX ropoaax — B Pure u
APYTUX TOPOAAX PECITYOIHKH.
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Pucynok Ne 1.2. /lenenue ecex ne2ocyoapcmeeHHbIX Op2aHU3AUUIL HAUMEHBUIUHCING RO MeChy

ux pezucmpauuu
JApyroe
HaceJIeHHOoe
MeCTO
Jpyrueroposa 204
13%

BoJabmme ropoaa
26%

Kaxxnas Bropast HerocyapcTBEHHas! OpraHU3aIusl HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB JIEHCTBYET C IENbI0 COXPAHUTh
U pa3BUTh KyIbTypy: 52% , wim 160 (cm. Pucynok Ne 1.3). Lens pesrensrHoctu 11% oOmiects u
YUpPEAUTETbHBIX OpPraHU3alil HAIMEHBIIMHCTB — MPEICTABUTEILCTBO HHTEPECOB KaKOW-IHO0
rpynmsl  obmiectBa. B cBowo ouepens jaedarenbHOCTh 37% HEroCyAapCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alni
HAIMEHBIIMHCTB HAMpaBJIeHA HAa pean3aliio 00X paHee YIOMSHYTBIX LeJeH.

Pucynok Ne 1.3. /lenenue ecex nezocyoapcmeenHvlx Op2aHu3ayuil HQUMEeHbUUHCIE NO Yeau Ux
deamenvHoCmu

Peanuzanus

o0enx meJeii;
112;37%

[Toutn kaxkmasi dYeTBepTas HETOCYJapCTBEHHAs OpraHW3alus HAIMEHBIIUHCTB IIPEICTABISCT
MHTEpEChl T'paxaaH pycckod HauumoHaiabHOCTH: 23%, unu 70 oOmectB (cM. Pucynox Ne 1.4).
WHuTepechl W KyabTypy IBITaH TPEACTABISIIOT 27 3aperuCcTPUpPOBAaHHBIX OOMIECTB, eBpeeB — 26
obmiecTB, ykpauHieB — 23, 6enopycoB — 19, monskos — 11, muroBnes — 11 obmectB. B perucrpe
npeanpusThii JlarBuiickoit PecnyOnuku U1 peacTaBiICHUS HEMEIKOW KyJbTypbhl U MHTEPECOB
3apeructpupoBaHo 14 obmiects. [1o CBHIETENBCTBY MpeICTaBUTENEH 3TUX OOLIECTB, MO KpailHen
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Mepe, B KaXJIOM BTOPOM U3 HHUX JCUCTBYIOT JATBIIIM WM MPEACTaBUTEIN JPYTHX
HAIIMOHAJIbHOCTEN, HMMEIOINE HEMELKUE KOPHHU, WM T€, Y KOro €CTh HMHTEpPEeC K HEMEIKOU
KYJIBTYPE U / WIH S3BIKY.

52 ofmecTBa M yUYpEAUTENbHBIX OPraHU3allUU 3aPETUCTPUPOBAHBI Ui IPEICTABICHUS APYroi
KYJIbTYPbl U UHTEPECOB €ro NpecTaBUTeNeii: Ooblie TPEX OOIIECTB 3aperuCTPUPOBATIN apMsIHE,
azepOaifKaHIbl, Ka3aku U TaTapbl. B cBOO ouepenp 53 opraHu3anuy HAIMEHBIIMHCTB BKIIOYAET
Mpe/ICTaBUTENIeH pa3HbIX HAllMOHAIBHOCTEH, HalpuMep, B OOIIECTBE CIABSIHCKOW KYJIbTYPhl MOTYT
COCTOSITh pyCCKHE, O€I0PYChI, YKPauHIIbI, apMSHE, MOJISKU, €BPEH U JIATHILIH.

Pucynok Nel. 4. /lenenue ecex 3apezucmpupo8anHblX He20CyoapCmeEeHHbIX Op2aHu3ayuil
HAYMEHbUIUHCIME RO NPEOCMABIEHHOI HAYUOHAIbHOCMU (KOIUYeCm60)

Pycckue
Poma
EBpen
YKpauHIbl
Benopycsl
Hemiipr
[Tonsixu
JIutoBIte

Hpyrue

PasHple HAIMOHAJILHOCTH

s Toro, YTOOBl OIIEHUTHh CTENEHb AaKTUBHOCTH HErOCYJAapCTBEHHBIX OpraHu3alui
HAIIMEHBUIMHCTB, AaBTOPbI HCCIIEJOBAaHUS MO Tene(OHY CBS3AIUCh C MPEACTABUTENSIMH 3TUX
oOlIECTB U yupeAUTeIbHbIX opraHu3anuil. [lomyuennas nHgopmanus CBUAETEILCTBYET O TOM, YTO
Ha JaHHBIH MOMEHT aedcTByeT auib 48%, umu 148 oOmiecTB W yupeIuTeNbHBIX OpraHu3alui
HAIMEHBIIMHCTB, BKIOYEHHBIX B peructp npennpustuil Jlarsuiickoir Pecnyonuku (cMm. Pucynox
Ne 1.5). 9% npencraBureneit 0OLIECTB M yUPEIUTEIbHBIX OPTaHU3ALMi COOOIIMIN O TOM, YTO, IO
KpaiiHe# mMepe, JIBa MOCIEAHUX roja OO0IIECTBO HE paboTaeT — KaKkue-To O0IIeCTBAa UMEIOT HAICK Y
Ha BO30OHOBJIEHHUE JIEATETLHOCTH OOIIECTBA, IPYTHe MPUHSIIM PELIeHUE O JIMKBUIAIMH O0IIeCTBa.

O pesarenbHOCTH 43% OOIIECTB HAIMEHBUIMHCTB HH(POPMALMIO TMOJYYUTh HE YIaloch —
MPEJICTABUTENN MIECTH OOIIECTB HE IMOKENAIH MPEAOCTaBUTh HH(DOPMAIHIO, C MPEICTABUTEISIMA
54 oOmiecTB 3a BpeMsl HCCIIEOBAaHUS CBSA3aThCS HE YNAIOCh, a KOHTaKTHas uMHGopmauus o 72
oOmiecTBax He ObLIa AocTynHa myonnyHo. He ynanock monyunts nHGOpManuoo o 59 KyabTypHBIX
obmecTBax, 0 21 obuiecTBe, MpeICTABISAIONIEM MHTEPECHl HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB, U O 52 0o0IIecTBax,
yCTaB KOTOPBIX CBUICTEIBCTBYET O peaM3alliil BBINICYKAa3aHHBIX IIeJieid. Bolbine MmooBHHBI
00IIIECTB, O KOTOPHIX HE YJAJIOCh MOJIY4YUTh HHPOPMAIUIO, TPEACTABIISUIN TaKHE HAIIMEHbITMHCTBA,
kak pycckue (34), usirane (20), espeu (10), ykpaunus (10).
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Pucynok Ne 1.5. Jlenenue ecex pecucmpupoeannplx He2ocyoapcmeeHHblX Op2aHu3ayuil
HAYMEHbUIUHCME O 6UOY UX 0eAMETbHOCHU

Her
MHPOPMALHH;
132;43%

AHanu3 monydeHHOW WHGpOpPMAUU O JEHCTBYIONIMX Ha JaHHBIH MOMEHT HEroCyIapCTBEHHBIX
OpraHMU3aIMsIX HAIMEHBIIMHCTB MTO3BOJIHII OIICHUTH ACSITENLHOCTE 11% 00IIecTB Kak HHTEHCUBHYIO
(17 obmectB), 55% oOmeCTB - Kak cpeaHeMHTEHCHBHYIO (82 ooOmecta), 34% — kak
MasioakTHBHYIO (50 00miecTB). AKTHBHOCTh JACSTEIBHOCTH OOIIECTB OLEHUBAJIACH C YYETOM
COTPYZIHUYECTBA C JPYTMMH  HETOCYJapCTBCHHBIMH  OpPraHM3alUsMH, IO  KOJHYECTBY
pEaIM30BaHHBIX MPOCKTOB W OPTAaHM30BAHHBIX MEPOIPHUSATHI B TEUCHHE TPEX TOCICIHUX JIET, a
Tak’ke Ha OCHOBE y4acTus B Mpolieccax MpuHATHS pemieHuil. Ecnu olmecTtBo, mo cioBaM ero
MPEJICTaBUTEINICH, aKTUBHO COTPYIHHYACT C JPYTHMH HETOCYIapCTBEHHBIMU OPTaHHU3AIUSIMHI, HMEET
IIUPOKUN CHEKTP TMPOBEACHHBIX MEPOINPHUSATHI M PpEaTU30BaHHBIX  IMPOEKTOB, YYacCTBYET B
mpolieccax MPUHSATHS PEIICHUH Ha YPOBHE CaMOYIIPABJICHHSI HJTM HAa TOCYIapCTBEHHOM YpPOBHE, €ro
JesITeNIbHOCTh OLIEHWBAETCS KaK MHTEHCHBHAs. B ciiydyae OTCYTCTBHUS KaKOTO-IMOO M3 YKa3aHHBIX
KOMITOHCHTOB, WJIM HEBBICOKOH CTEIICHH €r0 BBIPAXXKECHHOCTH, JICITeILHOCTh 00IIeCTBa OIECHUBAIACH
KaK CpeHeaKTUBHAS WK MAJIOAKTUBHAS.

Bosblie monoBUHBI TeX OOLIECTB HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB, JAEATEIBHOCTh KOTOPBIX Mbl OLICHMIM Kak
MHTEHCUBHYIO WJIM CPEJHEHMHTEHCUBHYIO, MECTOM I CBOEH nedrenbHocTH BelOpanu Pury (51 u3
99 o6mecTB). 16 001IECTB NEHCTBYIOT B JIATIaJIbCKOM PETHOHE, 14 — B Kyp3eMCKOM peruosxe, 13 — B
3eMTaJIbCKOM PETMOHE, 5 — B OKPECTHOCTX Puru. B BUI3eMCKOM peruoHe Ha TaHHBIA MOMEHT HET
HU OJHOM HEroCyJapCTBEHHON OPraHM3alliM HAIMEHBIIWHCTB, AEATEIBHOCTH KOTOPOM MOXHO
OBLIIO OBI OIIEHUTh KaK WHTCHCHBHYIO WJIM CpeqHEeMHTeHCUBHYI. Kak BumHO M3 pucyHka Ne 1.6,
aKTHBHBIE OOIECTBA HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B OCHOBHOM JAEWUCTBYIOT B Pure m B Jpyrux ropogax
pecmyOIuKy.
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Pucynok Ne 1.6. /lenenue akmugnvlx Hez2ocy0apcmeeHHbIX OPeAHU3AUUI HAUMEHbUIUHCIG O

mecmy ux oesamesibHOCMU

Boabsmue ropoga

JApyroe
HaceJIeHHOe

MecTo
2%

36%

Iloutn nBEe TpeTHM aKTUBHBIX HErOCyJapCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alyil HAlIMEHBUIMHCTB ICHCTBYET C
LEIbI0 COXPAaHUTh M Pa3BUTh KOHKPETHYIO KynbTypy (cM. Pucynok Ne 1.7). [lestensnocts 37%
HEroCyJlapCTBEHHbIX OpraHM3alMii HAIMCHBIIMHCTB HANpaBICHA Ha COXpPAaHEHHE U pa3BUTHE
KOHKPETHOW KYJIBTYpHI, @ TaK)Ke Ha MPEJICTaBICHNUE HHTEPECOB KAKOW-TMOO KOHKPETHOW TPYIIIIBL.
Cpenu akTUBHBIX OOIIECTB M YYPEAUTENbHBIX OpraHM3alUi HAIMEHBUIMHCTB HMEETCs OJiHa
OpraHM3anys, UeNb ACATEIbHOCTH KOTOPOH 3aKIH0YAeTCA MCKIIYHUTEIBHO B IIPEICTAaBUTEIIBCTBE
MHTEPECOB KaKO-T1M00 KOHKPETHOM I'PYTIIIBI.

Pucynok Ne 1.7. /lenenue akmugnslx He20Cyo0apcmeeHHbIX OPZAHUZAUUIL HAUMEHbULUHCING NO

ueiu ux oesmenvHOCMU

IIpencraBadaTb
HHTEpPecoB
1%

Peamm3zanus

o0enx mesen
36%

Iloutn kaxpgas YCTBCpTad

AKTUBHAA HCTOCYHApCTBCHHAA OpraHu3anusgd HAIIMCHBIINHCTB

MPEACTABISIET MUHTEPEChl U KYJIBTYpPY pycckoro Hapoma — 19 ob6mectB (cm. Pucynok Ne 1.8).
WuTepecsl u KynbTypy OenopycoB mpexacrtaBiseT 10 obmiectB, HemieB — 8 OOIECTB, €BpEEB,
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MOJIIKOB M YKpauWHIEB — 7 oOmiecTB. AKTHBHBIMH MOMKHO CYMTaTh 4 OOIIECTBa LbITaH, YTO
COCTAaBJISIET CEJbMYIO HaCTh BCEX 3aPErMCTPUPOBAHHBIX OOLIECTB IIbITAH.

12 akTUBHBIX OOILIECTB M YYPEAUTEIbHBIX OpPraHM3alMi MPEACTABISIOT UHTEPECHl U KYIbTYPY
APYTrUX HApOIOB, CPEOH KOTOPBIX: apMsHE, TPY3HHBI, 3CTOHIBI, TaTaphl, y30eku u 1p. B cBoro
ouepenp 20 aKTUBHBIX OpraHU3alWi HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB MPEACTABISAIOT UHTEPECHl U KYIBTYpYy Cpa3y
HECKOJIbKUX HapOJIOB.

AKTHBHBIC HETOCYJapCTBCHHBIC OPTraHM3AIMK HAIMEHBITMHCTB 1O KOJHYECTBY UICHOB BEChMa
pa3aMyYaroTCs, OJIHAKO, IO OOJIbIIECH YacTH OHM CPaBHUTEIBHO HeBelWkH. B 9 oOmecTBax
HAIIMEHBIINHCTB KOJIMYECTBO WIEHOB MEHBIIE NECITH YEIOBeK, B 39 obOmectBax cocrogr 11-50
4yjeHoB, B 19 obmectBax — 51-100 unenos, B 16 odmectBax — 101-500 uyeHoB u B 7 o0miecTBax —
501 umen u Oompime. Cremyer OTMETHTh, YTO KaXKIbl TPETUH MpEACTAaBUTEIb AKTHBHOMN
OpraHu3ali HAIIMEHBIIWHCTB MPU3HAI, YTO WICHBI UX OOIIECTBA MPUHHMAIOT YYacTHE TaKKe B
paboTe Ipyrux opraHu3auii HAIIMEHBITUHCTB.

CeMb U3 aKTHUBHBIX HEroCyaapCTBCHHBIX OpI“aHI/I?;aIII/II\/JI HAaOIMCHBIINHCTB O6'I)€I[I/IH$IIOT B cebe
apyrue oOIiecTBa M y4penuTelbHble opraHu3anuu. WX mpeicraBuTenu ykasaid, 4TO B COCTaB
OpraHu3aIy BXOIUT OT 6 10 70 npyrux oOmiecTs.

Pucynox Ne 1.8. /lenenue akmugenvix He2ocyoapcmeeHHbIX OpeaHu3ayuil HAaUMEHbUIUHCIMG NO
npeocmasieHHou HayuonanbHocmu (4ucio)

Pycckue
Benopycat
Hewmuibt
EBpen
YxpauHIst
[Tonsxm
JIntoBubl
Poma

Hpyrue

Pa3zHble HALIMOHAILHOCTH

Bosbiiasi 4acTe aKTHBHBIX HETOCYAApCTBEHHBIX OPraHHW3alHWi HAIIMEHBIIWHCTB COTPYAHHUYAET C
JAPYTUMH OOILIIECTBAMU M YUPEAUTENbHBIMH Opranu3auusiMu — 95% oOmiectB (cM. Pucynok Ne 1.9).
B He3aBHCHMOCTH OT TOro, KakKo€ HAI[MEHBIIMHCTBO TPEJICTABIISIET HEroCyJdapCTBEHHAs
OpraHu3aIys, COTPYIHUUECTBO XapaKTepU3yeTCss HECKOJIbKUMH OOIIMMU MpU3HaKaMu. Bo-mepBbIx,
00IIecTBa COTPYAHUYAIOT CO «CBOMMHY, T.€. C JAPYTHMH OOIIECTBAMH, NMPEACTABISIOMINMHU Ty K€
HAIlMOHABHOCTh, WM C JAPYTMMH OOILECTBaMM, BXOIALIMMU B COCTaB KakoW-1uOO Oosbliei
opraHuzanuu, Hanpumep, B Coro3 JTaTBHMCKUX JUTOBIECB, B COI03 JaTBUHCKUX OETOPYCOB WM B
aCCOIMALIMIO JIATBUICKUX HALIMOHAIBHBIX KYIbTYpHBIX 00mecTB uM. Uthl Ko3akeBuu.
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Bo-BTOpBIX, 0O0ILIECTBA COTPYAHMYAIOT C JPYTMMHU HETOCYJapCTBEHHBIMH OpraHU3alUsMU
HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B TMpejesiax KOHKPETHOro mecta. J[oCTaTo4HO 4YacTo MpEeACTaBUTENIN OOIIECTB
HAIMEHBIIMHCTB JAPYruX OONbIIMX TopoJoB (He Puru) ykaspiBaid, 4TO OHU COTPYAHHYAIOT CO
BCEMHU OOIIECTBAMH HAIMEHBIIMHCTB TOpOJia, HAMPUMEpP, COBMECTHO OPTaHU3YIOT DPa3IHYHBIC
KYJIbTYPHbBIE MEPOTIPUSATHUS.

B-tpetpux, oOmecTBa COTPYyIHHMYAIOT C pa3HBIMH  JIATBHIIICKUMH ~ OOIIECTBAMH M C
HEroCyJlapCTBEHHBIMU OpTaHM3AMSIMH Jpyroro Tuma. Hampumep, Oemopycckoe 0O0IIecTBO
»Pramen” u3 Puru corpyaHuvaer ¢ TakuMmH oOIiecTBaMu, Kak  Pukckoe nateliickoe oOiecTBo,
IMKA, ,Silavots”, ,,Sadarbibas platforma”, ,,Dziesmota senatne”. IlpemcraBuTenu OTIEIBHBIX
OOIIECTB HAIMEHBIIMHCTB YIOMSHYIH, YTO OHH COTPYAHHUYAIOT C KAKUM-TO KOHKPETHBIM
OGH.[CCTBOM HeHCI/IOHepOB, HWHBAJINJI0B UJIN BeTepaHOB BOﬁHBI.

Pucynok Ne 1.9. Compyonuuecmeo akmugHvlX He20cyoapcmeeHHblX Op2aHu3ayuil
HAUMEHbUIUHCIEG C OPY2UMU OOUeCMEaMU U  YUPEOUmenb HbIMU OP2AHUSAUUAMU

He corpyanuyaror
5%

[Tonyuennas uHoOpMalMs O IEATETHPHOCTH HErOCYIapCTBEHHBIX OpPraHU3aIMii HAIIMEHBITUHCTB
CBUJETEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO B TE€UEHHUE TPEX MOCIEAHUX JIET UX JAEATEIbHOCTh MO OOJbIIEH YacTu
Obula cBsi3aHa ¢ KyapTypoil. Hampumep, ykpamHckoe oobmectBo ,Javir” u3 ExaOnuica
OpPraHHU30BaJI0 B TOPOJIE JHU YKPAUHCKOW KYJIbTYpPHI, @ TAKXKE pa3Hble TEMAaTHUECKUE MEPOIIPUATHS
B IIKosax ropojaa. PoJbKIOpHBIM aHcaMOlb elIraBckoro Oenmopycckoro oOmiectBa «JIsHOKY
y4acTBOBaJl BO BCEHApOJHOM IMpa3fHMKE MECHH M TaHLa, B MEXIYHApOJHOM (OJIbKIOPHOM
dectuBaine ,,Baltica” 1 B pa3HbIX MEPONIPUATHSIX HAIIMEHBITUHCTB B JIaTBUU, a Takke B ecThBale
“CnaBsiHcKui 0azap» B Butebcke wu Bo Il BcemmpHOM (ectrBane 0emopycCKOro HMCKYCCTBA B
Muncke. B cBoto ouepens espeiickoe oOmectBo «lllamup» u3 Puru opraHmzoBajio BBICTaBKY
HeMmenkou xynoxxauiel Jlarmap Kanse «JIlBa qHS 3MMOI» M BBIITYCTHIIO HECKOJIBKO KHUT.

Heckonbko HerocynapcTBEHHBIX OpraHH3al[iil HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB B TEUEHUE IMOCIECTHUX TpeX JeT
y4acTBOBaJO B paboTax Mo YyOopke M OJaroycTpoWCTBY pasHbIX Tepputopuil. Hampumep,
MpeICTaBUTENN OOIIecTBA HEMELUKOW KyJIbTypbl ropoaa BeHrcnuic caxanun JepeBbs Ha
TEPPUTOPUHU TIOMECTbsl Al33upe, a o0mecTBo ,,Erfolg” u3 JlayraBnuica mpuBIEKIO MOJIOAEKE K
CO3/aHHI0 rajeped rpapduTH Ha JErpajupOBaHHON TEPPUTOPUU TOPOJAA, CTaBIIEH TeNephb
TOOMMBIM MECTOM OTJIbIXa A kuTeneit JlayraBnuica. B cBoto ouepenp o0miecTBo «YKpanHCKHE
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Ka3aku B JlaTBUM» KaXAblil roJ opranusyer yOopky kianbuima BerepaHoB I[lepBoit m Bropoit
MHPOBOM BOITH B [layraBmnuice u €ro OKpeCTHOCTSIX.

