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Abstract:

Russia has suffered from environmental problems throughout history, but there were also periods
characterized by environmental consciousness. From Stalinist times to Gorbachev,
environmentalism was at times banned, and at times encouraged. This study investigates the
perspectives of university educated Russians beliefs about environmental issues through a survey
put out in 2015. 105 respondents participated in the survey across four Western Russian cities
including Moscow, Kazan, Arkhangelsk, Saint Petersburg, and an additional group labeled as
“other” cities. Results suggest that respondents show concern about ecological environmental
issues. Respondents believe that people must start to make changes in their personal lives to

better environmental conditions.
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Kpatkuit O630p:

Poccus moctpamana ot yxyameHui OKpY>KarIIe cpe/ibl B MPOILUIOM HO, TaK)XKe ObUIO U BpeMs
BOJIH »HBaliponMeHTanu3ma. Ot Cranuna 1o ['opbayeBa sHBalipOHMEHTAIN3M BpeMEHaAMHU
MOJAEPKUBAJICA, BpEMEHAMH HET. DTOT JUILIOM M3y4daeT B3IJIsAIbI JItoJIen 3anaanoi Poccun ¢
BBICIITIM 00pa30BaHMEM Ha MPOOJIEMBl OKPYIKAIOIIEH CpeIbl MocpeacTBOM orpoca B 2015 roxy.
105 pecrioHIEHTOB y4acTBOBAJIM B OIPOCE U3 YETHIPEX TOPOAOB 3anajaHor Poccuu Birodas
MockBy, Kazanb, Apxanrensck, Cankt [letepOypr, a Taxxke U3 Ipyrux ropoJoB (ObLIu
OTMEUEHBI B OMPOCE KakK «JIpyrue»). Pe3ynpTaT mokas3piBaeT, 4To peCOHIEHThI 03a004YECHbI
9KOJIOTMUYECKOM MpoOIeMOii U YBEPEHBI, YTO JIFOJIU JOHKHBI HAUYaTh MEHITh CBOIO YaCTHYIO
YKU3Hb, YTOOBI YIYUYIIUTh SKOJIOTMUECKYIO CUTYaLIUIO.



Introduction

Russia is the world’s largest country containing over 30% of the worlds natural resources
(Korabik), 4.89% of the worlds forest (FAO) which includes the single largest expanse of forest
in the world (BBC), and overall consisting of more than 12% of the worlds uninhabited land
(Seton-Watson et al.). Although Russia is known for its vast expanses of nature, the country has
struggled with resource depletion and pollution among many other forms of environmental
degradation which will be discussed in the coming pages. As one of the world’s superpowers and
as the world’s largest country, it is essential that Russia participate in environmental stewardship
as our world faces pollution, global climate change, loss of biodiversity, and resource depletion.
This essay will explore what a self-selected group of university educated Russian’s believe about
environmental issues, their role as individuals and the role they believe the country has or should
have in combating these issues.

What do western university educated Russian’s believe about environmental issues? This
question is the main topic of this essay and will be further analyzed and illustrated through
graphs and written responses gathered from a set of survey questions that were distributed in fall
2015. Each survey question has the potential for many new and interesting questions to arise. For
example, from the question “How do participants define nature,” arises the question, “If a place
1s not considered nature by the people living in Western Russia then does it make it difficult to
advocate for species residing in the area?” The main essay question and questions that stem from
it are important in helping us understand what the educated population may believe about
environmental issues both positively and negatively. Furthermore, this may help us to understand

where local communities are headed in the future and what NGO’s (Non-governmental



organization) can do differently to appeal to, or better educate the population regarding
ecological environmental issues.

The respondents of this survey were selected at random based upon the limited resources
available to the author. All respondents were voluntary and mostly consist of those connected to
universities that the author had access to. Due to the topic of the survey, many, but not all, of the
people who chose to respond had some concern for environmental issues. Additionally,
approximately 74 percent of the population of Russia resides in the western portion of the
country (“Geohive: Russia”) where there has also been heavy influence from national and
international NGOs working to protect the ecological environment in the area. The author fully
recognizes that though this study uses the data from a survey it does not pretend to be a
sociological study; rather, it is an investigation based on the authors interest and background in
Russian studies and the Russian language.

The essay will be laid out as follows: an environmental history of Russia, pages 5-12,
will give a brief overview of environmentalism in Russia. Next the survey will be introduced and
presented by a selection of questions in pages 13-14 and 17-52. Finally the conclusion of the
findings of the survey and essay will be presented in pages 73-78. Pages 3-4 is the introduction
written in Russian. Pages 15-16 and 53-73 is the survey introduction and presentation of the
selected questions written in Russian, and pages 78-84 is the conclusion written in Russian. The
appendix, which shows all data not included in text can be found in pages 85-99 in English and

100-114 in Russian. Acknowledgements and bibliography can be found on pages 115 and 116.



Beenenne:

Poccus — camas Gonbiias ctpana, ¢ 6osee ueM 30% MUPOBBIX €CTECTBEHHBIX PECYPCOB,
4.89% MHUPOBBIX JIECOB, KOTOPbIE BKIIOYAIOT B ce0s1 caMblii OOLIMPHBII JIECHOW MAacCUB B MUPE U
B LIEJIOM COJEPKUT 12% HE0OKUTHIX 3eMenb MUpa. X0Ts Poccust n3BecTHa oOMTUPHBIMU
3eMJISIMU, OHA UCHBITHIBAET TPYHOCTH B OCBOEHUH MPUPOIHBIX PECYPCOB M3-3a 3arps3HEHUS
OKPY’KaOIIEeH Cpesibl U APYruX GopM HAPYIICHUS SKOJIOTUH OKpY KaroIiei cpenbl. Tak Kak
Poccust — oiuH M3 MUPOBBIX JIHIEPOB U camasi OoJibliasi CTpaHa B MUPE, OUY€Hb BaXKHO, UTOOBI
Poccus paborana coBMECTHO ¢ APYrMMU CTpaHaMU T10 BOIPOCaM OKPY>Karolllel Cpe/ibl B TAKUX
o0JacTsX Kak: 3arpsi3HeHue, rI00anbHOe U3MEHEHUE KJIMMarTa, oTepst OnopasHooOpasust u
BOCIPOM3BOJCTBO PECYPCOB. DTOT JUILIOM PACCKAXKET O TOM, UTO AyMaeT 0 mpodiemax
OKpY KaroIlei cpesibl U POJIM CTpaHbl B HCIIPABIIEHUU CUTYyalluu HaceJIeHue 3amnaanoil Poccumn.

Yro nymaroT Jirou Ha 3anajae Poccun ¢ BeiciinM oOpa3zoBaHueM O Ipodiemax
OKpYKaroliei cpesibl? DTOT BONPOC — IIaBHas TeMa 3TOro JUIUIOMa U OH OyAeT
IpOaHAIU3UPOBAH MOCPEICTBOM IpaduKOB U pe3yIbTaTOB ONPOCA, KOTOPBINA ObLI MPOBE/ICH B
2015 rony. Kaxxaplid BOpoC UCCIIEI0BAaHUSA UMEET MOTEHIIMAIBHO MHOTO HOBBIX U MHTEPECHBIX
TeM g uzydyenusa. Hanpumep, Bonpoc "Kak yyacTHUKH onpenenstoT npupoay?" mogHuMaet
HOBBIN Bonpoc: «Eciu MecTo He onpeaenseTcs Kak Mpupo/a JI0AbMHU B 3anaiHoi yacti Poccun,
OyJleT 1 TPYAHO 3aIUTUTH BUJIBI )KUBOTHOTO MbIpa, OOMTAIOIINE B 3TOM apeanie?» [ maBHas
TeMa JUIJIOMAa U BOMPOCHI, KOTOPbIE BO3HUKAIOT, BaXKHbI, YTOOBI IOMOYb HaM MOHATh, YTO
JymMaeT o0pa30BaHHOE HACEJICHHUE O MPoOIeMax OKPYKaroIIel Cpeibl B TO3UTHBHBIX U
HETraTHUBHBIX acneKkTax. TakKe 3TO MOXKET IOMOYb HaM MOHSATh, Ky/1a MECTHbIE COOOIEeCTBa

HanpasiieHsl B OytymieM u uro HITO (HenpaBuTensCTBEHHAs OPraHU3allMs) MOKET C/IeIaTh Mo-



JIpYyromMy, 4To0bl 00paTUTHCS K HACETICHUIO WIIM YTOOBI JIy4llie THPOPMUPOBATH U 00yUYaTh
HaceJIeHHWE B OTHOILIEHUH MPOOJIeM SKOJIOTUU U OKPYIKaIOLEH CpeIbl.

PecnionieHThI 3TOTO OMpOCa OBUTH BHIOPAHBI CITy4alHBIM 00pa3oM Ha OCHOBAHUH
OTrpaHMYEHHBIX PECYPCOB, UMEIOIIMXCS B paclopsKeHUH aBTopa. Bee pecnionaeHTs! Obuin
JO0OPOBOJIBIIAMH U B OCHOBHOM COCTOSITU M3 T€X, KTO CBSI3aH C YHUBEPCUTETAMU, B KOTOPbIE
aBTOp UMeI JocTyM. B cBsi3u ¢ TeMoil orpoca MHOTHE, HO HE BCE, KTO OTpearupoBasl, BbICKa3alu
HEKOTOPOEe OECIOKOMCTBO MO BOIIPOCAM 3KOJIOTHH M OKpYykaroiiei cpenbl. Kpome Toro, okomno
74 nponeHToB HaceseHus: Poccun nmpoxuBaeT B 3anaaHoi yactu crpansl ("Geohive: Poccus"),
r71e HaOJt01aeTCs TaKKe CUIIbHOE BIMSHUE HallMOHAJIBHBIX U MexTyHapoaHbix HITO,
paboTarouux B cepe 3aluThl OKPYKaIOLIeH cpebl B 3TOM paiioHe. ABTOP MOJIHOCThIO
IPU3HAET, YTO, XOTSI 3TO UCCIIE0BaHUE UCTIOIb3YET JaHHbIE ONPOCA, OHO HE MPETEHAYET ObITh
COLIMOJIOTMYECKUM HCCIIEIOBaHUEM; CKOpEE 3TO MCCIIeJ0BaHNE OCHOBAHO HAa UHTEpece aBTopa U
OIbITE B Mccie0BaHnu Poccun U pyccKoro si3bika.

Jlumiom OyzeT cocTaBiieH cliefyroliee 00pa3oM: SKOJIOrHuecKasi UCTOPUS U KpaTKUil
0030p PKOJIOTHYECKOTO ABMKEHUs B Poccun, (Ha aHTIIMICKOM SI3bIKOM) — cTpaHUIlel 5 -12. Janee
OTIPOC C TPEJICTABIICHHBIM BEIOOPOM BOTIPOCOB Ha cTpanuiax 15-16 u 53 -72. HakoHer, BBIBOIbI

pe3yIbTAaTOB UCCIIEIOBAHMS M 3¢Cce OyayT PEICTABIICHBI HA CTpaHuIax 78-83.



A Brief History of Environmentalism in Russia

Economic, political and cultural factors have all played a hand in determining how nature
and resources have been viewed throughout Russia’s history. Due to Russia’s unique history,
environmentalism in Russia has oscillated with the changes in political regimes. Since Tsarist
times, Russia has had some form of environmentalism yet has also exploited and largely
mismanaged its resources. According to the authors of An Environmental History of Russia
during the Romanov dynasty some scientists were “conservationist” thinkers, but largely failed
to convince the government to manage and protect important resources (1). By Bolshevik times
these same conservationists were embraced by the government and began projects to develop
resources. Additionally, they created the first ever system of nature preserves in Russia-called
zapovedniks (3anoBeaanku.) These preserves and projects brought about contradictory questions
as to whether nature could and should be managed. Regardless of such early thinking, political
and economic factors largely determined the changes that brought such turmoil and destruction
to the Russian ecological environment (Josephson et al.).

Similar to the Western industrial revolution, Russia had its own developmental period,
where the development of civil society and economy took precedence over any kind of
environmental and resources management. Some may argue that this same outlook is again
present today. Although socialism promised to protect resources for the sake of the people,
environmental activism was largely silenced for a long period of time in the USSR, thus leading
to greater environmental problems than in the west. Furthermore, scientists, advisors, and
conservationists who pressed communist party officials on an environmentalist basis had to be
very careful to express their concerns in a way that supported economic growth, still they faced

the potential for arrest, loss of careers, and even execution at times. The state strongly believed



in economic development and leaders often believed that protection of the environment worked
against their primary goals of development and were unnecessary, thus any laws that did exist for
protecting nature were poorly enforced. Throughout Soviet history, government views around
environmental issues evolved and discussions for protecting nature and resources became more
open (Josephson et al.).

A review from 1918 to present day

Civil war, World War I, World War II, and the Cold War all put stressors on the economy
and on agricultural lands that ultimately lead to destruction of the environment. During Lenin’s
time the debate for whether or not nature could and should be controlled began, as did the
struggle between protecting nature and economic growth. From 1918-1921 the Bolsheviks
struggle to hold onto power lead to War Communism (BoenHs1it kommyH#n3M), a period in which
all grains were confiscated-called prodrazvyorstka (ITpoxpassépctka). Soldiers, workers, and
peasants were forced to raid all lands, including zapovedniks, for any sources of food and fuel
they could find to survive. Even through such turmoil Lenin’s government supported scientists in
nature conservation efforts.

Throughout Lenin’s time as leader of the communist party, he was in support of nature
conservation, but ultimately war, famine, and economic distress created hardships that prevented
success in this area. Lenin was known for being particularly supportive of forest conservation
and fisheries research, but during the 1917 war with Germany, famine broke out forcing the
people to raid and deplete fisheries. Even upon return of fisheries management, following the
implementation of Lenin’s New Economic Policy (1921-1927), there was an immense lack of
education in the area and lack of funding which lead to further mismanagement regardless of

good intentions (Josephson et al.).



With the exception of Stalin’s unique approach to forestry management, which carried
through from Lenin’s governing period, Stalinist economic policies marked a period of setbacks
in the conservation movement. Although there were environmental laws, for the most part
environmentalists were attacked from all sides and the socialist economy was put first. During
the Stalin period many discussions about management of the environment were quickly shut
down unless they were framed in a way that supported the development of the economy.
Speaking out in relation to conservationism could be perceived as a crime and had the potential
to threaten ones’ career or even life. Deforestation, pollution of land, rivers, and lakes all took
place under the rapid industrialization and Stalin’s effort to “master the empire’s extensive
natural resources” (Josephson et al.). Contradictory to many of Stalin’s approaches towards
environmentalism, Stalin was highly supportive of the mass movement for the reforestation of
Southern Russia (Brian).

Khrushchev’s economic reforms tended to be more environmentally thoughtful, but still
rapid economic growth put great pressure on the environment and natural resources. Regardless
of the Thaw, which allowed for publications and more open discussions, the Soviet government
continued to prohibit any reporting about forest fires, industrial accidents, military accidents, or
radioactive pollution. Although individual papers were allowed to be published, censors banned
the publication of The proceedings of a Conference on Threatened and Endangered Plants and
Animals and Unique Geological Sites, claiming that the collection presented “too gloomy a
picture.” Still other conservation minded writings were published and conservation became more
widely practiced and discussed in the Khrushchev era (Josephson et al.).

By Brezhnev’s time, the USSR had more economic, political and social stability and the

citizens were well educated and well read. On the surface, the government appeared to make a



concerted effort to uphold environmental legislation, establish protected areas and regulate
polluting industries, but a continued refusal to acknowledge the true impacts of industries
ultimately lead to further environmental degradation. Still, it was during this period that
problems of the environment became a global issue and the USSR became a member of the
United Nations Environmental Program. Efforts began to protect endangered species on the
international level, though true efforts within the country itself were scarce. False reports to the
international community were common and economic development still took precedence over
environmental concerns (Josephson et al.).

By the mid 1980’s, environmental thinking and informal citizen groups of
environmentalists were beginning to form. The Chernobyl disaster of 1986 only further
prompted these groups to speak out and become more active as Gorbachev came into power.
Gorbachev’s policies of restructuring- perestroika (mepectpoiika) and openness- glasnost
(rmacHocts), allowed for the shocking realization of how much the Soviet development model
had impacted the environment. Gorbachev’s government is known for having pursued
environmental policies much more actively than previous Soviet leaders and for allowing
cooperation with the West, which is attributed to Gorbachev’s policy of “new thinking” (HoBoe
meinuienue.) The shift in ideology during Gorbachev’s time created true reforms and institutional
changes, supported the ideal for a clean environment, and allowed for cooperation to learn from
and work with the West (Josephson et al.). Dissatisfaction for environmental conditions was at
an all time high for the Soviet Union. One survey conducted in 1990 in Moscow showed that
more than 98 percent of citizens were more concerned with pollution than rising crime rates.

