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Public attitudes toward markets and toward democracy are fundamental to the well-functioning
of an economy and a society. Attitudes toward markets and attitudes toward democracy are
naturally connected: both are about individual freedoms, how they should be allowed, how the
freedoms can be assured, or, on the other hand, how they should be limited.

In 1990, a year before the dissolution of the Soviet Union, while one of us, Boycko, lived in
Moscow, and while the other, Shiller, lived in New Haven, in the greater New York area, we did
a telephone survey of the general public in the respective cities (with Ukrainian survey expert
Vladimir Korobov) about attitudes toward markets. Questions were about fair prices and income
inequality, resistance to exchange of money, lack of appreciation for incentives, and hostility
toward business, (see Shiller et al (1991)). The questions, as well as questions in our follow-up
survey Shiller et al (1992), were identical as far as the translation between Russian and English
would allow, and as far as our impressions of how the questions would be understood could be.
We designed questions that would reveal the underpinnings of attitudinal differences between the
countries, based on our personal impressions in our respective countries of the significant
underlying differences. Our questions avoided direct use of abstract concepts, like “markets” or
“capitalism”, as we were concerned that these may have subtly different meanings in the two
countries, colored by culture, associations, prevailing senses of politically correct usage, etc.
Instead we asked respondents about their behavior in, or evaluations of, imaginary scenarios that
resemble real life situations that the respondents in both countries were likely familiar with.

In the same year, 1990, political scientists James Gibson, Raymond Duch and Kent Tedin,
(1992) did a telephone survey in Moscow with questions about attitudes toward democracy. We
felt their survey contained some of the same spirit as ours and similar methodology. Although
Gibson et al (1992) did not provide an explicit comparison with US or another developed
democracy, they largely avoided asking directly about “democracy”, “competition among
political parties”, or “strong leader”." Instead, their respondents were mostly asked to evaluate
social rules applied to specific situations or scenarios. The questions probed attitudes to social

norms, freedoms, rights consciousness, tolerance of minority views, support for dissent, etc.

1
A good example of this more direct approach to measuring Russian political attitudes is Hale (2011). See Guriev et al 2008 and Treisman
(2011, pp 377-388) for recent surveys of this literature.



In this paper, we report on a new survey that we have done in 2015, twenty-five years after
these 1990 surveys. The script for the interviewer had as its first part the identical questions that
we asked in 1990 (then called Questionnaire B), and in the identical order, followed by seven of
the questions asked by Gibson et al, though not an exact ordered sequence of their question
scripts. Since the Gibson et al. survey in 1990 was in Russian only, we did a retranslation of their
original Russian questions into English, making slight improvements in the accuracy of the
translation over the English translation of the questions that were presented in the Gibson et al.
(1992) paper.?

Knowing that answers to questionnaires are influenced by framing, and by the previous
questions asked, we wanted to make the procedure identical through time as much as possible,
which is something we could do for the first part of the interviews. The details of the 1990
surveys are in Shiller et al. (1991) and Gibson et al. (1992). The 2015 Russian survey, carried out
in Moscow in November 2015 by the Russian survey firm ADAPT, produced 301 responses, 151
from landline and 150 from mobile, while the United States survey, carried out in Greater New
York City November 2015 by Survey Sampling Inc., produced 300 responses, 170 from landline
and 130 from mobile. Additional characteristics of the five surveys are in Table Al below.

l. Changes in Russia and in the United States over 25 Years

Since 1990, Russia has experienced tectonic changes in its economic and political system,
largely succeeding in building a market economy, but failing to develop a functioning
democracy. The EBRD transition indicators index for Russia, that tracks progress in market
reforms against standards of industrialized market economies along six dimensions, has
increased from an average of 1.0 in 1990 to 3.3 in 2014 (the index range is from 1.0 to 4.3). The
gains in the Polity2 index for Russia, that measures the level of democracy, were more modest:
from 0 in 1990 to 4 in 2014 (the range is from -10 to 10).

A popular interpretation in recent years is that Russians' attitudes have been to blame for the
lack of progress on democracy, that Russians understand the workings and advantages of free

markets, but not of democracy. In 2004, Russian oligarch-turned-dissident Mikhail

2 . . . .
We are grateful to Michael Gronas, professor of Russian language and literature at Dartmouth College, who helped verify the accuracy of
these retranslations.
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Khodorkovsky, while serving his prison term, had the following to say about President Vladimir
Putin: he “is probably neither liberal, nor democratic. But he is still more liberal and democratic
than 70 percent of our country’s population ",

While illiberal and non-democratic attitudes are certainly common in Russia, the question is
how frequent they are compared to the same attitudes in developed democracies. Gibson et al
(1992) showed that these frequencies were in fact low in 1990, generally comparable to those
observed in developed countries with functioning democracies. An important objective of our
2015 surveys was to explore if the frequencies of non-democratic attitudes are still low in Russia
and to compare them directly to United States.