Pa3uble oOmrecTBa HAIMEHBIIMHCTB OPraHM30BajIM U CIOPTUBHBIE MEPONPUATHS — HaIpUMep,
BEHTCIUJICKOE pycckoe obmiectBo B 2014 roxy B BeHnrtcnuiice ycTpauBano COpTUBHBIC UTPhI JUIS
Mpe/ICTaBUTENIel pa3HbIX HAllMOHAIBHOCTEW moJ Ha3BaHueMm «Haponueie urpsn». B cBoto ouepens
JIpYTH€  HErocylapCTBEHHbIE  OpraHM3allMd  HAIMEHBIIMHCTB  CO3JaJIM  CTPYKTYpbl  IIO
MPEACTABICHUIO WHTEPECOB — Hampumep, obmectBo ,,Erfolg” B 2014 romy B paMkKax OIHOTO
MPOEKTa CIOCOOCTBOBAJIO CO3/IaHUI0 KOHCYJIBTATHBHBIX COBETOB C YYaCTHEM HEroCyJIapCTBEHHBIX
opraHuzaluii HaMeHbIIMHCTB B [layraBnuice.

Pucynok Ne 1.10. Ilpeocmasumenbcmeo akmugHvlX He20Cy0apCmeEeHHbIX OP2aHu3auuil
HAUMEHLUIUHCING 6 NPOYUeccax NPUHAMUSA PEUIEHUI HA 20CY0apCmE@eHHOM YPOBHE U YPOGHE
camoynpaenenui

He yyacTBy1oTB
npomeccax

NPHHSATAS PelleHuii

58%

Kak BugHo w3 pucynka Ne 1.10, 42% axkTUBHBIX HETOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alui
HAIMEHBIIMHCTB YYacTBYIOT B Ipolieccax MPUHITHUS PELICHUH Ha rocy1apcTBEHHOM YPOBHE M Ha
ypoBHE caMoympaBieHui. [lo cioBam npencraBuTenell OpraHnu3alni, Kakaasi TpeTbsl OpraHu3arys
Mpe/ICTaBlIeHa B Mpoleccax NPHUHATHUS pPELIEHUH B CaMOYIPABICHUAX — HX IMPEACTaBUTEIH
YYacTBYIOT B KOMHCCHSIX, pabOTa KOTOPBIX CBf3aHa C HAIMEHBLUIMHCTBAMH, C BOIIPOCAMHU
MHTErpanuy oOIIecTBa WM KYJIbTYpbI, a TaK)Ke B OOCY)XIEHUU TOKYMEHTOB IO IJIAHHUPOBAHUIO
paboThl camoympaBiieHUs. B CcBOlO ouepeab oOcCTalbHble OOIIECTBA HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB, Kak
YKa3bIBaIOT UX MPEJICTABUTENN, YUACTBYIOT B IIpoLieccax MPUHATHUS PELIEHU Ha rocyAapCTBEHHOM
YPOBHE — IVIaBHBIM 00pa30M B KOHCYJbTaTUBHBIX COBETaX IO BONPOCAM HAIIMEHBITUHCTB.
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2. ONPOC HAIIMEHBIINHCTB JIATBUH
2.1. HYBCTBO NTPUHAJVIEZKHOCTH

IIpu ompoce HaUMEHBIIMHCTB JlaTBUM YyBCTBO MNPUHAIJIEKHOCTU BBISBISJIOCH HAa OCHOBE
CIIEYIOIIMX TOKa3aTeleH:

1) 4yBCTBO NPHUHAUICKHOCTH K OJNIMDKAMIel OKpyre, CBOEMY TrOpojay, peruony, Jlateum,
banrtuiickum rocynapcrBam, Poccun u EBpomne (TecHoTa y3);

2) 4yBCTBO ropjocT 3a JlaTBuio;

3) omeHKa pasHbIX IepuoaoB Hcropuu JlarBum (mepuon cBobomuoro rocymapcrsa (1918-
1940), coserckoe Bpemsi (1945-1990), mepuon ATMOIBI — HAIMOHAIBHOTO BO3POXKICHUS
(1988-1991), Bpems HezaBucumoii JlarBuu (1991-2015);

4) ormeuanue npa3aHUKoB (18 HOsOps, 4 Mast, 9 mast);

5) 1uIaHBI HA SMUTPAIHIO.

JlanHblE Ompoca CpaBHUBAIKMCH B Ipeleiax BO3MOXKHOIO C pe3y/ibTaTaMU paHee MPOBEIAECHHBIX
ONpPOCOB, MPH O3TOM TakKe OTMEYAIUCh OTIUYUTEIbHBbIC MPU3HAKKM B pPa3HBIX TpyIIax:
BO3PACTHBIX, [10 MECTY KUTENbCTBA, akTuBUCTH HI'O 1 1p.

TeppnTopuaﬂLHaﬂ NPUHAAJIECKHOCTH

Kurenu JlaTBUM — npecTaBUTENN HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB — B TUIAHE TEPPUTOPHATBHON MPUHAICKHOCTH
CHJIbHEE BCEro OIIYIIAIOT CBA3b CO CBOMM ropoaoM — 73% (pe3toMHUpOBAaHHBIE OTBETBHI OU€Hb
mecHass U mecHas), Ha BTOPOM MECT€ — YYBCTBO MpUHAJIEKHOCTH K JlatBum — 67%, U TONBKO
MOTOM K OJFpKalIeil aqMHUHUCTPATUBHO-TEPPUTOPHAIBHON equHuIle (Ceno, BOJIOCTh, MUKPOPAHOH
ropoaa) — 60% (cm. Pucynox No 2.1). UyBcTBO mpHHAANICKHOCTH K CBoemy Kpawo (Bumsewme,
3emrane, Kyp3eme unu Jlatrane) ucneitbiBaet Toabko 48%, k bantuiickum rocynapersam — 21%,
Poccuu — 28%, x EBpone — 27%. Jlanee Oyner mpeacTtaBieH 0oJjiee MOAPOOHBIN aHATU3 YyBCTBA
NPUHAIIEKHOCTH K cBoeMy roponay, JlatBuu, Poccum u EBpome B pasHbIX Ipynmax XHUTEIeH,
MPECTABISIONINX HAIIMEHBIIMHCTBA.

Pucynok N 2.1. Uyecmeo npunaonesxicnocmu K pazuvim mecmam (%)

¥ O4eHb TECHO TecHo He cnumkom tecHo
CoBceMHET Tpynso cka3ats, HO
C Ommxka et OerCT}-IOCTHO (cemom, 32 25 10 5
BOJIOCTBIO, MUKPOPaHfOHOM ropo/ia)
Cropoaom 39 17 6 5
Cperuonom (Buazeme, Jlatranusu 1.4.) 29 30 14 8
C JlaTBueii 39 21 8 4
CPoccueii 20 32 34 6
C BantuiickuMu cTpaHaMH 16 43 30 7
C EBpomnoit 23 40 26 8
Bcepecnondenmui, H=735 O‘I%J ZOI% 40I% 60I% 80I% 10I0%
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YyBCTBO MPUHAIICKHOCTH K CBOEMY T'OpOIY

CWibHYI0O WM OYEeHb CWIBHYIO CBS3b CO CBOMM TOpPOJOM HMCHBITBIBAIOT 73% NaTBUMCKUX
HAIIMCHBIIMHCTB. bojiee TecHyl CBs3b CO CBOMM TOPOJOM YYBCTBYIOT kKuTenu JlayraBmmica,
Jluenan, Enrasel, Bearcnmnca, FOpmanel, Pesexne, Banmuepsr u Exabnunca (78%), HO u cpenu
pYKaH YyBCTBO MPHHAIJICKHOCTH K CBOEMY TOpoay HcmbIThiBaeT 73% ompomeHHbix. Cpeau
KHUTEJEH IPYTUX TOPOIOB ATOT MOKa3areib cocTaBisieT 72%. TecHyro WK O4eHb TECHYIO CBS3b CO
CBOMM T'OpPOJIOM YaIlle BCErO MCIBITHIBAIOT MPEICTABUTEIH CTAPILIEro MmokoyieHus (cM. Pucynok Ne
2.2). Ecnu B Bo3pacte oT 18-24 nmet 68% 4yBCTBYIOT TECHYIO WJIM OYCHb TECHYIO CBSI3b CO CBOUM
rOpOIOM, TO CPEI JKUTEIIEH cTapiie 65 JIeT 3TOT mokaszareib coctapiset 83%.

Pucynok Ne 2.2. yecmeo npunadiexcnocmu K ceoemy 20pooy 8 pa3HvlxX 603PACMHbBIX 2PYNNax

(%)
® Ouens TecHO  TecHo © He caumkom tecHo ™ CoBceMHeT ™ TpynHo cka3ats, HO
18-24 ner 43 15 13 4
25-34 ner 43 22 OIS
35-44 ner 42 15 5 4
45-54 ner 44 23 5| 5
55-64 ner 35 14 4 6
65 net u Gomnble 27 9 26
O‘I’/o ZOI% 40I% 60I% 80I% 10I0%
Bce pecnondenmor, H=735

YyBCcTBO NPUHAIEKHOCTH K JIaTBUH

TecHyro Wi O4YeHBb CHIIbHYIO CBsI3b ¢ JlaTBHeil MCHBIThIBaeT 67% JaTBUMCKUX HAIIMEHBIITMHCTB.
Bonee BbICOKMM SIBISIETCA 3TOT IMOKa3aTelb y CTapIIEro MOKOJIEHUS HAaIMEHbIIMHCTB — 81%, B
MoJtoiexkHor rpynmne ot 18-24 mer — 53% (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.3). Ilpu ompoce 2010 roma B
MOJIOJICKHOM TpynIe 3TOT MOKa3aTelb COCTABUII 58%°2. 13 4ero MOXKHO CHAEIaTh BHIBOX, YTO 3a
MOCJICIHUE TISATH JIET YYBCTBO TNPHHAMICKHOCTH K JlaTBUM cpeaum MOJOJEKHOW YacTu
HalIMEHBIIMHCTB YMEHBIIIUIIOCH.

Ecny cpaBHUTH OTBETHI Ha 3TOT BOIPOC MPENCTAaBUTENEH PYyCCKOW HALIMOHAIBHOCTH C APYTUMHU,
BHJIHO, YTO HET CYMIECTBEHHBIX paznuuuii (67% cpemu pycckux, 69% cpemu mpeacTaBUTENCH
apyrux HauMeHbmMHCTB). B 2010 rogy B rpynme pycckux JlaTBum 3TOT moka3aTeslb COCTaBIISUI
72%, a B 2013 roxy — 69%.

> LU SZF 2010 un 2013. Valsts petijumu programmas ,,Nacionala identitate: valoda, Latvijas v&sture, kultiira un
cilvékdrosiba” ietvaros veikto aptauju dati.

121



[Tpu sTOM B rpynme Apyrux HarMeHbIIHHCTB B 2010 roxy on cocraBun 73%, a B 2013 roxy — 71%.
M3 3TOr0o MOXKHO ClienaTh BBIBOJ, YTO B II€JIOM HaOJtoaeTcs HEOOIbIIOEe YMEHbIICHUE TT0Ka3aTels
YyBCTBA IMPUHAJIECKHOCTH K JlaTBUM, OAHAKO 3TU JaHHBIE BXOAAT B JAMANA30H CIy4yalHOU
CTaTUCTUYECKON OLIMOKH.

Pucynok Ne 2.3. Hyecmeo npunaonencnocmu K Jlameuu é pazuvix 6o3pacmuuix cpynnax (%)

® Quenb TecHo ' TecHo © Hecnumkom TecHo ™ CoBcemHeT ™ TpynHo ckazath, HO
18-24 ner 32 32 11 4
25-34 ner 40 24 14 1
35-44 ner 42 23 7 5
45 - 54 ner 41 25 9 4
55-64 ner 47 18 4 3

65 net u GoubIue 29 11 3 5
O‘I’/o 20I% 4OI% 60I% 80I% 10I0%
Bce pecnondenmor, H=735

YyBCcTBO IpHHAUIEKHOCTU K Poccnu

TecHyto UM oueHb CUIIbHYIO CBsI3b ¢ Poccueil uyBCTBYIOT 27% naTBUMCKUX HaIMEHBIIMHCTB. [Ipu
3TOM 0osee TECHYI CBA3b C Poccueil 4YyBCTBYIOT MNpEACTaBUTENM CTaplIero MOKoJeHus (B
MosofexHo rpynmne 18-24 roma — 25%; cpenu mpencrtaButeneit crapiie 65 ner — 44%) (cm.
Pucynok Ne 2.4).

Yaine TecHYIO WM OY€Hb CHIIbHYIO CBs3b ¢ Poccueil uyBcTBytoT uMeHHO pycckue JlatBum — 30%
(npyrue nanmenbpmuaCcTBa — 18%). B cooTBeTcTBHU ¢ manHbIMHU ompoca 2010 roma 33% pycckux
JlaTBUM yTBepKIaIH, YTO YYBCTBYIOT TECHYIO HIIM OYE€Hb CHIIBHYIO CBs3b ¢ Poccueil. Cpenu npyrux
HarMeHbIIMHCTB B 2010 roy 3TOT Mokasarens ObuT paBeH 21%.
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Pucynok Ne 2.4. Uyecmeo npunaonexcnocmu k Poccuu ¢ paznvix éo3pacmuwix zpynnax (%)

® OQuens TecHO © TecHo " He caumkom TecHo = CoBcemHer ™ Tpynno ckazats, HO

18-24 ner 19 34 40 2
25-34 ner 15 25 48 8
35-44 ner 17 30 85 10
45- 54 ner 13 38 37 7
55- 64 ner 29 33 26 5

65 et u Gonblue 29 35 19 2

O(I%J ZOI% 40I% 60I% 80I% 10I0%
Bce pecnondenmor, H=735

YyBCcTBO IpHHAUIEKHOCTH K EBporie

CunpHyl0 WIH OYeHb CWIbHYIO CBsi3b ¢ EBpomoil uyBcTByroT 27% HalMeHbIIMHCTB JlaTBuM.
JlaHHBINA TOKa3aTellb MOKa3bIBA€T, 4TO Oojiee TEeCHYI0 CBs3b ¢ EBpomoill 4yyBCTByeT MOJOAEKB
(Momonesxnas rpynma 18-24 rona — 36%; npeacraButenu crapiie 65 et — 21%) (cm. Pucynok Ne

2.5).

Pexxe uyBCTBO mpHHaANEXHOCTU K EBporie npossnsercs y pycckux Jlatsuu — 24%, cpeau aApyrux
HaIIMEHBIIIMHCTB OH cocTaBisieT 36%. Ilo cpaBHeHUIO ¢ pe3ynbTaTaMu MOXoxux onpocoB 2010 u
2013 rr., yyBCTBO NPUHAAIESKHOCTH K EBpome cpeau IaTBUICKMX HAIIMEHBUIMHCTB B LIEJIOM
yBenuumiock. B 2010 rogy oueHb TecHyro WM TecHYIO cBsi3b ¢ EBpomoil ucnbsiTeiBaio  20%
pycckux u 17% npencraButeneid Apyrux HauMeHbHIMHCTB. B 2013 rogy oueHs TecHyr win
TeCHyl0 cBsi3b ¢ EBponoil wucnoeiteiBano 25% pycckux u 28% mnpencraBuTenedl Apyrux
HaIIMEHBIIMHCTB.

123



Pucynok Ne 2.5. Uyecmeo npunaonexcnocmu k Eepone ¢ paznvix éo3pacmusix zpynnax (%)

B Ouyenb TecHo “ TecHo  He cnumkom tecHo = CoBcemHer ™= Tpynno ckazats, HO

18-24 ner 30 36 25 4
25-34 ner 28 39 19 8
35-44 ner 16 35 32 12
45- 54 ner 23 40 28 4
55- 64 ner 25 43 23 8

65 ner u 6ombie 20 43 28 8

0‘;/0 ZOI% 4OI% 6OI% 80I% 10;)%
Bce pecnonoenmor, H=735

T'opmocts 3a JlaTBHIO

Crenenp roppoctu 3a JIaTBHIO B JAaHHOM HCCIIEIOBaHMM OIPENESUIACh IPU IOMOIIM BOIIpOca
«Hackonpko Bl ropaurech Tem, 4uro sBiseTech kutTenem JlatBum?». PesymbTarel ompoca
HAIMEHBIIMHCTB NOKAa3bIBAIOT, YTO OYEHb IOPAATCA TEM, UTO SBISIFOTCS kutensmu Jlatum 11%
OTIPOLLIEHHBIX, ckopee ropasarcs - 35%, He oueHb ropasrcs - 30%, coBcem He ropasarca - 17%
ornpouleHHbIX (cM. PucyHok Ne 2.6). 7% He nanu KOHKpPETHOro OTBETa Ha 3TOT Bompoc. HTtoro: B
uenoM ropasarcs 46%, a He ropadrcs TeM, uyTo KuBYT B JlarBuu 47%.

Bosee KpUTHYHO HACTPOEHBI M MEHbIE TopasaTcs JlaTBueld mMononable toau B Bo3pacte oT 18-24
ner. Cpeau HHUX TOPIATCS TEM, 4TO SBISIFOTCS kutensimu JlatBum 37%, B CBOIO odepenb cpenu

xuTenen crapme 65 net 61% ropautcs Tem, 4to xuBeT B JlaTBun.

Pexxe ropmocTh 3a TO, 9TO OHU SIBISIOTCS KUTEIMSIMU JIaTBUUM, UCHBITHIBAIOT pycckue JlatBum —
44%, cpenu Apyrux HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB TOT MOKa3aTenb cocTaBiseT 52%.
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Pucynox Ne 2.6. I'opoocms 3a Jlameuto é pasnvix 6o3pacmuuix zpynnax (%)

= O4eHb TOPXKYCh
= COBCEM HE TOPKYCh

Cxopee ropxxych
u Tpyano ckazats, HO

He ouens ropxycse

Bce pecnonoenmor, H=735

Bce pecnionenTs! 35 30 _
18- 24 et 28 40 15 8

25- 34 ner 36 31 1.6 9
35-44 ner 33 30 19 9
45-54 ner 32 33 a6

55 - 64 net 40 28 18 6

65 neru 6onbuie 41 22 --
0;%) 2(;% 4ol% ec;% 80I% I

100%

IlokazaTensHo,

4qTo Ha6J'IIOI[aIOTCSI CYHIECTBEHHBIC pa3iniusd B OTBETax HpCHCTaBHTCHCﬁ

HAlIMEHBLIIMHCTB, He sBistomuxcs wienamu HI'O, spnstonmxcsa wieHaMu wid aktusuctamu HI'O.
Ecnu cpenu xuteneit Tonbko 45% ropasTcs TeM, YTO OHU SIBISIOTCS KUTENsIMU JlaTBUM, TO cpenu
uieHoB u akTuBucToB HI'O 3T0T Mokazatesnb coctaBnsier 75% (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.7).

Pucynok Ne 2.7. I'opoocms 3a Jlameuto: HAUMEHbUWIUHCMGA 6 EIOM U YIEeHbl OP2AHU3AYUTL

Haumenvuurncme (%)

Heunenst HT'O (H=710)

Unenst HI'O (H=116)

B O4eHb TOPXKYCh

@ Coscemue ropxych ® Tpyano ckazats, HO

Cxopee ropxych

He ouens ropxych

m - -
= - o
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

100%
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Onenka pasHbIX NepuoaAoB ucropuu Jlareun

MHorue panee IpoBeICHHBIC UCCIICIOBAHMS MOKA3aJIH, YTO B JIaTBUH CYIIECTBYIOT pa3HbIe MHEHUS
00 MCTOPUYECKUX COOBITUSAX U UCTOPUIECKHX meproaax. [103ToMy B ONpOCHOI aHKeTe JaTBHICKHE
HAIMEHBIIIMHCTBA JIOJDKHBI OBUIM OIEHUTh TO, KaK OHH OTHOCSTCS K TaKUM HCTOPHUYCCKHM
nepuojaM, Kak: mepuoj cBobogHoro rocymapcra (1918-1940), coserckoe Bpems (1945-1990),

nepuoi ATMOIbI — HaluMoHaibHOTO Bo3pokaeHus (1988-1991), Bpems HesaBucumoit JlatBuum
(1991-2015).

Pe3ynbrarhl ompoca MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO B 1IE€JIOM JIATBUKMCKHE HAIMEHBIIWHCTBA IMOJOXKUTEIbHEE
BCETO OLICHUBAIOT COBETCKOE BpeMs. 29% COBETCKOEe BpeMsi OIICHUJIU KaK oueHb xoporiee, 54% —
Kak ckopee xopoiee (cM. Pucynok Ne  2.8). HeraTuBHOe MHEHHE O COBETCKOM BPEMEHH BBIPA3UIIH
11% omnpomreHHbIX. B 11€10M 3TO CBHIETENBCTBYET 00 OYCHBb CHIIBHON HOCTaJIbIUU 110 OTHOIICHHUIO
K 9TOMY HEpUOAY UCTOPHH.

[Tepuox cBobGoanoro rocyaapctBa (1918-1940) B mesnoM MOJOXKUTEIBHO OHeHWIH 36%
OTIPOIICHHBIX HAIMEHBIIUHCTB, y 54% He ObLJI0 KOHKPETHOTO MHEHHSI, OHU BHIOPAIIA OTBET MPYOHO
cKazams.