Another survey conducted across 850 Russian cities showed that 54 percent of respondents were



unhappy about local environmental conditions and 96,000 Soviet citizens expressed psycho-
ecological distress (Feshbach and Friendly, Jr.).

By the collapse of the USSR many industries were shut down which decreased the drastic
destruction and pollution caused by the Soviet economic model. New technologies, international
environmental regulations, and help from the West had created limited changes to improve the
environmental impact of harmful industries across former Soviet states. Still many of these
countries have had to survive economically, and severely lack funds for environmental cleanup;
therefore, have relied heavily on their natural resources including oil, gas, and mining for
precious materials (Josephson et al.; Feshbach and Friendly, Jr.).

Since the collapse of the Soviet Union a large majority of environmental activism has
diminished under the weight of new political and economic problems. International organizations
have provided a framework for local organizations within Russia, regardless of a decline in
funding, but even the international support has not been enough to keep many organizations
active. In 2000 there were approximately 3,600 registered environmental groups throughout the
Russian Federation. By 2008 political leader Aleksei Yablokov estimated that there were
between five hundred and a thousand active environmental organizations left in the country
(Henry).

According to article 42 of the Russian constitution each citizen has “the right to a
favorable environment, reliable information about its condition and to compensation for the
damage caused to his or her health or property by ecological violations.” This article brought
hope to environmentalists at the start of Yeltsin’s presidency and again when Putin took office,
but has ultimately only caused further frustration. During Yeltsin’s presidency, environmentalists

were hopeful to have a voice within the new democratic system, but soon realized that the



collapsing economy and general chaos of the times were not in their favor. Putin’s rise to power
provided a new false hope. Once again the states power and economic focus has made it difficult
for environmentalists to work alongside the government (Henry). President Putin has clearly
stated his warning against “foreign agents” including many non-governmental organizations
(Ryzhkov). In one such meeting in 2006 Putin stated,

I personally... have only one concern. I will always speak and fight against

foreign governments financing political activity in our country, just as our

government should not finance political activity in other countries. This is a

sphere of activity for our public and our public organizations. They should

function on the money of our people, our public or financial organizations.

(Henry)

In the context above, Putin shows concern that “foreign agents” are meddling in Russia’s
political business even through support for social activism and support for environmental
conservation (Henry).

Some organizations have found ways around being labeled a “foreign agent” and have
continued to work within Russia, while other local organizations have formed. Environmental
organizations that currently reside in Moscow include international organizations such as
Greenpeace Russia, World Wildlife Fund (WWF) Russia, and Biodiversity Conservation Center
(BCC). Russia’s national organizations that reside in Moscow include: the Institute of Natural
Resource Management (INRM) and ROSHYDROMET (MoscowCity.com). In Saint Petersburg,
environmental organizations include: “Green World,” Baltic Fund for Nature of Saint-Petersburg

Naturalists Society, and the Transboundary Environmental Agency (ST-PETERSBURG.NET).
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In smaller cities such as Arkhangelsk, local environmental organizations such as Aetas have
formed.

In addition to the challenges that activist organizations may have, Putin’s government has
made it increasingly more difficult for new political parties to rise up and take part in
governmental decisions. In 2005 the new political party, the Union of Greens (Coros 3enénbix
Poccuu), began to form in Russia as the first ever party advocating for the environment. In
Russia, each party is required to have fifty thousand members to register as an official political
party allowing for them to run in elections. Due to inadequate numbers, the Union of Greens
only lasted independently for one year, but is now nestled under the Russian United Democratic
party “Yabloko” (Poccuiickas obveounennas oemokpamuyeckas napmus «Aonoxo»)(Henry). As
of the 18 September 2016 elections, Yabloko no longer holds any seats in the State Duma
(Russian parliament) (Pike).

The World Values Survey website run by the Institute of Comparative Survey Research -
ICSR based out of Vienna, Austria provides more recent information regarding citizen
prospective related to environmental issues and involvement in Russia. In a survey conducted in
2011, participants were asked about their confidence in environmental organizations. Out of
2,500 respondents across Russia, 40.6% answered that they had quite a lot of confidence in
environmental organizations, 15.3% did not know, and 11.2% had no confidence in
environmental organizations. In another question, citizens were asked if they were active
members, inactive members, or not members of an environmental organization. 98% of the 2,500
people asked, answered that they were not members of an environmental organization. When
asked if they agreed with the statement: “protecting the environment should be given priority,

even if it caused slower economic growth and some loss of jobs,” 50.2% of respondents agreed.
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36% of respondents instead agreed with the statement: “Economic growth and creating jobs
should be the top priority, even if the environment suffers to some extent.” When asked to
express if their views were similar or different to a person whose view is: “looking out for the
environment is important to this person; to care for nature, and safe life resources,” 31.5% of
respondents answered “very much like me,” and none answered “not like me” or “not at all like
me.” The responses to these questions show that regardless of changes in the political arena
citizens have faith in environmental organizations and find environmental protection to be a
priority (“World Values Survey Wave 6: 2010-2014"). The responses presented from the
selected questions from the World Values Survey as well as the overview of the environmental
history of Russia lay a groundwork for the basis of the questions asked in the survey presented in

the next section of this essay.
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The Survey: Environmental Issues in Russia

I created the following survey with the help of many professors and peers from both
Russia and the United States (please refer to acknowledgments). The original survey contains 49
questions including verification of age, region, and study or work place. Each respondent was
required to be at least 18 years of age and a citizen of Russia. The questions are intended to give
comprehensive insight into the involvement of each respondent regarding interest in the
conservation of ecological environment, what issues each respondent believes exists and to what
degree these issues are a problem, how important environmental issues are and why, if
respondents have the ability to improve upon environmental issues, and whose responsibility it is
to confront any environmental problems that do exist.

It is important to note that there are specific words and phrases that should or must be
clarified based on context and/or language. For the sake of this essay “problem” is defined as
something negative that is happening, whereas an “issue” is regarded as either positive or
negative depending on a person’s opinion. The word “environment” is specified as “ecological
environment” in this survey.

Out of the 49 survey questions only 15 have been chosen for discussion and analysis in
this essay. The chosen questions are considered the most relevant and crucial for answering the
primary question of the essay: What do university educated Russians believe about
environmental issues? The purpose of answering this question is to better understand what
people believe and are currently doing to prevent further environmental degradation in order to
inform environmental NGO’s (non-governmental organization) in the area about what they can

be doing to create effective change in local communities. The survey is limited to the university
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educated because this is the most influential group of people for creating change in communities
through education, business, and social groups.

The respondents surveyed were from Arkhangelsk, Kazan, Moscow, and Saint
Petersburg. Participants from all other Russian cities are grouped together as “other.”
Arkhangelsk, Kazan, Moscow, and Saint Petersburg were selected as the main regions due to
being some of the largest and most influential cities in Western Russia and because they were the
cities most available to me at the time the data was being collected. Moscow and Saint
Petersburg are the most influential centers of political, economic, and scientific power in Russia.
Kazan is influential due to the size of the city as well as being home to the Institute of
Environmental Sciences. Kazan is known for energy development, agriculture, and
environmental ranking. Arkhangelsk is home to local environmental initiatives, and is
historically a significant port for Russia’s scientific research.

The following survey has a relatively small sample size of only 105 respondents across
four cities and a grouping of other cities. The original survey was intended to be broken down
into responses from students and non-students for each city, however the sample size is too small
to make any conclusions. For this reason I have chosen to, by and large, present the data showing
the general percentages by city. I fully recognize that the conclusions of this survey are limited to
the small population that answered the survey and that a majority of respondents are active in
environmentalism to some degree, however the results still have merit in showing what a small
portion of people thing. Furthermore, the survey allows for further questions to develop a more

comprehensive study for the future.
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Omnpoc: Bonpocsl okpyxaronieit cpeasl B Poccun

HacTosiee nccneaoBanre npoBeeHO aBTOPOM C ITOMOIIBI0 MHOTHUX MPO(ECCOPOB U
xosuter u3 Poccuu u Coenunennsix IlItatoB Amepuku (MMeHa epedyrciieHbl B IPUIIOKEHUH ).
Omnpoc conepxut 49 BONpOCOB, BKITIOUAs TOATBEPKICHUE BO3PACTa, MECTa KHUTEIHCTBA U YUEOBI
wiM MecTta paboThl. Kaxkplil pecioHAeHT JoJKeH ObLT ObITh B BO3pacTe Mo KpaiiHeil mepe 18
JeT u ObITh TpaxkaaHuHoM Poccuu. DTH Bompockl peAHa3HaueHbl ISl TOr0, YTOObI 1aTh MOJIHOE
npeJicTaBiIeHne 00 y4aCTUH KaXJI0T0 PECIIOH/IEHTAa U 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTH B 00CYXACHUU
9KOJIOTMUYECKOH Cpefibl. DTOT OMPOC BBICHSET, KAKUE TEMbl KaXKIbli PECIIOH/IEHT CUUTAET
BaXHBIMU U B KaKOM CTEIEHU 3TH TEMBI SIBJISIFOTCS TPOOIeMaTUYHBIMH, HACKOJIBKO BayKHBI
BOIPOCHI HKOJIOTUU U TIOYEMY, HACKOJIBKO BO3MOXKHO JIJISl YYACTHUKOB YIYUIIHUTh
9KOJIOTMUYECKYIO CUTYalMIO, U KTO HECET OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 3a pa3pellieHne JII00bIX
9KOJIOTMUYECKUX MPOOJIEM B HACTOSIIEM.

BaxxHO OTMETHUTB, YTO B AUIJIOME UCIIOJIb3YIOTCSI KOHKPETHBIE CJI0Ba U (pa3bl, KOTOPbIE
HY)KJAI0TCS B 00BsICHEHUH. B KOHTEKcTe AUIIoMa CI0BO “Ipobiiema’” UMEET HeraTUBHOE
3HAuYEHUE, a CIIOBO “BOMPOCHI” MOXET UMETh HEraTHBHOE WJIM IO3UTUBHOE 3HAYCHHE B
3aBUCUMOCTH OT MHEHHUS pecroHeHTa. CI0BO “OKOJOTUS OMPEACIISIETCS KaK ““DKOJI0rnyecKas
cpena” B 3TOM OIpOCeE.

N3 49 BompocoB a1 aHanu3a ObutH BRIOpaHb! 15 kak HanboJiee BaXKHBIC U PEIIAIOIINE
JUIsL OTBETOB Ha OCHOBHOM BOIIpoC AUIIoMa: «YTo pyccKue JI0IU ¢ BBICHIMM 00pa30BaHuEM
JTyMaroT O MpodiieMax OKpyskaroIien cpeasi?» Llens aToro Bompoca 3akiiro4aeTcsi B TOM, YTOObI
Jy4llle MOHSTh, YTO JIFOAU JyMAaIOT O MpobiemMax OKpyKarollei cpeibl 1 YTO OHU MOTYT ceifuac
cAenaTh AJs NpeJoTBpalleHus e€ yxXyaueHus. DT1a nH(opMaliys B CBOIO ouepe/lb BaXKHa JUIs

TOTO, YTOOBI JOHECTH €€ 10 HCTOCYAapPCTBCHHBIX opraHmauHﬁ MCCTHBIX PETHUOHOB C IICJIBIO
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BHeceHUs 3(EKTUBHBIX U3MEHEHUI IO JaHHOMY BOIIpOCy B cBoMX pernoHax. K ygactuio B
OIIPOCE JOMYCKAJIUCh TOJIBKO JIIOH C BHICIIUM 00pa30BaHUEM, IOTOMY UYTO OHU TEOPETUYECKU
Haubosee nHGOPMUPOBAHBI U SIBISIFOTCS HauOoJIee BIUSTEIbHBIMU B CO3JaHUH U3MEHEHUN

yepe3 oOpazoBaHue, OM3HEC U COLMAIbHbIE TPYIIIHI.
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Presented Survey Questions
Question 1: What does “a pristine natural site” (or nature) mean to you? Please select from the
following choices:

* Small park or garden

¢ Forest
e Lake
e Beach

* Any place where there are trees and no buildings
* River

* Canal

*  Mountains

* Other

* Not applicable

Under the assumption that it is important to involve common people in promoting
environmental conservation or in the conservation of nature, it is important to understand
what people consider to be nature. The question presented above is intended to help us
understand what the general Russian population considers to be a natural site. The original
question was meant to ask “what does nature mean to you?” Due to the typo in the question,
which has changed the question to specify a pristine natural site, it helps us to further
understand what types of sites are still considered pristine and natural to the general
population in question. Due to the way the question was written each participant was able to

interpret the question as they wished. Although the survey does not allow for each participant
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to define the word “nature” themselves, we can compare the sites that participants consider to

be natural to those that may be considered natural based on the definitions provided below.

The Cambridge Dictionary defines nature as: All the animals, plants, rocks, etc. in the
world and all the features, forces, and processes that happen or exist independently of people
such as the weather, the sea, mountains, and the production of young animals or plants, and
growth.

For the purpose of conservation, the Dictionary of Environment and Conservation by
Chris Park defines a natural area as: An area identified as having significant or unique
natural heritage features, with boundaries based upon the distribution of wildlife and of
natural features rather than administrative borders. The term is used in the UK, the USA,
and Canada (Park).

When looking at the definitions provided above there are still certain discretions that
must be made when defining a site as natural. For example, based on the first definition a
canal may not be considered a natural site, however due to the wildlife found in canals they
may be considered natural under the second definition. Since there is no solid definition of
nature found in a dictionary, it makes it all the more important to understand the definition
provided by society.

The researcher assumes that if there is a consensus of greater than 50% a site can be
considered a natural pristine site by definition of the people.The following graph depicts

what the participants considered natural places to be:
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Overall an average of 35% of the participants consider a small park or garden a natural
pristine site. Interestingly, in Saint Petersburg and “other cities” only 18% of the participants
considered a small park or garden to be a natural pristine site, whereas 59% of Moscow
participants answered that they considered this a natural pristine site. 31% of participants
from Kazan and 33% of participants from Arkhangelsk considered a small park or garden as
a natural pristine site. Based on the definition of the people small parks and gardens cannot
be considered natural pristine sites.

Regardless of the city, over 67% of the population considered forests and mountains to be
pristine natural sites thus they can be defined as “pristine” nature.

Over 61% of participants in all cities except for Saint Petersburg agreed that lakes and
rivers are pristine natural sites. Only 47% of participants in Saint Petersburg consider them to
be natural pristine sites. We can conclude that lakes and rivers are defined by the people as

pristine natural sites.
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Overall 24% of participants considered beaches to be a natural pristine site, however
these percentages are lowest and highest in the two cities which have beaches. In
Arkhangelsk only 17% of participants considered beaches to be pristine nature whereas 41%
answered the same thing in Saint Petersburg. This raises the question why the answers are so
different between the two cities with beaches, and would the answers be more similar if the
question had not specified pristine nature, but simply asked if beaches were considered
nature? There is a general agreement that beaches cannot be considered pristine natural
spaces.

Overall an average of 12% of participants answered that a canal was considered a natural
pristine site, thus canals were not defined as natural pristine sites. A canal may not be
considered pristine nature by a majority of people because it is man made, nonetheless this
does not exclude it from being nature per other definitions. The answer may have been
different if the question did not specify “pristine,” however based on further personal
discussion between the researcher and participants this seems unlikely. If it is not considered
nature by the people living in Western Russia then does it make it more difficult to advocate
for species residing in canals?

When asked if any place where there are trees and no buildings is considered nature 54%
of all respondents answered “yes.” There were some differences between cities in the
percentage of respondents that considered any place with trees and no buildings to be pristine
nature. On the upper end 70% of Muscovites answered “yes,” whereas only 44% of
respondents from Kazan answered “yes” to it being considered pristine nature. Although we
cannot be certain, this may be due to Kazan being a center for agricultural studies where

more people may consider planted trees as “nature” rather than “pristine nature.” 36% of

20



respondents from other cities answered “yes”, and 61% from Arkhangelsk and 53% from
Saint Petersburg answered that any place with trees and no building was considered an
pristine natural site. Overall we can conclude that any place with trees and no building was
defined by the people as pristine nature.

An average of 14% of all respondents from all cities answered that they considered a
place not mentioned as a choice to be pristine nature. In Arkhangelsk 17% of respondents
considered somewhere not mentioned to be an pristine natural site, 13% in Kazan, 24% in
Saint Petersburg, 11% in Moscow, and only 9% in other cities expressed the same thing.