Another recent development in Russia is massive and, admittedly, effective government
propaganda effort*, which has a substantial anti-Western component. “Western democracy” is
generally portrayed as dysfunctional, amoral, hypocritical, etc., which has likely damaged public
perception of the concept of democracy, and might have affected the fundamental attitudes to it
as well. We believe that in the current, “propaganda-intensive” environment, responses to the
questions in our survey, mostly focused on social rules applied to specific situations, have a
better chance of revealing fundamental public attitudes than the more direct questions about
democracy.

In the United States, economic and political changes since 1990 appear less dramatic. In 1990
Ronald Reagan’s free market revolution was still new, but already suffering from concerns that
deregulation had spawned a savings and loan crisis. By 2015, doubts about free markets were
reinforced by the 2008 financial crisis. Doubts can be observed through social movements such
as the Occupy Wall Street movement in 2011, the surge of concern with inequality as with
Piketty (2014), the expressions of fears of dangers to working people from robotics destroying
economic power of working people, and the enthusiastic reception to socialist Bernie Sanders of
2015.

Changes in the two countries over the 25 year period presented certain challenges for our
survey methodology and data analysis. The proliferation of mobile phones in both countries
required us to get representative samples of the users of the two kinds of telephones. Large shifts

in the composition of the underlying populations of Moscow and New York necessitated

3
As quoted in Myers (2015), p 253.
See Pomerantsev (2014) for a lively journalistic account.



additional attention to control variables. However, probit regressions with controls for age, sex,
education level, foreign origin, rural origin, and cell phone confirmed statistical significance of
“large” differences between countries or over time with only a few exceptions.

When presenting our results below we report the frequencies of “anti-market” and “anti-
democracy” responses. In calculating these frequencies we omit “No answer” responses from

the denominator. Same-year differences between the two countries that in our probit regressions

«Crn «CC»

are statistically significant at 5% and at 1% are marked by and , respectively; statistically

significant differences within a country over time (between 1990 and 2015) are marked by “™

(at 5%) and “™"” (at 1%).
I1. Attitudes toward Free Markets

Our original conclusion from the 1990 survey was that attitudes toward markets were
surprisingly similar between Russia and the United States. We find they are generally as similar
in 2015, maybe even more so.

For example, in our 1990 survey we asked a question that referred to demand-induced
increases of prices of flowers on holidays, implicitly alluding to the International Woman’s Day
in Russia, when even in the Soviet times men routinely bought flowers for wives and girlfriends,
and to Mothers’ Day in the U.S.:

B2. “On a holiday, when there is a great demand for flowers, their prices usually go up. Is it
fair for flowers sellers to raise their prices like this?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

No 66% 68%T 67% 550, '¢C

We see that in both countries people are opposed to this outcome of free markets: higher prices
are unfair. The only change here we observe in 2015 — relatively small in magnitude, but
statistically significant — relates to New York, where tolerance to price hikes have actually
increased, not decreased, as movements like Occupy Wall Street might suggest.

We sharpened the same question by removing any possible cost justification for increased

prices, and still get similar results:



B11. “A small factory produces kitchen tables and sells them at $1000 each. There is so much
demand for the tables that it cannot meet it fully. The factory decides to raise the price of its
tables by $100, when there was no change in the costs of producing tables. Is this fair?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

No 66% 70% 68%° 57%°

(Prices were indexed to inflation in both B11 and B7 below, and presented in local currency.)
A follow-up question asked about the policy implications of these fairness judgements:
B3. “Should the government introduce limits on the increase in prices of flowers, even if it

might produce a shortage of flowers?”
M90 NY90 M15 NY15

Yes 540,°C 28%°C 43%°° 2204,°C

Here a significant difference remains between Russians and Americans, although now in both
countries respondents are less supportive of government regulation.®
Another follow-up question was about whether the factory should have the right to increase

prices:

B12. “Apart from fairness, should the factory have the right to raise the price in this

situation?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

No 43%'T 41% 530 1¢C 35%°°

In this case we register a statistically significant, even if not large, shift in attitudes in Moscow
in the “anti-market” direction both over time and relative to New York.°

We also explored perception of speculation as a potential reason for price increases. In 1990,
Russians were less likely than Americans to attribute a price increase in world markets to
speculators’ efforts. Today, these attitudes have effectively reversed across countries: Russians

The changes over time in both countries, however, are not statistically significant.