ITeprox ATMozBl — HalMOHAIEHOTO Bo3poxaeHus (1988-1991) B 11€/10M MMOJIOKUTEIBLHO OLIEHUIN
TOJIBKO 26% ONpOIICHHBIX XUTENeH, NpeJCTaBUTeNel HAlIMEHbIINHCTB, a MOCIEIHUN Nepuoja —

BpeMms He3aBucumoit Jlateuu (1991-2015) monoxkurensHo onenumu 29%.

Pucynok Ne 2.8. Ouenka nepuoooe ucmopuu Jlameuu (%)

B O4eHb XOpOIui Cxopee XopouIuii
Cxopee moxou O4eHb II0X0MH
Tpynno cka3zats, HO

IMepuoa esasucumoctu (1918-1940) h 29 91 54

Coserckoe Bpems (1945-1990) _ 54 729

Meproa Arvozst (1988-1991) B 22 40 15 19
Bpewms ezaucumoit Jlateum (1991-2015) F 27 43 17 11
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bcepecnonoenmuor, H=735

CooOTHOIIEHNE OTBETOB B PA3HBIX HALMOHAJIBHBIX IPYNIMAX IOKAa3bIBAET, YTO MMEHHO DPYCCKHE
JlaTBumM ABASAIOTCS TOW TpyHNoON, KOTOpash B KOHTEKCTE MCTOPUYECKUX IEPEMEH CUHUTaeT cels
npouzpasuiel, TaK KaKk UMEHHO B 3TOW Tpymme OoJblle TeX, KTO MOJOKUTEIBHO OLCHMI 3IOXY
COBETCKOro BpeMeHH (85%), 1 MeHbIlIe Te€X, KTO MOJIOKUTEIbHO OLeHuI nepuoa AtMosl (23%) u
He3aBucumoit JlatBum (26%). Cpenu Apyrux HAIMEHBUIMHCTB 3TH IOKa3aTeNd COOTBETCTBEHHO
coctaBystioT 79%, 35% u 36%.
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CrnenyeT ykaszarh, 9TO B OIICHKE MCTOPHUYECKUX IMEPHOJOB TakKe HAOIIOMAIOTCS CYIICCTBCHHBIE
pa3nuuusi B OTBETAax MPEACTABUTENICM HAIMEHBIIMHCTB, HE gABsomuxcss wieHamu HI'O,
spigronxes wieHamMu HI'O wim aktuBuctamu. Ymensl u akTuBUCTEI HI'O MOM0OXKUTENBLHO
OIICHWJIM CIIEAYIOIIHNE Iepruoabl uctopun JlaTBuu:

nepuoj; cBobomHoro rocymapcta — 40%, coBerckoe Bpemsi — 63%, mepuon Atmonsl — 42%,
nepuon HezaBucumoit JlatBun — 43%. Cpeau OCTaJIbHBIX ONPOIIEHHBIX PE3YNbTAThl CIACAYIOIINE!
nepuoj; cBoOOAHOrO rocymapctBa — 36%, coBerckoe Bpems — 84%, mepuox ATMOIBI —
HallMOHAJIBHOTO BO3pokaeHus — 26%, mnepuon HeszaBucumoit JlarBum — 29%. Takum oGpaszom,
yieHbl U akTuBUCTHL HI'O 6osiee BbICOKO OLIEHUIIN Tepro i ATMO/IbI U TTOCJIETHUM MTEPUOI.

[Ipu cpaBHEHUM OLEHKH HCTOPUYECKUX MEPHOAOB B PA3HBIX BO3PACTHBIX T'PYIMIAX BUIHO, YTO
MOJIO/IbIE JIFO/IM, A TaKKe Te, Y€l Bo3pacT cocraBisieT 25-34 roza, yxKe He TakK MOJIOKHUTEIBHO, KaK
MPEJCTaBUTENIN CTAPIIErO MOKOJICHUSI HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB, OTHOCATCS K ATI0XE COBETCKOTO BPEMEHH.
Cpeau MOJO/IEKN TaK)Ke UMEET MECTO 0oJiee MO3UTHBHOE MPENCTABICHUE O MEPUOE CBOOOIHOTO
rocynapcrBa, Atmoasl u HesaBucumoii Jlateuum (1991-2015) (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.9). Ho u cpeau
MOJIOZIeKH B Bo3pacTe oT 18-24 ner BBICOKHMII MOKa3aTelb TE€X, KTO COBETCKOE BPEMs OLCHHUBACT
NOJOXKUTEIBHO (79%).
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Pucynok Ne 2.9. Oyenka nepuooos ucmopuu Jlameuu ¢ paznwix eo3pacmuuix zpynnax (%)
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HecMOTpst Ha MONOKUTENBHYIO OLIEHKY COBETCKOTO MEPHOa, CPEIH HAIIMEHBITMHCTB HA0II01aeTCs
JIOCTaTOYHO OJHOPOJHOE MHEHHE O TOM, YTO HET U HE MOXKET ObITh ONpaBIaHUS CCBHUIKE
(menopranuu) >xuteneit Jlarsuu B Cubups u npyrue ornanenusie pernonsl CCCP B 1941 rony u B
1949 rony. Cornacue ¢ 3TUM MHEHHEM BbIpa3win 56% ONpOIIEHHBIX, HE corflacHbl — 7% (cM.
Pucynok No 2.10). ¥ ocrambnbix 37% HET sicHO cOpPMYIHPOBAHHOTO MHEHHS, YTO MOXHO
OOBSICHUTH IOCTATOYHO CIIOKHON (POPMYITUPOBKON BOIPOCA AHKETHI.

[Ipu cpaBHEeHUM pe3yJbTAaTOB OMPOCA C JAHHBIMM MOHUTOPHHIA coluaibHOW mamsatu 2012 roma
BHUJIHO, YTO OTBETHl Ha 3TOT BONPOC CYLIECTBEHHO He M3MeHWIMch. B 2012 roxy HM mpu Kakux
YCIIOBHSIX HE omnpaBibiBanu nernoptaruto 1941 roma u 1949 roz[a‘c’3 55% xutene-npeacTaBuTeNei
HalIMEHBIIUHCTB JlaTBUM.

[Tpu ananm3e OTBETOB HAa BOIPOC OTHOCHUTENBHO YYAaCTHs B OPraHU3AIMIX HAIIMEHBIIWHCTB, BUIHO,
4yTo cpeaud wieHoB M akTuBUCTOB HI'O 3HauurTenbHO Ooiblle TEX, KTO CYUTAET, YTO CCBUIKY
(nenopranuto) xureneit JlarBuu B 1941 u B 1949 rony nene3s onpasaats (wiensl HI'O — 69%; te,
KTO He sBisgercs wienamu HI'O, — 56%).

Pucynox Ne 2.10. Mnuenue o ccoinxe ncumeneu Jlameuu ¢ 40—e 2006t (%)
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Bce pecnonoenmuor, H=735

OrMevaHnue npa3IHNKOB

PesynpTathl onpoca moka3plBaroT, 4To 46% NaTBUICKUX HAIIMEHBUIMHCTB OTMe4aeT 18 HosOps -
Jenb mpoBo3rnamienus JlatBuiickoit PecnyOnuku, 24% omnpomieHHbix otMmeuaeT 4 wmast - JleHb
MIPOBO3TJIAIICHHS IeKIapaluy He3aBucuMocTu JlaTBuiickoit PecriyOnmuku (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.11).

OnpoIIeHHbIE JKUTEIU-TIPEICTABUTEIN HALIMEHBIIMHCTB, OTMEUalollue 3TH BakHble JUIs JlaTBuun
Npa3IHUKY, YKa3zaiH, 4To 18 Hos0ps — Jlens npoBo3rnamenus JlarBuiickoit PecriyOnuku oM yarie
BCEro OTMevarT, mocemas nyonuunsie Meporpustus (30%), Tonbko 5% OIMPOIIECHHBIX 3TOT
IIpa3gHUK OTMEYAIOT B KPYry CeMbU WiIH Apy3eil, a 11% — kak B Kpyry ceMbH, Tak M IoOcelas
yOIMYHbIE MEPOTIPUSATHSL.

% Kaprans, M., Procevska, O. (2013). Latvijas socialds atminas monitorings, 2012/2013. (ledzivotaju aptaujas datu
tabulas).
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4 wmas — B JleHb mpoBO3MNIALICHUs JeKIapauuu He3zaBucuMocTH JlarBuiickoit PecrmyOmukwy,
myOIMYHbIe MEpOIpHUATHS nocemaoT 12% omnpomeHHbix, 4% 3TOT Ipa3AHUK OTMEUYaloT B KPYTy
CeMbH HJIU JpY3eil, a 8% — B KPyry ceMbHU U TIoceas myOoJInYHbIC MEPOTIPHSITHSL.

[To cpaBHEHHIO C BBIIICYKA3aHHBIMH TPa3JAHUKAMH, OOJbIICH MOMYISIPHOCTHIO Cpeau
HanMeHbIMMHCTB JlatBum monb3yercs 9 mas — Jlens mobenst CCCP u konenr Bropoit mMupoBoii
BOIHBI. TosbKO 22% OIpPOILIEHHBIX €r0 HE OTMEYAIOT COBCEM. 27% OMPOIIEHHBIX 3TOT MPa3IHUK
OTMEYaloT, nocemas myOoiauuHbie MeporpusaTus, 20% B Kpyry ceMbu wiu apysed, 26% — kak B
KpPYT'y CEMbH, TaK U 1ocemiasi myoauyHble MEPOIPUSITHSL.

Pucynok Ne 2.11. Tpaouyuu ommeuanus npazonuxos (%)

H OTrMeuato B KpyTy JIpy3€il Uin B CEMbe Tocemato myOIUIHBIE MEPOTIPUSATHS
OrMedaro ¥ TeM H APYTUM 00pa3oM He ormeuaro BooO1ie
Tpynno ckazate, HO
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He3aBHucuMocTH JlaTBuiickoi Peciry Onukm 4 I 12 8 71 6
Mas
Konen Bropoii MupoBoii BOIHBI U J1€Hb -
nobexst CCCP 9 mas 21 26 22 >
Bcepecnonoenmot, H=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

JlanHble ompoca CBUJIETENbCTBYIOT, YTO B JlaTBUM 70 cuX MOp HE ynaaioch cOpMUPOBATH
CWIBHYI0 TpaJWLHMIO TIPa3JHOBAHUS TOCYJAapCTBEHHBIX MPAa3gHUKOB, B KOTOPBIX IIUPOKO
y4acTBOBaJIM Obl M HAIIMEHBIIUHCTBA, OCOOEHHO 3TO CIPABEUIMBO 10 OTHOLIEHUIO K 4 Mas — J[Hio
MIPOBO3TJIAILICHUS JeKIapannu HezaBucuMocTu JlatBuiickoit Peciybnuku. K coxxanennto, MMEHHO B
MOJIOJICKHOM rpyrmirne 4 Masi OTMEYaeTcs pexe Bcero. B 1ienom 77% MoNIoabIX Jr0/Iel B BO3pacTe OT
18-24 ner ykasanu, yTo BOOOIIE HE OTMEYAIOT 3TOT Hpa3gHUK (cM. Pucynox Ne 2.12). Oxnaxo,
COIVIACHO OMNpOCY, JIOCTaTOYHO OoJibllIas YacTh HpEJICTaBUTENIEH 3TOM BO3PACTHON TIpyMIIbI
npa3aHyoT 18 HoAOps, myOnuuHble MeponpusaTus nocemaroT 38%. Emie Gosblie moceturenent
0OIIIECTBEHHBIX MEPONIPUSTUH B JIeHb 18 HOSIOps1 B Bo3pacTHO# rpymie 25-34 rona (44%).

Ecnu cpaBHUTH pe3ynbTaThl HBIHEIIHETO ONpOca C TEMH, YTO MPOBOJAMINCH PAaHEE, TO MOKHO
YBUJIETb, YTO Tpaaulus mnpa3gHoBanus 18 HosOps — JlHa mnpoBosrnamenus JlaTBuiickoi
PecniyOnuku — ¢ 2008 roga cyiiecTBEHHO HE M3MEHMIIACh. Pe3ynbTaThl onpoca, IpOBEIEHHOTO B
2008 romy, CBHJAETENBCTBYIOT, YTO 3TOT MPA3JHUK OTMEYAIOT (J0Ma BMECTE C CEMbEH, B Kspyry
Jpy3€ei, mocenaT 00mecTBeHHbIe MeponpusITHs) 46% HalMEHBIIMHCTB U 66% JaThIIIeH. * B
orpoce, npoBeaeHHOM B KoHle 2012 roga, KOHCTaTHpOBalIOCh, 4To 18 HOAOpa oTmeuaer 53%
npeAcTaBuTeNe HarMeHbITUHCTB U 80% naThiireit.”” Pasinuuns B OTBETaX B IEJIOM HE SBISIOTCS
CTaTUCTUYECKH CYIIECTBEHHBIMH WJIM TaKUMH, KOTOPHIE IIO3BOJSIOT TOBOPUTh O BaXXHOU

> B. Zepa. (zin. red.) (2008) Meés. Svetki. Valsts. Valsts svétku svinéSanas sociologiska izpéte. Riga: Baltic Institute of
Social Sciences, 71. Ipp.
*® Kaprans, M., Procevska, O. (2013). Latvijas socialds atminas monitorings, 2012/2013. (ledzivotaju aptaujas datu
tabulas).
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TEHJICHIIMM, TaK KaK OHU YKIAIbIBAIOTCS B JHMANa30H CTaTUCTUYECKOW OINMOKM CIydaifHOM
BBIOOPKH.

CrnenyeT OTMETUTB, uTO wieHbl U akTUBUCTHI HI'O 3HaunTensHO yamie otmevarotr 18 HosiOps - Jlenb
npoBo3riamenus Jlaruiickoii Pecrydmuku (73%) mo cpaBHEHHIO ¢ TeMH, KTO He coctouT B HI'O
(46%). Ocobo crnenyer OTMETUTh pa3iuyMsl JaHHBIX MOCEIAEMOCTH OOIECTBEHHBIX MEPONPUATHH
(unenst HI'O — 47%; Te, k10 He coctout B HI'O, — 30%). Tarke 4 mas — JleHb pOBO3IVIAILICHUS
Jexaapauuu HesaBucuMmocTH JlatBuiickoit PecriyOnmuku, wiensl 1 aktuBuctsl HI'O oTMeuatoT vae
(unenst HI'O — 58%; kto He coctout B HI'O, — 23%).

Pucynoxk Ne 2.12. Tpaouyuu ommeuanus npazoHuKo8 6 paznslx éo3pacmuuix zpynnax (%)
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Bce pecnonoenmuvr, H=735
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Ils1anbl HA SMUTPALIUIO

YyacTtHuKaM orpoca Takke Obul 3amaH Bompoc «l[lmanumpyere nmu Bel B Ommkaifmee Bpems
HNOKMHYTH JIaTBHIO € LENbIO YJIYYIIEHHUS CBOET0 MAaTEpUalIbHOTO MOJI0KEHUS WIN MaTepHaIbHOIO
IIOJIOKEHUS CBOEU cembHu?». B 1LienoM aBe TpeTu JIaTBUHCKMX HALIMEHBUIMHCTB HE IJIAHUPYIOT
nokunath JlatBuro (67%), 23% nomycKarT TaKyl0 BO3MOXKHOCTb, a IUIAaHUPYIOT yexaTtb 6% (cM.
Pucynok Ne 2.13). Bosbine Bcex jkenaHue yexaTh BhIPa3HIN MPEACTABUTEIN MOJIOIOTO MTOKOJICHHUS.
Hanpumep, B Bo3pactHOi rpymnne 18-24 roma JlarBuio miuaHUpyrOT NOKUHYTh 17%, Takyro
BO3MOXKHOCTh JomyckatoT 40%, He mumanupytor 310 aenats 40%. Opnako, 97% y4yacTHUKOB
ornpoca crapiie 65 JeT He JIaHUPYIOT NoKUIaTh JlaTBuio.

Pucynox Ne 2.13. Ilnanvt na smuzpayuiro 6 pazuvix éo3pacmusix zpynnax (%)
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2.2. TPA’KKIJAHCKASI AKTUBHOCTD

JInst MCClaeIoBaHMsl y4acTHS HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B JKM3HU JIaTBHM HCIIOJIB30BAIKMCH ITOKA3aTeNn
MOJIMTHYECKOTO y4acTHs (y4acThe B BbIOOpax H pedepeHaymax, O0CYXKICHHE MOJTUTHICCKHUX
IPOIIECCOB), @ TAKKE MOKA3aTeNH, XapaKTePU3YIOIIUEe CTEICHb BOBJICYCHHOCTH B OOIICCTBEHHBIC
nporeccsl (106poBosibHOEe wieHcTBo B HI'O, yuactue B ¢ecTrBaie, KOHIEPTE HIM KaKOM-THOO
JIPYrOM MEPOIPHUATHH, OJIarOTBOPUTEIbHBIC IMOKEPTBOBAHMS WM aKIUH, y4acTHe B BOJbIIOWH
TOJIOKE U JIp.).

YyacTHe B MOJIUTHYECKHX nmpomeccax

Pesynmbrarthl ompoca MOKa3bIBalOT, 4YTO PECHOHICHTHI — MPEACTABUTEIN HAIMEHBIIUHCTB —
JIOCTAaTOYHO AaKTHUBHO YYaCTBYIOT B TIOJUTUYECKOW U couuanbHoM xku3Hu JlatBum. 82%
OTIPOIIEHHBIX OOCYXKIANU MOJUTUKY C APY3bIMU WM 3HAKOMBIMU, 71% cMOTpenu TeneBU3MOHHBIE
nepeayy UM YUTaIu CTaThu O NOJUTHKE, 62% ydyacTBoBanu B BeiOOpax Celima, 61% — B BbIOOpax
camoynpasnenuit, 51% — B Bei6opax EBponapnamenta (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.14). B pedepennyme o
PYCCKOM SI3BIKE€ KaK BTOPOM T'OCYIapCTBEHHOM y4acTBOBaJI 44% PECIIOH/ICHTOB.

HamMHOr0 MeHBINIE TPOIEHT MPEICTABUTENICH HAIMEHBITUHCTB, PAa3MEIIABIINX B HHTECPHETE
KOMMEHTapUu 00 aKTyaJbHBIX MOJUTUYCCKHX COOBITHUSAX W MpoOJieMax, BCTYNABIINX B JUCKYCCHIO
c apyrumu kommeHTatopamu (25%). Emie MeHbIe YHCI0 OMPOIIEHHBIX, KOTOPBIE CTAapaluCh B
nepuoj; BbIOOPOB yOemuTh KOro-In0o roiocoBaTh (WJIM HE TOJIOCOBATh) 3a Ty WIH HHYIO
nojutryeckyro mnaptuio (20%). CoBceM He3HAUMTENbHAs 4YaCTh OMPOIICHHBIX YYacTBYET B
MUTHUHTaX, MUKETaxX, JAeMOHCTpanusx win ¢uui-mobax (4%). bonblnee mo cpaBHEHUIO C ITUM
YHCIIO OMPOIICHHBIX YIaCTBOBAIO B OOCYKICHHH OOIIECCTBEHHO 3HAYUMBIX IIPOOJIEM B TOM YHCIIE,
Ha maatdopme ,,Mana Balss” (15%).
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Pucynok Ne 2.14. Yuacmue ¢ noaumuyeckoii scu3nu 6 nocieonue mpu 200a (%)
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Cnez[yeT NPUHATH BO BHUMAaHHUC Pa3JINYUC B (I)OpMYJ'II/IpOBKC BOIIpOCa, 4TO O6YCJ'IOBI/IJ'IO CJIOKHOCTB
MMPOBCACHUA CpPaBHCHHA PC3YJIbTATOB HBIHCIIHETO OIIpOoCa € JaHHBIMH MPCALIAYIOHUX OIPOCOB.
O,[[HaKO BO3MOXHO IIPOAHAJIIM3UPOBATH TCHACHIWH, HUMCIOIINEC MCECTO B  Pa3HbBIX IMOArPYyIIIax
HaAIIMCHBIITHUHCTB. I/IHTepeca 3aCIIYXUBAKOT JAaHHBIC, ITOJIYYCHHBIC B PA3HBIX BO3PACTHBIX I'PYIIIAX:

- 10 CPaBHEHUWIO C JPYTUMH TPYIIaMU MOJIOJBIC JIOJU PEXKEe WHTEPECYIOTCS IOJUTHKOU
(uutarot nipeccy, cMotpsaT TB u np.);

- OJIHAaKO MOJIOJbIE JIFOAM Yalle Yy4acTBYIOT B HMHTEPHET-IUCKYCCHUSX, a TaKke B
00IIeCTBEHHOM OOCYKIeHUH Mpo0JeM, B TOM Yucie, Ha matdopme ,,Mana Balss”;

- MOJIOJIbIC JIFOJU B IIEJIOM MEHEe aKTHBHO YYacCTBYIOT B BBIOOpax. VICKITIOUEHHEM SIBIISIETCSI
pedepeHaIyM O PYCCKOM sI3bIKE KaK BTOPOM TOCYIapCTBEHHOM, TJ€ YPOBEHb Y4acTHUs
MPEJICTaBUTENICH MOJIOZOTO TIOKOJICHUS CYIIECTBEHHO HE OTIMYACTCS OT YPOBHS YUaCTHS
CpeIHero MokojeHus. B cBolo ouepenb ypoOBEHb yUaCTHsI CPEAN CEHhOPOB — HEMHOTO HIDKE.