To reiterate, each site is defined as a pristine natural site following the designation by
50% or more respondents. Under this assumption this survey concludes that forests, lakes,
rivers, mountains, and any place with trees and no buildings are defined as pristine natural
sites. Beaches, small parks and gardens, canals, and other sites are not defined as such base
on the limited sample size presented in this survey. This information should be considered
throughout the duration of this essay and when discussing the protection of nature from the

Western Russian perspective.

Question 2: Do you ever discuss environmental problems? Please select from the following
choices:

* Yes, sometimes

* Yes, often

* [tis part of my studies or career

* Rarely

e Never

d
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This question is followed up with question 3: If you answered “yes” to the last question, where
and with whom do you discuss these issues? Please select from the following:

*  With family

*  With friends

* Inlessons

* Atwork

* Inastudent group

*  Other

* No answer

Together these questions are aimed to determine whether or not environmental issues are
discussed among people along with whom and where these issues are discussed. Although the
results are reviewed below please see table 2 and 3 in the appendix for the full data outlining

responses from all regions, students and non-students.

Discussion of Environmental Issues

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

- I

0%
Yes, sometimes Yes, often It is part of my Rarely Never
studies or career



An overall average of 49% of respondents answered that they sometimes discuss
environmental issues. 26% responded “often,” 8% said it was part of their work or school, 17%
said they rarely discuss it, and 1% answered that they never discuss environmental problems.
When broken down by city, the results show some cities discuss environmental issues more than
others regardless of the number of respondents who worked or studied in the field being higher
or lower for each city.

Now getting to the secondary question: where and with whom do respondents discuss
environmental issues? Please refer to table 3 in the appendix and the chart below for the

discussion.

Who discusses environmental issues?

70%
60%
50%

40%
30%
20%
10%
- - o

0%
With family With Inlessons  Atwork Inastudent Other No answer
friends group

Across the board the trend seems to be that discussions about environmental issues was
highest among friends with an average of 65%. In Saint Petersburg this number was similarly
high at 53% for discussing environmental issues with family members whereas these discussions
were least common among families of “other cities.” The average for discussing environmental

issues with family members was 44% across all cities and groups. Interestingly enough only 1%
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of respondents overall said that it was a part of their work, but an overall 30% of respondents
said that they discussed environmental issues in a student group. These student groups were
shown to be comprised of students and non-students from all different academic backgrounds.
This information tells us that the population in question is largely involved in discussing
environmental issues even if it is not part of their work.

Furthermore while all cities had respondents that answered that environmental
discussions happened in lessons, Moscow showed the highest rate for class discussions on
environmental issues (52%). This is particularly interesting because 0% of Muscovites said that
they discussed these issues at work, and only 44% said that they discussed it in student groups.
Looking back at the previous question we know that only 7% of the respondents from Moscow
said that environmental issues were part of their studies. From this information we can
extrapolate that students discussed environmental issues in Moscow universities even if they
were not a part of a related student group and/or a direct part of their studies. Since only 5% of
respondents overall answered that they discussed environmental issues in other settings it raises
the question for why? Are environmental issues typically only discussed in “safe” or structured
setting? How does the media and societal norms around the subject effect where and with whom
these types of discussions take place?

We can conclude that it is most common for the respondents to discuss environmental
issues among their friends, and secondly among their family. Out of all cities, Moscow appears
to be most active in discussing these issues followed by Kazan. “Other” cities were least active

in discussing environmental issues.
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Question 4: Do you think that there are environmental problems in Russia? Please select

from the following choices:

* Yes
* No
e Unsure

This questions aims to understand if the group surveyed believes that there are environmental
problems in Russia. This is important to understand for further educating Russians on
environmental issues. It can tell NGO’s and other environmental advocates where they need to
start educating the public on environmental issues. The results to this question can be found in
table 4 in the appendix.

Overwhelmingly, the response to question four was “yes, there are environmental
problems in Russia.” This is not surprising, particularly when keeping in mind that 99% of
respondents said that they discuss environmental issues to some degree. Still 4% of respondents
were unsure if there were environmental issues in Russia. Across all non-students and for
students in Arkhangelsk and Moscow there was 100% certainty that there are environmental
issues in Russia. When broken down by city, and students and non-students, we can see that
Kazan had the highest percentage (14%) of students respondents that they were unsure if there
are environmental issues in Russia. This is less surprising because Kazan also had the most
amount of respondents that never discussed environmental issues. These responses prompt the
question why are some cities respondents more certain that there are environmental issues in
Russia than others? Does this effect how NGO’s and other environmental advocates should be

approaching the education of the citizens and the protection of the environment in each of these
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areas? This all leads to the larger question: Can there be a uniform system for educating citizens
across all cities and for protecting ecological environments when there are differences in thought
and understanding between cities?

Question 5: Please order by priority the environmental issues in Russia by their importance
using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the highest priority.) In your opinion if it does
not have a priority for Russia place “0.” The environmental issues are:

* Air pollution

*  Water pollution

* QOcean pollution

* Forest pollution

* Lake pollution

* River pollution

* Global climate change

* Deforestation

* Overpopulation

* Loss of Biodiversity

* Nonexistence of an adequate recycling system

* Destruction of ozone

* Genetic engineering

e Health issues
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The results have been regrouped in the following way:
0 = No priority

1-3 = Low priority

4-7 = Medium priority

8-10 = High priority

Unless otherwise stated, the general consensus for the assigned priority by respondents is stated
next to each issue presented below followed by a chart showing the overall results.

Air pollution: High priority. Results shown in table 5 in the appendix.

Chart A:
Air Pollution
4% 2%
=0
12%

1-3
4-7

46%

36% 8-10

No Answer
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Water pollution: High Priority. Results shown in table 6 in the appendix.
Chart B:

Water Pollution

4% 3%

=0

=13

=4-7

©8-10

® No answer

Ocean Pollution: Medium priority. Results are shown in table 7 in the appendix.

Chart C:

Ocean pollution

4%

=0

"1-3

47

= 8-10

" No answer
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Forest pollution: High priority Please refer to table § in the appendix for the full results.

Chart D:

Forest Pollution

2%

"0

"1-3

=47

" 8-10

= No answer

Lake pollution: High priority. Please refer to table 9 in the appendix for full results.

Chart E:

Lake pollution

3%

=0

=13

"4-7

= 8-10

® No answer
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River pollution: High priority. Please refer to table 10 in the appendix for full results.
Chart F:

River pollution

3%

Va -

"4-7

" 8-10

" No answer

Global climate change: Priorities are divided. Please refer to table 11 in the appendix for full
results.
Chart G:

Global Climate Change

a -

= 8-10

" No answer
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Chart H:

Global Climate Change
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HQ 1-3 4-7 8-10 No answer

In the case of global climate change respondents answered fairly equally for all levels of
priority. It can be concluded that though global climate change is considered to be a priority
there is not a consensus among Russians for what level of priority it has. When broken down by
city respondents from each city answered somewhat differently (refer to chart H.) Respondents
from Arkhangelsk rated global climate change as being of low to medium priority, whereas
Muscovites answered that global climate change was of equal priority between low and high.
Those surveyed from Kazan answered that global climate change is of medium priority. In both
Saint Petersburg and “other cities” global climate change was clearly of high priority. These
results raise the question of whether or not there is different propaganda and/ education

surrounding global climate change in different cities?
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Deforestation: High priority. Please refer to table 12 in the appendix for full results.

Chart I:

Deforestation

2%

=0

=1-3
"4-7
= 8-10
= No answer

Overpopulation: Priorities are divided. Please refer to table 13 in appendix for full results.

Chart J:

Overpopulation

"0
"1-3
= 4.7

= 8-10

= No answer
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Chart K:

Overpolulation (by city)

50%
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On average overpopulation is of medium priority to those surveyed, however the
information presented also shows close percentages for low and no priority. When broken down
by city it is apparent that Kazan and “other cities” find overpopulation to be of medium priority,
Arkhangelsk finds overpopulation to be of high priority, Saint Petersburg finds it to be of
medium priority, and Moscow’s participants agreed that it was between medium and low
priority. Overall there is a relatively high percentage (24%) of respondents from all cities that

agree that overpopulation is not a priority at all.
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Loss of Biodiversity: Medium priority. Please refer to table 14 in the appendix for full results.
Chart L:

Loss of Biodiversity

VA

=0

"1-3

" 4-7

= 8-10

® No answer

All cities except for Arkhangelsk agree that loss of biodiversity is of medium priority. An

average of 33% participants from Arkhangelsk stated that loss of biodiversity is of low priority.

Nonexistence of an adequate recycling system: High priority. Please refer to table 15 in the
appendix for full results.
Chart M:

Inadequate Recycling System

4%

Pa -

" 4-7

= 8-10

= No answer
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Destruction of ozone: Medium to high priority. Please refer to table 16 in the appendix for full
details.

Chart N:

Destruction of Ozone Layer

4%

-

On overall average puts the destruction of the ozone layer as medium priority, however some

8-10

® No answer

cities consider this to be of high priority including the two largest cities, Moscow and Saint

Petersburg.
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Chart O:

Destruction of Ozone layer (by city)
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Genetic engineering: Low priority. Please refer to table 17 in the appendix for full details.

Chart P:

Genetic Engineering

"0

=1-3

" 4-7

" 8-10

= No answer

The differences in the responses draws the averages closer to show genetic engineering as having
a low priority to the majority of respondents, however due to the closeness of numbers it is

important to look at responses from each city. Please refer to chart Q below.
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50% of respondents from Arkhangelsk and 45% of respondents from “other cities” answered that
genetic engineering is of medium priority, whereas 47% of Saint Petersburg respondents said
that it is of low priority. 23% of respondents overall answered that genetic engineering had no

priority for Russia at all.

Chart Q:

Genetic Engineering (by city)
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Health issues: High priority. Please refer table 18 in the appendix for full details.

Chart R:

Health Issues
4% 2%
=0
14%
1-3

26% 47
54%

8-10

No answer

An average of 54% of respondents said that health issues were of high priority.
Question 6: Problems of the environment are they:
* Global problems
* Local problems

* (Global and local problems

This question is intended to identify to what extent the population surveyed believes that
environmental problems are of global or local responsibility. If the population believes that that
these problems are solely global or local problems, then does it change how the community
confronts or does not confront environmental problems? The full results for this question can be
found in table 19 in the appendix. An overall average of 68% of respondents said that Issues of

the environment are both global and local problems.
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Whose problem are environmental problems?
0%

5 Global problem

Local problem

68%
2%
Global and local problem

No answer

Question 7: Are there connections between environmental problems? Please select from the

following:
* Yes
* Maybe
*  Other

* No answer

The purpose of this question was to determine if those surveyed believed there were

connections between environmental problems. Those surveyed overwhelmingly answered (91%)

that there where connections between environmental problems. Since the data shows that people

do believe that there are connections between environmental problems then does it make it less

overwhelming for them to support changes knowing that it could have a positive effect on more

than one problem? Does this response make people more likely to support some environmental
oriented changes than others? The chart below shows the responses, however for a full view of

the data please refer to table 20 in the appendix.

ly
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Connections between environmental problems?

2%

= Yes

= Maybe

Other

No answer

Question 8: Do you think that environmental issues effect your health and safety? Please select
from the following:

* Yes

* No

* Sometimes

* No answer
This questions aims to better understand whether or not respondents believe that environmental
issues can and do effect their health and safety. Overall the average response was 83% for “yes,

environmental issues effect my health and safely.”
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Effects on Health and Safety

" Yes
" No

Sometimes

No answer

This response prompts the question whether or not people are more inclined to make or promote
changes for a healthier ecological environment if they believe it directly effects their health?

Please view table 21 in the appendix for full data.

Question 9: How important are environmental issues for Russian Citizens? Please select from
the following options:

* Low priority

*  Medium priority

* High priority

* It does not have a priority
This question is meant to be compared to question 10: How important are environmental
problems for you? Please select from the following options:

* Low priority

*  Medium priority

* High priority

* It does not have a priority
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Together these questions are meant to compare the importance that respondents believe
environmental issues have for Russian citizens in general verses how they personally feel about
environmental issues. This question compares how citizens believe their peers view
environmental issues verses the reality of how ordinary citizens view these issues. Since we
know from other survey questions that the population surveyed tends to be more active in
environmental issues these results may be somewhat skewed. Due to the population being more
active it can also help to explain how important these issues are even amongst environmentally
active citizens. The full results for both of these questions can be found in tables 22 and 23 in
the appendix. Please view the charts below for overall results.

Question 9: Overall Priority

Priority of enviromental problems to Russians

® Low priority ™ Medium priority High priority Does not have a priority
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Question 9: Overall Priority by City:

Priority of environmental problems to Russians

(by city)
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M Low priority ™ Medium priority ™ High priority ™ Does not have a priority

In looking only at question nine respondents replied on average (36%) that environmental issues
were of low priority to Russian citizens. This average was only a 1% difference from those that
answered that environmental issues were of middle priority (35%) for Russian citizens. When

broken down by city there is not a great difference between cities for how they answered.

Question 10: Overall priority

Priority of environmental problems to you

® | ow priority ™ Medium priority = High priority =~ ® Does not have a priority
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Question 10: Overall priority by city

Priority of environmental problems to you (by
city)
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
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Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other

B L ow priority Medium priority High priority Does not have a priority

When looking at the data provided from question ten the average participant answered
that environmental problems were of high priority (57%) to them. This, along with answers from
other questions, confirms that the population of respondents was likely more concerned with
environmental issues than most citizens. Still when comparing the responses from questions nine
and ten it appears that citizens may be more concerned with environmental issues than

participants believe, however the sample size is too small to make any conclusions.

Question 11: Do you believe in global climate change? Please select from the following:

* Yes

* No

* Unsure
*  Other

Global climate change is a highly controversial topic, yet essential in discussions relating to

environmental conservation. Many environmental organizations including those that are based
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out of Moscow, Saint Petersburg, and Archangelsk focus on the effects of global climate change.
This question is important for understanding the general consensus around whether or not global
climate change is real. Furthermore it can convey how effective NGO’s propaganda relating to
global climate change has been in the cities questioned. Below are the overall results, for the full
results please refer to table 24 in the appendix.

Question 11: Overall

Global Climate Change

®Yes

= No

( = Unsure

Other

Question 11: Overall by city

Global Climate Change (by city)
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Although there is not a large difference in answers across cities it is interesting to observe
how some cities had more respondents that were unsure or did not believe in global climate
change. Archangelsk, the northern most city and home to much of Russia’s artic research, was
the only city where over 80% of respondents were sure about global climate change and none did
not believe in it. Regardless of small differences between cities, overall 64% of respondents said

that they believe in global climate change.

Question 12: Do people have to do something to stop pollution of the environment? Please
select from the following choices:

* Yes, ordinary people have to make changes in their lives

* Yes, ordinary people should promote social change

* Ordinary people cannot change pollution of the environment

* No, itis a part of life

* Other
Question 12 is related to question 13: Does the government have to do something to stop the
pollution of the environment? Please select from the following options:

* Yes, it is the only way to stop pollution of the environment in Russia

* Yes, it will help to create social change

* No, it is part of economic growth

* No, it is not the responsibility of the state

* Other

Together these two questions are asking whose responsibility it is to stop pollution of the

environment and what role should the people play, as well as what role does the government play
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in limiting pollution of the environment. Below are the general results; full results for both
questions can be found in tables 25 and 26 in the appendix.

Question 12: Overall

Should ordinary people do something?

5% 3%

\

® Yes, it is the only way to stop pollution of the environment in Russia
= Yes, ordinary people should promote social change
= Ordinary people cannot change pollution of the environment

No, it is part of life

= Other
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Question 13: Overall

Should the goverment do something?