Our probit regression reveals that education has stronger effect on responses to B12 than geography: those with education level of “some
college” or higher are 20 percentage points less likely to answer “no” than the lesser educated part of the sample.



are more likely to hold speculators responsible, while Americans are skeptical of speculators’

capabilities.

B6. “If the price of coffee on the world market suddenly increased by 30%, what do you think
is likely to be to blame? [Responses:] 1. Interventions of some government. 2. Such things as bad

’

harvest in Brazil or unexpected changes in demand. 3. Speculators’ effort to raise prices.’

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

3. Speculators’ effort to raise
prices 3904, TTCC 5704 7TCC 5404, 77CC 3304, 77CC

One of the differences that surprised us in the 1990 survey was that Americans were more
intolerant than Russians of compensated price increases, including a compensated increase in the
aggregate level of prices. Today the level of intolerance is the same in two countries, at about
65%.

B10. “Suppose that economists have come to the conclusion that we could substantially
improve our standard of living in the next year if we would be willing to accept a thirty percent
inflation rate (increase in the prices of goods by 30%). This would mean that our incomes would
rise by more than 30%. Then we could buy more goods at the new higher prices. Would you

support such a proposal?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

No 53%° 72%° 63% 65%

Back in 1990 we found some evidence that Russians were, to a certain extent, less willing than
Americans to accept exchange of money as a solution to problems. In 2015, we observe smaller
differences between countries, although they remain statistically significant, as in responses to

the question below:



B7. “You are standing in a long line to buy something. You see that someone comes to the line
and is very distressed that the line is so long, saying he is in a great hurry and absolutely must
make this purchase. A person at the front of the line offers to let him take his place in line for
8350. Would you be annoyed at this deal even though it won't cause you to wait any longer?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

Yes 69%' ¢ 44%°° 57%'°° 449%°°

In 1990 we were surprised to find only a small (and not statistically significant) difference
between Russians and Americans in their level of concern about a possible future government
confiscation of savings. Although soon after our survey people’s savings in Russia were wiped
out by the government printing money, this experience apparently had no lasting effect, as
evidenced in responses to the following question:

B8. “How likely is it, from your point of view, that the government in the next few years will
take measures, in one way or another, to prevent those who have saved a great deal from making
use of their savings? Is it quite likely, possible, unlikely or impossible that the government will
do this?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

“quite likely”+ "possible” 61% 52% 50% 54%

Still, at around 50%, the level of concern about confiscation of savings remains substantial in
both countries, actually.

Another unexpected result of the 1990 study was Russians’ relative willingness to make large
risky investments in a business of a group of friends. Perhaps due to negative experience or
improved investment opportunities this willingness has declined and there are no intercountry
differences here anymore:

BS5. “Suppose that a group of your friends are starting a business that you think is very risky
and could fail but might also make investors in that business rich. Would you be tempted to

invest a substantial portion of your savings in it?”



M90 NY90 M15 NY15

No
59%' " 67% 71%'™" 75%

Transition to a market economy improves labor incentives by making consumer goods and
services available at market clearing prices, rather than through queues and other non-price
rationing mechanisms. We see evidence of this in a sharp, 31-percentage point, increase in
Russians’ willingness to work hard to earn more money, as documented below:

B9. “Suppose that for certain reasons you are offered a 10% increase in the duties you
perform at your work place with the following terms: your workweek will be increased by 1/10
(say, you will work an additional half a day) and your take-home pay will also increase by 10%.
If you take this offer, this has no other effects on your prospects for promotion or relations with
co-workers. Do you consider it attractive to have less free time, but more money, so that you
would take this offer, or would you decide to reject it?”

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

1 will definitely reject the offer 73%'TC 51%° 42917 58%°

Americans willingness to work harder for money has slightly decreased over the period and
they are now behind Russians in this respect’.

In responses to another work-related question, we document a moderate “anti-market” shift in
Russians’ views of whether it is appropriate to take initiative at work:
B1. “In your opinion, which of the following statements is closer to the truth? 1) An employee
who works hard and has the best interests of the business at heart can be worth twice as much to
his company as less well-motivated employee. 2) As a rule, an employee should generally do just

what he is told- trying to do much more is likely to do more harm than help. *

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

2) 11%" 11% 20%"° 10%°*

7
In 1990, only 2% of respondents in Moscow worked in private firms, while in 2015 42% did. In New York, the change was in the other
direction: from 53% in 1990 to 43% in 2015.
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And today, as 25 years ago, Russians remain more interested than Americans in becoming
wealthy through success in business:

B4. “Which of the following achievements would please you more?” [Response choices: 1)
You win fortune without fame: you make enough money through successful business dealings so
that you can live very comfortably for the rest of your life; 2) You win fame without fortune: for
example, you win a medal at the Olympics or you become a respected journalist or scholar.)