CrnemyeT OTMETHTh, UYTO CpPEAM YYACTHHUKOB ompoca 72% sBustoTcs rpaxkiaaHamu JlaTBuiickoin
PecniyOmuku, 22% — aBnsaioTcs He-rpaknaHamu JlatBum, 4% — 3T10 rpaxknane Poccum, Taxke
UMEIOTCS HECKOJIBKO TpaKaaH Ipyrux ctpaH. Cpenu ompomieHHbIX He-TpaxknaaH JlarBum (N=159)
TONIbKO 7% TIAHUPYIOT MOJIYYUTh JATBUICKOE TIPa)XTaHCTBO, HATypalH30BaTbCsl B TEUYECHUE
Oonmmxaiimux 12 mecsmeB. DTOT MOKa3aTellb HEMHOTO MEHBIIE, YeM TOT, YTO OBLI MOJTy4YeH MpHU
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onpoce 2014 roma>®, xorma 11% OIPOLICHHBbIX He-TpakaaH JIaTBUM yKa3anu, 4TO IUIAHUPYIOT
MOJTYYUTh JIATBHMCKOE TPAKIAHCTBO, HATYpPAJIM30BaThCsA B TeueHUe Ommkanmux 12 mecsme. Ho
HAaJ0 OTMETHUTH, YTO PaA3IM4Msl B OTBETAX YKJIAJBIBAIOTCS B JUAa30H CTaTUCTUYECKOW OIIMOKU
ClIy4aiiHOM BBIOOPKH U HE MO3BOJISIOT CAENATh BBIBOJ O KaKOW-TH00 0011l TeHISHITNH.

Y4yacTue B 0011eCTBEHHBIX NMPOLECCAX

JlocTaTO4HO  MHOTO  ONPOUICHHBIX  NPEICTaBUTENCH  HAIMEHBUIMHCTB 3aHHMAJIHCh
0JaroTBOPUTENILHOCTEIO W uTO-IMO0  (omexnma, MeOesb, NPOAYKTHI, JCHBIH) >KEPTBOBAIH
0JaroTBOPHUTEIILHBIM OPTraHU3ALMSM WIM Y4acTBOBAIH B OJIATOTBOPUTEIBHBIX akmuax (60%) (cM.
Pucynok Ne 2.15). OueHb BBICOK MMOKa3aTesb ydactus B bosbmioit Tomoke (32%). Ho B kauectBe
BOJIOHTEPOB paboTano Toiabko 8% ompomieHHbIX. B opraHu3anusx HAIMEHBIIMHCTB AKTUBHO
Y4acTBYIOT TOJBKO 3% ONpPOILIEHHBIX, @ B KAKOW-IM00 APyroil HErocyAapCTBEHHOM OpraHu3aluu —
6%.

Pucynok Ne 2.15. Yuacmue ¢ oouyecmeennoit sxcuznu ¢ nocieonue mpu 2ooa (%)

IpurnMan yuacTue B 601bI10M CyOO60THUKE 32%

TloxepTBOBAJ OACKIY, MEOETH, €Y, IEHBIH H T.1.
0J1arOTBOPUTEIHLHBIM Opra HU3a [IUSIM UITH B. ..

60%

Pab6oTtan kak 10OpoBoOJIEI] B KAKOH TO Y
o ()
HETOCy1a pCTBEHHOM OpraHU3a UM, Ha ()eCTHBATIE, ..
AKTHBHO y4acTBOBaJ BpaboTe ApyTroi 6%
. ()
HETOCY/IapCTBEHHOM 0Opra HU3a UK, Ipodcoro3a. .
AKTHBHO y4aCTBOBAJI BOpraHHA3a [N
HaLIMOHAJIbHBIX MEHBIIUHCTB

3%

Bce pecnonoenmor, H=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Mounozpie nroau B Bo3pacte ot 18-24 set ropasno yaiie paboTarT 100poBoIbiiaMu/ BOJIOHTEpAMU
B Kakoil-mu6o HI'O: 310 MoxeT ObITh OpraHuzanus (pecTuBajiedl WM JIPYruX MEepONpusTHil. OTa
BO3pacTHasl TPYIIa SBISETCS OJHOM W3 CaMbIX aKTUBHBIX Ha BOJIBIION TOJOKE, OJHAKO B HEH
HEMHOTO0 MEHbIIIE TeX, KTO BHOCHJ IOXXEPTBOBAHMS B OJIarOTBOPHUTENbHBIE OpPraHU3alUU WU
y4acTBOBAJ B OJIarOTBOPHUTEIBHBIX aKIUIX.

OTHOCHUTENBHO YPOBHSI yYacThsi HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB B OOLIECTBEHHBIX MEPONPUATHUSAX CIEIyeT
OTMCTUTDH, YTO OTBETHI HC MMOKA3bIBAIOT CTATUCTUYCCKU CYHICCTBCHHBIX pa3nntmﬁ. O6H.[€CTB€HHa${
aKTUBHOCTH TaKXe HE OTIMYAETCS MO TPaKJaHCKON NMPHHAUICKHOCTH — IpakJaHe U He-TpakIaHe
OJIMHAKOBO 4acTo paboTaroT 10OpPOBOJIBIIAMH/BOIOHTEpAMU U BHOCST MOKEPTBOBAHUS B Pa3HbIE
OmarorBoputTenbHble opraHuzaimu. K Tomy ke B bombmioil Tonoke He-rpaxaane JlatBum
y4acTBOBaJIM 00Jiee aKTUBHO, YeM JIATBUICKHUE IpaXkIaHe.

*®  SKDS  (2014). Pétijums ,Piederibas  sajiita  Latvijai. Mazakumtautibu  aptauja”.  Pieejams:
http://providus.lv/article_files/2682/original/atskaite piederiba_08 2014.pdf
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Bepa B BO3MOKHOCTb BOSHeﬁCTBHﬂ/BﬂHHHHH Ha MIPUHATHE MOJUTHYECCKHUX pemeHm‘fI

B Tpymax mpencraBuTenell COIUANBHBIX HAayK OTMEUAETCs, YTO OJHUM M3 TJIABHBIX (DAaKTOPOB,
CHIDKAIOIIMX MHTEpPEeC K aKTUBHOMY YYaCTHIO B MOJUTHUYECKON U OOLIECTBEHHON >KU3HH, SBISETCS
OTPULIATEIBHBIN OMBIT OTHOCUTEIBHO BO3MOKHOCTH TOBJIMATH Ha KaKUE-TO pemeHmI57. B omnpoce
JATBUICKMM HAalIMEHBIIMHCTBaM 3ajaBanu Bompoc: «Kak Bbl onieHnBaeTe cTeneHb BO3MOKHOCTH
MOBJIUATH HA MPUHSTHE PELICHUN B caMoyIipaBiieHusx, CeiiMe Win Ha MPUHATHE TOCYAapCTBEHHBIX
pemenuii?».  Crenyer MOAYEPKHYTh, YTO CTEMEHb YBEPEHHOCTH B TOM, YTO MOKHO Kak-TO
MOBJUATh HA TPUHATUE pEIICHH B camoyrpaiieHuu, CeiiMe WM Ha YPOBHE MPABUTEIIbCTBA,
oueHb HH3Kasg. Tonbko 1% ONPOIIEHHBIX CYUTAET, YTO CTENEHb BO3MOXHOCTH IOBJIMATH HA
MPUHATHE peIlIeHUd B camoyrpaBieHuu, CeliMe WM HAa ypOBHE NPABUTEIHCTBA BEJIHMKA (CM.
Pucynok Ne 2.16). BosbIas 4acTb ONpOIIEHHBIX CBOE BIUSHHUE HA TIPUHITHE PEIICHUH OIEHUBACT
KaKk O4YeHb HHU3KOe, 56% oOuYeHb HU3KO OIICHMBACT CTENEHh CBOECTO BO3MOXKHOTO BIIMSHHUS Ha
MIPUHATUSA PELICHUN B caMOynpaBieHusX U 79% — Ha npunsatue peumeHuid B CeliMe WM Ha YpPOBHE
MIPaBUTEIHCTBA.

Pucynox Ne 2.16. Ouyenka cmenenu 603MONCHOCMU 6TUAHUA HA NPUHAMUE DEULEHUTL 8 CBOEM
camoynpaenenuu, ¢ Ceiime unu na ypoene npagumenscmaea (%)

B03M0)KHOCTH NMOBJIUATH HA BOSMO)KHOCTI/I IMOBJIMATH Ha
penieHusi caMoynpaBJieHHs pemienus CeiiMbl WU
HpaBl/ITeJILCTBa
1% 1%
2% B Quensp OobIINE
10% 6%

6%
Cxopee 6oJbIe
13%

56% 27% 78% Ckopee MaJjIeHbKHE

OueHb MaJIEHBKHUE HIIH
HHUKaKUe

Tpyano ckazats, HO

Bce pecnonoernmor, H=735

3HaYUTENbHO OOJiee MO3UTUBHBIM SIBJISETCS MHEHHE OTHOCHUTEIIBHO BO3MOXKHOCTH COOCTBEHHOTO
BIUSHUSL HA TMPUHITHE pelIeHud B CcBo€M camoymnpaBieHuu, B CeliMe wWiIM Ha YpOBHE
NPaBUTEIBCTBA Y MOJIOJICKH (Bo3pacTHast rpynma ot 18-24 net). Hanpumep, 21% mononesxu (orl8-
24 11eT) CTeNeHb CBOETO BIHSHUS HAa TPUHITHAE PEHICHWH B CaMOYIPABICHHH OIICHMBACT Kak
BBICOKYIO MJIM CKOpPEE BBICOKYIO, a B BO3pacTHOM rpynme ot 25-34 7JeT Takoro MHEHHs
npunepxusatotcst 12%, B BozpactHoit rpynmne ot 35-44 net — 8% (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.17). Onenka
CTENIEHU BIIMSHUSA Ha NpuHATHE pemieHud B CeliMe WM Ha ypOBHE IIPAaBUTEIbCTBA CXOXa: B
Bo3pacTHOM Tpymme oT 18-24 mer 11% creneHs CBOETO BO3MOXKHOTO BIIMSIHUSI OIICHMBAET KakK
BBICOKYIO MJIM KaK CKOpPEe BBICOKYIO, B BO3pAacTHOH rpynne ot 25-34 set 310 1%, a B Bo3pacTHOU
rpynne ot 35-44 ner — 3% (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.18). Bo3aMOXHO, NpUYMHON AJIi CKENTHYECKOTO
HACTPOEHUS IOCIIY>KUJI )KU3HEHHBIH OIIBIT.

bonee onTuMuCTHYHO HAaCTPOCHLI TAaKXC YJICHbBI W AKTUBHUCTLI HIO. HpaBz[a, HnXx OIITHMHU3M
BBIPpAXKACTCA B TOM, YTO OHHM Yall€ OLOCHHUBAIOT CTCIICHb BJIMAHUSA Ha IMPUHATUC pGH_IeHI/Iﬁ B CBOEM

>’ Dahl, Robert A. (1963/2002) Modern Political Analysis, Sixth edition. Pearson.
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camoyrnpasiieHuu, B CeiiMe WM Ha yPOBHE NIPABUTEILCTBA HE KAK «OYEHb HU3KYIO», a KaK «CKOpee
Hu3Kkyto». Hanmpumep, 43 % npencrasuteneit HI'O omneHwmm crerneHb BO3MOKHOCTH BIIMSTHUS Ha
MIPUHATHE PELICHUN B CAaMOYIPABICHUM KaK «CKopee HH3KYyko». Cpeau OCTaJbHbIX YYaCTHUKOB
orpoca 3TOT OTBEeT BbIOpanu 26%. OTBeT «oueHb HHM3Kas» BblOpanu 36% npencrasuteneir HI'O
(57%).

CrnemyeT OTMETUTH, YTO W JATHIIIA OYE€Hb KPUTHUYHO OILICHWBAIOT CTENEHh BO3MOXKHOCTHU CBOETO
BIIUSIHUSL HA MPHUHITHE pElIeHHi B camoynpaBieHuu, B CeilMe WM Ha ypoOBHE IMpPaBUTENLCTBA.
Ompoc 2014 roga’ MoOKasbIBaeT, uTo cpenu xurteneit JlatBuu B 1ienoM 9% cuuTaet, 4To CTENEHb
BO3MOXXHOCTH WX BIIMSHUS HAa TPUHATHE PEHICHUH B CaMOYIPaBJICHUAX «BbICOKas» (82% eé
OLICHUBAIOT KaK HE3HAUUTENIbHYI0); 3% CUMTAeT, YTO CTENEHb MX BO3MOXXHOTO BJIUSHHUS Ha
npuHsaTHE petieHuit B CeiiMe WM HA YpOBHE MPABUTENBCTBA «BBICOKas» (88% e€ olleHMBAIOT Kak
HE3HAYHMTEIBHYIO).

Pucynoxk Ne 2.17. QOuenka cmenenu 603M0MCHOCMU 6TUAHUA HA NPUHAMUE PEUIEHUTL 8 CBOEM
camoynpaeieHuu 6 pasnHvlx o3pacmuulx zpynnax (%)

B Ouenb OobIIHE Ckopee OompIime
Ckopee MaJieHbKHe OueHb MaJICHbKHE WM HUKA KHE
TpynHo ckazats, HO
18-24 ner }. 15 36 38 6
25-34 ner 12 35 41 12
35-44ner § 7 19 63 10
45-54 ner 2 28 59 10
55-64 mer |3 28 60 10
65 netu 6onpme | 6 18 65 11
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnonoenmot, H=735

*® LU Socialo un politisko p&tijumu institiits (2014). Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014.
Zin. red. Juris Rozenvalds. Pieejams:
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas audits 2014 kopaa.pdf
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Pucynok Ne 2.18. Ouenka cmenenu 603mMox3cHOCIMU 6IUAHUA HA npuHamue peuienuil ¢ Ceiime
Ul HA YPOGHE NPAGUMENIbCIEA 8 PAZHBIX 603pAcmHbIX 2pynnax (%)

B OueHb OobIINE 7 Cropee Oombime
Ckopee MajIeHbKHE M O4eHb MaJICHbKHE WM HUKAKHE
B TpynHo cka3ats, HO

18- 24 ner 25

25-34 ner 24

35-44 ner 13

65 ner u 6onblIe 2

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnondenmor, H=735
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2.3. MHEHUE O NOJVIEPKKE HAIIMEHBIIIMHCTB CO CTOPOHBI
JJATBUHCKOI'O TOCYJAPCTBA U CAMOYIIPABJIEHUM

Haunbonee mmpokas mNOJAEpKKa HAIMEHBLUIMHCTB, KOTOPYIO OTMETWIH /(2% ONpOIIEeHHBIX
Mpe/ICTaBUTENIed HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB, 9TO KypChbl OOY4YEeHHMs JATHIIICKOMY s3bIKY (cM. Pucynok No
2.19). 38% oTMeTHIM TakKe ydyacTHhe KOJUIEKTUBOB HAIIMEHBINMHCTB B [Ipa3ziHuke necHu U TaHIa,
B ectuBaiax u hopymax HanMeHbIIMHCTB. Hemuoro menpmie (32%) OTMETHIM MEPOTIPHUSTHS IS
JE€TeW ¥ MOJIOJIEKH HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB (Jarepsi, KOHKypchl U Ap.). 31% BblIEINT TOPKECTBEHHYIO
LEPEMOHUIO TPUCBOCHUS T'Pa)XJIaHCTBA, U TOJbKO 21% 3HaeT, 4yTO MOJJAEpKKa MPEACTaBIsSETCS
TaKXe U HETOCYIapCTBEHHBIM OPTaHU3AIMsIM HAIMEHbBIITHHCTB.

Pucynok Ne 2.19. Y3uaeaemocmov 20cyoapcmeeHHOU ROOOEPHCKU U ROOOEPHCKU
camoynpagnenuii co cmoponvt Haumenvuiurncme (%)

Ionneprkka Herocyaa pCTBCHHBIX Opra HHU3a [IHHA
HaIIMOHATHHBIX MCHBIIINHCTB

KprBI JIATBIINICKOTO sA3bIKA 1IJIA HallMOHAJIbHBIX
MCHBIIWHCTB

72%

ToprkecTBEHHA A LIEPEMOHHUSI [10J1Y YEHUS
rpa’KaaHCTBA
Y4acTue KOJJIEKTUBOB HaIIUOHAIbHBIX MEHBIINHCTB

B HpaSHHI/IKaX IICCHHU U TaHIIA

®DectuBaan u GOpyMbI Ha IHOHAJIBHBIX MEHBIIHHCTB

MeponpusaTus ais 1eTeil U MoJIoAEKH

32%
HAIMOHATBHBIX MEHBIIMHCTB (JTaTepsl, KOHKYPCHI. .

Bce pecnondenmor, H=735 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

VY IMBUTENBHO, HO HEJNb3s TOBOPUTh, YTO MOJOAbIE OO OT 18-24 ner Obum OBl XyXe
WHGOPMHUPOBAHBI 00 3THX MepomnpusTHsIX. HaobopoT, 0 MeponpHsTHSX, OpraHW30BAaHHBIX IS
JeTell M IOHOIIeCTBa (Jareps, KOHKYPChI M JIp.) U 00 y4acTHM KOJUIEKTUBOB HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB B
[Ipa3nHuke TEeCHW MW TaHIA, MOJIOJICKHAS Tpynna HHOOPMUpOBAHA JydIle IPEICTaBUTEICH
CPEIHEro M CTapIIero MOKOJeHUs (pasHUIa MEXIy APYrHMH Bo3pacTHbhIMU rpymmamu 10-15%).
Cpemu MOJIOIEKHM MEHBIIE TEX, KTO CIBIIIAT O TOMJEPKKE HETOCYNapCTBEHHBIX OpraHW3aIui
HaIMEHBIIMHCTB (Mouobie Jitoan ot 18-24 ner — 17%; yyacTHHKH ompoca, crapuie 65 jet — 26%).

[lo BHOJHE NOHATHBIM NpUYMHAM wieHbl U akTuBHCTEl HI'O B 1menom HamHOro myuiie
WHGOPMHUPOBAHBI O TMOAJICPKKE HAIMEHBIIIMHCTB CO CTOPOHBI TOCYAAapCTBA M CAMOYIPABICHHM.
[IpakTHyeckn OTHOCHUTENBHO BCEX MEpONPHUATHH MOXXKHO OOHAPYXHUTh  CTaTHCTUYECKU
CYIIECTBEHHBIE pa3IMYUsl B OTBETAaX, HCKIIOUYEHHEM SIBISIETCS BOMPOC O Kypcax OOydeHHs
JaTeIIICKOMY s3bIKY (cM. PucyHok Ne 2.20).
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Pucynok Ne 2.20. Y3nasaemocms 20cyoapcmeeHHoil n000EpHCKU HAUMEHbUIUHCIMG U
RO00EPIHCKU CAMOYNPABIeHUIL: HAUMEHbULUHCIEA 8 UeSIOM U YleHbl OPZAHU3AUUTL
Haymenvuiurncme (%)
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2.4. 3 HAHUE U YIIOTPEBJIEHHUE JIATBIIICKOI'O A3bIKA
PoaHo¥ SI3bIK M 3HAHHE JIATBILICKOI0 A3bIKA

st Gonblielt yacTW OMPOIIEHHBIX POJHBIM SI3bIKOM sBJsieTcsl pycckuit — 84% (cMm. PucyHok Ne
2.21). 7% yka3pIBalOT, 4YTO MPUUUCISIIOT ce0s1 K OMIIMHTBAM, TaK KaK OHU CBOMM POJIHBIM SI3bIKOM
CUMTAIOT U JIATBILICKUH S3bIK, U pycckuid. [l 4% OmpoIIeHHBIX POIHOM SI3BIK APYTOM (HE PYCCKUA
Y HE JaTBIIICKUiT), a 3% OMPOIIEHHBIX CBOUM POJHBIM S3BIKOM CUMTAIOT JaThimickuii (3% He gamu
OTBETa Ha ATOT BOIPOC).
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Pucynox Ne 2.21. Poonoii a3vik

buaunarean—

POAHO¥ SI3BIK

JATBINICKHH |
pyccKuii

/_ 7%
Pycckui Jlpyroii

84% ﬂ/ 4%

HO

JlaTeImckuii
2%

Bcepecnonoenmor, H=735

[Ipu oueHke cBOMX 3HaHUI JarbiIicKoro sizbika 30% yTBEp)KOarOT, YTO 3HAIOT JATHIMICKUM S3bIK
oueHb Xxopomo, a 26% — xopomo (cMm. Pucynok No 2.22). 26% omnpoIlIeHHBIX CBOM 3HAHUS
JIATBILICKOTO SI3bIKA OLICHUBAIOT KaK CPEHUE, TOJIbKO 2% CUUTAIOT, YTO OHU JIATHIIICKOIO A3bIKa HE
3HatoT (15% wmMmeroT Ga3oBble 3HAHUS JATHILICKOrO si3blka). CpaBHEHHME pPE3yJbTaTOB HBIHELIHETO
orpoca ¢ JTaHHbIMH, nody4eHHbIMU B 2012 1 2014 rr., CBUIETEIBCTBYET, YTO CAMOOLIEHKA YPOBHS
3HAHUHU JIATBILICKOTO sA3bIKA CPEIM JATBUICKUX HAIMEHBIIMHCTB yBenuuuiuachk. B 2012 roxy 78%
KUTENeH, POJHON S3bIK KOTOPBIX HE SBISIETCS JATHIIICKUM, CBOM 3HAHHS JIATBIIICKOTO S3bIKA
OLIEHWJIM KaK OYeHb XOpolIMe, Xopomue u cpegnue, B 2014 roxy 3TOT mokaszarenb ObLI 77%
(cymmapnsbiii mokasarenb 2015 roma 83%, ogHaKo cienyeT OTMETHUTh, YTO Pa3HMIIA YKJIAJIbIBACTCS
B PAMKH CTaTUCTHUYECKOW OIIUOKH).