1%

| Yes, it is the only way to stop pollution of the environment in Russia
= Yes, it will help to create social change
No, it is part of economic growth
No, it is not the responsibility of the state
= Other
Overall the data shows that 67% of respondents believe that people must make changes to
their own lives and that 60% believe that the only way to limit pollution of the environment in
Russia is through the government. This raises the question as to how empowered the people feel
to create change within their government to limit pollution and whether they feel the government
must promote change by enforcing laws? This is very tricky in Russia due to the massive amount
of corruption within the government and among companies that create pollution such as oil and
gas companies. For this reason many NGO’s, including World Wildlife Fund Russia, have been
involved in promoting enforcement of laws and creating assessments that limit pollution. Due to

the limitations put on NGO’s, environmental law enforcement and assessments from such

organizations has become increasingly more difficult (Schvartz).
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Question 14: Are there resources in your life that can help you better protect the environment
(example: Using a cloth towel instead of a paper towel)? Please select from the following:

* Yes, At University

* Yes, in the city

* Yes, in my personal life

* No

* Unsure

This question draws from the last question as to whether or not the people believe that they
have a responsibility towards environmental stewardship and takes it one step further asking if
they believe that they have the resources to be more environmentally friendly. This question can
help environmental organizations to better understand how they can help people to make changes
on a small scale. The full results can be found in table 27 in the appendix. The overall results are
below:

Question 14: Overall

Resources for Enviromental protection

0,
3% 16% " Yes, at university
Yes, in the city
68% 44% Yes, in my personal life

No

Unsure
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Question 14: Overall by city

Resources for environmental protection (by city)
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Overall 68% of people believed that they had resources within their own lives to better
protect the environment. When broken down by city one can observe that the universities or
cities themselves played larger or smaller roles in providing resources for better protecting the
environment. In question four we observed that there was a concern about a lack of recycling
program, however one such example of a way that cities and universities help their citizens is by
having recycling collection days.

Question 15: Do you think that it is possible to change the relationship that people have
with the environment in your city? Please select from the following choices:
* Yes, it can happen if initiated by the people
* Yes, it can happen if initiated by the government
* Yes, changes are taking place
* No, people are worried about other things
*  Other

* No answer
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Similar to the previous questions this question aims to answer if people believe there can be
small scale changes. Overall results can be found below; full results can be found in table 28 in

the appendix.

Question 15: Overall results

Possibility to change people's relationship with
environment

2%

11% ‘

| Yes, it can happen if initiated by the people = Yes, it can happen if initiated by the government
= Yes, changes are taking place No, people are worried about other things
= Other = No answer
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Question 15: Overall results by city

Possibility to change people's relationship
with environment (by city)
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Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
M Yes, it can happen if initiated by the people M Yes, it can happen if initiated by the government
Yes, changes are taking place No, people are worried about other things
B Other M No answer

In conjunction with the results from question 12, showing that people believed that change
must take place in their own lives, the data from this question (15) shows that 44% of
respondents believe that change can happen within a city if initiated by the people. Based on the

data provided this belief seems uniform across all cities.
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Bompoc 2: Ber korga-aHudyie 06cyxaaeTe mpoosieMbl OKPY>KarOIIEeH cpesbl?

PerynapHocTb 06cyXaeHna npobaem o.c.?
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40%
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10% I
0% .

[a, nHoraa [a, Yacto 9T0 YacTb MOMUX Peako Hukorga
uccnenoBaHHUM
nnu Kapbepbl
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Bompoc 3: Eciu BbI 0OTBETHIIN «J1a» HA TIOCIIETHUN BOIIPOC, T/I€ U C KEM BBl 00CYKIaeTe ITH

poOeMbI?

MecTa obcyaeHunsa npobaem o.c.?
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Bompoc 4: Kak BbI qymaeTe, CyniecTBYIOT JIM MPOOJIeMbl OKpY KarolieH cpeasl B Poccun?

MHeHMA 0 Hannumm npobnem o.c. B Poccmmn?
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Oa Het He yBepeH



Bompoc 5 A: TToxanyiicta, pactiojIOXXHUTE CISTYIOITHE MPOOIeMBbl OKpYKaromiei cpeasl B Poccun
110 UX BaXKHOCTH, UCMOJIb3Ysl HyMepauto oT 1 1o 10. /I myHKTOB, KOTOpHBIE, O Bamemy

MHEHHIO, HE SIBJISIIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMU Ut Poccnn, moctaBere «0». [3arpsi3HeHne Bo3ayxa)|

3arpA3HeHue BO34yXa
4% 2%

=0
12%
1-3

4-7
46%
36% 8-10

He Otsetun

Bomnpoc 5 b: TloxkanyiicTta, pacmoyioxuTe ciieayrone mpo0aemMbl OKpykatomiei cpenbl B Poccun
110 UX BaXKHOCTH, UCTOJIb3Ysl HyMepanuto oT 1 1o 10. [l myHKTOB, KOTOpHBIE, O Bamemy

MHEHUIO0, HE SIBIIIOTCSA MPUOPUTETHBIMU U1 Poccun, moctaBbsTe «0». [3arpsi3HEeHUE BOJHI |
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3al'pFI3HEHMe BOAbl

4% 3%

=0

=1-3

4.7

©8-10

= He OTBeTUN

Bomnpoc 5 B: TToxanyiicTa, pacnojoxuTe ClieAyIonme IpodaeMbl OKpyxarotiei cpensl B Poccnn
10 UX BAXXHOCTH, UCIIONIBb3Ys Hymepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy

MHEHHIO, HE SIBJISIOTCS MPUOPUTETHBIMHU 11 Poccuu, moctaBbTe «0». [3arpsi3HEHHUE OKEaHOB |

3arpA3HeHne OKeaHoB

4%
=0
=13
=4-7

= 8-10

B He OtBeTtun

Bompoc 5 I': Tloxainyiicta, pacrnonoxure cieayromie npooieMbsl oOKpy:karolen cpeasl B Poccun
10 UX BAXXHOCTH, UCIIONIBb3Ys Hymepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy

MHEHHIO, HE SIBJISIOTCS MPUOPUTETHBIMHU ISl Poccum, moctaBbTe «0». [3arpsi3HeHHE JIeCOB|
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3arpﬂ3HeHme necos
2%

5%
12%

29%
52%

He OtseTun

Bompoc 5 JI: Tloxkanyiicta, pacronoxuTe cieayromue mpo0aeMbl OKpyxaroiei cpeasl B Poccun

10 MX BaJXHOCTH, UCIOJIb3Ysl HyMepauuto oT 1 1o 10. J{ns myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, O Bamemy

MHEHHIO, HE SIBIISIIOTCA PUOPUTETHBIMU Ut Poccnn, noctaBete «0». [3arpsi3HeHue o3ep|

3arpA3HeHune o3ep
3%

5%
10%

32%
50% °

=0

1-3

4-7

8-10

He Otsetun

Bompoc 5 E: [Toxainyiicta, pacnonokuTte caeayrolre mpooieMbl OKpY Karoleu cpesl B Poccun

10 MX BaJXHOCTH, UCIOJIb3Ys HyMepauuto oT 1 o 10. J{ns myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, O Bamemy

MHEHHIO, HE SIBJISIIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMU JUIsl Poccun, mocraBbre «0». [3arpsizHeHNE pek |
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3arpssHeHue pek

3%

Va -

= 8-10

" He OTBETUN

Bomnpoc 5 E: Ioxanyiicta, pacroyio)KuTe CIeIyronue mpodieMbl OKpysKaromien cpeasl B Poccun
10 UX BAXXHOCTH, UCIIONIBb3Ys Hymepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy
MHEHHIO, HE SBIISTIOTCS] PUOPUTETHBIMU [Tt Poccuu, moctaBete «0». [[moGanbHOE N3MEHEeHHE

KJImMMara |

FnobanbHOE N3MeHeHNe K1MmaTa

‘V

"0

"1-3

" 4-7

" 8-10

" He OTBeTun
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FnobanbHoe nsmeHeHne KnMmaTa (no ropogam)
60%
50%

40%

30%
20%
, m = i slifm

ApxaHrenbcK KasaHb MockBa CaHKT- Opyroii
MNeTtepbypr

X

EQ W13 ®4-7 "810 MHeOtsetun

Bompoc 5 K: [Toxanyiicta, pacroyioxKuUTe Cleayroline mpodieMbl OKpYsKarolei cpeibl B
Poccun no ux BaxkHocTH, UCTIONB3Ys HyMepauuio oT 1 g0 10. J{ns myHKTOB, KOTOpbIE, MO

Bamemy MHeHu0, He SBISIOTCS NpuopuTeTHBIMU A1 Poccun, nmocraBbre «0». [BoipyOKa secoB|

BbipybKa necos

2%

" 4-7

" 8-10

" He OtBeTun
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BbipybKa necos (no ropogam)

ApXxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHKT-MNeTepbypr [Opyroit

HQ N1-3 ®810 M HeOTBetTun

Bompoc 5 3: Iloxanyiicta, pacnoioxuTe cieayrolue npodaemMbl oKpyxatomieit cpeasl B Poccun
10 UX BaXXHOCTH, UCIIONIBb3Ys HyMmepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy

MHEHHIO, HE SIBJISIOTCS MPUOPUTETHBIMHU ISl Poccuu, moctaBbTe «0». [[IepenaceneHHOCTD |

NepeHaceneHHOCTb

=13
" 4-7

= 8-10

= He OtBeTun
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MNepeHaceneHHOCTb (Mo ropoaam)

ApXxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHKT-MNeTepbypr [Opyroit

EQ W13 ®4-7 "810 MHeOtsetun

Bomnpoc 5 U: [Toxaiyiicta, pacroioxKuTe CieIyroIIue MpooieMbl OKpYsKaromiei cpesl B Poccun
10 UX BaXXHOCTH, UCIIONIBb3Ys HyMmepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy
MHEHHUIO, HE SIBJISIFOTCS MPpUOpUTETHBIMU 111 Poccun, moctaBbte «0». [[Toteps

O6uopazHooOpazus |
MNoTtepa 6buopasHoobpasus

i -

= 8-10

" He OtBeTun
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MoTeps buopasHoobpasms (no ropogam)

ApXxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHKT-MNeTepbypr [Opyroit

EQ W13 ®4-7 "810 MHeOtsetun

Bomnpoc 5 U: [Toxaiyiicta, pacroyioxKUTe CeIyroIIue MpooieMbl OKpYsKaromien cpesl B Poccun
10 UX BAXXHOCTH, UCIIONIBb3Ys Hymepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy
MHEHHUIO, HE SIBJISIFOTCS MpUOpUTETHBIMU A1 Poccuun, moctaBbre «0». [OTCyTCTBUE aieKBAaTHON

CUCTEMBI TI0 y/IaJICHUIO OTXOJI0B]

OTCVCTCTBME cncrtema no ygaaeHuro otxon0os

4%

=0

=1-3

"= 4-7

= 8-10

" He OTBeTUN
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Bomnpoc 5 K: TToxanyiicTa, pacnojoxuTe clieAyIonme IpodaeMbl OKpyxarotiei cpenbl B Poccnn
10 UX BaXXHOCTH, UCIIONIB3Ys HyMmepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy
MHEHHUIO, HE SIBJISIFOTCS MPpUOpUTETHBIMU A1 Poccun, moctaBbre «0». [PaspyiieHue 030HOBOTO

ci1o4 |

Pa3pyLueHMe 030HOBOrO €108

B -

" 8-10

4%

" He OtBeTun

Pa3pyLueHne 030HOBOro ca1od (no ropoaam)

ApXxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHKT-MNeTepbypr [Opyroit

HQ W13 ®4-7 7810 MHeOtsetun
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Bormpoc 5 JI: Tloxanyiicta, pacnosioxuTe cieayrolue npodaemMbl oKpyxatomiei cpensl B Poccun
10 UX BaXXHOCTH, UCIIONIB3Ys HyMmepauuto oT 1 1o 10. [{nst myHKTOB, KOTOpHIE, 110 Bamemy

MHEHHUIO, HE SIBJISIIOTCS MPUOpUTETHBIMU 1151 Poccun, mocraBbte «0». [['eHHas uHxeHepus |

[eHHaa nHxeHepua

=0

"1-3

"4-7

©8-10

" He OtBetun

FeHHanA MHXeHepua (No ropoaam)

ApXxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHkT-lNeTepbypr Opyroi

HQ W13 W47 H8-10 MHeOtsetun
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Bonpoc 5 M: Tloxanyiicta, pacroyIoKUTe CIEeTyIONIUe MPOOJIEeMbI OKPYKAIOIICH Cpeibl B
Poccun no ux BaxkHocTH, UCIOAB3Ys HyMepauuio oT 1 g0 10. J{ns myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE, O
Bamemy MHeHHIO, HE SIBISIOTCS PUOPUTETHBIMU J1st Poccun, moctaBbte «0». [Bompockt

3/1paBOOXPAHCHUS |

Bonpocbl 34paBooXpaHeHUs

4% 2%

=0

=1-3

=47

= 8-10

" He OTBeTUn

Bompoc 6: [IpobseMbl okpyKaromiei cpeapl — 3TO:

Ybu npobnemsl o.c.
® [JobanbHasa npobaema
= JloKanbHasA npobnema

" U rnobanbHan 1 N0KanbHanA

2%
npobnema

" He otBeTnn
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Bomnpoc 7: Cs3anbl 11 TpoOIeMbI OKPYKAIOIIEH CpeIbl MEXITy co00n?

CBA3b mexAay npobiemamu

%

lﬂa

= MoeT bbITb

= [pyrow

He otBeTun

Bompoc 8: Kak BbI qymaete, sBisieTcst Jin mpodJieMa OKpYKaroIIeH Cpe/ibl yIrpO30i JIsl BAIIeTo

3I0POBBS U OE30MTACHOCTH?

Yrpn3a 340poBbio 1 6e30nacHOCTH

= /la

N

" Het

" UHorpa

He otBetun
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Bompoc 9: Hackosibko MprOPUTETHOMN SBJISIETCS MPOOJIeMa OKPYKAIOIIEH CPeIbl Il POCCHSH?

anOpI/ITET ANA HaceneHnA

= HU3KuUit npuopuTeT ‘
= CpegHuit npuopuTeT

" BbICOKMI npuopuTeT

" He aBnaeTca npuoputTeTom

MpuopuTeT ana HaceneHua (no ropogam)

50%

40%
30%
20%
0% .
ApxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHKT- Opyroi
MeTtepbypr
B Husknit npruoputet H CpegHuii npuoputet

¥ Bbicokuii npuoputeT " He aBnsetca npuoputeTom



Bompoc 10: Hackonbko MpuOpUTETHOM sBIIsIeTCs MTpobiieMa OKpy Karoien cpesst s Bac?

BaKHOCTb Npo6aEMbI IMYHO ANS KaXKA0ro
PUCNOHAEHTA

5%

= Hy3Kuii npuoputeT

= CpegHuii npuoputeT

" BbICOKUI NpuopuTeT

" He aBnsaeTca npuoputeTom

BaKHOCTb Npo6aEMbI IMUYHO ANA KaXKA0ro
pUCNOHAEHTa
(no ropoaom)

70%
60%

50%
40%
30%
20% I
10%
[ =

0%
ApXaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHkT-MeTepbypr Opyroi

B Huskuit npuoputet H CpeaHuii npuoputet

H BbIcoKuit npuoputeT I He aBnaeTca npMoputeTom



Bompoc 11: Bel Bepute B 17100a)1bHOE U3MEHEHUE KITMMaTa?

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

0

X

YBEpPEHHOCTb B IN06a/IbHOM U3MEHEHW

K1MMaTa

v

Iﬂ.a

" Het

Apyroti

" He yBepeH

YBEpPEeHHOCTb B 1106a/IbHOM U3MEHEHWNI KAMMaTa

(no ropoaam)

ApXaHrenbck

KasaHb Mocksa

B /la BEHer HHeysepeH

CaHkT-lMNeTepbypr

Opyroi

Lpyroi
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Bomnpoc 12: JIomxHBI 1 IO A€71aTh YTO-HUOYIb JIJIsl TOTO, YTOOBI OCTAHOBUTH 3arpsiI3HEHUE

OKPY’KaoIIeH cpesnl?

[ONXHbI NN NtOAN AeNnaTb YTO-HMOYAb

5% 3%

¥ [1a, 06bl4HbIE 04N LO/TKHBI USMEHWUTH CBOIO KU3Hb

" [1a, 06blYHble N0AM AOKHbI NOOLLPATL COLMaNbHbIE U3MEHEHMS

% O6bl4YHbIe /04N HE CMOTYT OCTAaHOBUTb 3arpA3HEHNE OKpYyKatoLen
cpeapl

HeT, 3T0 4acTb *KM3HM

= [ipyroii
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Bompoc 13: JlomxHO 1 TOCYAapCTBO MPEAOTBPAIATE 3arpsA3HEHUE OKPYKAIOMIEH CpeIbl?

LJoKHO n rocyaapcCTtBo nNpeaoTBpallatb 3arpAsHeHne o.c.?