M90 NY90 M15 NY15

2) 35% 46% 33%°¢ 48%"“

As a general summary of these results, while there are differences, we see a basic similarity
across countries and through time. Sometimes Russians have a dimmer view of free market

outcomes and incentives, sometimes the Americans.
I11.  Attitudes toward Democracy

In Table 1 below we present frequencies of “anti-democratic” responses to seven questions
about democracy from Gibson et al (1992) in the three subsamples. The “anti-democratic”
responses are “agree” or “completely agree” in questions B13, B14, B15, and B18, but
“disagree” or “completely disagree” in B16, B17, and B19 (we reordered and renumbered
Gibson’s questions)

In responses to three out of the seven questions (B13, B14, B15) we document an increase in
anti-democratic attitudes in Moscow between 1990 and 2015° and these same attitudes are the
only ones that appear substantially stronger in Moscow than in New York in 2015.

We observe a regrettable increase in Russians’ intolerance of minority views, as evidenced in
responses to B13. But, at 37%, the frequency of this intolerance remains below 50% and not too
far from that of Americans (29%).

In 1990, most Russians used to support the freedom of demonstrations by radical and extremist
groups that may lead to disorder and destruction (question B14), in 2015 they no longer do. But
in 2015 Russians may overreact to the words “radical” and “extremist” that are heavily employed

8 ... . . . . .
Strictly speaking, the results of our 2015 survey and those of Gibson et al (1992) are not directly comparable because of differences in
survey methodology (telephone interviews vs. in-home interviews) and geography (Moscow vs. Moscow region). Significance tests reported in
the table below for changes through time in their Moscow questions also do not account for any control variables.



by government propaganda, with its emphasis on discrediting “color revolutions” in neighboring
countries. Nevertheless, the difference with Americans is large, at 31 percentage points.

Still, the largest difference with Americans that we found, of 41 percentage points in responses
to question B15, relates to a preference for a society with strict order at the expense of some
freedoms that may bring “destruction to the society”. This preference, at 76% in Moscow today,
is not too different from 69%, recorded by Gibson et al (1992) 25 years ago.’

The other differences between Russians and Americans in attitudes toward democracy, as
evidenced in responses to questions B16-B19 in Table 1, appear fairly small and unimportant, or
go in the other direction.

Is the glass of Russians’ attitudes to democracy half-full or half-empty? While in several
respects “pro-democracy” attitudes are not as strong in Russia today as 25 years ago and weaker
than those of contemporary Americans, we find strong correlation between our survey results
and those of Gibson et al (1992) who *... discovered far more support for democratic values in

Moscow than [they] anticipated” (p. 360).
IV.  Interpretation of Results

Back in 1990, before the dissolution of the Soviet Union and the launch of President Yeltsin’s
market reforms, a common view in Russia was that ordinary Russians are “not ready” for the
transition to a market economy, because they do not understand the markets and have different
values. The impact of Shiller et. al. (1991), despite its finding of some interesting attitudinal
differences between Russians and Americans, was to demonstrate that this view was really not
supported by evidence. Today, after 25 years of development of markets in Russia, that old view
sounds almost ridiculous. The new evidence presented in this paper, building on the earlier
results of Gibson et al (1992), again uncovers some differences between Russians and Americans
in their attitudes toward democracy. Yet on balance the evidence does not support a parallel
common view that the Russian personality is fundamentally illiberal or non-democratic.

Perhaps at some point in the future this view will sound ridiculous, too.

One caveat that we have about this result is the accuracy of the translation: despite our best efforts to find the proper English equivalent, the
formulation of the alternative to “strict order” in Russian may remain somewhat stronger-worded than in English: «JIyuuie swuth B 06uiectse co
CTPOIrUM IOPAAKOM, YE€M JIaTh JIIOASAM TaK MHOTI'O CBOGOHLI, YTO OHU CMOT'yT CTaTh PA3PYLIUTECIIAMA 06HI€CTBa>>.
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Table 1: “Anti-Democracy” Attitudes in Moscow, 1990 and 2015, and in New York, 2015

M90 M15 NY15

B13. Society shouldn't have to put up with people whose

political views are fundamentally different from the views

of majority. 22%'T 37%''C 29%°
[Agree]
B14. Because demonstrations frequently lead to disorder

and destruction, radical and extremist political groups

should be forbidden to demonstrate. 37%'T 59%' ¢ 2905°C
[Agree]
B15. [t is better to live in a society with strict order than

to allow people so much freedom that they can bring

destruction to the society. 69%T  76%TCC 369%CC
[Agree]
B16. No matter what a person's political beliefs are, he

should be provided with the same political rights and

defense as anyone else. 2% 3%°¢ 7%
[Disagree]
B17. It is necessary that everyone, regardless of their

views, can express themselves freely. 6% 8% 4%
[Disagree]
B18. If someone is suspected of high treason or other

serious crimes he may be put to prison without trial. 18%  15% 19%
[Agree]
B19. The press should be protected by the law from

persecution by the government.
[Disagree] 26T 20%''C 27%"