Pucynox Ne 2.22. Ouenka 3nanusa 1amuvluiCKo20 A3bIKa

HO
1%

JlaTbIICKH I

SI3bIK He 3HAI0
2%

r
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Xopommne 15%
26%

Cpeanmne
26%

Bcepecnonoenmor, H=735

> Latvie$u valodas agentiira (2012, 2014). Latvijas valodas situdcijas sociolingvistiska izpéte. Nepublicéti dati, péc
pieprasijuma.
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Kak MOKa3bIBAIOT MHOTHE HCCICIOBAHUS , CAMOOLCHKA YpOBHS 3HAHHH IATHIMICKOTO SI3bIKA
3HAYUTEIBHO BbIIE cpeau MoJoAexku. Cpenu MosioAwpix JroAed B Bo3pacte 18-24 ner 70%
CUMTAIOT, YTO 3HAIOT JIATBIIICKHUI S3BIK XOPOIIO WJIM OYEHb XOPOILIO, CPEIU HUX HET HHU OJIHOTO,
KOTOPBIA yKaszall Obl, YTO JIATBINICKHH SI3bIK HE 3HAE€T COBCEM. B CBOI ouepenb, B Tpymre
OIIPOILLIEHHBIX cTapuie 65 JeT, JaTHILCKUM SI3bIK XOPOLIO WM O4YeHb Xopouio 3HaiT 42%, a
JATBIIICKUH S3bIK COBCeM He 3HatoT 7% (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.23).

Pucynok Ne 2.23. Ouenka 3Hanusa 1amvluicKo20 A3bIKa 6 PA3HbIX 03pacmuuix zpynnax (%)

H JlaThIICKUM A3bIK HE 3HAIO Bba3zoBble 3HaHUA
Cpennue Xopormue
® OueHb XOpOoIINe

Bce pecrionieHTHI i 15 27 26 _

25-34 ner 9 17 26

35-44 ner 10 29 30

55- 64 ner 14 36 26

65 ner u GonblIe 29 23 20

45- 54 net 18 30 30 21

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnonoenmot, H=735

OTHolIeHHE K yl'lOTpeﬁ.]'[eHl/IIO JATBINICKOI'0 A3bIKA

OTHONIEHHE K YHOTPEOJICHHUIO JIATHIIICKOTO SI3bIKa CPEeIM HAIIMEHBIIIMHCTB YaIlle BCETO SIBIISETCS
HEUTpaIbHBIM WM TOJIOXKHUTEIbHBIM. 36% OXOTHO TOBOPAT MNO-JAThIIICKH, 45% ONpOIIEHHBIX
yKa3aJH, YTO WX OTHOIIECHHE K JIATBHIIMICKOMY S3bIKYy HeWTpanbHO. Ecim 3T0 HE0oO0X0oaumo, OHU
TOBOPAT MO-JIATHINICKK. He 0YeHb 0XOTHO Ha JATHIIICKOM SI3bIKE TOBOPAT 7% HAIIMEHBIIIMHCTB, a
TaKuX, KTO 0Y€Hh HEOXOTHO TOBOPHUT Ha JIATHIIIICKOM $3bIKe, - 5% (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.24).

* Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). P&tijums ,,Valoda. Latvijas iedzivotdju aptauja”. Pasititajs: LVAVP;
LatvieSu valodas agentiira (2012, 2014). Latvijas valodas situacijas sociolingvistiska izp&te. Nepublic&ti dati, p&c
pieprasijuma.
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Pucynok Ne 2.24. Ommnowienue Kk ynompeodienuro 1amuluiCKo20 A3blKa

= MHue MNPHUATHO TOBOPHUTH HA-JIATHINICKOM,
JACJIAaK0 3TO C OO0IBIIIM YAOBOJIBCTBUEM

5%

H 5 0XOTHO rOBOPIO HA-JIATHILICKOM

Mo¢€ oTHOIIEHHE K JIATBILICKOMY A3BIKY
HeﬁTpaJ’IbHOB, [S{o2) 85 HeOGXOZ[I/IMO, s TOBOPIO
Ha-J1aThIIICKOM

5 roBOPIO HA-JIATHIIICKOMH, HO Oe3
0c000T0 Kera Hus

= MHe He HpaBUTCSI TOBOPUTH Ha-
JIaTHIILICKOM, €JIa10 3TO OUEHb HEOXOTHO

B Tpynno ckazats, HO

Bce pecnonoenmor, H=735

OTBeTbl MNpeACTaBUTENEH HAIMEHBUIMHCTB B pPa3HbIX BO3PACTHBIX TIpyNIax IO3BOJISIOT
KOHCTAaTUPOBaTh, YTO CTAaTHCTHYECKM 3HAYMMBIX TEHACHIMH He HaOmronmatorcs. Mckimouenne
COCTaBNIsIeT TOT (akT, 4TO B BO3pacTHOMl rpynne 18-24 ner HemMHOro OoJjblle TeX, KTO ¢
YI0BOJIbCTBUEM T'OBOPHUT Ha JIATBHIINICKOM $3bIKE, a CPeAM YYAaCTHUKOB ompoca crapuie 65 et
0oJbIle TeX, KTO He Jan sicHoro otBeTa — 17% (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.25). 3T0 MOXKHO OOBSICHUTH TEM,
YTO Cpelr HUX OOJbIlE TE€X, KTO HE 3HAET JIATBILICKOTO S3bIKa, TO3TOMY OHU Ha ATOT BOIPOC HE
OTBEYAIOT.
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Pucynok Ne 2.25. Omnowenue Kk ynompeoieHuio 1amuliicKo20 A3blKaA 6 PA3HbBIX 603PACHIHBIX
epynnax (%)

18- 24 ner 49 - ® MHe npHsATHO TOBOPHUTH Ha -
JIA TBILICKOM, €A 10 9TO ¢ GOJIBIIAM
yIOBOJBCTBHEM

25-34 ner 47 .I ¥ 5] 0XOTHO FOBOPIO Ha -JIATHILICKOM

35-44 ner

-l MOo€ OTHOIIIEHHE K JIATHIILICKOMY SI3bIKY

HEHTpaIbHOE, €CITH HEOOX0TUMO, ST

TOBOPIO Ha -JIa THIIIICKOM
1 51 roBopto Ha -1aTHILICKOMH, HO 0€3
0Cc000T0 JKema IS
B MHe He HPaBHUTCSI TOBOPHUTH HA -
JIA THIIICKOM, ICJIa 10 3TO OUYCHb
T T T T ' B Tpynno ckazats, HO
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bcepecnonoenmor , H=735

45 - 54 et

55- 64 ner

65 et u 6oblIe

i

Pucynok Ne 2.26. Omnowienue K KOMMYHUKAUUU HA 1AM BIUICKOM A3bIKE 8 PA3HBIX 2PYRNAX NO
yposHio 3nanuit azvika (%)

= MHe PUATHO TOBOPHUTH HA -JTAaTHIILICKOM,

JlaThImCKuii I3bIK HE JIENA10 3TO € GONBIIKUM YI0BOJILCTBHEM
3HAI0
¥ 5] 0XOTHO FOBOPIO HA -TATHILICKOM
Mo¢€ oTHOIIEHHE K JIa THIILICKOMY SI3BIKY
HEHTpaJIbHOE, €CITH HEOOX 0 IUMO,
Cpennue 61 P > MO,
TOBOPIO Ha -JI1a THIICKOM

M 51 roBOpIO HA -JTATHIILICKOMH, HO 03

0c000r0 JKej1a HHst

B Mue He HpaBUTCATOBOPUTH HA -
JIATBIIMICKOM, A€JIa10 3TO OYCHb HCOXOTHO

OueHb Xopoume 30 I

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

= Tpyano cka3ats, HO

Bcepecnonoenmur , H=735

Ecin paccMarpuBaTh OTHOLIEHME K KOMMYHHUKAllMM Ha JATBILICKOM SI3BIKE IO Pa3HBIM YPOBHSM
A3BIKOBBIX 3HAHWMH, BUIHO, YTO T€, KTO HE 3HAIOT JIATBIIICKOI'O 513bIKa, HA 3TOT BOIPOC HE OTBEYAIOT
(82%). Ho B menom HaOmM0gaeTCs CISIYIOMIAs TEHICHIMS: YeM BBIIIE CAMOOIICHKA YPOBHS 3HAHUI
JATHIIICKOTO A3bIKA, TEM IOJOXKUTEIbHEE OTHOLIEHHE K NOBOPEHUIO Ha JIATHIIMICKOM SI3BIKE (CM.
Pucynok Ne 2.26). Hanpumep, cpenu Tex, KTO JIATBILCKUN A3BIK 3HAET OUEHB XOpo1o, 34% oueHb
OXOTHO TOBOPHUT Ha JaThIIICKOM si3bIke, 30% — 0X0THO, a y 30% OTHOLIEHHE K HCIOJIb30BAaHUIO
JATHIIICKOTO SI3bIKa HEHTpaNbHO. B cBOIO ouepesb cpean TeX, KTO MMEET TOJIBKO 0a30Bble 3HAHUS B
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00JIaCTH JIaTBIIICKOTO s3bIKA, TOJNBKO 2% C YHOBOJILCTBHEM (OY€Hb OXOTHO) TOBOPAT Ha
JaTHIIICKOM si3bIke, 9% - OXOTHO TOBOPSAT Ha JATHINICKOM si3blke, a y 48% OTHOIIEHHE K
HCII0JIb30BAaHUIO JIATBIIICKOTO A3bIKa HEUTPAIIBHO.

Ynorpedienne a3bika

B Bompockl, cBszaHHBIE cO cepoil ynoTpeOseHus: JIATHIIICKOTO SI3bIKa, BKIIIOYEHBI pa3HbIC
curyaiuu. Cdepbl ynotpeOiaeHUs fA3bIKa MOXKHO pacHpelesiuTh MO CIEAYIOIUM TpYIaM:
UCTOJBb30BaHUE S3bIKa Ha paboTe B pa3HBIX CUTyalUsX OOIIEHHS; MCIOJIb30BaHHE SI3bIKA B
nyoaMYHOM — TIpocTpaHcTBe (B TOCYUPEKICHUAX, B  YUPSKICHUSAX CaMOYIpPABICHUH, B
00pa3oBaTENbHBIX YUPESIKICHHUSX, B YUIPSIKICHUIX 3JPaBOOXPAHEHHU S, B OOLIECTBEHHOM TPAaHCIIOPTE
U T.IL.); UCIIOJIb30BAHUE A3bIKA B JJMYHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE ( B CeMbe, B KPYTy JApy3eil, B OOIIEHHUU C
JIATHIIIAMU — HE YTOUYHSIETCS, B KAKOW CUTYaIlUH).

Hcmonp30BaHue S36IKa HA Da6OTC

PesynbTaThl onpoca mokas3pIBaloT, UTO JIATHIICKUI U PYCCKUI S3BIK HA pab0Te B Pa3HBIX CUTYAIHIX
OOIIEHHs] HCIOJIB3YIOTCA OJMHAKOBO YacTo. JTO Kacaercs cdepbl OOUICHHS C KIUEHTaMH, C
napTHEPAMU 110 COTPYTHUYECTBY, a TAKXKE UCIOJIB30BAHMS s3bIKa Ha coBemanuax. [Ipu oOmenuu ¢
KiIueHTamMu U naptHépamu 48% ONPOIICHHBIX TOBOPAT HAa JATHIIICKOM S3bIKE OOIbIIE, YeM Ha
pycckoMm, a 46% — Ha PYCCKOM SI3bIKE TOBOPSIT Halle, YeM Ha JIATBIIMICKOM (OTBETHI 21A8HbIM
obpazom u uaue), 6% B KOMMYHUKALIMH C KIIMEHTAMH M MapTHEPAMU HCIHOJB3YIOT IPYTrOM S3bIK
(cm. Pucynok Ne 2.27). Ha coBemanusix 49% OIpOLIEHHBIX FOBOPAT Ha JIATHILIICKOM S3bIKE Yallle,
yeM Ha pycckoMm, a 48% — HaoOOpOT, Ha PYCCKOM OOMIatOTCs OOJblle, YeM Ha JATHIIICKOM
(CyMMUPOBaHBI OTBETHI 21a8HbIM 00pa3oMm M yawe), a 3% UCTONIB3YIOT APYTOH A3bIK.

B o0miennu ¢ xoseraMu pyccKuil i3bIK UCIONb3YETCS Yallle, YeM JIaThIICKUii: 35% OonpomieHHbIX
IpU OOLIEHHM C KOJUIETaMU TOBOPAT Ha JIATBHIIICKOM S3bIKE Yallle, YeM Ha pycckoM, a 63% —
HA00O0pOT, HA PyCCKOM OOIIAIOTCS 4Yallle, 4YeM Ha JATHIILICKOM (CYMMHPOBAHBI OTBETHI 21AGHbIM
o6pazom v uawe). B cBor0 ouepens 3% npu OOIICHUH C KOJJIETaMH TOBOPST Ha JIPYTOM SI3bIKE.

Pucynok Ne 2.27. Hcnonv3osanue azvika na paoome (%)

B B OCHOBHOM HJIH TOJIBKO HA JIATHIIICKOM Ha naTsimickom 607bIIe 4eM Ha PYCCKOM
Ha pycckom 6oJbIiie 4eM Ha JIa TBIIICKOM B 0CHOBHOM MJIU TOJIBKO HAa PYCCKOM
B ocHOBHOM Ha Ipyrom si3bike

O01masich ¢ KOJIeraMi 20 34 29 1

O6masich ¢ KIMEHTAMH U
NMapTHEPAMHA

31 32 13 6

Bo Bpems cobpaHnnit 20 22 26 3

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Te, komopue pabomaem u komopwie dasanu Konkpemuwiii omeem, H=350
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AHann3 UCTONIB30BaHUS SI3bIKA B PA3HBIX CUTYallUsX OOIICHHsS Ha pabore mo peruoHaMm JlatBum
MO3BOJISIET 3aKJIIOUUThH, YTO JIATHIMICKHUI S3bIK 4Yalle ymnoTpebnsercs B Bumzeme, B 3emrane u B
Kypzeme, pexxe — B Jlarrane (cMm. Pucynok Ne 2.28). B Jlatrasiuu B pa3roBopax ¢ KoJIJIEraMu
TONBKO 23% MNpPEeuMyIECTBEHHO HCIOJb3YIOT JAThIILICKUI SA3bIK, a 74% - pyCcCKuUM.

Pucynok Ne 2.28. Hcnonv3osanue azvika na padome ¢ paznvix pecuonax (%)

B B OCHOBHOM HJIH TOJIBKO Ha JId THILICKOM Ha maTpimickoM 60bIIe 4eM Ha PyCCKOM
Ha pycckom Gosblie 4eM Ha J1a ThIICKOM B 0CHOBHOM HJIM TOJIBKO Ha PYCCKOM
B 0CHOBHOM Ha IpyroM si3bIKe
Pura - 21 35 30 1
% Prxckuii pernon _ 10 43 25
2 — 29 18 24
é Kypseme - 32 27 24
§ 3emraie — 17 30 22 4
JlaTranus _ 17 37 37 3
i Pura _ 34 30 122 7
% Puxckuii pernon - 25 33 18 10
s
g § — 38 19 16 6
22
5 & Kypseme _ 32 29 15 3
§ - sewranc | s 27 5
© Jlatranus - 21 45 21 5
Pura _ 19 23 28 2
)E Pxckuii pernon — 11 26 14 11
% Bueve GGG 18 12 24 6
: Kyp3eme — 23 14 29
g 3emrane — 14 29 10 5
Jlatranus - 28 22 30 5
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Te, komopue pabomaem u komopwie dasanu KoHkpemuwlii omeem, H=350

Hcmonns30BaHue SI36IKA B HV6J'II/I‘-IHOM IPOCTPAHCTBE

B ny6nuyHOM IpOCTpaHCTBE PYCCKHIl S3bIK B LIEJIOM MCIONb3YeTCs Jake yalle, 4yeM Ha pabore:
IIPUMEPHO OJIHA TPETh ONPOIIECHHBIX Yallle TOBOPUT HA JATHIIICKOM, a JABE TPETU — HA PYCCKOM.
Uckmrouenne coctaBisioT rocyupexacHus (cMm. Pucynok Ne 2.29). Hampumep, B yupexIeHHIX
camoympaBieHuid 57% NpeuMyIecCTBEHHO HCIOJb3YIOT JATHIICKUN s3bIK, a 42% — pycckuii. B
MarasuHax, B MPEINpUATUAX OBITOBBIX yciayr 36% riaBHBIM OOpa30M HCIONB3YIOT JIATHIIICKUAN
s3bIK, a 64% — pycckuii. B obOmecTtBenHOM TpaHcmopTe 35% TIIaBHBIM 00pa3oM HCIOJB3YIOT

146



NATBIMICKUN  s3bIK, a 64% — pycckuid. [IponopiuoHAIBHOCTE OTJIMYAETCA TOJIBKO B
rOCyUpeKIeHUsX, re 61% npeumMyiecCTBEHHO UCIOB3YET JAThIIICKUHN SA3bIK, a 38% — pYCCKU.

Pucynok Ne 2.29. Hcnonv3oeanue asvika é nyoauunom npocmpancmaee (%)

B B 0OCHOBHOM WJIM TOJIBKO Ha JIaTHIIICKOM Ha maTteimckoM 00JIbIIIe 4eM Ha PYCCKOM
Ha PYCCKOM 00JIBIIC YEeM Ha JIa THIIICKOM B ocHOBHOM MJIH TOJIBKO Ha PYCCKOM
B ocHOBHOM Ha APYTOM SA3BIKE

B rocyaapCTBEHHBIX yUPEKICHUIX 30 24 14 1
B yupexIeHusIX caMoyIipaBIeHHS 28 26 16
B mkone u B npyrux 18 32 28 1
00pa30BaTENBHBIX YUPESIKICHUIX
B neueOHBIX yUpeKTCHUSIX 23 36 26 1
BMmarasuHax M B yUpeKICHUAX 24 36 28
OBITOBBIX YCIIyT
B o6miecTBeHHOM TpaHCIIOpPTE 22 35 29 1
B MepOonpHATHSIX KyJIbTYPbI U 21 32 31 2
OTIbIXa
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bcepecnonoenmor, H=735

Ecnu paccmaTpuBaTh OTBETHI PECIOHIEHTOB B Pa3HBbIX BO3PACTHBIX IpyMMax, TO MOXHO 3aMETHUTh,
YTO MPEACTABUTENIN HAIIMEHBITUHCTB MOJIO0TO MmokoeHus (rpymnma ot 18-24 net u ot 25-34 ner)
HEMHOTO YaIlle TOBOPSAT Ha JATHIIICKOM SI3bIKE B Pa3IMYHBIX MyONUYHBIX MecTax. Hampumep, B
BO3pacTHOU Tpyriie ot 18-24 jieT B TOCYYpeKACHHUIX TJIABHBIM 00pa3oM HCIIOIB3YIOT JIATBIIICKUN
A3bIK 72%, a pycckuit — 28% (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.30).

Pucynok Ne 2.30. Hcnonv3osanue A3bIKa 6 yupescoeHUAX CAMOYRPAGICHUIL 8 PA3HBIX
eo3pacmmuuix cpynnax (%)

B B 0CHOBHOM HJIM TOJIBKO Ha JIa THIICKOM Ha naTeimickoM OOJbIIE YeM Ha PYCCKOM
Ha pycckoM 6oJibiiie 4eM Ha JIaThIIICKOM B OCHOBHOM MJIH TOJIBKO Ha PYCCKOM
B 0CHOBHOM Ha JPyTrOM SI3bIKE
Bce pecrioHIeHTEHI 28 26 16
18-24 ner 29 18 10
25-34 ner 34 19 14
35-44 ner 22 29 19 1
45-54 ner 28 28 15
55- 64 ner 28 32 16 1
65 neru 60mbIIE 27 29 21 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bcepecnonoenmut, H=735
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Vcnonb30BaHue A3bIKa B MYOJUYHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE TAKKe OTIMYAeTCs 1Mo pernoHam. Hampumep, B
YUpEKICHUSX camoympaBieHuid B mpuropoae Puru, B Bumseme, B 3emrane u B Kypzeme
JATBILICKUH A3BIK IPEUMYILIECTBEHHO UCIIONIB3YIOT 71-72% onpomieHHbix. B cBoro ouepens B Pure
B CAMOYIMPAaBIECHUU JATHIIICKUI A3bIK TJIABHBIM 00pa3oM ucnoib3ytoT 56%, a B Jlatranmuu — 35%
(cm. Pucynok Ne  2.31).