1%

= [la, 3T0 €AMHCTBEHHbIN CNOCcOo6 OCTAaHOBWTbL 3arpsA3HeHUe OKpysKatoLLeit cpeapl B Poccun
" [la, 3T0 NOMOKET NOAAEPHKMBATb COLMaNbHbIE UBMEHEHUSA
" Hert, 3T0 YacTb 93KOHOMMYECKOrO pocTa

HeT, 370 He OTBETCTBEHHOCTb rOCYAapPCTBa

= [ipyrom

Bormpoc 14: Cuutaere 1 Bbl, UTO €CTh PECYPChI, KOTOPbIE IOMOTAIOT JIBUTAThCS B HAIIPaBJICHUN

YIIY4IICHUS OXpaHbl OKpY Karoliei cpebl B Bamiei sxu3nu? (Ilpumep: matepuaToe mojgoTeHIe

BMECTO OJHOPA30BOr0 OyMa)KHOTO)

Hanuuune pucypcoB ana yayyweHmnsa oxpaHbl o.c.

16%
3%

® N1a, B yHUBEpPCUTETE = [1a, B ropose
" la, y MeHA camoro B IMYHOM XU3HM = HeT

" He yBepeH
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Hanuune pucypcos Ana yaydlleHna oxpaHbl O.C.
(no ropogam)

90%
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e II I I I
10% I I
. o O ]
ApXxaHrenbck KasaHb Mocksa CaHKT-MNeTepbypr Opyroi
M [1a, B yHUBEpPCUTETE ¥ 13, B ropoge

H la, y MeHs camoro B IMYHOM Xun3Hu H Het

M He yBepeH

Bompoc 15: Kak BbI 1ymMaete, BO3MOXKHO JIM U3MEHEHNE OTHOIIECHUS JIIOJICH K OXpaHe

OKpY’KalolIel Cpeibl B BameM ropoje?

BO3MOXHOCTb MU3MEHEeHNA OTHOLLEHUA I'IlOp,EVI K OXpaHe 0.C.

2%

X

® [la, 3TO MOYKET NPOM30MTU NO UHULMATUBE t04EN ® [1a, 3TO MOXKET NPOM30MTU MO UHMLMATUBE rOCyAapcBa
" [la, U3SMeHeHuA npomcxoant “ HeT, ntoam 6ecnokoATca o Apyrux BeLax
= [lpyrou " He oTBETUN
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BO3MOKHOCTb MU3MEHEHUA OTHOLIEHMA NH0AEM K OXpaHe o.c. (no
ropogam)

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

10% l [ | l

0%

[a, aTo moxkeTt [a, 310 moXKeT [a, nasmeHeHus HeT, ntogn [Opyroii He otBeTnn
nNpou3onTn No NpPoM30nTK No npoucxoaat becnokoATcsa o
MHULMATUBE MHULMaTUBE Lpyrux BeLax
nopen rocyaapcsa
B ApxaHrenbcK KasaHb MockBa CaHkT-lMeTepbypr Opyron

Further discussion and conclusion

Though the participants of this survey may have been more environmentally minded
because of their higher education, their responses were often in line with the data collected in the
2011 survey done by the Institute of Comparative Survey Research. The congruency shows some
merit for the survey presented in this essay regardless of the small sample size. Still it is
important to recognize that those who volunteer to respond to surveys regarding the environment
may also be more likely to be concerned with environmental issues. It was concluded in the 2011
survey that the respondents showed concern for protecting the ecological environment and that
the ecological environment was important to the respondents. Though the same questions that
were asked in 2011 were not repeated in the 2015 survey, the new population of respondents
were asked to answer several questions rating the importance of environmental problems both to
them and how they believed their fellow countrymen felt about the issues. It can be concluded
from these responses that the new respondents also show concern for the ecological environment.
Additionally, respondents believed that the ecological environment is of some concern to their

fellow countrymen.
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In regards to the discussion about the importance of ecological environment it is important to
understand what sort of spaces are considered nature. Forests, lakes, rivers, mountains, and any
place with trees and no buildings have been defined by the respondents as pristine nature, or
simply nature. Beaches, small parks and gardens, canals, and other sites not defined in this
survey are not considered nature. This raises the questions: is it easier to protect places defined
as nature than places not defined as nature? Do these definitions impact what areas are
considered for environmental conservation, including within the context of the questions asked
in this survey? For example, question four asks if respondents believe there are environmental
problems in Russia. Though the overwhelming response was that there are environmental
problems in Russia, some cities showed more or less certainty on the topic. If this certainty is
based on environmental problems in the context of conservation of nature, then it is important to
know what nature means to the people. If the question was instead interpreted by respondents for
all types of environmental issues, then it is less important to know what nature is in this context.

From question 5, we can conclude that priorities given to environmental issues were not
always uniform across cities. There was a general consensus among priorities for all questions on
pollution, but topics such as global climate change and overpopulation were controversial issues.
Once again the issues discussed in question 5 were given the following priorities for Russia:

* Air pollution: High priority

*  Water pollution: High priority

* QOcean pollution: Medium priority

* Forest pollution: High priority

* Lake pollution: High priority

* River pollution: High priority
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* Global climate change: Priorities are divided

* Deforestation: High priority

* Overpopulation: Priorities are divided

* Loss of Biodiversity: Medium priority

* Nonexistence of an adequate recycling system: High priority

* Destruction of ozone: Medium to high priority

* Genetic engineering: Low priority

* Health issues: High priority

Since many of the issues discussed in question 5 were given high priority it raises the
question “if these issues had to be listed from highest to lowest priority, how would the
respondents list them?” This question is applicable because environmental organizations may not
be able to focus equally on all high priority issues if there are too many of them, thus an ordered
system may help them to focus primarily on the issues that are most important to the people.
Furthermore, an ordered system could help inform environmental organizations what issues need
to have more educational resources.

A majority of respondents agreed that environmental problems are both global and local
problems. This may increase citizen support for local organizations such as was seen in the 2011
survey question regarding the amount of trust that respondents had in environmental
organizations. This also suggests that the people may support working with international
organizations on environmental issues even if the government does not.

There was 91% certainty that there are connections between environmental issues.
Respondents recognize the complexity of the interconnectivity of environmental issues, but it

also means that for some issues finding support may be easier. For example, if a single paper
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factory system contributes to air pollution, water pollution and deforestation which all effects the
public’s health, then it may be easier to convince the public to support regulations on the paper
industry. This of course assumes that the public can affect such changes, which is fundamentally
the problem because, by in large, people are currently not involved in such decisions in Russia.

There was a consensus that environmental issues effect people’s health and safety. This
alone is a huge driver for change, as was seen in Soviet times when environmental reports were
finally released and when the Chernobyl disaster occurred. Interestingly there is still a disconnect
between health and safety responses and how important environmental problems are to
respondents (questions 8 and 10). Although there was a significant concern for environmental
problems (question 10), it did not come close to the amount of concern that respondents had for
their health and safely caused by environmental issues (question 8). These responses raise the
questions: “would it be more effective for environmental organizations to focus on the
connections between health and safety, and environmental issues?” and “would this ever be
possible under the current government?”” Moreover, respondents overall seem to be unsure of the
priority environmental issues had for Russians in general (question 9). This is highly
contradictory to how they responded in question 5: when asked to prioritize environmental issues
for Russia they prioritized most issues as having high or medium priority. Once again these
answers may show some disconnect due to the wording in Russian and ability for each individual
to interpret the questions in their own way.

When examining questions 9 and 10 it raised the question as to whether or not citizens
were in fact more concerned with environmental issues than their peers think? If this is the case
it would be important to find a way for people to learn that they are not alone in their concerns as

to help create social change. From question 3, we know that most conversations related to
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environmental issues happen among friends and family, which are often like-minded. We also
know that discussions took place in universities which prompts the question as to whether there
is or will be more awareness of peoples’ opinions regarding environmental issues among the
younger generation?

Questions 12 and 13, which ask questions in regards to whose responsibility it is to stop
pollution of the environment displays a very interesting response. Answers to the first question
(12) asking if people have to do something to stop pollution, shows that many respondents
believe that people have the power to change things in their personal lives. It also shows that
26% of respondents believe that people should promote social change. However, responses to the
next question (13): “does the government have to do something to stop pollution of the
environment?” shows that a majority of participants responded that the government is the only
way to stop pollution of the environment. This may be due to the belief that small changes can
happen on a personal level, but large changes must happen from the governmental level.
Question 14 shows that only 19% of respondents were unsure or believed that they had no
resources in their own lives to make changes that would be positive for the ecological
environment. 39% responded that governmental change would help create social change, which
shows the power of governmental change on environmental issues. Respondents believed that it
was possible to create change within their cities if initiated by the people. This may be because
they do not believe that the government will initiate change even if they believe this would be
more effective, as shown in question 12.

In conclusion, the survey shows that Russia continues to struggle with resource depletion
and pollution among other forms of environmental degradation. Though environmental issues are

a priority for the Russian people it may not always be for the government. Furthermore,
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respondents were unsure of how high of a priority environmental issues are for their fellow
countrymen. To impact environmental issues in Russia on a larger scale, changes need to take
place at a governmental level, which is currently difficult in Russia. If international
environmental organizations were allowed to work with local organizations and common
citizen’s voices could be heard regarding environmental issues, decisions regarding
environmental issues would likely look very different. As it is however, this is not the case and
respondents find that changes need to start with ordinary citizens in their personal lives and
within their cities.
JlanbHeiiee 00CyX/IeHUE U 3aKTI0YEHUE

XOTsl y4aCTHHUKH 3TOTO OIPOCa MOTYT OBITh 60JI€€ FIKOIOrHueCKd HH()OPMUPOBAHbI
BCJICJICTBHE BhICIIETO 00pa30BaHUsl, UX OTBETHI YaCTO COOTBETCTBOBAIM JaHHBIM, COOpPAaHHBIM B
xoxae uccaegoanus 2011 roga, mposenennoro Mucruryrom CpaBHHUTENBHBIX McCieq0BaHuUIA.
[ToxoxecTh OTBETOB, IPEJCTABICHHBIX B 3TOM OIIPOCE, SIBIISIETCSI HECOMHEHHBIM
MIOJIOKHUTEIBHBIM PE3YJIBTATOM ATOTO AUIUIOMA. TeM He MeHee, BaKHO IPU3HATH, YTO T€, KTO
JOOPOBOJIFHO YYacTBOBAJI B OITPOCAX, KACAIOIIUXCS OKPYIKAIOIIEH CPebl, TAKXKE MOTYT OBITh
BEPOSITHO CBSI3aHBI C OTIPEICTICHUEM M PEIICHHEM YKOJIOTHUECKUX MPoOIeM. 3aKIIF0oYeHHEM
omnpoca B 2011 rogy 6110 TO, YTO PECHIOHICHTHI IPOSBIIIA 03a004€HHOCTH B OTHOIICHUH
3aIUTHI OKPYKAFOIIEH CPelbl U 4TO HKOJIOTHUS ObLlIa BayKHA JUIS PECITOHICHTOB. XOTSI TE JKE
caMble BOTIPOCHI, KoTophie 3aaaBanu B 2011 roxy, He Obutr moBTOpEeHHBI B otnipoce 2015 roxa,
HOBBIM I'PYTIIaM PECIOHCHTOB OBLIO MPEIOKEHO HECKOIBKO BOIIPOCOB O BAXKHOCTH
9KOJIOTUYECKUX MPOOJIEM JUTsl HUX CaMHX M 9TO O HUX JyMaroT uX 3eMyisiku. [1o ux oTBeTam

MOXHO 3aKJIHOYUTH, YTO HOBBIC PCCIIOHACHTHBI TAKXKEC BbICKA3aJI1 03a004Y€HHOCTh BOIIpocaMu
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9KOJIOrMH. TakKe pecroHIEHThI ObLIIN YBEPEHBI, UTO SKOJIOTHYECKHE MPOOIEMbI BbI3bIBAIOT
orpeziesIeHHYI0 03a004€HHOCTh UX COOTEYECTBEHHUKOB.

Yro KacaeTcst IUCKYCCHH O BaXKHOCTH OXPaHbl OKPY>KaIoLIei cpeibl, TO BaXKHO MOHATh, YTO
MBI CYMTAaEM «IpUPOI0i». Jlec, o3epa, peku, Topbl, U JH000€ MECTO, TJIe €CTh IE€PEBbs U HET
3/1aHu# ObUIH OMpE/IeNIEHbl PECIIOHICHTAMH KaK IPUPOIHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO MIIM MTPOCTO MPUPOAA.
[T, HeOOMBILION MapK WM cajl, KaHall, MJIK APYTroe MECTO HE ONPE/IEIIEHO B 3TOM OIPOCce Kak
pHUpoJia. ITO BBI3BIBAET BOIPOC: Jerye JIM 3alIUTUTh MECTa, OIPEIEICHHbIE KaK IPUpO/ia, YeM
MECTO HE OIpeIeEHHbIC KaK Mpupoaa? BiustoT in 3Tu onpeieieHns Ha TO, KaKue paioHbl
BBIOMPAIOTCS /AJIsl COXPAHEHUsI OKPYXKAIOIIeH CpeJibl, B TOM YHCIIE B KOHTEKCTE BOIPOCOB,
3a/laBaeMbIX B 3TOM ornpoce? Hampumep, Borpoc YeTbIpe CIpalinBaeT: €CTh JIM IKOJIOTHYECKUE
npo6isieMbl B Poccuu. XoTs nogasistoniee 00JbIIMHCTBO OTBETOB ObLIO, UTO 3KOJOTHYECKHE
npo6iieMbl B Poccuu cyniecTByroT, B HEKOTOPBIX TOPOAAaX OTBETHI OKa3alld HEYBEPEHHOCTD B
naHHoU Teme. Eciii yBepeHHOCTh OCHOBaHa Ha BUJEHUH 3KOJOTHUYECKUX MPOOJIEM B KOHTEKCTE
COXpPaHEHHUs MPUPOJIbI, TO BAXKHO 3HATh, YTO MPUPOAA 3HAYUT 71 Jitojied. Eciu Bonpoc yeTbipe
3aMEHMJI PECTIOHJIEHTaM BCE BHJIbI 3KOJIOTHYECKUX BOIPOCOB, TO YTO 3HAYUT MPUPOJA B 3TOM
KOHTEKCTE, 3HaTh MEHEE BaXHO.

13 Bompoca 5 Mbl MOKEM 3aKIFOUHUTh, YTO MPUOPUTETHI IKOJIOIMYECKUX BOIIPOCOB ObLIH HE
BCEr/la 0JINHAKOBBI BO Bcex ropojaax. Cpeau npuopuTeToB ObLUIO €IUHOTIACHE IS BCEX
BOIPOCOB, KACAIOIIMXCS 3arPS3HEHNUS, HO TaKHUe TEMbl, KaK IN100ajlbHOE U3MEHEHHE KiIuMaTa U
NEPEHACEICHHOCTh ObUIM CIIOPHBIMH.