Note: The nature of “anti-democratic” response is shown in square brackets. Questions are
from Gibson et al. (1992), retranslated from the original Russian. Results are shown from their
Moscow survey 1990 and our Moscow and New York surveys in 2015. Statistical significance of
difference through time for Moscow in this table are simple tests for equality of sample

proportions, omitting control variables.
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Introduction:

Hi my name is___ | am calling on behalf of Cowles Foundation for Research on Economics at
Yale University. We are conducting a survey of public opinion of residents of the greater New
York City area. Our interview touches on attitude to economic problems. We are not selling
anything and your responses are strictly confidential and anonymous. Is this a good time to

participate?

Agent note: terminate business phone numbers and dispose them accordingly in the sample.

QS1. Are you at least 18 years old?

1. Yes- continue to QB1
2. No-proceedtoQS1 1

Qsl1_1.Is there any other member in your household who is at least 18 years old?

1. Yes-loop back intro
2. No- callback

B1. In your opinion, which of the following statements is closer to the truth?

1. An employee who works hard and has the best interests of the business at heart can be
worth twice as much to his company as less well-motivated employee.

2. Asarule, an employee should generally do just what he is told- trying to do much more
is likely to do more harm than help.

3. No answer
B2. On a holiday, when there is a great demand for flowers, their prices usually go up. Is it

fair for flowers sellers to raise their prices like this?

1. Yes
2. No
3. No answer

16



B3. Should the government introduce limits on the increase in prices of flowers, even if it

might produce a shortage of flowers?

1. Yes
2. No
3. No answer

B4. Which of the following achievements would please you more?

1. 'You win fortune without fame: you make enough money through successful business
dealing so that you can live very comfortably for the rest of your life.

2. You win fame without fortune: for example you win a medal at the Olympics or you
become a respected journalist or scholar.

3. No answer

B5. Suppose that a group of your friends are starting a business that you think is very risky and
could fail but might also make investors in that business rich. Would you be tempted to invest a

substantial portion of your savings in it?

1. Yes
2. No
3. No answer

B6. If the price of coffee on the world market suddenly increased by 30%, what do you think is

likely to be to blame?

Interventions of some government.

Such things as bad harvest in Brazil or unexpected changes in demand.
Speculators’ effort to raise prices

No answer

S

B7. You are standing in a long line to buy something. You see that someone comes to the line
and is very distressed that the line is so long, saying he is in a great hurry and absolutely must
make this purchase. A person at the front of the line offers to let him take his place in line for

$50. Would you be annoyed at this deal even though it won’t cause you to wait any longer?

1. Yes
2. No



3. No answer

B8. How likely is it, from your point of view, that the government in the next few years will
take measures, in one way or another, to prevent those who have saved a great deal from making
use of their savings? Is it quite likely, possible, unlikely or impossible that the government will
do this?

Quite likely
Possible
Unlikely
Impossible
No answer

ik W

B9. Suppose that for certain reasons you are offered a 10% increase in the duties you perform
at your work place with the following terms: your workweek will be increased by 1/10 (say, you
will work an additional half a day) and your take-home pay will also increase by 10%. If you
take this offer, this has no other effects on your prospects for promotion or relations with co-
workers. Do you consider it attractive to have less free time, but more money, so that you would

take this offer, or would you decide to reject it?

1. 1 will definitely reject the offer.

2. | will be more or less indifferent

3. 1 will definitely accept the offer

4. No answer

B10. Suppose that economists have come to the conclusion that we could substantially

improve our standard of living in the next year if we would be willing to accept a thirty percent
inflation rate (increase in the prices of goods by 30%). This would mean that our incomes would
rise by more than 30%. Then we could buy more goods at the new higher prices. Would you

support such a proposal?
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1. Yes
2. No
3. No answer

B11. A small factory produces kitchen tables and sells them at $1000 each. There is so much
demand for the tables that it cannot meet it fully. The factory decides to raise the price of its

tables by $100, when there was no change in the costs of producing tables. Is this fair?

1. Yes
2. No
3. No answer

B12. Apart from fairness, should the factory have the right to raise the price in this situation?

1. Yes
2. No
3. No answer

Now | would like to read to you several statements and to ask if you completely agree, agree,

disagree, or completely disagree with each of them.

B13. Society shouldn’t have to put up with people whose political views are fundamentally
different from the views of majority.

1. Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

AN A



B14. Because demonstrations frequently lead to disorder and destruction, radical and
extremist political groups should be forbidden to demonstrate.

1. Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

A A

B15. Itis better to live in a society with strict order than to allow people so much freedom that
they can bring destruction to the society.

1. Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

A T

B16. No matter what a person’s political beliefs are, he should be provided with the same
political rights and defense as anyone else.

1. Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

o vk~ w N

B17. Itis necessary that everyone, regardless of their views, can express themselves freely.

Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

o vk wNe
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B18. If someone is suspected of high treason or other serious crimes he may be put to prison
without trial.

1. Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

o v ke w N

B19. The press should be protected by the law from persecution by the government.

Completely agree
Agree

Undecided

Disagree
Completely Disagree
Don’t know

o v ke wnN PR

Now | just have a few background questions to ask you.

Q21. What is your level of education?

Did not finish high school

Finished high school

Finished high school with special training (e.g. trade school)
Some college

Finished college

Finished graduate school

Don’t Know / Refused

NouhswN e

Q22. Which of the following best describes your job?

1. Student
Employed
3. Unemployed

N



4. Homemaker
5. Retired
6. Don’t Know / Refused

Prognote: Ask Q23 only if Q22=2

Q23. Do you work in the government or in a business?

1. Government
2. Business
3. Don’t know / refused

Q24. What is your age?

in years; accept codes 18-98 ; code 99 for Don’t Know / Refused

Q25. Did you grow up in the greater New York City Area?

1. Yes- skip to Q28
2. No-ask Q26
3. Don’t Know / Refused- ask Q26

Q26. If not, did you come here:

1. From another city?

2. Fromarural area?

3. From another country?
4. Don’t Know / Refused

Q27. Record gender- DO NOT ASK. By Observation

1. Male
2. Female
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Q28. Are you?

1. White

2. Black

3. Hispanic

4. Other

5. Don’t Know / Refused

Q29. DO NOT ASK. By Observation.

Did the respondent have a foreign (not USA) accent?

1. Yes
2. No
3. Don’t Know

Those are all the questions we have for you. Thank you for your time!



[Jo0pblii 1eHb (Beuep). Bam 3BOHAT W3 HCCIeA0BATENbCKOW KoMmanuu Anxent. Mbl
NMPOBOMM OIPOC 001IeCTBEHHOT0 MHEeHMSI sKuTeseil MOoCKBBI.

Memns 30ByT

CHayana s1 XxoTeJs1 ObI NIPOBEPUTH, IPABUJIBLHO JIU 51 HA0paJi(a) HoMep. ITO HOMep

?

Buumanue: cnedyrowuii oanee mexcm monvko 0nsi 20poockux aunutl. Ilpu 360mKe Ha

MOOUNbHBLI meneon nepexoouume cpasy KO Mopoli Cmpanuye aHKemol.

Bam Homep TesiepoHa ObL1 BbIOPaH cayyaiHbIM oOpa3zom. IlodTomy si He 3Halo,
AOMAIIHUI 3TO TesieoH UM OpraHu3anmus?

(Ecnu OpraHu3arus, TO KOHEI KOHTAaKTa)
(M3BuHMTE, MHE HYKHBI TOJIBKO JIOMAIITHHE TeNIe(OHBI)

Kak s yke cka3aj, Mbl POBOJAUM ONPOC OOIIECTBEHHOr0 MHEeHUs kuTejded MoCKBBI.
Hame uHTEpBbIO KacaeTcsl OTHOLIEHHUS K IKOHOMHYECKHUM MpodaeMaMm.

Ecian BbI He BO3paskaere, s1 X0TeJl ObI ONPOCUTH KOro-HMOYAb M3 Bameil cembu. Ho nis
TOr0, 4T00bl BBIOPATh, ¢ K€M HMEHHO, MHe He00X0IMMO 3HAThb, CKOJbKO BCEro JIloaei
crapme 18 jier skuBet ¢ BamMu?

123456 7ubonee

(MHTepBBIOCPY: CM. KAPTOUKY 0TOOpA PECTIOH/ICHTA)

Torna MHe HE00X0TUMO OGECETOBATH C 10 BO3pPAcCTYy.

On(a) ceiiuac groma?
a---> 51 mor ObI modecenoBaTh ¢ HUM (Heil)?
(MuaTepBhIoepy: ecu “ma”’- mepexoauTe K TEKCTY aHKETHI. )

Her ---> korna MHe Jy4iie Bcero nepe3BOHUTD?

JACHb 4JacC MUH.
JC€Hb qac MMHH.
JC€Hb qac MMHH.