Pucynok Ne 2.31. Hcnonv3osanue a3vlKa 6 yupexcoeHuax camoynpasienui no pecuonam (%)

B B 0CHOBHOM WIIH TOJIBKO Ha JIa THIILICKOM Ha naTteimickoM 60JIbIIe 4eM Ha PYCCKOM
Ha pycckom 6osibliie 4eM Ha JIa THIILCKOM B OCHOBHOM WJIH TOJIBKO Ha PYCCKOM
B 0CHOBHOM Ha JPyTOM SI3bIKE
Bee 28 26 16
PECIIOHICHTHI
Pura 29 28 15
Pwxckuii pernoH 39 20 9
Bumzeme 19 19 10
Kypzeme 28 21 7
3emraie 24 13 13 2
JlaTranus 24 34 30 1
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnonoenmor, H=735

Hcronp30BaHKe A36IKA B JUYHOM IPpOCTPAHCTBE U B 06HIeHI/II/I C JJaThIIIIaMH

Hcnonb30BaHue si3plka B CEMbE B OCHOBHOM COOTBETCTBYET PpOJHOMY S3bIKY, MOITOMY HeE
YIUBUTENBHO, 4YTO 86% B ceMbe TIJIaBHBIM OOpa3oM MCIOJB3YIOT pPyCCKHM s3bIK, a 10% —
JATBHINICKUH, TaK Kak 3% Y4YaCTHMKOB OIpOCa yKa3ajH, YTO UX POAHOM SI3bIK - JIATHILICKUN, a 7%
ce0sl CUMTAIOT OMJIMHTBaMH, UX POJHOM SI3BIK JATHIMICKUHM U pycckuil (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.32).

Pucynok Ne 2.32. Hcnonv3oeanue aA3blKa 6 TUYHOM RPOCMPAHCHEE U 8 00WeHUU C 1AM bLULAMU

(%)
B B 0CHOBHOM HJIH TOJIBKO Ha JIa THILICKOM Ha naTteimickoM 60JIbIIe YeM Ha PyCCKOM
Ha pycckom 60JbIiIe ueM Ha J1a THIIIICKOM B 0CHOBHOM HJTH TOJIBKO HA PYCCKOM
B OCHOBHOM Ha JAPYTOM SI3BIKE
C usreHamMu C"CMI:I/I, c . 4 12 74 4
KOTOPBIMH KMBETE BMECTE
C npy3pamu . 8 21 64 2
OOpaiasich KJaThlIamM _ 30 25 12
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bcepecnonoenmul, H=735
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C npy3psiMM B OCHOBHOM Ha JIATBILICKOM S3bIKE€ pazroBapuBaioT 13% ONpOLIEHHBIX, YTO yXkKe
HEMHOTO Ooubiie, 85% — B OCHOBHOM OOMIIAIOTCS Ha PYCCKOM s3bIke, a 2% — Ha IPYyrom si3bIKe.
Habnromaercs crneayromas TeHACHIUS: MOJIOIbIE JTI0AU OT 18-24 ner yaie B 00IIEHUH C APY3bSIMU
MCIOJIB3YIOT JIATHIICKUM A3BIK (23%), yYaCTHUKHU oIpoca cTapuie 65 JeT Toxe ¢ APY3bSIMU Yallle
oOmaroTcst Ha naThIIICKOM si3bike (18%) (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.33).

Pucynok Ne 2.33. Hcnonv3oeanue a3vika 6 00ujeHuu ¢ Opy3vAamu 6 pa3HvlX 603PACHIHbBIX ZPYNNAX
(%)

B B 0CHOBHOM HJIM TOJIBKO Ha JIaTHIIICKOM Ha nateimckoM 0oJbIre 4em Ha PYCCKOM
Ha pycckom OosbIne 4em Ha J1a THIIICKOM ¥ B 0CHOBHOM WJIM TOJIBKO HA PYCCKOM
B ocHOBHOM Ha Ipyrom si3blke

2 e
18-24er 7 S 4
2534 e 25 s
3544 e T
4554 e 2 e
5564 1t a2 s

65 ner u 6oJblle

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnondenmot, H=735

B oOmenun c¢ narelllaMM JIaTHIMICKUIM S3BIK TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM MCIONB3YIOT [JBE TPETH
OTIPOIIECHHBIX, WIH 63%. Yamie Tak MoCTymarT MOJIO/bIE IO U3 BO3PACTHOW rpymibl oT 18-24
aet ( 80%) (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.34), a taxxke xwurenu npuropoga Puru u Kypseme (76-77%), pexe —
B JlaTramuu (44%) (cMm. Pucynok Ne 2.35).
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Pucynok Ne 2.34. Hcnonv3osanue a3vlka 6 00ueHuu ¢ 1amovlulamu 6 PA3HvlX 603PACMHbBIX

epynnax (%)
B B 0CHOBHOM HJIM TOJIBKO Ha JIaTHIIICKOM Ha nateimckoM 0osbIre 4em Ha PYCCKOM
Ha PyCCKOM 0O0JIBIIIE YEM Ha JIA THIIICKOM ¥ B 0CHOBHOM HJIM TOJBKO Ha PYCCKOM

B 0CHOBHOM Ha JPYTOM sI3bIKE
Bce pecnionnenTst 30 25 -
18-24 ner 38 15 I

25-34 et 29 19 6

35-44 et 29 26 16 1
45- 54 ner 28 30 -
55- 64 et 33 32 10 1
65 et u GoJbIe 29 25 _1

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bcepecnondenmor, H=735

Pucynok Ne 2.35. Hcnonv3oseanue a3vlka ¢ 00uienuu ¢ iamovluiamu 8 pasnvlx pecuonax (%)

B B 0CHOBHOM HWJIH TOJIBKO Ha JIa THIIICKOM Ha nateimckoM 6oJiblie 4eM Ha pyCCKOM
Ha pycckoM OoJbIie 4eM Ha JIa TBIIICKOM 5 B 0CHOBHOM HITH TOJIBKO Ha PyCCKOM
B ocHOBHOM Ha IpyroM s3bIKe

Bce pecrionienTst 30 25 -
Pura 31 25 10

Proxckuit pernon 32 16 -
Buaseme 17 24 10
Kypseme 36 15 -
3emrane 22 26 - 2
JlaTranus 31 37 _1

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bce pecnondenmor, H=735
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2.5. MHEHHUE Ob 9THUYECKNX OTHOUWEHUSAX B IATBUU
OneHka dTHUYECKNX OTHOIICHUH M MOJIePKKH HAIIMEHbIIUHCTB
Ha Bomnpoc «Kax Brl onieHnBaere 3THHYecKuE OTHOLIEHUS B JIaTBUM?) yallle BCEro J1aBajcs OTBET
«ynoBieTBOpUTENbHO» (52%). B 1enoM sTHHuYeckue oTHOIIEHHS B JIaTBUM XOPOUIMMH CUUTAIOT
21% (cymMuUpOBaHbl OTBETHI OUY€Hb XOpouiue W Xopouiue), MIOXUMHU STHUYECKHE OTHOIIEHUS

cuutaroT 24% (CyMMHUPOBAHBI OTBETHI OYEHb NILOXUE U NIOXUE).

Pucynok Ne 2.36. Ouenka smuuueckux omnoweHui ¢ pasnvix eozpacmusix cpynnax (%)

B OueHb XOpoOIINE Xopomine YnoBieTBopuTEIbHbBIE
[Inoxue ® OueHb I10XHE TpynHo ckazats, HO
Bce pecrionneHTHI 19 52 20 . 3
18-24ncr [ 6 43 32 6 9
25-34ner | 13 55 21 6 5
35- 44 sier 17 49 24 52
45-54ner | 12 58 19 6 4
55- 64 ner 22 54 20 Il
65 ner u 6omnpure 41 45 10 Il
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnondenmor, H=735

bosiee MO3UTHBHO STHHYECKHE OTHOWIEHHWs B JIaTBUM OIIEHHMBAIOT MPEJICTABUTENM CTapIIEro
nokosieHus (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.36), a taxke »urtenu Bunzeme, Kypseme u Jlatrane (cm. PucyHok
Ne 2.37). Caenyer oOpaTuTh BHUMAHUE HA CIEAYIOIUHN (aKT: B MOJIOJEKHOU rpymme oT 18-24 net
38% sTHHUYECKUE OTHOIIEHUS B JIaTBUM CUMTAIOT IJIOXUMHU.
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Pucynok Ne 2.37. QOuenka smuuueckux omuouienuii no pezuonam (%)

B OyeHb XOPOLINe Xopoume VI0BIETBOPUTEIBHBIC
[Mnoxue u OyeHb I0XHe TpynHo ckazats, HO
Bce pecrnioH1eHTHI 19 52 20 . 8
Pura 16 56 20 33
Prkckuii pernon 16 49 28 -1
Braseme 26 50 7 10 2
Kyp3seme 29 44 23 I1
3emraie 15 57 26 2
JlaTranus F 23 46 18 - 4
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bce pecnonoenmor, H=735

CrnenyeT OTMETHTb, YTO aKTHUBUCTHI U uwieHbl HI'O HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB 3THUYECKHUE OTHOILIEHHUS B
JlaTBun onieHuBaroT OoJsiee MO3UTHBHO. Eciu cpeau HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B IEJIOM TOJbKO 21%
STHUYECKHE OTHOIIEeHHs B JIaTBUU OLIEHHMBAIOT KaK XOPOIIHUE, TO CPEAN aKTUBUCTOB U wieHoB HI'O
ATOT moka3zatenb gocturaet 48% (cm. Pucynok Ne 2.38).

Pucynox Ne 2.38. Oyenka smHuuecKux OMHOWEHUIL: HAUMEHbUMUHCMGA 8 UEJIOM U UIeHbl
opzanuzayuii Haymenvuiurncme (%)

B OueHb XOpoIINe Xopomme VY 10BIETBOPHUTEIBHBIE
Inoxue ® OyeHb II0XHE TpynHo ckazats, HO
Unenst HI'O (H=116) 44 41 9 2
Heunenst HI'O (H=710) 19 53 19 I 3
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Heckonbko 6osiee KpUTUYHO MPEIACTABUTEIN HAIMEHBIIIMHCTB OIEHUBAIOT CBOM BO3MOXHOCTH
pa3BuBaTh B JIaTBMM CBOW S3BIK M KYJIBTYPY. B IIEJIOM TOJIOKHTEIBHYIO OICHKY IO JAHHOMY
Bonpocy naimu 24% (CyMMHpOBaHBl OTBETBl OueHb Xopouwiue W xopouiue), 37% cyUTaeT, 4YTO
CUTyalusi SIBJISIETCS yIOBJIETBOPUTENBHOM, a 35% nanu HEraTUBHYIO OLIEHKY (CYMMHPOBAHBI
OTBETHI ouenb niaoxue u niaoxue) (cM. Pucynoxk Ne  2.39). [lpu 3TOM wyalie HeraTUBHAasl OLIEHKa
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JIaeTcsl B MOJIOJIS)KHOU rpymre oT 18-24 ner (cyMMHpPOBaHBI OTBETHI OueHb HAOXUE W NIOXUE) —
45%, Oonee MOJNOXKUTEIHLHO HACTPOEHBI MPEACTABUTEIN CTapIIEro MOKOJEHHUS (CyMMHUPOBAaHbBI

OTBETHI OYeHb nioxue u nioxue) — 21%.

Pucynok Ne 2.39. Ouenka 603mM0)cHOCHU HAUMEHBULUHCING PA3BUGANb CEOU A3bIK U KYIbHLYDY

6 pazusix gozpacmuuix zpynnax (%)

B OueHb XOpOoIlue Xopormue Y 10BIETBOPUTEIbHBIE
mInoxue = O4eHb MI0XHe = Tpynno cka3ats, HO
18-24ser 13 32 I
2534 ner 20 35 .
65 et u 6onbIe 42 26 _
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Bcepecnonoenmot, H=735

AxTuBUCTH U 4ieHbl HI'O HanMeHBIIMHCTB B IENIOM Jajiu Oojiee MONOKUTENbHYIO OlleHKY. 43%

BO3MOKHOCTH HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB Pa3BUBaThb CBOW SI3BIK U KYJIBTYPY

B JIaTBUH OLIEHUBAIOT KaK

xopoiue, 37% UX CUUTAIOT yJIOBJIETBOPUTEIbHBIMU, a 18% — mioxumu (cM. Pucynok Ne 2.40).

Pucynok Ne 2.40. Ouenka 603m0x3cHOCIMU HAUMEHLUIUHCING PA36UBAMD CEOIL AZbIK U KYJIbIMYPY:
HAYMEHLUIUHCIMGA 6 Ye10M U YIeHbl OP2AHU3AYUIl HaymeHbuiuncme (%)

B OueHb XOpoIIHe
B IInoxue

Uienst HI'O (H=116)

Heunenst HI'O (H=710) 21

Xopouue
B OueHb MIOXHUE

33

Y 10BIE€TBOPUTEIBHBIE
B TpynHao cka3ats, HO

w
hy]

0%

40%

60% 80% 100%
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B aHkere mnpencTraBUTENSIM HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB HAAO0 OBUIO TakKXKe BBIPA3UTh CBOE MHEHHUE O
HECKOJIbKUX ~ YTBEP)KIEHUSX, KacarolUXCs OSTHUYECKHMX OTHomeHWi B JlatBum. OTBeTHI
PECIOHACHTOB TOKAa3bIBAIOT, YTO HAIIMEHBIIMHCTBA B II€JIOM HACTPOEHBI MOJIOKUTEIBHO: 96%
OIIPONICHHBIX COTJIACHBI C TEM, YTO Y HUX HET HUKAKHX MPO0JIeM KOHTAKTHUPOBATH C JAThIIIAMH, TaK
KaK JIATBIIIA TaKWe e JIIOJU, KaK JIpyrue (CyMMHUPOBAHBI OTBETBI NOIHOCMbIO CO2NACEH/-CHA W
ckopee cocnacen/-cua) (cM. Pucynok Ne  2.41). Bonpiias yacts onpomeHHbIX (91%) cornacHa ¢
TE€M, YTO MM HPABHUTCS, YTO BOKPYI MHOTO IMPEICTABUTENCH Pa3HBIX HAIIMOHATHLHOCTEH U 3BYUUT
KaK JIATHIIICKas, TAK U PycCKasi peub (CYMMHPOBAHBI OTBETHI HOIHOCHbIO CO2NACEH/-CHA U CKopee
coenacen/-cua). Ilo cpaBHenuto ¢ ompocom 2008 roga®™ CUTYaIUs CYIIECTBEHHO HE M3MEHMUJIACK.
Torga 95% HaIMEHBIIMHCTB OBLIM COMVIACHBI C TE€M, YTO y HHMX HET HHUKakKux mpobiieM
KOHTaKTUPOBaTh C JATHIIIAMH, TaK KaK JATHIIIM TaKWe K€ JIOAW, Kak napyrue. 85% Obumn
COTJIACHBI C TE€M, YTO UM HPABUTCS, YTO BOKPYT MHOTO MPEICTABUTEICH Pa3HBIX HAIIMOHAIBLHOCTEH
Y 3BYYHT JIATHIIICKAS U PyCCKasl peYb.

Pucynox Ne 2.41. Ouenxa ymeepocoenuii 06 smnuueckux omuouienuax (%)

¥ [IoJIHOCTBIO COTNIACEH Ckopee coriiaceH Ckopee He coriaceH
CoBceMHE COTTaceH Tpynno ckazats, HO

Y MeHs HeT HUKaKUX IMpoOieM o0maThecs ¢
JIaTHIIIIAMH — OHU TaKHE XKe JIFOIH, KaK M BCE 18 3
apyrue

JlaTBUICKUE NOJUTUKH U IIOJTUTHYECKHE
MapTUU CTaPaIOTCs BOCIOIb30BATHCS

22 31 11
HaLlMOHAJIbHBIM BOIIPOCOM, YTOOBI MOBBICUTD
CBOIO MTOTYJISIPHOCTD
MHe HpaBUTCSI, YTO BOKPYT MEHSI JIIOH
Pa3HBIX HAIIMOHATBHOCTEH 1 3ByUHT KaK U 29 424
PYCCKHM A3BIK, TaK M JIATBIMICKAN A3bIK
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Bcepecnonoenmor, H=735

JlaHHEIC ONpOCA TOATBEPXKIAIOT PE3YIbTaThl MHOTHX APYTHX OMNPOCOB®., T.e. 9YacTh IKHTENCH
JlatBHN CUUTACT, YTO OTHHUYCCKAA HAIPAKCHHOCTL OINYIIAaCTCd H3-3a TOr0, 4TO I3THHYECKHUC
BOIIPOCHI HE CXOZAT C MOJIMTUYECKON TOBECTKHU JHS: C YTBEPKACHUEM, YTO «JIaTBUIICKHE MOINTUKN
U TMOJIUTUYCCKHUE TAapTHUH CTApPAalOTCA HMCIOJb30BATH J3THUYCCKHUE OTHOIICHHA JId POCTa cBOEH
MOMYJISIPHOCTH» COTJIacHBI 86% pPECTIOHAEHTOB.

IIpensioxkenns mo o6ecnevyeHuI0 001ECTBEHHON CIVIOYEHHOCTH

B ompoce npeacraBuTensiM HaIIMEHBIIMHCTB HAJ0 OBUIO BBIPA3UTh CBOE MHEHHE O TOM, YTO MOXKET
CIOCOOCTBOBATh MEXKYJIBTYPHOMY JTHAJIOTY W CIIOYEHHOCTH JIATBUHMCKOTO OOIIECTBA. DTO OBLI
BOIIPOC OTKPBITOTO THIA, TJe HE MPEANaraJiuch BapuaHThl TOTOBBIX OTBETOB, M PECIIOHACHTHI CaMU
(dbopMyTUpOBAIM CBOM OTBETHI, KOTOphIe ObUTM 0000mIeHBI B OoJybmmue rpymmbl. OTBET Ha

°! Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2008). P&tijums ,Latvijas iedzivotaju iecietiba: atticksmes un uzvediba”.
Pasiititajs: TUMSILS.
® Baltic Institute of Social Sciences (2006). Integracijas prakse un perspektivas. Zin. red. Brigita Zepa. Pieejams:
http://www.biss.soc.lv/downloads/resources/integracijas_prakse/brosura_LV.pdf ; LU Socialo un politisko pé&tijumu
instithts (2014). Cik demokratiska ir Latvija?: Demokratijas audits, 2005-2014. Zin. red. Juris Rozenvalds. Pieejams:
http://www.szf.lu.lv/fileadmin/user_upload/szf faili/Petnieciba/Demokratijas_audits 2014_kopaa.pdf
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MOCTaBIICHHBIN Bompoc nainu 83% OMPOIICHHBIX, B IEJIOM ObUIO moixydeHo 1346 0TBETOB, Tak Kak
KaXKIbI PECTIOHACHT MOT BHECTH TPU MPEIOKEHHUS.

Kak BumHo u3 Pucynka Ne 2.42, ¢ TOUKM 3peHUs] MPEACTABUTENCH HAIMEHBIIMHCTB, JJIA
obOecriedyeHrsT MEXKYJIbTypHOTO JHalora MW JOCTHKCHHS YCWICHHS CIUIOYCHHOCTH OOIIecTBa
HEe00X0IUMO:

4) Oomnblie OWIMHTBAIBLHO IPOBOAUTH COBMECTHBIC IPA3HUKH, KOHLEPTHI, CIIOPTHUBHBIC
mepornpusitust — 32% (N=221);

5) npaBUTENBCTBO U MOJHUTHKH JIOJDKHBI HPEKPATUTh MPOBOLMPOBATh U PA3JCIATh JIHOJCH I10
HAIIMOHAILHOMY TIPU3HAKY WJIM TPaXXJaHCKOM npuHauiexxHocti — 25% (N=169);

6) yaydIIuTh Ka4eCTBO KHU3HH I Beex kurenei — 19% (N=133).

12% pecnoHeHTOB, NaBIIUX KOHKpeTHbIM oTBeT (N=81), CUMTarOT, 4TO HAJAO MEHATH 3aKOH O
rpaxkaaHcTBe. ['pakJaHCTBO cleAyeT MPUCBOUTH BCEM He-TpaxkaaHam JlaTBUM aBTOMAaTHYECKH,
11% (N=76) cuuraer, 4TO ClEAyeT MEHSTh S3BIKOBYIO TMOJUTHKY U PYCCKOMY SI3bIKY HAaJO
MIPUCBOUTH CTATyC BTOPOTO TOCYIAPCTBEHHOTO SI3bIKA.