[ToBTOpsiem, uTo MpoGIeMbl, 00CYXAaeMble B BoIpoce 5, ObLIN paHkKUpOoBaHbI it Poccun
CJIETYIOIIUM 00pa3oM:

* 3arpassHeHue Bo3nyxa: Beicokuil npruopurer
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* 3arpssHeHue BoAbl: BrICOKMI NpHOPUTET

* 3arpsasHeHue okeaHoB: CpeHUI IPUOPUTET

* 3arps3HeHHe JiecoB: BhICOKUI MpUoOpUTET

* 3arpsasHeHue o3ep: Beicokuii mpuopurer

* 3arpsasHeHue pek: BrIcOkuil npruopuTeT

* ['noGanbHOE M3MeHeHue Kiaumara: [IpuoputeTsl pa3enmiuch

* BripyOka siecoB: Beicokuii mpuopuTer

* [lepenacenennocts: [IpuopuTeTsl pa3nenuauch

* [loreps 6uopaznoobpasus: CpeaqHuii IPUOPUTET

* OrcyTcTBHE JEHCTBEHHONW CHCTEMBI IO YIAAJIECHUIO OTXOA0B: BBICOKMI TpHOpUTET

* PaspymeHnne 030HOBOTO ¢iiosi: OT CpeIHETo O BHICOKOTO MPUOPUTETA

* ['ennas mnxenepus: Husknii nmpuopurer

* Bonpocsl 31paBooxpaHeHus: BeICOKUI TpUOpPUTET

Tak xak MHOTHE U3 MTPOOIIEM, 00CYKIaEMBIX B BOIIPOCE 5, MOIYUYHIIU BRICOKUN TPUOPUTET,
TO 3TO BJICYET BOMPOC: «ECIU ObI 3TU MPOOIEMBbI JOJIKHBI ObUIH OBITH EPEUUCIIEHBI OT CAMOI0
BBICOKOTI'O JI0 CAMOT'0 HU3KOT'O MPUOPUTETA, KAK MOIJIU Obl BEICTPOUTH UX PECHOHJIEHTHI?» ITO
BaXXHBIH BOMPOC, TIOTOMY YTO SKOJIOTMUECKHE OpraHU3alii MOT'YT ObITh HE B COCTOSIHUU B
paBHOI Mepe coCpPeIOTOYUTh BHUMAHHUE HA BCEX BHICOKOIIPUOPUTETHBIX BOIIPOCAX, €CIIH UX
CJIMIIKOM MHOI'0; TaKUM 00pa3oM, yHnopsiloueHHasi cHCTeMa MOKET IIOMOYb UM
COCpEIOTOUNTHCS B TIEPBYIO OUepe/ib Ha TeX, KOTOpble Hanbosee BaxKHbI i Jatofei. bonee
TOT0, YHOPSAOUYEHHAs] CUCTEMa MOYKET HHPOPMHUPOBAThH IKOJIOTHYECKHE OPraHU3alliU O TOM,

KaKue Mpo0JIeMbl HY X IAI0TCs B O0JIBIINX 00pa30BaTEbHBIX pecypcax.
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BOJNBIIMHCTBO PECTIOHICHTOB COILIUCH B TOM, YTO IMPOOJIEMBI OKPY KAFOIIIEH CPEIbI
OJIHOBPEMEHHO TJI00ATBHBI M JIOKAIBHBI. DTO MOKET YBEJIUYHTh MOJICPIKKY TPaXKIaH
JIOKaJIBLHBIM OpPTaHU3aIUsAM, Kak 3To Obu10 B onpoce 2011 roga B Bompoce OTHOCUTEITLHO
CTCTICHH JIOBEPHUS PECIIOHACHTOB K YKOJIOTHYSCKUM OPTaHH3aAIUsAM. DTO TaKKe MPUBOIHT K
MPEJIITOJIOKESHHUIO, UTO JIFOJA MOTYT 0Ka3aTh MOICPIKKY paboTe MEKAYHAPOHBIX OPraHNu3aIni
110 BOTIPOCaM OKPY>KAOIIEH CPeIbl, TaXkKe €CIIU MPABUTEIBLCTBO €€ HE TPEIOCTaBIISET.

bou1o 91% yBepeHHOCTH B TOM, YTO CYHIECTBYIOT CBSI3H MEXKIY IKOJIOTUYECKUMHU
npo0OiieMaMu. PeCTIOHICHTHI IPU3HAIOT CJIOKHOCTH B3aUMOCBSI3U BOIIPOCOB OKPYKAFOIITHIA
CpPEJIbI, HO 3TO TAK)KE 3HAYMT, YTO TI0 HEKOTOPBIM BOIIPOCAM HAWTH MOIIEPIKKY MOXKET OBITH
nporie. Hampumep, eciiu eirHast CUCTeMa [EJUTI0JIO3HBIX KOMOMHATOB BBI3BIBACT 3arpsI3HEHUC
BO3/yXa, BOJIbI, BEIPYOKY JIECOB, KOTOPBIC OJTHOBPEMEHHO BIIMSIFOT HA 3JI0POBbE HACEIICHUS,
TOTJ1a MOKET OBITh TIPOIIe YO IuTh 00IIECTBEHHOCTD MOAIEPKATh 3aKOHBI O IEJITI0I03HOM
MPOMBINIIICHHOCTH. DTO, KOHEYHO, TIPEJIIOJIaraeT, YTO OOIIECTBEHHOCTh MOXKET MTOBJIHSTH Ha
TaKHe U3MECHEHHS, YTO BEChMa MPOOJIeMAaTHIHO, TOTOMY YTO B IIEJIOM HAceJICHUE B HACTOSIICE
BpEMs HE YYaCTBYET B PUHATUHU TaKUX perieHui B Poccnn.

BBUTO TOCTUTHYTO €MHOAYIIME B TOM, YTO BOIIPOCHI OKPYKAIOIIMIA CPE/IbI BIUSIOT Ha
3I0POBBE M 0€30MACHOCTH JIFOJICH. Y KE 3TO OJTHO SIBIISCTCS OTPOMHBIM CTUMYJIOM JUTSI TIEPEMEH,
KaK 3T0 ObLTO BHJIHO B COBETCKHE BpEMEHA, KOT/1a SKOJIOTHUSCKHUE OTYEThI OBLITM HAKOHEIT
00HapOI0BaHbBI U KOT/Ia MPOU30IIIa YePHOOBUIbCKAs kKatacTpoda. luTepecHo, 4To erie ecTh
pa3pbiB MEXKIY OTBETAMHU O 3JI0POBbE U OE30MMACHOCTH U TEM, HACKOJIBKO Ba)KHBI SKOJIOTHICCKHE
poOJIeMBbI Ji71s1 pecioH1IeHTOB (Bompockl 8 u 10). XoTs Obuta mposiBiieHa 3HAYUTETbHAS
03a004E€HHOCTH TIpodIeMaMu OKpYsKaromiei cpessl (Borpoc 10), oHa 1 6JM3K0 HE MO0NLIA K

TOI7[, KOTOPYIO pECIIOHACHTDI ITOKA3bIBAJIM B OTHOIICHWU 3JOPOBbA U 6630H&CHOCTI/I, BBI3BAHHOM
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npoOeMaMu OKPYIKaroIIeH cpesbl (BOMpoc §). DTH OTBETHI MOAHUMAIOT CIEAYIOIINE BOMPOCHI:
«He 6b110 651 O0OJIEE 3P PEKTUBHBIM TSI SKOJTOTMUECKUX OPraHU3alMi COCPEOTOUNUTh
BHHUMAaHUE Ha CBSI3U MEX]Ly 3/10pPOBbEM U OE30MAaCHOCTHIO U MPoOIeMaMH OKPY KaroLei cpeabl?»
u «byner mu 310 BooOIIIe BO3MOXHO IPU HBIHEITHEM MTpaBUTENbCTBE?» Kpome Toro,
PECIIOH/ICHTHI B 00IIIEM, KaK MPEJICTABIISIETCS, HE YBEPEHBI B IEPBOCTEIIEHHOCTH YKOJIOTUIECKUX
po0JIeM I POCCHSH B 11e10M (BOTpoc 9). DTo BeChbMa MPOTUBOPEYUT TOMY, KaK OHU OTBEYAIH
Ha BONPOC 5: KOT/Ia MX MPOCHIIM PACCTaBUTh MPOOJIEMBI OKPYIKAIOIIEH CPebl B ITOPSIKE
NPUOPUTETHOCTH ISl Poccuu, oHM mpuaamy GOJIBIIMHCTBY MPOOIIeM BHICOKUI HITH CPETHUIMA
npuoputeT. Kak ObUTO CKa3aHO paHee, 3TH OTBETHI MOTYT IIOKa3bIBaTh HEKOTOPOE
HECOOTBETCTBHE BCIIEJACTBHE (DOPMYITHUPOBKH HA PYCCKOM SI3BIKE M CIIOCOOHOCTH KaXKIOTO
YeJI0BeKa HHTEPIPETUPOBATH BOIPOCHI T0-CBOEMY .
IIpu paccmorpenuun BonpocoB 9 u 10 BCTaéT BOonpoc, SABISIOTCS JIM IPaXKIaHE HA CAMOM JIeJIe
OoJiee 03a00UCHBI POOIEMaMU OKPYIKAIOIIECH CPeIbl, YeEM JTYMAIOT UX CBepCTHUKHU? Ecim 310 1
B CaMOM JI€JI€ TaK, TO JIFOSM ObLIO ObI BaXXHO Y3HATh, UTO OHU HE OJMHOKHU B CBOEH
03200Y€HHOCTH ITOMOYb B CO3JIaHUH COIMAIBHBIX TIepeMeH. 3 Bompoca 3 Mbl 3HaeM, 4To
OOJIBIITMHCTBO Pa3roBOPOB, CBSA3aHHBIX C IKOJOTHUECKUMHE MTPOOJIEMaMH, TIPOUCXOIST B KPYTY
Npy3€eil U CeMbH, KOTOPBIC YacTO SBISIOTCS €IMHOMBINUICHHUKaMH. Tak:Kke MBI 3HAEM, 4TO
00CYX/ICHUSI IMEJI MECTO B YHUBEPCUTETAX, YTO HABOJUT HA BOTIPOC, €CTh JIM WK OyIeT JIn
OoJtbIIIe MTOHMMaHUsI MHEHUI OKPY)KAIOIIUX B OTHOLICHUU dKOJIOTHUYECKUX TIPOOIIeM Cpeu
MOJPACTAIOIIETO MOKOJCHHS?

Bormpocet 12 u 13, B KOTOPBIX CIIpaIIUBAETCS OTHOCUTENIBHO TOTO, B UbI0 00SI3aHHOCTH
BXOJMT OCTAaHOBUTH 3arpsI3HEHHE OKPYIKAIOIICH CPeIbl, TOKA3bIBAIOT OU€Hh HHTEPECHBIN OTBET.

OtBeThl Ha NIepBbIi Borpoc (12), B KOTOPOM ClpaliuBaeTcs, MOTYT JIU JIFOJIU CAEIaTh UTO-
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HI/I6Y)II), 9TOOBI OCTAHOBHTH 3arpsA3HCHUEC, MMOKA3bIBAKOT, YTO MHOTHMEC PECIIOHACHTHLI BEPAT, YTO Y

JIIOJIEN €CTh BJIACTh U3MEHUTDH OJIOKEHHUE Bellel B CBOEH JIMYHOM xu3Hu. OHH TaKKe
MOKa3bIBAIOT, 4TO 26% PECIOHACHTOB BEPST B TO, YTO JIIOJU JOJKHBI CIIOCOOCTBOBAThH
corMabHBIM nepeMenaM. OTHaKo OTBETHI Ha cieayromuii Bonpoc (13): «/lomkHo nu
MPaBUTEIBCTBO YTO-IMOO JIeNIaTh, YTOOBI OCTAHOBUTD 3arps3HEHUE OKPYKAIOIIEH Cpeabl?», —
MOKAa3bIBAIOT, YTO OOJBITUHCTBO YYACTHUKOB OTBETHJIN, YTO MTPABUTEIBCTBO SBIISETCS
€IMHCTBEHHBIM OPTaHOM, CIIOCOOHBIM OCTAHOBUTH 3arpsI3HEHUE OKPYXKAIOIIEH Cpeibl. ITO

MOJKET OBITH CBSA3AHO C Y66)K)ICHI/IGM, YTO HEOOJIbIIINE H3MEHECHUS MOTYT IPOHUCXOJUTH HaA

JIMYHOM YPOBHEC, HO 0O0JIbIIIHE U3MEHEHUS JOJDKHBI UCXOOWUTD OT IMMPABUTCIBCTBCHHOI'O YPOBHA.

Bormpoc 14 nokaseiBaet, 4to uib 19% pecrioH1eHTOB He ObLTN YBEPEHBI WM CYUTAIIHU, UTO Y
HUX HE ObUIO HUKAKHUX CPEJCTB B CBOEH JIMUHOM KU3HU, YTOOBI BHECTH U3MEHEHHUS, KOTOPhIE
ObLIM OBI MMOJIOKUTEIBHBI IS SKOJIOTHUEcKOl cpefibl. 39% pecrnoHAeHTOB OTBETUIIH, YTO
IIPABUTEIBCTBEHHBIE N3MEHEHHUS MOTJIN Obl IOMOYb CO3/1aTh COLIMAJIbHBIE H3MEHEHHUS, UTO
MOKA3bIBAET BIIMSHUE NPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX U3MEHEHHI 110 BOIIPOCAM OXpaHbl OKpYKarolien

CpCabl. PCCHOH}IGHTBI rnoJjiarajii, 410 BO3MOKHO JIO6I/ITI)CSI W3MEHEHHI B CBOUX ropojaax 1o

WHUIIMAaTUBC Hapoaa. ODTO MOXKET OBITh IIOTOMY, YTO OHU HC BEPAT B MHUIIUATHBY ITPABHUTECIILCTBA

B JIeJI€ TIEPEMEH, XOTS U M0JIararT, 4TO 3TO ObLI0 ObI O0iee 1eCTBEHHO, KaK MTOKa3aHo B
Bonpoce 12.

B 3akimoueHue, onpoc mokassiBaeT, yTo Poccust mpogomkaeT 60pOThCs C UCTOICHUEM

pecypcoB, 3arpsi3HEHUEM U UHBIMH (hOpMaMHU JIeTPaIalliK OKPYKAIOIEH cpebl. XOTs BOMPOCHI

OXpaHbl OKPYXKaIOLIEH CpelIbl ABISIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMU JIJIs1 PYCCKOr0 HapoJa, OHHU HE BCeraa

MOT'yT OBITh TAKOBBIMHU JJId IIpaBUTEIIBCTBA. Bboiee TOro, peCriOHACHTBI HE ObLIH YBCPCHLI B TOM,

HACKOJIbKO BBICOKO IIPHOPUTETHBI BOIIPOCHI OXPAHbI OKPYXKAIOLIEH Cpeabl Il UX
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COOTEYECTBEHHHUKOB. J{J1s1 TOro, YTOOBI CABUHYThH C MECTA PELLIEHUE IKOJOTHYECKUX MTPOOIIeM B
Poccun B Oosniee mmpoxom Macutade, U3MEHEHUS JI0JKHBI TPOUCXOIUTh HAa FOCYAapCTBEHHOM
YpOBHE, UTO B HacTosiee Bpems TpyiHo B Poccuu. Ecnu Obl MEKyHapOIHBIM SKOJIOTHUECKUM
OopraHusanusM ObUIO pa3perieHo paboTaTh C MECTHBIMU OPraHU3alUsIMHU U TOJI0CA MPOCTHIX
rpaXkaH MOTJIU ObI ObITh YCJIBIIIAHbI B OTHOLLIEHUH 3KOJOTHYECKUX MPOoOieM, TPUHATHUS
pEeLIeHNH, KacalolXcs SKOJIOIMYECKUX MpoOiIeM, CKopee BCEero, BHITIISAENN Obl COBEPILIEHHO
nHaye. Tak Kak, 0JJHAaKO, 3TO HE TaK, TO PECIIOHAEHTHI CUUTAOT, YTO U3MEHEHUS JTOJIKHBI

HAYMHATHCSA C OOBIYHBIX TpaXXJ1aH B UX JIMYHOM JKU3HU U B UX ropoaax.
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Appendix:

Table 1:

1) What does “a pristine natural place” (or nature) Saint

mean to you? All Arkhangelsk | Kazan Moscow Petersburg Other
Small park or garden: 35% 33% 31% 59% 18% 18%
Forest: 72% 78% 66% 89% 65% 55%
Lake: 61% 61% 53% 81% 47% 55%
Beach: 24% 17% 22% 30% 41% 0%
Any place with trees and no buildings: 54% 61% 44% 70% 53% 36%
River: 61% 61% 56% 78% 47% 55%
Canal: 12% 17% 16% 15% 6% 0%
Mountains: 67% 61% 59% 85% 65% 55%
Other : 14% 17% 13% 11% 24% 9%
Not applicable: 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Student: Small park or garden: 35% 29% 29% 57% 18% 22%
Student: Forest: 76% 79% 64% 91% 64% 67%
Student: Lake: 63% 57% 57% 83% 36% 67%
Student: Beach 20% 14% 21% 22% 36% 0%
Student: Any place with trees and no buildings: 56% 57% 50% 65% 73% 22%
Student: River: 62% 57% 57% 78% 36% 67%
Student: Canal: 14% 14% 14% 22% 9% 0%
Student: Mountains: 69% 57% 57% 87% 64% 67%
Student: Other: 11% 21% 0% 9% 18% 11%
Student: Not applicable: 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Non-student: small park or garden: 35% 50% 33% 75% 17% 0%
Non-student: Forest: 65% 75% 67% 75% 67% 0%
Non-student: Lake: 56% 75% 50% 75% 67% 0%
Non-student: Beach: 32% 25% 22% 75% 50% 0%




Non-student: River: 59% 75% 56% 75% 67% 0%
Non-student: Canal: 18% 25% 17% 50% 0% 0%
Non-student: Mountains 62% 75% 61% 75% 67% 0%
Non-student: Other: 21% 0% 22% 25% 33% 0%
Non-student: Not applicable: 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Table 2:
2) Do you ever discuss environmental problems? Saint