Boabmoe cnacudo. Eciin y Bac BO3HMKHYT KaKue-J1H00 BONPOCHI, IEPe3BOHUTE MHE IO

Teaedony
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(MuTtepBbroepy: pu NOBTOPHOM 3BOHKE YCTaHABJIUBANTE KOHTAKT C HYKHBIM YJICHOM CEMbHU U

MEPEXO/IUTE K TEKCTY aHKETHI.)

OIPOC HA TEMY: BOCHHPUATHUE PBIHOYHbBIX MEXAHWU3MOB

HNHTepBhIOEpY: MPOYUTANUTE CIOBO B CJIOBO TEKCT, HAllCYaTaHHBIM JKUPHBIM HIPUPTOM, U
KJIacCCU(PUIIUPYHTE OTBETHI PECIOHJIEHTa 10 CBOEMY YyCMOTpeHWto. He nmaBaiiTe HUKakux
MIOSICHEHUH K BoIlpocaM. Eciii peCliOHIeHT He NMOHUMAET BOIPOC, IPOYUTANTE €ro eule pa3 uiu
KIIAaCCUPUIIUPYUTE PE3YNbTAT KK «3aTPYJHSIIOCH OTBETHUTHY.

3apaBcTBYiiTe, I NMPOBOXKY ONPOC OOIIECTBEHHOr0 MHEHHS JJIfl HCCIed0BaATENbCKOM
KoMnanuu Anent. Bam Homep TesiepoHa ObLI BHIOPAaH ciaydailHbIM 00pa3oM. S xores Obl
3aaTh BaM HECKOJbKO BONPOCOB O BAalIMX B3MJAJaX Ha 3koHoMuKY. Ham ompoc
npecjaeayeT YMCTO HAYYHbIE e U Mbl TAPAHTHPYEeM AHOHMMHOCTH BalIuX OTBeTOB. S

3aiimy He 0oJiee 1ecsiTU MUHYT Balllero BpeMeHH.

B1. Kak BbI cuuTaeTe, Kakoe U3 CJeyIOIMX YTBeP:KIeHNH 01MKe K MCTHHE:

1. pa0oTHHK, KOTOpPBI yCepAHO TPYAUTCA W NMPUHUMAaeT OJHM3KO K CepiAlly MHTepechl
aeJsia, MOKeT ObITh B IBa pa3a 0oJiee EHHBIM /IJIsl CBO€il OpraHu3annu, 4eM MeHee
yCepAHbI PA0OTHHUK.

2. Kak NpaBWJO, padOTHUK [0JKeH [eJaTh TOJbKO TO, YTO €My BeJST - eCJIi OH
cTapaercs cIeJaTh HAMHOTO 00JIbllIe, TO 3TO CKOpee NPHHeCeT Bpe/l, YeM I0JIb3Y.

3. HeT oTBeTa

B2. Ha mpa3aHuku, Koraa crnpoc Ha UBeThl 0COOEHHO BeJHK, IEHbI HA HUX OOBIYHO

BO3pacrTralroT. CnpaBezu]nBo JIA, YTO NMpoaaBUbl HIBETOB MOAHUMAIOT IleHbI?

1. na
2. HeT
3. 3aTPYAHSIOCH OTBETUTH

B3. I[().]'DKH() JIX TOCYAApPCTBO BBOAUTDH OrPAHUYCHUA HA POCT EH HA IBETHI, 1a’Ke€ €CJIN B

pe3yJbTaTe TAKUX OrPAHUYEHUI MOKeT BOBHUKATH JAe(PUIUT [BETOB?

1. na
2. Her
3. 3aTPYAHSIOCH OTBETUTH



B4. Kakoe wu3 ciexyomux 3>KM3HEHHBIX JOCTH:KEHMH NpHHeCJ0 Obl BaM OoJiblie
YIOBJIETBOPEHUSI:

1. BBI cTaHOBHUTECH OOraThbiM, HO He 3HAMEHUTBHIM: B pe3y/ibTaTe yAAYHBIX 1eJ0BBIX
onepanuii Bbl 3apadoTajM J0CTATOYHO JIeHer, YT00bl KOM(OpPTadeJbHO NMPOBECTH
BCI0 NOCJICAYIOIIYIO KU3Hb.

2. Bbl CTAHOBUTECh 3HAMEHHTBHIM, HO He 0OraTbiM: K NpPHMepPY, Bbl 3aBOeBbIBaeTe
MeJaJib Ha OJIMMIUICKUX UTPaX WIM CTAHOBHUTECHh YBa)KaeMbIM KYPHAJIMCTOM WJIH
y4eHbIM.