Jlpyrue, darie Ipyrux MpO3BYYaBIIHE MPEIOKEHHS: yBaKaTh W NpuHsATh apyr apyra (10%),
ObITh Apyxenro0HbIMU ¥ moHuMaronMu (10%), mpu3HaTh PYCCKUEM S3bIK, OKa3aTh MOJICPIKKY
pycckum mikosiam (9%), Gonblie o0maThess MEKIY CO00M, 4TO-TO jaenarh coBmectHO ( 8%), He
pa3nesiaTh OOIIECTBO IO TMPHU3HAKY HAIIMOHATBHOCTH WM  TPAXKIAHCKOM MPUHAICKHOCTH,
BoIICIATH oOuiee ( 6%), 3anpeTuth Macc-MeMa MOOUIPSATh KOHPIUKTHI ( 6%), paboTaTh ¢ JEThMH
U MOJIOJIC)KBIO, BOCITUTHIBATH B HUX YYBCTBO MATPHOTH3MA M ToJepaHnTHOCTH (6%0).
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Pucynox Ne 2.42. Ilpeonoscenun no obecneuenuio obujecmeennoil cnioveHnocmu (%)

VYcerpauBarh o0LIpe NPa3aHUKH, MEPONPHUATHS, CHIOPTUBHbIC
MeponpusiTusi (OMINHIBAIBHO)
ITpaBuTensCTBO, NONMUTHKY JIOJKHBI PEKPATUTE NPOBOLMPOBATL U
JICJIUTH JIIOAEH

Ynytmme Ka4y€CTBO KU3HU

ITpHcBONTH HE-TPAXIAHAM TPAXKAAHCTBO ABTOMATHYECKH

ITpucBOUTH PYCCKOMY SI3BIKY CTaTyC BTOPOI'O OCYAAPCTBEHHOTO
A3bIKa

VBaxkaTh ¥ IPUHUMATh JPYT Apyra
BoITh ApYyXKeNOOHBIME U TTOHUMAIOIIMHU
[Ipm3HaTh pyccKuii S3BIK, IOAAEPKUBATH PYCCKHE IIKOJIBI

Bonb e o0marscst MeXxIy co00i, COBMECTHO YTO-TO JENATh

He nenuts 00mIIECTBO MO HAMOHATHHON TN I'PaXKTaHCKON
TIPHHA/UISKHOCTH, aKIEHTHPOBAaTh oOIee

3anpeTuTs Macc-MeHa CrocOOCTBOBATh KOH(IUKTAM

PaboTa ¢ IeTbMH 1 MOJIOIEXKBIO 10 BOCIIUTAHUIO TIATPHOTH3MA U
TOJIEPAHTHOCTH
COBepLICHCTBOBATH U IOIEPKUBATH JIATBUICKHE PYCCKHE Macc-
MeziHa, CO3/aTh CANHOEC HH(OPMATHBHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO

Ooecrneynts OecruIaTHpie KypPChl 0 OOYYECHHIO JIATBILICKOMY SI3BIKY
Yiryummts oTHOIIeHus ¢ Poccueld, He myrats Poccueit
He ObITb arpeccuBHBIMH, BPaKIEOHBIMU

O0ecnevnTh TOCTYMHOCTh HH)OPMALMK H THATIOT HAa 000MX SI3BIKAX

JIMKBUAMPOBATH S3BIKOBYIO MHCIEKIIHIO, TPEOOBAHNUS TIO SI3BIKOBOM
aTTecTaIyn

He aktyanusupoBare HalMOHAIbHBIE BOHPOCHI
OTKa3arbCst OT NPUAYMaHHON HCTOPHH
T'oBopuTh Ha 00OUX S3BIKAX
INoBeImaTh MPECTK TOCYAAPCTBA, JTOSIILHOCT K TOCYJapCTBY
IIpekpaTuts MHGOPMALFIOHHYIO BOIHY, POIAraHIy
He uTh NpOLUIBIM, AyMaTh O OyIyIIemM
IIpuBreyeHre HAIMEHBIIMHCTB K paboTe MpaBHUTENIbCTBA
OO0yuaTh NaThIIeH PyCCKOMY SI3BIKY
PeanbHOe Haka3aHWe 3a pa3KUTaHWE PO3HU
ITpaBa He-rpakaHaM y4acTBOBATh B BEIOOPaX caMOYIpPaBJICHUH
TlopnepxuBaTh OpraHU3alMy HAIMEHB IIHCTB
®dunaHCHpyeMBble TOCYJaPCTBOM IIKOJIBI TOIbKO HA JIATBHIIICKOM
OTpaHIYUTh TPAHCISIIMIO POCCHICKMX Macc-Mezaua B JlatBum
I"'oBOPUTE € PyCCKOSA3BIYHBIMHU MO-JIATHIIICKH
JHpyroii otBeT
Hwuyero ve Hano nenars

OOmIecTBO HE MOXKET OBITH CIUIOYEHHBIM, HET PEeIIeHHUsI

323
24,7
19,4
11,8
11,1
10,4
9.8
8,6
7.7
6,1
5,7
5,7
45
44
38
32
28
26
25
20
16
15
13
13
12
10
10
06
04
04
04
04
36
15

1,0
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2.6. MHEHHUE OB AKTYAJIbBHBIX /ULl JATBUU BOITPOCAX

B nccrnenoBanny npeacTaBUTENsIM HALIMEHBIIMHCTB HAZ0 OBUIO HAa3BaTh TPU MPOOJIEMBI, KOTOPHIE B
JlaTBuu crnenoBaiio Obl pelmuTh B epBYIo ouepenb. K Bompocy He npuiaranuch BapuaHThl OTBETOB,
PECTIOHJICHTBI caMu (OPMYITUPOBATM CBOM OTBETHI, KOTOphIE ObUIM 000OIIEHBI M pa3felieHbl O
6oibiuM rpynnaM. OTBET Ha 3TOT BOIpoc Aanu 95% pecrnoHIEHTOB, B II€JIOM OBbLIO IMOJIYYEHO
1868 0TBETOB, KaX/1blil YHACTHUK OIIPOCA MOT IPEJCTABUTh TPU OTBETA.

Pucynok Ne 2.43. Akmyanvhuie npoonemot Jlameuu

BespaboTrma, co3manne HOBBIX pabOUnX MECT 31,0%
Pa3BuTHE S5KOHOMUKH U IIPEIITPUHIMATEIHCTBA 25,8%
JloCTyTHOCTB M K 4eCTBO 3/1PaBOOXPAHEHUS 25,0%
VBenanucHue NeHCUI 23,7%
YBenudeHue 3aprat 22,9%
CormajbHast 3a IUTa 14,7%
ITpoGiemsl 06pa3oBanHus 14,1%
Hurerpanus obmecTsa 11,6%
Tonnepxka cemeit, poxIaeMoCTH 11,4%
Pemenue Bompoca He-TpaskaaH 10,6%
BbenHocTh, HU3KNI YpOBEHB )KU3HU 9,6%
[Inoxoe mpaBUTENHCTBO, HEOOXOMMOCTH CMCHEI 8.4%
TTOJTUTHKOB '
Koppynims 8,2%
3MeHeHre HaTOTOBOM CUCTEMBL, B3Ma HUC HAJIOTOB 8,0%
DOmurpatys padodei CHITbI, 0COOESHHO MOJIOICHKH 7,0%
I'eomonurrka, He0OX0 MMOCTH YIyHIIHTb OTHOIIEHHA € 68%
Poccueit !
BropoiirocynapcrBeHHbIN A3bIK— Py CCKUM SI3bIK 6,0%
IIpo6iieMsl B yIpaBiIeHHs TOCYJaPCTBOM, OOJIBIIE HAI0 5 1%
IYyMaThb O JIIOJSX !
[Troxoe kagecTBO TOpOT 3,5%
BexeHupl, MMHUTpaHThI 3.2%
BrIcokue 1eHBI (Ha TeKapcTBa, KOMMYHAJbHBIE Y CIIyTH) 2,8%
YMeHbIINUTH NP OSIBIICHUE HAllMOHATM3MA B JlaTBUUM 2,5%
CoXpaHATk TOCy AapCTBEHHY IO HE3aBHCHMOCTb, HE 16%
10112 BATHCS BHEIITHEMY JTaBJICHUIO '
IpecTynHOCTH, BOIIPOCHI 6€30MaCHOCTH 1,3%
Jpyroe (ka>xablii MeHbIIE 8 OTBETOB) 7,1%
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Kak Bugno u3 Pucynka Ne 2.43, naTBuiicKME HAIIMEHBIIMHCTBA CPEAM ISITH CAMBIX AKTYaJIbHBIX
npo6sieM JIaTBUM BBIACISIOT CJIEIYIOIHE:

6) Oe3paboTuily, co3aanne HOBBIX pabounx MecT — 31% (N=213);

7) DKOHOMHYECKOE pa3BUTHE, PAa3BUTUE NPEANPUHUMATEIBCKON JesTenbHoctH — 26%
(N=177);

8) IoCTYIMHOCTB M KauecTBO YCIIYT 1O 3apaBooxpaneHuio — 25% (N=172);

9) yBemuuenue nencuii — 24% (N=163);

10) yBenuuenue 3apruiat — 23% (N=157).

pyrue npo0iieMbl, OTMEUYaeMble PECIOHACHTAMU Yallle APYrux: couuanbHas 3amuta (15%),
npo6uembl oOpazoBanus (14%), Bonpocsl unrerpanuu odbmectsa (12%), moanepxxka cemeit U poct
poxxnaemoctu (11%), Bonpoc He-rpaxaan (11%), 6eqHocts, HU3KHIA ypoBeHB xu3HU (10%).

BbIBO/Jbl U PEKOMEHJIAIINHU

Hezocydapcm 6EHHblIE Opcanu3auuu HAUMEHbUURCME

B coorBercTtBuM ¢ wuHpopmarueit, npencraBiaeHHoi B Peructpe IIpeanpusTtuii JlatBuiickoit
PecniyOnuku, u mocie npoBeAeHUs rIyOOKOro UCCIEI0BaHUs CUTYallMH, MOXKHO CI€NaTh BHIBOJ O
ToM, yTo Ha 1 wutons 2015 roga B JlatBuu 66110 3apeructpupoBano 306 o0IIECTB U yUpeIUTEIbHBIX
OpraHu3aIyii, KOTOpble MOXHO OTHECTH K OpraHU3alMsaM HalMeHbIIMHCTB. [lomydeHHass B xoje
uccienoBanus UHGOpPMaIUs CBHUIETEIBCTBYET O TOM, uro 148 m3 306 3aperucTpupOBaHHBIX
OpraHM3alyii HalMEHBUIMHCTB MOXHO cuuTaTh AeWcTByrommmu (48%). B cBoro ouepens u3
JEHCTBYIONUX OpTaHU3aluid B 1enoM 99 MOXXHO cuuTaTh aKTUBHO JAeWcTByrommmu (padorta 17
o0miecTs ObUIa OICHEHAa KaK MHTEHCHBHAs, a 82 — Kak CpelHCHMHTCHCUBHAs). boibine yem jBe
TPETU BCEX OPraHM3alMii HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB B TEUECHUE JABYX MOCIEAHUX JIET HE JACUCTBYIOT MM UX
NeSITEIbHOCTh MIPOXOJUT B OYEHb Y3KOM KpYTy, OHM HE pacHpOCTpaHsAIOT MHPOPMAIUIO O CBOEH
JeSTeNbHOCTH MyOJUYHO B MHTEPHETE, B TOM YKCJIE U B TOPTAIAX CaMOYIpaBIeHUI.

Lenbro nestenbHOCTH 63 U3 99 akTUBHO AEMCTBYIONIMX OpPraHU3alMi HAIIMEHBIIUHCTB SIBJISETCS
COXPAaHEHHE U Pa3BUTUE KOHKPETHOW KYJbTYphl, TOJbKO OJHA M3 OpPraHU3alUi JIEUCTBYET B LIEIAX
NPEJCTaBICHNUs MHTEPECOB KOHKPETHOH 00liecTBeHHON rpynmbl. [lesTenbHOCTh 36 opraHuzanui
HalpaBJIeHA HA PeaIn3alMIo JIBYX LIeJIed — COXpaHEHUE KYJIbTYphI U IPEACTaBICHUE HHTEPECOB.

51 u3 99 obmectB HaxoxaaTcs B Pure, 16 neicTBYIOT B JaTranbCcKOM peruoHe, 14 B Kyp3eMCKOM
peruone, 13 B 3eMraiibCkom, 5 — B npuropojie Puru. B BuazeMckoMm pernoHe Ha JaHHBIA MOMEHT
HET HEroCyAapCTBEHHBIX OOIIECTB HALMEHBIINHCTB, JEATEIBHOCTh KOTOPBIX MOXHO ONPEAETIHTDH
KaK MHTEHCHUBHYIO HJIM CPETHEUHTEHCUBHYIO.

19 akTUBHBIX OOIIECTB MPEACTABISAIOT PYCCKYIO KyJIbTypy M uHTepechl, 10 o0mectB —
Oenopycckyro, 8 oOIIeCTB — HEMEIKYI0, 7 OOIIEeCTB — €BPEHCKYIO, MOIBCKYIO U YKPAUMHCKYIO, 5 —
JUTOBCKYIO, 4 — KyJIbTYpPY IIbITaH.

12 aKkTHBHBIX OOIIECTB M YUYPEIUTEIbHBIX OPraHU3ALMUI TMPEICTABIAIOT KYJIbTYPY M HHTEPECHI
APYroro HapoJa — apMSHCKOTO, TPY3HMHCKOTO, 3CTOHCKOTO, TaTapCKOTO, Y30€KCKOro U 1p. B cBoto
ouepenp 20 AKTUBHBIX OpraHU3alMid HAIMEHBIIMHCTB TMPEACTABISIOT Cpa3y HECKOJIBbKO
HallMOHAJIbHOCTEM.

AXTHBHBIE HETOCYAApCTBCHHBIC OpraHu3alii HAIMCHBIIMHCTB CYHICCTBCHHO pPa3IM4YarOTCs II0
KOJIMYCCTBY CBOMX YICHOB, OJHAKO, B OOJIBIIIMHCTBE CJIYy4acB OHU CPAaBHUTCIBHO HCBCIIMKU
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(mosoBMHA 3TUX 0OLIecTB HacuuThiBaeT A0 S50 YIEHOB), TPETh AKTHBHBIX YJIEHOB OOIIECTB
yyacTByeT U B paboTe Jpyrux opraHumsanuii HanMeHbIIMHCTB. CeMb U3 AKTUBHBIX
HETOCY/IapCTBEHHBIX OpraHM3alMi HAIMEHBLIMHCTB OOBEAMHAIOT B cebe apyrue oOmiecTBa U
y4peAUTEIbHbIE OpraHu3aluy, WIU, TOBOPA APYTMMH CJIOBAMH, SIBISIOTCA OPraHU3aLUsAMHU «I10]
OJIHOM KPBILLIECH».

42 13 BceX aKTUBHBIX HETOCYJAapCTBEHHBIX OPraHMU3alMi HALIMEHBIIMHCTB YYaCTBYIOT B IPOLIECCax
NPUHATHS pPEIICHUH Ha ypOBHE CaMOYIPaBICHHI M HAa TOCYJapCTBEHHOM YpPOBHE (Ha YPOBHE
caMmoytpaBlieHHi — 16, Ha TOCYAapCTBEHHOM ypOBHE — 26).

Pexomenpanum:

IIlpyauMasi BO BHMMAaHHE IO0JIOKMTEJbHYH POJIb OPraHM3aldii HAIMEHBIUIMHCTB B JeJe
o0ecrieyeHUs] U YKpeIJIEHUS] MEXKKYJbTYPHOIO IHMAJIOra, PeKOMEeHJAyeM TMPoA0JIKATh H
paclIMpATh NOJAEPKKY OPraHU3aAUMi HAIMEHBIINHCTB, KAK 3TO yKe /J1e/J1aeTCsl B HACTOS LN
MOMeHT. B moJio’keHNsIX 0 KOHKYpPCAaX cJieyeT aKIeHTHPOBATh, YTO MPOEKThI J0/KHbI ObITh
HAINPABJICHBI He TOJBKO HA COXpPaHEHHME KYJIbTYPbl HAIMEHBIINHCTB U €€ pa3BUTHE, HO M HA
(opMupoBaHHe MEXKKYJILTYPHOr0 IMAJIOra, T.e. cjelyeT NMPHUBJEKATbL K MEPONPHUATHIM He
TOJIBKO CBO€ HAIIMEHBIINHCTBO, 2 00J1ee MPOKHE KPYru 0011ecTBA.

Yyecmeo npunaonexcnocmu K Jlameuu

Pesynbrarel MccnenoBaHus IOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO TeCHYHO cBa3b C JlatBuen wucnbiThiBalOoT 67%
JATBUICKUX HAaLIMEHBIIMHCTB, 73% 4YyBCTBYIOT TECHYIO WJM OYEHb TECHYIO CBSI3b C IOPOJIOM, B
KOTOpOM >kUBYT. Iy cpaBHeHus: ¢ Poccuelt nunu EBponoli TecHyr0 ¢BA3b 4yBCTBYIOT 28% 1 27%.
B uenom 46% narBuiicKMX HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB TOPAATCSA TEM, YTO OHM XKUBYT B JlarBuu. Yame tem,
YTO OHM SABIIAIOTCS KUTENAMM JlaTBum, ropasarcs udneHs! M aktuBucTel HI'O HanMeHbIIMHCTB U
MPEICTaBUTENN CTapILIEro MOKOJIEHHUS.

Onenka pasHbIx nepuoaoB ucropuu JlarBum (cBobogHoro rocymapcrsa (1918-1940), coBerckoe
Bpemst (1945-1990), mepuox ATmoapl — HaiuoHanbHOro Bo3pokieHus (1988-1991), Bpems
HesaBucumoit JlatBuu (1991-2015)) cBuaeTenbCTBYET, YTO HAIMEHbIIMHCTBA JlaTBUM HamOolee
MOJIOKUTEIBHO OLIEHUBAIOT COBETCKUI Iepuon, a Haubojiee HEraTUBHO — Mepuoa ATMOABI U
HacToslee Bpems, unu nepuon HesaBucumoii JlatBum. B cpaBHeHuum mnepuon ATMOIBI U
Hactosiee Bpems (nepuos HesaBucumoit JlarBun) unenst u aktuBrctsl HI'O onenuBaroT Oosee
no3utuBHO. Cpean wieHoB U akTuBUCcTOB HI'O 3HaunTenbHO yale BCTpedaroTcst T€, KTO CUUTAET,
YTO HET OMpaBAaHus cchlUTKaM xutenei Jlareuu (nenopramuu) B 1941 u 1949 rr. (unenst HI'O —
69%; te, kTo He sBistoTcs wienamu HI'O, — 56%).

Ecnu yuntsiBaTh pe3ynbTaThl OLEHKU Pa3HBIX NEpUOa0B ucTopuu JIaTBuM, HE YOUBISAET TOT (aKT,
YTO Cpeay HAIIMEHBUIMHCTB HAMHOTO HIMpe oTMedaeTcss 9 mas, a He 18 HosOps wim 4 Mmas.
Pesynbrarhl onpoca mokas3siBaroT, 9YTo 46% TATBUMCKUX HAIIMEHBITHHCTB OTMEYalOT 18 HOsOps -
Jlenp npoBo3riamenus JlatBuiickolt PecnyOnmku, 24% omnpomieHHbIX Mpa3anyoT 4 mas - JleHb
MIPOBO3IJIANIIEHUS JACKIapauy He3aBucuMOocTH JlaTtBuiickoit Pecyommku, a 73% oTmedaroT 9 Mas
— Jens mobenst CCCP u konenr Bropoil MupoBoii BOMHBI. DTO CBUIECTEILCTBYET O TOM, UTO B
JlaTBumM 10 cHX mOp HE yAaNoCh CO3[aTh CHJIBHYIO TPAAMIIMIO MPa3IHOBAHMS TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX
MPa3IHUKOB, B KOTOPBIX IIMPOKO YYAaCTBOBAIM Obl M HAIIMEHBIIMHCTBA, OCOOEHHO 3TO Kacaercs 4
Masi — JlHd mpoBo3rnamieHus Aekiapanuu HezaBucuMoctu JlatBuiickod PecmyOnmuku. OpnHako
CJIEyeT OTMETUTh, YTO 4ieHbl U akTUBUCTHI HI'O HalMEHBIIMHCTB HAMHOTO Yallle Mpa3IHyIoT 18
HOs10ps - [lens npoBosrnamenus Jlarsuiickoit PecriyOnuku (73%), Mo cpaBHEHHUIO C TEMHU, KTO HE
spisiercst wieHamu HI'O (46%). Ynens! u aktuBucTsl HI'O Takyke HaMHOTO yaiie oTMevaroT 4 mas -
JleHs mpoBO3TIAICHUS JCKIapanuu He3aBUCUMOCTH JlaTtBuiickoit PecnyOnmuku  (wienst HI'O —
58%; Te, k1O He sBisroTces wieHamu HI'O, — 23%).
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HecMoTpss Ha KpPUTHYECKYHO OILIEHKY, BBICKAa3aHHYIO [0 pPa3HbIM BoIlpocaMm, TOIbKO 6%
OMPOIICHHBIX HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB IUIAHUPYIOT B OJrbKaiiliee BpeMsi NMOKMHYTh JlaTBUIO C 1eNblO
YIy4IIUTh CBOE MaTepHalibHOE MOJIOKEHHWE WM MaTepuajbHOE MojokeHue cBoeil cembu (23%
JyMaeT O Takoil Bo3MoOkHOCTH). K cokaneHuto, HaJ0 yKaszaTh, YTO B MOJIOJICKHOUM TpyIme 3TOT
nokasaresnb Belle: 17% mnanupyrot nokunyTh JlatButo, a 40% nymaroT 0 Takol BO3MOYKHOCTH.

Pexomenpanun:

[MonyyenHble B pe3yjabTaTe HCCIAEA0BAHMS CBeJleHHWsI O MHEHUM HAUMEHbUIUHCTB
OTHOCHTEJIbHO PAa3HbIX MepHOA0B HCTOPUM JlaTBUM W 0 TpPaguUUAX MPa3THOBAHUSA
rOCyIapCTBEHHbIX M JPYrUX NPa3THUKOB CBUAETEJbCTBYIOT, YTO BONPOCAM, CBS3aHHBIM C
ucropueii Jlarpuu (B ToM uncie u ¢ genopranusimu 1941 u 1949 rr.), no-npe:kHemy cjaeayer
YAeJAATh YCHJICHHOe BHHUMaHHe. MeponpusaTuss He00XOAMMO AKTHBHO IHPOAOJIAKATH IO
TpeTbeMy HANPAaBJIEHHI0, MNpPeaycMOTpeHHOMY B OCHOBHBIX YCTAHOBOK IOJHTHKH
HALMOHAJILHON HIEHTHYHOCTH M 00IIecTBeHHOH mHTerpamuu Ha 2012 - 2018 roabl, yaeaus
oco0oe BHHUMaHuHe NYHKTY 3.1. YKpeleHne OCHOBAHHOI0O HAa NONJIMHHBIX (aKTax H
AeMOKPATHYeCKHX LEHHOCTSAX MoHMMaHusi Bropoii MuUpoBoii BOHMHBI, a Take NePHOIa M
CYLIIHOCTH COBETCKOM M HAUCTKOM OKKynauuu B JlarBum.