All Arkhangelsk | Kazan Moscow | Petersburg Other
Yes, sometimes 49% 50% 56% 37% 53% 45%
Yes, often 26% 22% 22% 33% 18% 36%
It is part of my studies or career 8% 6% 9% 7% 12% 0%
Rarely 17% 22% 9% 22% 18% 18%
Never 1% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0%
Student: Yes, sometimes 48% 43% 64% 35% 55% 56%
Student: Yes, often 23% 21% 7% 39% 9% 22%
Student: It is part of my studies or career 4% 7% 7% 0% 9% 0%
Student: Rarely 24% 29% 14% 26% 27% 22%
Student: Never 1% 0% 7% 0% 0% 0%
Non-student: Yes, sometimes 50% 75% 50% 50% 50% 0%
Non-student: Yes, often 32% 25% 33% 0% 33% 100%
Non-student: It is part of my studies or career 15% 0% 11% 50% 17% 0%
Non-student: Rarely 3% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
Non-student: Never 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Table 3:

3) If you answered “yes” to the last

question, where and with whom do Saint

you discuss these issues? All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Petersburg Other
With family 44% 44% 47% 44% 53% 18%
With friends 65% 61% 66% 74% 65% 45%
In lessons 34% 22% 38% 52% 24% 18%
At work 1% 6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
In a student group 30% 11% 31% 44% 29% 27%
Other 5% 0% 6% 0% 12% 9%
No answer 9% 11% 9% 4% 12% 9%
Student: With family 28% 36% 14% 35% 36% 11%
Student: With friends 61% 57% 57% 70% 55% 56%
Student: In lessons 35% 29% 36% 52% 18% 22%
Student: In a student group 20% 14% 29% 0% 45% 33%
Student: Other 4% 0% 0% 0% 18% 11%
Student: No answer 11% 14% 14% 4% 18% 11%
Non-student: With family 76% 75% 72% 100% 83% 50%
Non-student: With friends 76% 75% 72% 100% 83% 50%
Non-student: At work 3% 25% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Non-student: In lessons: 38% 0% 39% 50% 33% 100%
Non-student: In a student group 21% 0% 33% 25% 0% 0%
Non-student: Other 6% 0% 11% 0% 0% 0%
Non-student: No answer 3% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
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Table 4:

4) Do you think that there

are environmental problems Saint

in Russia? All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Petersburg Other
Yes 96% 100% 94% 100% 94% 91%
No 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Unsure 4% 0% 6% 0% 6% 9%
Student: Yes 94% 100% 86% 100% 91% 89%
Student: No 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Student: Unsure 6% 0% 14% 0% 9% 11%
Non-student: Yes 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Non-student: No 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Non-student: Unsure 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Table 5:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Air Pollution]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 2% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
1-3 12% 22% 19% 4% 6% 9%
4-7 36% 28% 38% 26% 47% 55%
8-10 46% 44% 38% 63% 41% 36%
No Answer 4% 6% 0% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Table 6:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the

highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Water Pollution]
Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 3% 0% 9% 0% 0% 0%
1-3 10% 22% 16% 4% 0% 9%
4-7 27% 22% 28% 22% 29% 36%
8-10 56% 50% 47% 67% 65% 55%
No Answer 4% 6% 0% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 7:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the

highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Ocean Pollution]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 6% 0% 13% 4% 0% 9%
1-3 25% 39% 25% 19% 18% 27%
4-7 40% 22% 44% 33% 59% 45%
8-10 26% 33% 16% 37% 24% 18%
No Answer 4% 6% 3% 7% 0% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

89




Table 8:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Forest Pollution]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 2% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
1-3 12% 17% 16% 11% 0% 18%
4-7 29% 33% 31% 19% 24% 45%
8-10 52% 44% 44% 63% 71% 36%
No answer 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 9:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Lake Pollution]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 3% 6% 6% 0% 0% 0%
1-3 10% 11% 13% 7% 0% 18%
4-7 32% 33% 25% 37% 29% 45%
8-10 50% 44% 53% 48% 65% 36%
No answer 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 10:
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5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [River Pollution]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 3% 0% 9% 0% 0% 0%
1-3 9% 22% 9% 4% 0% 9%
4-7 23% 22% 16% 26% 18% 45%
8-10 61% 50% 63% 63% 76% 45%
No answer 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 11:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Global Climate Change]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 6% 0% 16% 0% 6% 0%
1-3 28% 33% 28% 33% 18% 18%
4-7 29% 33% 31% 26% 24% 27%
8-10 33% 28% 22% 33% 47% 55%
No answer 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 12:
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5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Deforestation]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 2% 0% 3% 0% 6% 0%
1-3 13% 22% 22% 7% 0% 9%
4-7 31% 39% 28% 30% 35% 27%
8-10 49% 28% 44% 56% 59% 64%
No answer 5% 11% 3% 7% 0% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 13:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is the
highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Overpopulation]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 24% 17% 25% 22% 29% 27%
1-3 25% 28% 19% 26% 35% 18%
4-7 29% 17% 34% 26% 24% 45%
8-10 18% 33% 19% 19% 6% 9%
No answer 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Table 14:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is
the highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Loss of Biodiversity]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 6% 6% 3% 7% 6% 9%
1-3 22% 33% 19% 26% 18% 9%
4-7 38% 22% 41% 37% 41% 55%
8-10 29% 28% 34% 22% 29% 27%
No answer 6% 11% 3% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 15:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is

the highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Nonexistence of an adequate recycling
system|]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 4% 0% 13% 0% 0% 0%
1-3 10% 17% 13% 4% 0% 18%
4-7 11% 17% 6% 7% 18% 18%
8-10 70% 56% 69% 81% 76% 64%
No answer 5% 11% 0% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 16:
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5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is

the highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Distruction of Ozone]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 7% 0% 6% 15% 6% 0%
1-3 24% 28% 25% 15% 29% 27%
4-7 34% 39% 34% 26% 29% 55%
8-10 31% 22% 34% 37% 35% 18%
No answer 4% 11% 0% 7% 0% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 17:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is

the highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Genetic Engineering]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 23% 6% 28% 33% 18% 18%
1-3 30% 22% 38% 22% 47% 18%
4-7 26% 50% 13% 22% 18% 45%
8-10 16% 17% 22% 11% 12% 18%
No answer 5% 6% 0% 11% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Table 18:

5) Please order by priority the environmental problems in Russia by their importance using numbers 1 to 10 (1 is low priority and 10 is

the highest priority.) In your opinion if it does not have a priority for Russia place “0.” [Health issues]

Importance All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
0 2% 0% 3% 4% 0% 0%
1-3 14% 22% 13% 11% 12% 18%
4-7 26% 22% 25% 26% 35% 18%
8-10 54% 50% 59% 52% 47% 64%
No answer 4% 6% 0% 7% 6% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 19:
6) Issues of the environment are they:
Saint
All Arkhangelsk | Kazan Moscow Petersburg Other
Global issues 30% 17% 31% 33% 41% 27%
Local issues 2% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
Global and local issues 68% 83% 63% 67% 59% 73%
No answer 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 20:




7) Are there connections between environmental problems?
All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other

Yes 91% 94% 88% 93% 94% 91%
Maybe 7% 6% 9% 7% 0% 9%
Other 2% 0% 3% 0% 6% 0%
No answer 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 21:
8) Do you think that environmental issues effect your health and safety?

All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg Other
Yes 83% 83% 88% 81% 65% 100%
No 1% 0% 0% 0% 6% 0%
Sometimes 16% 17% 13% 19% 29% 0%
No answer 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 22:
9) How important are environmental issues for Russian Citizens?

All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow | Saint Petersburg Other

Low priority 36% 33% 31% 41% 35% 45%
Medium priority 35% 44% 38% 26% 41% 27%
High priority 20% 22% 25% 15% 12% 27%
It does not have a priority 9% 0% 6% 19% 12% 0%
All 100% | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 23:




10) How important are environmental problems for you?
All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow | Saint Petersburg Other
Low priority 5% 0% 13% 0% 6% 0%
Medium priority 38% 44% 31% 44% 29% 45%
High priority 57% 56% 56% 56% 65% 55%
It does not have a priority 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
All 100% | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 24:
11) Do you believe in global climate change?
All Arkhangelsk Kazan Moscow Saint Petersburg | Other
Yes 64% 83% 59% 59% 59% 64%
No 7% 0% 9% 4% 12% 9%
Unsure 24% 17% 25% 30% 24% 18%
Other 6% 0% 6% 7% 6% 9%
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 25:
12) Do people have to do something to stop pollution of the environment?
Saint
All Arkhangelsk | Kazan | Moscow | Petersburg | Other
Yes, ordinary people have to make changes in their lives 67% | 78% 63% 70% 53% 64%
Yes, ordinary people should promote social change 26% | 17% 22% 15% 35% 27%
Ordinary people cannot change pollution of the environment 5% 6% 9% 7% 12% 0%
No, it is a part of life 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Other 3% 0% 6% 7% 0% 9%
All 100% | 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Table 26:
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13) Does the government have to do something to stop the pollution of the
environment?
Saint
All Arkhangelsk | Kazan Moscow | Petersburg | Other
Yes, it is the only way to stop pullution of the environment 60% | 50% 66% 56% 53% 82%
Yes, it will help to create social change 39% | 44% 34% 44% 47% 18%
No, it is part of economic growth 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
No, it is not the responsibility of the state 1% 6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Other 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
All 100% | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Table 27:
14) Are there resources in your life that can help you better protect the environment (example: Using a cloth towel instead of a paper
towel)?
All Arkhangelsk Kazan | Moscow | Saint Petersburg Other
Yes, in university 32% 44% 28% 30% 29% 36%
Yes, in the city 44% 50% 31% 44% 41% 73%
Yes, in my personal life 68% 78% 63% 74% 65% 55%
No 3% 6% 6% 0% 0% 0%
Unsure 16% 0% 25% 19% 18% 9%
Table 28:
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15) Do you think that it is possible to change the relationship that people have with the environment in your city?

Mosco

All Arkhangelsk | Kazan | w Saint Petersburg | Other
Yes, it can happen if initiated by the people 44% | 56% 38% 37% 47% 55%
Yes, it can happen if initiated by the government 11% | 0% 16% 7% 18% 18%
Yes, changes are taking place 22% | 17% 22% 30% 12% 27%
No, people are worried about other things 11% | 11% 13% 19% 6% 0%
Other 10% | 17% 9% 4% 18% 0%
No answer 2% 0% 3% 4% 0% 0%
All 100 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100%

%
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[Ipunoxenne

Tabmmma 1:

1) Yto aJis Bac 3HAYUT CIIOBOCOUYETAHUE KITPUPOTHOE CaHkT-

MPOCTPAHCTBOY» (MJIM WHAYE KIIPUPOJIa»)? Bce Apxanrenbsck | Kazanb MockBa [TerepOypr Hpyroi
Heb6omb11101 mapk Uiu ca: 35% 33% 31% 59% 18% 18%
Jlec: 72% 78% 66% 89% 65% 55%
Osepo: 61% 61% 53% 81% 47% 55%
[Tsok: 24% 17% 22% 30% 41% 0%
JIro0oe MecTo, T/I€ €CTh IEPEBbs U HET 3/1aHHI: 54% 61% 44% 70% 53% 36%
Peka: 61% 61% 56% 78% 47% 55%
Kanan: 12% 17% 16% 15% 6% 0%
["opsr: 67% 61% 59% 85% 65% 55%
Hpyroii: 14% 17% 13% 11% 24% 9%
Henpumenumo: 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Crynent: HebombI10# napk uiam caj: 35% 29% 29% 57% 18% 22%
Crygenr: Jlec: 76% 79% 64% 91% 64% 67%
Cryaent: O3epo: 63% 57% 57% 83% 36% 67%
Crynent: [Tnsx: 20% 14% 21% 22% 36% 0%
Crynenr: JIroboe MecTo, TJie €CTh JEPEBbs U HET

3/1aHUN: 56% 57% 50% 65% 73% 22%
Crygenrt: Peka: 62% 57% 57% 78% 36% 67%
Crynent: Kanan: 14% 14% 14% 22% 9% 0%
Cryaent: ['opsrl: 69% 57% 57% 87% 64% 67%
Crygenrt: Jlpyroii: 11% 21% 0% 9% 18% 11%
CTyeHT: HeNPUMEHUMO 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
He ctynent: HeOoublioii mapk wid cai: 35% 50% 33% 75% 17% 0%
He ctynent: Jlec: 65% 75% 67% 75% 67% 0%
He cryaent: O3epo: 56% 75% 50% 75% 67% 0%
He crygaent: [sok: 32% 25% 22% 75% 50% 0%
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He cryaent: JIroboe MecTo, e eCTh IepEBbs U HET

3IaHUN: 50% 75% 39% 100% 17% 100%
He crynent: Peka: 59% 75% 56% 75% 67% 0%
He ctynent: Kanan: 18% 25% 17% 50% 0% 0%
He ctynent: ['opsr: 62% 75% 61% 75% 67% 0%
He ctynent: Jpyroii: 21% 0% 22% 25% 33% 0%
He cTyneHT: HenmpuMeHUMOo 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Tabmmma 2:

2) Bo1 korga-HuOy b 00Ccysx1aeTe npoOIeMbl Bce Apxanrensck | Kazanp Mocksa Cankr- Hpyroit
OKPY’KarIleu cpepl? [TeTepOypr

Ja, uxorga 49% 50% 56% 37% 53% 45%

Ja, gyacto 26% 22% 22% 33% 18% 36%

DTO 4aCTh MOMX MCCJICAOBAHHUI WIIM Kapbephbl 8% 6% 9% 7% 12% 0%

Penxo 17% 22% 9% 22% 18% 18%
Huxorna 1% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0%
Crynenrt: Jla, nHoraa 48% 43% 64% 35% 55% 56%
Crypenrt: Jla, yacto 23% 21% 7% 39% 9% 22%
CryneHT: OTO 4acTh MOUX UCCIICIOBAHUMA WITH 4% 7% 7% 0% 9% 0%
Kapbepbl

Crynent: Penko 24% 29% 14% 26% 27% 22%
Crynent: Hukorga 1% 0% 7% 0% 0% 0%

He crynent: Jla, nnorna 50% T5% 50% 50% 50% 0%

He ctynenT: [la, yacto 32% 25% 33% 0% 33% 100%

He cryaenT: 310 yacTh MOUX MCCIIEIOBAHUNA UITH 15% 0% 11% 50% 17% 0%
Kapbepbl

He cryaent: Peako 3% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%

He cryaent: Hukorna 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Tabmuma 3:

3) Eciu BbI OTBETHIIN «J1a» HA Bce ApXaHrenbcK Kazanp Mocksa Cankr- Hpyroit
NIOCJIETHUE BOTIPOC, TJIE U C KEM BBI [etepOypr
obcyxaaere 3T mpoOIeMbl?

C cembeid 44% 44% 47% 44% 53% 18%
C npy3spsamu 65% 61% 66% 74% 65% 45%
Ha 3ansitusx 34% 22% 38% 52% 24% 18%
Ha pa6ore 1% 6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
B cTynenueckoii rpynne 30% 11% 31% 44% 29% 27%
Hpyroii: 5% 0% 6% 0% 12% 9%
He oTBetnn 9% 11% 9% 4% 12% 9%
Crypenrt: C cembeit 28% 36% 14% 35% 36% 11%
Crynent: C npy3bsiMu 61% 57% 57% 70% 55% 56%
Crynent: Ha 3ansTusix 35% 29% 36% 52% 18% 22%
CryneHT: B cTyiIeHUeCcKOH TpyIine 20% 14% 29% 0% 45% 33%
Crynent: lpyroii: 4% 0% 0% 0% 18% 11%
Crynent: He otBeTnn 11% 14% 14% 4% 18% 11%
He cryaent: C cembeit 76% T5% 72% 100% 83% 50%
He cryaent: C apy3psimu 76% 75% 72% 100% 83% 50%
He cryaent: Ha pabote 3% 25% 0% 0% 0% 0%
He cryaent: Ha 3anaTusix 38% 0% 39% 50% 33% 100%
He ctynent: B crynenueckoit rpynne | 21% 0% 33% 25% 0% 0%
He cryaent: Jlpyroii: 6% 0% 11% 0% 0% 0%
He ctynent: He otBeTnin 3% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
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Tabmuma 4:

4) Kak BBl 1ymaere, Bce ApXaHrenbck Kaszanp Mocksa Cankr- Hpyroit
CYLLECTBYIOT JIU IPOOJIEMBI [TeTepOypr
OKpYXaroIIeil Cpeabl B

Poccun?

Ja 96% 100% 94% 100% 94% 91%
Her 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
He yBepen 4% 0% 6% 0% 6% 9%
Crygent: lla 94% 100% 86% 100% 91% 89%
Crynent: Her 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Crynent: He yBepen 6% 0% 14% 0% 9% 11%
He ctynent: [la 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
He cryaent: Het 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
He crynent: He yBepen 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Tabmmma 5:

5) [MoxainyiicTa, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONINE MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKarolel cpeapl B Poccnn 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ysl HyMepanuio ot 1 mo 10.

/1151 nyHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 110 BamieMy MHEHHUIO HE SIBJISIIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMU Juist Poccnn, moctaBeTe «0». [3arpsisHeHKE BO3AyXa|

Boxxnoctu Bce ApXaHrenbck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroii
0 2% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%

1-3 12% 22% 19% 4% 6% 9%

4-7 36% 28% 38% 26% 47% 55%
8-10 46% 44% 38% 63% 41% 36%
He orBetun 4% 6% 0% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Tabmuma 6:

5) [NoxkainyiicTa, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONIME MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKaroiel cpeapl B Poccnn 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ysl HyMepanuio ot 1 mo 10.

st myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 0 BameMy MHEHUIO HE SIBJISIIOTCSI NPUOPUTETHBIMU 1J1s1 Poccuu, noctaBeTe «0». [3arpsi3HEHUE BOIbI |

BoxxHocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabck Kazanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi

0 3% 0% 9% 0% 0% 0%

1-3 10% 22% 16% 4% 0% 9%

4-7 27% 22% 28% 22% 29% 36%

8-10 56% 50% 47% 67% 65% 55%

He oTBetun 4% 6% 0% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Tabmuma 7:

5) [MoxkainyiicTa, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONINE MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKarolel cpeapl B Poccun 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ys HyMepanuio ot 1 1o 10.
J11s1 myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 110 BanieMy MHEHHUIO HE SIBISIIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMU JUist Poccnn, noctaBbte «0». [3arpsi3HEHNE OKEaHOB]

BoxxnocTtu Bce ApXaHrenbck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroi
0 6% 0% 13% 4% 0% 9%

1-3 25% 39% 25% 19% 18% 27%
4-7 40% 22% 44% 33% 59% 45%
8-10 26% 33% 16% 37% 24% 18%
He oTBetun 4% 6% 3% 7% 0% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Tab0mua 8:

5) [NoxkainyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONINE MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKaromen cpeapl B Poccnn 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ys HyMepanuio ot 1 mo 10.

151 myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 110 BameMy MHEHHIO He SIBISIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMHU JUIsi Poccun, nocraBbre «0». [3arpsi3sHEHUE JIECOB]

BoxxHocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi

0 2% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%

1-3 12% 17% 16% 11% 0% 18%

4-7 29% 33% 31% 19% 24% 45%

8-10 52% 44% 44% 63% 71% 36%

He oTBetun 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Tabmmma 9:

5) [NoxainyiicTa, pacmoIoKUTE CASAYIONIME MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKaroiel cpeapl B Poccnn 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ys HyMepanuio ot 1 mo 10.

/151 nyHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 110 BameMy MHEHHIO HE SIBISIIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMHU JUIst Poccun, nmocraBbre «0». [3arpsizHeHue 03ep|

BoxxnocTtu Bce ApXaHrenbck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroi
0 3% 6% 6% 0% 0% 0%

1-3 10% 11% 13% 7% 0% 18%
4-7 32% 33% 25% 37% 29% 45%
8-10 50% 44% 53% 48% 65% 36%
He oTBetun 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Taomuma 10:

5) [NoxkainyiicTa, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONIME MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKarolel cpeapl B Poccun 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ys HyMepanuio ot 1 1o 10.

J11s1 myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 0 BamieMy MHEHHIO HE SIBISIOTCS IPUOPUTETHBIMU JU1s1 Poccun, mocraBbTe «0». [3arpsi3sHEHUE pek|

BoxxHocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabcK Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi

0 3% 0% 9% 0% 0% 0%

1-3 9% 22% 9% 4% 0% 9%

4-7 23% 22% 16% 26% 18% 45%

8-10 61% 50% 63% 63% 76% 45%

He oTBetun 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 11:

5) [MoxkainyiicTa, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONIME MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKaroiel cpeapl B Poccun 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ys HyMepanuio ot 1 1o 10.
Jl71s myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 10 Baniemy MHEHHIO He SIBJISIOTCS] IPUOPUTETHBIMU 1715t Poccun, mocraBbte «0». [[mo0anbHOE n3MeHeHue

KIuMara |
Boxxnoctu Bce ApXaHrenbck Kazanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroi
0 6% 0% 16% 0% 6% 0%
1-3 28% 33% 28% 33% 18% 18%
4-7 29% 33% 31% 26% 24% 27%
8-10 33% 28% 22% 33% 47% 55%
He orBetnn 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%
BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Taomuma 12:

5) [NoxainyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIONINE MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKaroiel cpeapl B Poccnn 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ysl HyMepanuio ot 1 1o 10.
JL1s myHKTOB, KOTOpHBIe 10 Baniemy MHEHHIO He SBJISIOTCSI IPUOPUTETHBIMU /17151 Poccuu, moctaBbTe «0». [BeipyOka siecos]

BoxxHocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabcK Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi

0 2% 0% 3% 0% 6% 0%

1-3 13% 22% 22% 7% 0% 9%

4-7 31% 39% 28% 30% 35% 27%

8-10 49% 28% 44% 56% 59% 64%

He oTBetun 5% 11% 3% 7% 0% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 13:

5) [NoxkainyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTe CASAYIOIINE MPOOIEMBbI OKpYIKaroiel cpeapl B Poccnn 1o mx BaXXKHOCTH, UCTIONIB3Ys HyMepanuio ot 1 mo 10.

st myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE O BameMy MHEHUIO HE SIBJISIIOTCS] NIPUOPUTETHRIMU J1sl Poccun, noctaBbte «0». [[IepeHaceneHHOCTh |

BoxxHocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabcK Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi
0 24% 17% 25% 22% 29% 27%
1-3 25% 28% 19% 26% 35% 18%
4-7 29% 17% 34% 26% 24% 45%
8-10 18% 33% 19% 19% 6% 9%

He orBetnn 5% 6% 3% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

107




Taonuma 14:

5) [oxainyiicTta, pacrmoIoKUTE CIASAYIOIIHNE MPOOIEMBI OKpY Karoien cpeabl B Poccuu 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIOJIB3YSI HyMEpaluo ot 1

10 10. /Ins myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE O Bamemy MHEHHIO HE SIBISIOTCS NPUOPUTETHBIMU [l Poccuu, nocrasbte «0». [IloTeps

O6uopazHooOpasus |

Boxxnoctu Bce ApXaHrenbcK Kazanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroi

0 6% 6% 3% 7% 6% 9%

1-3 22% 33% 19% 26% 18% 9%

4-7 38% 22% 41% 37% 41% 55%

8-10 29% 28% 34% 22% 29% 27%

He oTBetnn 6% 11% 3% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 15:

5) [oxkaiyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTe CIASAYIOIIHNE MPOOIEMbI OKpY Karomen cpeabl B Poccuu 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIOJIB3YsI HyMEpaluio ot 1
10 10. /Ins myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE O Bamemy MHEHHIO HE SBISIOTCS NPUOPUTETHBIMHU JU1sl Poccuu, nocrasbTe «0». [OTCyTCTBHE
aJICKBAaTHOW CHCTEMBI MO YIAJICHUIO OTX0JI0B]

BoxxnocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi
0 4% 0% 13% 0% 0% 0%

1-3 10% 17% 13% 4% 0% 18%
4-7 11% 17% 6% 7% 18% 18%
8-10 70% 56% 69% 81% 76% 64%
He oTBetun 5% 11% 0% 7% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Taonuma 16:

5) [NoxainyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTE CIASAYIOIIHNE MPOOIEMbI OKpY Katoien cpeabl B Poccuu 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIOJIB3YsI HyMEpaluio ot 1
10 10. [Ins myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE O Bamiemy MHEHHIO HE SIBISAIOTCS NPUOPUTETHBIMHU JU1s1 Poccun, nocraBbTe «0». [Paspymenune

030HOBOT'0 CJIOS |

BoxxnocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi

0 7% 0% 6% 15% 6% 0%

1-3 24% 28% 25% 15% 29% 27%

4-7 34% 39% 34% 26% 29% 55%

8-10 31% 22% 34% 37% 35% 18%

He oTBetun 4% 11% 0% 7% 0% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 17:

5) [NoxkainyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTE CIASAYIOIIHNE MPOOIEMbI OKpY Katoien cpeabl B Poccuu 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIOJIB3YSI HyMEpaluio ot 1
10 10. 115 myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE 110 BanmeMy MHEHUIO HE SIBIIOTCA MPUOPUTETHBIMU U1l Poccun, noctaBeTe «0». [['eHHas nHxeHepus |

BoxxnocTtu Bce ApXaHrenabcK Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi
0 23% 6% 28% 33% 18% 18%
1-3 30% 22% 38% 22% 47% 18%
4-7 26% 50% 13% 22% 18% 45%
8-10 16% 17% 22% 11% 12% 18%
He oTBetun 5% 6% 0% 11% 6% 0%

BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Taonuma 18:

5) [NoxainyiicTta, pacmoIoKUTE CIASAYIOIIHNE MPOOIEMbI OKpY Katoien cpeabl B Poccuu 1o mx BaXKHOCTH, UCTIOJNIB3YsI HyMEpaluio ot 1

10 10. /I myHKTOB, KOTOpBIE O BamieMy MHEHHIO HE SBISAIOTCS NPUOPUTETHBIMHU JU1s1 Poccuu, mocrasbTe «0». [Borpocst

3ApaBOOXPaHECHMUS |
BoxxnocTtu Bce ApXaHrenbck Kazanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroi
0 2% 0% 3% 4% 0% 0%
1-3 14% 22% 13% 11% 12% 18%
4-7 26% 22% 25% 26% 35% 18%
8-10 54% 50% 59% 52% 47% 64%
He oTBetun 4% 6% 0% 7% 6% 0%
BCE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 19:
6) [IpobGnemMbl Okpyx)aromien cpeapl—-aTo:
Bce Apxanrensc | Kazanb Mocksa Cankr- Hpyroit
K [TeTepOypr
['nobanbHas npobiema 30% 17% 31% 33% 41% 27%
JlokanpHas mpoOiema 2% 0% 6% 0% 0% 0%
U rinobanpHas ¥ TIOKalbHas pobieMa 68% 83% 63% 67% 59% 73%
He oTBetun 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Bce 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 20:
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7) CBsi3aHbI 11 TPOOJIEMBI OKPY>KAIOIICH CpeJIbl MEXTy CO00#?
Bce ApXaHrenabck Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi

Ja 91% 94% 88% 93% 94% 91%
MosxeT ObITh 7% 6% 9% 7% 0% 9%
Hpyroii: 2% 0% 3% 0% 6% 0%
He oTBetun 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Bce 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taomuma 21:
8) Kax BbI 1ymaere, siBI€TCs M TpoOJIeMa OKPYIKAIOIIECH Cpebl YTPO30H IS BAIIeTO 3J0POBbs U 0€3011aCHOCTH ?

Bce ApXaHresbcK Kaszanp Mocksa Cankr-IlerepOypr Hpyroit
Ja 83% 83% 88% 81% 65% 100%
Her 1% 0% 0% 0% 6% 0%
WNuorna 16% 17% 13% 19% 29% 0%
He oTBetun 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Bce 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taonuma 22:
9) HackoJibKko MPUOPHUTETHOM SBIISETCS MPOOJIEMa OKPY>KAIOIIEH CpeJIbl IJIs1 POCCUSIH?

Bce ApXaHrenbcK Kazanb MockBa Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroi

Hwuskuii npuopurer 36% 33% 31% 41% 35% 45%
CpenHuil TpUOPUTET 35% 44% 38% 26% 41% 27%
Bricokuil npuopurer 20% 22% 25% 15% 12% 27%
He sBnsieTcst npuoputeTom 9% 0% 6% 19% 12% 0%
Bce 100% | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taonuma 23:
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10) Hackoabko IpHOpPUTETHOM SBIsIETCS MTpo0IeMa OKpy KaroIien cpessl s Bac?

Bce ApXaHrenabcK Ka3zanb MockBa Cankr-Iletepoypr Hpyroi
Hwuskwii npuopurer 5% 0% 13% 0% 6% 0%
CpenHuil TpuOPUTET 38% 44% 31% 44% 29% 45%
Bricokuii npuopurter 57% 56% 56% 56% 65% 55%
He sBnsieTcst npuoputeTom 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Bce 100% | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taonuma 24:
11) Br1 BepuTe B rinobajibHOe U3MEHEHHE KiiuMaTa?
Bce ApXaHrenbck Ka3zanb MockBa CaHkTt- Hpyroi
[TeTepOypr
Ja 64% 83% 59% 59% 59% 64%
Her 7% 0% 9% 4% 12% 9%
He yBepen 24% 17% 25% 30% 24% 18%
Hpyroit 6% 0% 6% 7% 6% 9%
Bce 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taonuma 25:
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12) JIomKHBI U JIFOAH J1eJaTh YTO-HUOY /b JUTsl TOTO, YTOOBI OCTAHOBUTH 3arps3HEHUE OKPYIKAOIIEH

cpensbl?
Bce | Apxanrensck | Kazanb | MockBa | CaHKT- Hpyroi
[TeTepOypr
Jla, oOBIYHBIC JTIO/IH JTIOJKHBI H3MEHUTH CBOIO KU3Hb 67% | 78% 63% 70% 53% 64%
Jla, oObI4HbIE IO TOHKHBI TOOMIPSITH COIMATBHBIC U3MEHEHUS 26% | 17% 22% 15% 35% 27%
OObIYHBIE JIFOJIU HE CMOTYT OCTaHOBHTD 5% 6% 9% 7% 12% 0%
3arpsi3HEHUE OKPYIKAIOLIEH CpeIbl
Hert, 510 9acTh u3HU 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Hpyroii: 3% 0% 6% 7% 0% 9%
Bce: 100% | 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100%
Taonuma 26:
13) JIomkHO 71 TOCYIapCTBO MIPEAOTBpAIaTh 3arpsI3HEHUE OKPY KAFOIIeH
cpenbl?
Bce Apxanrensck | Kazanp | MockBa | CaHkT- Hpyroi
[TeTepOypr
Ja, 5TO eAMHCTBEHHBIN CIIOCOO OCTAHOBHTH 3arps3HEHUE 60% | 50% 66% 56% 53% 82%
OKpy:karoleit cpensl B Poccun
Jla, 5T0 MOMOXKET NOAIeP>)KUBATh COIMAJIbHBIE U3MEHEHUSI 39% | 44% 34% 44% 47% 18%
Hert, 5T0 yacTh YKOHOMHUYECKOTO POCTa 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Hert, 5T0 HE OTBETCTBEHHOCTh rOCYIaPCTBA 1% 6% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Jpyroii 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Bce 100% | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Taonuma 27:
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14) Cuuraere Jiv Bbl, YTO €CTh PECYPChI, KOTOPBIE IOMOTAIOT ABUTaThCS B HAMPABICHUH YIYUIIEHUs OXPaHbl OKPYKaroIlllel cpe/ibl B
Bauieil sxu3Hu? (Ilpumep: Marepuaroe MoJIOTEHIIE BMECTO OJJHOPA30BOT0 OYyMa)kKHOTI0)

Bce ApXaHresbCcK Kazanp | MockBa | Cankr-IletepOypr Hpyroit

Jla, B yHHBEpCHTETE 32% 44% 28% 30% 29% 36%
Ma, B ropoje 44% 50% 31% 44% 41% 73%
Jla, y MeHs camoro B JINYHOM JKU3HU 68% 78% 63% 74% 65% 55%
Her 3% 6% 6% 0% 0% 0%
He yBepen 16% 0% 25% 19% 18% 9%
Taonuma 28:
15) Kak BBl iymaeTe, BO3MOXKHO JIM U3MEHEHUE OTHOIICHUS JIFOJIEH K 0XpaHe OKPY KAIOIIEH Cpeibl B BallleM ropojie?

Bce | Apxanrensc | Kazan | MockB | CaHKT- Hpyroit

K b a [TeTepOypr

Jla, 5T0 MOKET MPOU30UTH 110 MHUIIMATUBE JIFOJEH 44% | 56% 38% 37% 47% 55%
Ja, 5T0 MOKET MPOU30MTH IO MHUITMATHUBE TOCYAapcBa 11% [ 0% 16% 7% 18% 18%
Jla, ”3MEHEeHUsI MPOUCXOJAT 22% | 17% 22% 30% 12% 27%
Her, mro1m 6eciokosITCst 0 Ipyrux Bemax 11% | 11% 13% 19% 6% 0%
Hpyroit 10% | 17% 9% 4% 18% 0%
He oTBetun 2% 0% 3% 4% 0% 0%
Bce 100 100% 100% | 100% 100% 100%

%
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