HccaenoBanue mnokasbpiBaeTr, 4T0 wWieHbl W akTUBUCTHI HI'QO HauMeHLIIMHCTB 4alue
BBIPAKAIOT FOPAOCTH 32 CBOIO IPMHAJIEKHOCTD K JIaTBUU, 00J1ee M0JI0OKUTEIHLHO OLEHMBAIOT
NepuoJ HALMOHAJBHOIO BO3POKAeHMA ATMOAAa M COBpeMeHHYI0 JlaTBuIO, a Takske 4Yalle
ormeuaroT 18 Hosiopsi (lennr nmpoBosriamenusi JlaTBuiickoit Pecnyoiuku) u 4 mas ([leHn
NpPOBO3IJIALIEHUsT  JeKJapanuu  He3aBucumoctu  JlarBmiickoii  Pecny6iamku). Ito
cBugeTebCcTByeT 0 noreHuuaie HI'O HalqMeHbIIMHCTB KAK areHTOB MHTErPALH, €CJIU 3TOT
npoiecc HANPaBJIATh B MNPaBUJILHOE PYCJI0, NOJAEP:KUBAsi eSTeJbHOCThL OpPraHu3auuii
HAIIMEHbIIMHCTB B HANPABJICHUH PA3BUTHS MEKKYJIbTYPHOI0 AHAJIOrA.

I'pasicoanckoe yuacmue

Pe3ynbpTaThl onpoca MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO ONPOIIECHHBIE MPEICTABUTENN HAIIMEHBIIUHCTB JAOCTaTOYHO
aKTUBHO BKJIIOYAIOTCS B IOJUTUYECKHE U colMalbHble mpouecchl JlatBuu. 82% omnpoieHHbIX
BCTYNAIM B HOJUTUYECKYIO JAHUCKYCCHIO C JApPY3bsIMM WIM CO 3HAaKOMbIMH, 71% cmoTpenu
TEJIEBU3MOHHBIE NEPEeaud O MOJIMTUKE WM YUTAIA O MOJUTHKE, 62% ydacTBOBaJM B BBIOOpax
Ceiima, 61% — B BbIOOpax camoynpaBieHuid u 51% — B BbeIOOpax B EBpomnapmament. B
pedepeHaymMe 0 PyCCKOM Kak BTOPOM TOCYJapCTBEHHOM sI3bIKE y4acTBOBaiu 44% OIpPOIICHHBIX.
Crnenyer OTMETHTb, YTO 3THU Pe3yJbTaTbl ONMpPOCa HAJO HHTEPIPETUPOBATH OCTOPOXKHO, TAK Kak
HaOmromaercss TeHaeHIMs (kak B JlaTBuW, Tak M B JAPYIHMX MECTax), YTO YacTh PECTOHICHTOB,
KOTOpBIE Ha CAaMOM JIeJIe He y4acTBOBAJIM B BEIOOpaX, B OMPOCAX YKa3bIBAIOT, YTO T'OJIOCOBAIIH.

JloctaTouHo Goubriast yacts (60%) onpomeHHBIX MpeACTaBUTENICH HAIIMEHBITMHCTB —3aHUMAllach
0JaroTBOPUTENILHOCTRIO M JleNlajla TOXKepPTBOBaHUs (0Aexaa, MeOenb, TMPOAYKTHI, JICHBIH)
OJaroTBOPUTENBHBIM OPraHM3ALMSAM MM y4acTBOBaJla B OJaroTBOPUTENBHBIX akiusaX. Taxoke
OYeHb BBICOK IMOKa3aTelb ydacTHs B boibmioit Tonoke — 32%. B kadecTBe BosoHTEpa/100poBoOIIbIA
B KaKMX-IMOO MecTax paboTaimu ToibKo 8% ONpOIIEHHBIX. B opraHmzanusx HaIMEHbIIMHCTB
aKTUBHO y4YacCTBYET TOJbKO 3% OMNpOIIEHHBIX, & B KaKOH-HUOYAb APYrod HErocynapCTBEHHOU
opranuzanuu — 6%.

HecMmoTpst Ha cpaBHUTEIHHO BBICOKMI MHTEPEC K MOJUTHUKE U aKTUBHOE ydacTue B BbIOOpax, Bepa B
BO3MOKHOCTh NOBJIMATh Ha MPUHATHE PELICHUN B caMoylnpaBiieHHH, CeilMe WIM MpPaBUTEIbCTBE
CpeAM HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB OYE€Hb HHU3KA. DTO, BO3MOXHO, OOBSICHIET CPaBHUTEILHO HU3KUI YPOBEHb
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y4acTHs  HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B  pa0oTe  HErocylapCTBEHHBIX  OpraHM3alui, Tak  Kak
HEroCyJlapCTBEHHbBIE OPraHU3alliN HE PACCMATPUBAIOTCSA KAaK MHCTUTYLMH, C IIOMOIIBIO KOTOPBIX
MO>HO IOBJIMATh HA MPUHATHE NOJUTHYECKUX PELICHUN WIN Pe3yJbTaTUBHO IPEICTABIATH CBOU
uHTepechl. ToT (akr, uTto OoJee IMOJOBUHBI ONPOIIEHHBIX JXEPTBOBAJIM OJIaroTBOPUTEIILHBIM
OpraHu3anysaM WIM y4acTBOBAJIM B  AKIUAX, CBUJAETEILCTBYET O TOM, YTO HAIMEHBIIMHCTBA
YyBCTBYIOT COLMAIBbHYIO COJUIAPHOCTb, @ TAK)KE€ OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a OKPYKAIOLIYIO CpPENy, YTO
IIPOSIBJISICTCS. B AaKTUBHOM y4acTUU B bOJIbIION TONOKE.

Pexomenganuu:

YunThiBass AaKTHBHOE Yy4YacTHe HAIMEHBIIMHCTB B peajau3anuu  HedopMaabHbBIX
MepoNpusTHA W  MeponpHUATHH, BBIPAKAOIIMX COUUATBHYI0 COJMIAPHOCTH, —
MOKePTBOBAHMUS 0J1arOTBOPUTEJbHBIM OPraHU3AINUAM, YYACTUB AKIUAX M TOJOKAX — ObLIO
Obl  JKeJaTeJbHO  CHOCOOCTBOBATHL  PA3BUTHI0  KOHCTPYKTHBHOIO  COTPYIHHYeCTBa
HAIMEHbIIMHCTB C TOCYYpPe:XKIeHUAMH M camoynpaBjenusimu. Ha Muxpo-ypoBHe Takoe
COTPYIHHYECTBO BO MHOTHMX MeCTaX y:Ke OPraHM30BaHO, OJHAKO B 00IIeCTBe B 11€JI0M HMeeT
MECTO BOCIPOM3BOJACTBO HEraTHMBHBLIX CTEPEOTHIOB O TOM, YTO HErocyJaapcTBeHHbIE
OpPraHu3alMi He BOBJIEKAKWTCS B NPHUHATHE PelleHUMH M B PeaM3alMi0 NMOJUTHYECKHX
npaktuk. IlodTomMy :KelaTeJbHO  YKpPeIJIATh  KOHCTPYKTHBHOE  COTPYAHHMYECTBO
HALUMEHBIIMHCTB € TOCYYPEKICHUSIMH M YUpeKIeHUSIMU CaMOYNPAaBJIEHUIH, TeM CaMbIM
OyaeT pacTu MOHMMAaHUeE MOJIOKUTEJIbHOTr0 3¢ dexkTa HaNaKUBAHUSA O0PATHON CBA3M MENKIAY
NOJUTHYECKUMHU CHJIAMH, TOCYJapcTBOM B LeJOM M camoynpaBieHussmu. [lonoxkurebHblie
NpUMepPbl COBMECTHOTO COTPYJIHUYECTBA JOJLKHBI TAK:Ke NMOMYJISIPUZHPOBATHCA B Macc-
Meaua.

Ouenka noodepofcku HaymeHnvwuncmeamu ImHudecKux OMHOUICHUIL

Bosblie  MONOBUHBI HAIMEHBUIMHCTB STHUYECKHE OTHOLIEHHs B JIaTBUMM OLEHMBAIOT Kak
yaoBieTBoputenbHbie (52%), 24% WX cuMTaeT IUIOXUMH, W TOJBKO 21% manu MmonoKuTeIbHYIO
oeHKy. TpeBOXHT TO, yTO 38% MOJIOIBIX JIO/IEH B BO3pAacTHOM rpymme oT 18-24 netr sTHHYecKue
OTHOIIEHHUS B JIaTBUM CUNTAIOT TIOXHUMHU.

OnHako, eciy paccMaTpUBaTh MPOOIIEMY STHHUECKUX OTHOIICHUH B 00Jiee MUPOKOM KOHTEKCTE, TO
ClleyeT yKa3aTb, YTO ATHUYECKHE OTHOILIeHUs B JlaTBUM He SABJISAIOTCS TEM BONPOCOM, KOTOPBIH
TPEBOKHUT HAIMEHBIIMHCTBA Ooubie Bcero. OTBETH Ha BONPOC, Kakue Tpu Mpodiemsl B JlatBun
CIIeIyeT pellaTh MpPeXk/ie BCEro, CBUJIETENbCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO, C TOUKH 3PEHUs HAI[MEHBIIMHCTB,
camoii Oosbioi mpobaemoi B JlarBuu siBisieTcst 6e3paboTHIia U CO3AaHHE HOBBIX pabOYMX MeECT
(31%). Bropas u3 o0o3HaueHHBIX MPOOJIEM TECHO CBs3aHa C MEPBOM — 3TO HEOOXOAMMOCTH
pPa3BUTHSI DKOHOMHUKH W TpeanpuHUMaTenbcTBa (26%). Cnenyrome 6ojee yacto 0003HAUYCHHBIE
npobJaeMbl — JOCTYMMHOCTh M KadecTBO 3jpaBooxpaHeHus (25%), yBenundenue neHcuit (24%),
yBenudeHue 3aprat (23%). [Ipobrnema mHTErpamuu oOImecTBa MO YAaCTOTHOCTH HAXOAWTCS Ha
BockMOM MecTe (12%), a Bompockl rpakaaHcTBa (HEOOXOAMMOCTh penIaTh MpoodieMy He-TpaxkIaH
JlatBun) Ha gecstom mecte (11%).

[Ipu oreHKe BO3MOYKHOCTH HaIIMEHBIIIMHCTB Pa3BUBaTh B JIaTBUM CBOM SI3BIK U KYJIBTYPY B LIETIOM
MOJIOKUTENbHBIN OTBeT nanu 24% onpoumeHHbX, 37% CUYMTAIOT, UYTO CHUTyalus SIBISIETCS
YAOBJIETBOPUTENHHON, a 35% manu HeraTuBHYIO OIeHKY. Hambonee 49acTo MOJIOKUTEIBHYIO
OlICHKY pAatoT wieHbl M akTtuBucTbl HI'O HaumeHbmIMHCTB. 43% OLEHWIM BO3MOXHOCTH
HaIIMEHBIIIMHCTB Pa3BUBaTh CBOM SI3bIK M KYyJIbTypy B JlaTBum kak xopomme, 37% WX CUHTAIOT
YIOBJIETBOPUTENbHBIMU, a 18% mmoxumu.
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Kypcel 00y4yeHHs JaTBIIICKOMY $I3bIKy HauOoJjiee YacTO OTMEYAIOTCA Kak (opma MOJIEPKKU
HaIIMEHBIIIMHCTB CO CTOPOHBI TOCY/IapCTBa U camoympasieHuid. Ha 3TO yKazaiu 2%
onpomieHHbIX. B cBs3u ¢ stum 38% oOTMeTWUNIM ydacTHE KOJUIEKTUBOB HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB B
[lpa3nHuke TECHW M TaHIA, CTOJBKO K€ PECHOHICHTOB OTMETHIIM (ecTUBATH U (POPYMBI
HaiMeHbIIMHCTB.  OpHako  Tosibko  21%  3HAOT, 4YTO NOAAEpPXKKA  OKasplBaercd U
HETOCY/IapPCTBEHHBIM OpPTaHM3alUsIM HaIMEHbIMMHCTB. YieHbl u aktuBucThl HI'O o mommepkke
HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB CO CTOPOHBI TOCY/IAPCTBA U CAMOYIPABJICHUH B 1IEJIOM HH(POPMUPOBAHBI HAMHOTO
Jy9IIe.

Ha Bompoc, 4ro Hano nenarb Uid Pa3sBUTHS MEXKYJIBTYPHOTO JUajora W Jjs CIJIOYEHUS
JATBUICKOTO OOIIECTBa, Yallle BCEro ObUI JaH OTBET, YTO CIIEAyeT OOJbIIEe IPOBOJUTH COBMECTHBIC
IPa3/IHUKU, KOHLEPThI, CHOPTUBHbBIE MEPOIIPUATHUS, KOTOPBIE TPOXOAUIH Obl OMIHHIBaJIbHO (32%).
Bropoii u3 Hambojee YacThIX OTBETOB: NPABUTEIBCTBO M TOJUTHKH JOJDKHBI TMPEKPATHThH
IIPOBOLIMPOBATh U JIEJIUTh JIIOJIEH M0 HALIMOHAJIBHON WIIM TPaXKAAHCKOM mpuHaaiekHocTH (25%).
Tperuit Haubosiee yacThli OTBET HE OTHOCUTCS K MpoOjeMe CIUIOYEHHOCTH OOILEecTBa, OH
BbIpa)kKaeT HEOOXOAUMOCTh YIyUIIUTh KaYeCTBO XKU3HU Beex xkurener (19%), uyto, B COOTBETCTBUU
C MHEHHMEM YYaCTHHUKOB OIIpoca, OyAeT crocoOCTBOBaTh JAMAJIOTY KYJIbTYp U CIJIOUEHHOCTHU
oO1iecTBa.

MHorue u3 MpPO3BYYaBIIMX B OMNPOCE PEKOMEHAAIMM, BXOAST B YHCIO TeX, KOTOpHIE Ha
rocy/1apCTBEHHOM YPOBHE U YPOBHE CaMOYIIPABIICHUH YK€ pelIaloTcs — 3TO OecIIaTHbIe KypChl IO
OOyuYeHHUIO JNATBIIICKOMY $f3bIKY, paboTa C AETbMH M MOJOJEXKBIO IO BOCIUTAHUIO YYBCTBA
MaTpUOTU3MA U COJIUJIAPHOCTH, MTOAICPKKA OpraHu3aIuil HAIIMEHBITUHCTB U JIp.

3nanue u ynompe6ﬂeuue JAmMblUICKO20 A3bIKA

JlaHHbIE Ompoca MOKa3bIBalOT, 4TO B 11eJI0M 83% ONpPOIIEHHBIX CBOM 3HAHMS JATHIIMICKOTO SI3bIKA
OLICHMBAIOT KaK OYEHb XOPOIINE, XOPOUIME U CPENHUE, U B LIEJIOM MOXHO CJEJIaTh OCTOPOXKHBIN
BBIBOJ] O TOM, 4TO 110 cpaBHeHUIO ¢ 2012 1 2014 r. camoo11€HKa YPOBHS 3HAHHI JIATHIIIICKOTO SI3bIKA
Bo3pocna. B 2012 roxy 78% xuteneid, yeil poAHON S3bIK HE SBISJICS JATHIILICKUM, OLEHUIIU CBOU
3HAHMA JATBIIICKOTO sI3blKa KakK O4YeHb Xopolue, xopomue u cpeanue. B 2014 romy stor
nokaszarenb coctaBisi 77%. B Mononexnoit rpynme ot 18-24 ner camoolieHKa 3HaHUN
JIATBIIICKOTO SI3bIKA €1l BBILIE.

OTHOIIIEHNE K WCIIOJIB30BAHUIO JIATHIIIICKOTO sI3bIKA CPEIU HAIMECHBINIUHCTB 4Yalle SBJISCTCS
HEUTPaTbHBIM WU MOJIOKUTEIBHBIM. 5% OMPOIIEHHBIX OY€Hb HEOXOTHO TOBOPAT HAa JATHIIICKOM
SI3bIKE, a TAKUX, KTO TMO-JIATHIIICKK TOBOPUT 0€3 0co0oro ymaoBOJbCTBUS, - 7%. Y OCTalbHBIX
OTHOIIICHHE K ATOMY HeWTpaibHOe (45%) wiun nonoxurtenbaoe (36%).

PesynpTaThl ompoca CBHUIETEIbCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO OOJbIIasi 4acTh ONPOLIEHHBIX B OCHOBHOM
TOBOPST TMO-PYCCKH HE TOJBKO JI0Ma HITH C JPY3bsIMH, HO B IIYOJUYHOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE U Ha padore.
B pabounx cuTyalMsx MOYTH IMOJIOBHHA HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB B OCHOBHOM YMOTPEOJseT JATBIIICKUN
SI3BIK, @ BTOpAs TOJIOBMHA — B OCHOBHOM OOIIAaeTCs Ha PYCCKOM si3bike. [IpW BBISICHEHWH, KaKoOi
A3BIK UCIIOJIb3YETCS B Pa3HBIX pabouMxX CUTYyalUsX B pa3HbIX peruoHax JIaTBuu, BBIABIEHO, YTO
JIATHIIICKUH S3BIK Yalle ucnonb3yercs B Bumseme, 3emrane u Kypsewme, pexe B Jlatrane (B 6ecenax
C KOJUIETaMH TOJIbKO 23% MCHOJB3YIOT JATHILICKUN A3bIK, @ 74% B OCHOBHOM TOBOPST Ha PYCCKOM
s3bIKe). B MyOJUYHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE PYCCKHIA S3bIK B I[EJIOM HCIIOJIB3YETCs Yalle, YeM Ha padoTe:
IPUMEPHO OJIHA TPETh B YUPEKICHUSAX CAMOYIpaBJICHUH, Mara3uHax, NPeANpPHUSITHAX OBITOBBIX
yCIIyT, B OOIIECTBEHHOM TPAHCIIOPTE Yallle TOBOPUT Ha JIATHIIICKOM SI3BIKE, a JIBE TPETH — Ha
pycckoM. MckiroueHue CoCTaBIsIOT rocydpexaeHus, rae 61% B OCHOBHOM HCIOJIB3YIOT
JIATBILICKUH S13bIK, a 38% — pyCcCKuil.
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Hcnonp3oBaHue s3blKa B CEMbE B OCHOBHOM COOTBETCTBYET pOJHOMY SI3BIKY: 86%
HAI[MEHBIIMHCTB B CEMbE TJIABHBIM 00Opa3oM TOBOPIAT Ha pycckoM s3bike. C apyseamMu 85%
OTIPOIICHHBIX TOXKE TJIaBHBIM O0Opa3oM TOBOPST Ha PYCCKOM s3bike. B Oeceme ¢ narbimamu
JATBHIIICKUH S3bIK MCTIONB3YIOT JIBE TPETH ONPOILIEHHBIX, WK 63%. Yarle Tak IOCTYNaOT MOJIO/bIE
moau B Bo3pactHou rpymme ot 18-24 met. (80%), a Taxxke skutenu npuropona Puru u Kypzeme
(76-77%), pexe — xurenu Jlarrane (44%). B menoM pe3yiabTaThl OMPOCa MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO YaCTh
HAIIMEHBIIMHCTB KHUBET B CPeJIe, TJ€ PYCCKHUIA A3BIK CAMOJJOCTATOUYEH W 3HAHUS JIATBIIICKOTO S3bIKA
HE SIBIIIOTCS OCTPO HEOOXOMMMBIMH, TaK Kak B OOIICHUH INPEHUMYIIECTBEHHO HCIIOJIb3YeTCs
PYCCKUH SA3BIK.

Pexomenganuu:

I[MonyyenHas B wucciaeqoBaHun uHGopManusa 00 HCHOJAb30BAHMHU JATBIINICKOTO S3bIKA
HALUMEHbIIMHCTBAMHU, CBH/ETEJIbCTBYET O TOM, UYTO 32 MCKJ/IOYeHHEM TrocydpexIeHuil, B
APYrux NyO0JHYHBIX MeCTaxX JBe TPeTH NMpeAcTABUTe/Ieil HAMEHbIIUHCTB MPeuMYIeCTBEHHO
FOBOPAT HA PYCCKOM f3blKe. JTO 3HAYHUT, YTO HAA0 MNPOJO/LKATH YACJIATH YCHJIEHHOE
BHHMAaHHUeE 3TOH MpodJjiemMe, BCeMEPHO CIOCOOCTBOBATH YNOTPEOJEHHIO JATBHIIICKOI0 SI3bIKA B
ny0au4yHoM mnpocrpadHcrBe. CileyeT AaKTHBHO PpPeaJid30BaTh MEpPONPHATHS BTOPOro
HanpaBJeHuss (OCHOBHBIX YCTAHOBOK IOJMTHKH HAIMOHAJLHOM HAEHTHYHOCTH H
odmecTBeHHoi mHTerpanuu Ha 2012 - 2018 roabl, yaeiuB 0co00oe BHUMaHUe NMYyHKTY 2.1.
ObecnneynTh UCMOJIB30BAHNE JIATHINICKOTO A3bIKA B MMy0JMYHOM NpocTpancTie JlaTBum.
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