3. HeT oTBeTa

B5. Ilpeamosioxkum, 4TO0 rpynma BalldX Jpy3eidl OTKPbIBAaeT [1ej10BOe Mpeanpusitue,
KOTOpOe, ¢ Balllell TOUKH 3peHHs], BeCbMa PUCKOBAHHO M MOKeT MPOBAJUTHLCSH, HO MOXKeT
TaKkKe ¢AeJaTh 0OraTbIMH TeX, KTO BJIOKMT B Hero JeHbru. Cousm 0bl Bbl 3aMaHYMBBIM

BJIOKMTH B TaK0e NMpPeANPUsTHE 3HAYNTEIbHYI0 YACTh CBOUX cOepexeHuii?
1. na
2. HeT
3. 3aTpyIHSIOCh OTBETUTH
B6. Eciu nena Ha ko(pe Ha MMPOBOM PBIHKE HEOKUIAHHO MoAHUMAaeTcsa HA 30%, Kak Bbl
AyMmaeTe, 4YTO CKOpee BCero CTOMT 32 ITUM?

1. nmeneHampaBJ/ieHHbIE NeHCTBUSI KAaKOro-HMOYIb roCyAapcTBa
2. TakMe NPHYHUHBI, KaK Heypoxkaii B Bpa3wium, wiu HenpeaBHIeHHOEe M3MeHeHUe
crpoca
3. cTpeMJieHHe CNIEKYJISHTOB MOBbICUTH LEHbI
4. He 3HaIO
B7. Bbl cTouTe B JJIMHHOM O4YepeaH 3a KakoH-HUOyAb MOKYNKoi. Bel BUaHuTE, KAK KTO-TO
MOAXOAUT K 0Yepeau U 04eHb PacCTPAUBAETCH, YTO OYepelb TaKasi AJMHHAS, a OH CICLINT,
U eMy COBEpILICHHO He00X0AMMO KYNHUTH 3Ty Bellib. OAUH U3 CTOSAIIMX B HayaJjle odepeau
JI0ell mpeaJiaraeM eMy YCTYNHMTh CBOe MecTO 3a 3 Thicauu pyOJieil. BoizoBer i y Bac

pasapakeHue Takas Cae/iKka, 1aKe €CJIM U3-3a 3TOro BaM HE NPpUIETCH 10J1bIIe )KI[aTb?

1. na
2. Her
3. 3aTpyIHSIOCH OTBETUTH

B8. HackoabK0 BepoOsiTHO, ¢ Balled TOYKHM 3PEHHUSl, YTO TOCYAApCTBO B OJMKaliime

HECKOJIbKO JieT NpeAnpuMeT Kakue-HUOyAb Mepbl, YTO0bI TaK HMJIH HHa4e He [aTh
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BO3MOSKHOCTH T€M, KTO HAKONWJI 00JibIIHE cOepe:keHtsl, BOCIOJIb30BaThcs uMu? Cuuraere
JI Bbl, YTO 3TO BECbMAa BEPOSATHO, BO3MOKHO, MAJIOBEPOSITHO HJIH HEBO3MOKHO?

1. BecbMa BEpOSITHO

2. BO3MOXKHO

3. MAaJIOBEpOSITHO

4. HEBO3MOXHO

5. 3aTpyIHSIOCH OTBETUTH

B9. IlpennoJiosxum, 4To 0 HEKOTOPBLIM NPHYMHAM BaM NpeLaraT yseJudutb Ha 10%
BalllU HENOCPeACTBEHHbIC OOS3aHHOCTHM Ha paldoTre Ha COeIYIOLIUX YCJOBHAX.
IIpoxo/kuTeIbHOCTL Balleid padodeil Hemesn Bo3pacter Ha 1/10 (Hampumep, Bbl Oyner
padoTaTh JONOJHHUTEJBHO NOJAHS B HeAeNI0), OJHOBPEMEHHO Balla 3apIuiaTa TaKiKe
nopbimaercd Ha 10%. Eciun Bbl nmpumere mpeasioskeHue, 370 HUKAK He OTPA3MThCA Ha
NepcrneKTHBAX Ballero cJy:Ke0HOr0 pocTa M HAa BallMX OTHOLICHMAX C KOJIEraMM.
Courere 11 Bbl 3aMaHYMBBIM HMeTh MeHbIE CBOOOAHOIO BpeMeHH, HO 0OJIbIIe JeHer, U
NnpuMeTe 3TO NpeJIoKeHNe WM PelInTe 0TKA3aThCs OT Hero?

sl HABEPHSIKA 0TKAXKYCh OT TAKOI0 Mpe/IJI0KeHUs1
MHe OyaeT 0oJiee WJIM MeHee BCe PABHO

sl HABEPHSIKA MPUMY TaKoe NpeaJioKeHue

HET OTBEeTa

Hwn e

B10. IIpeamosioskumM, 4T0 3IKOHOMHUCTHI NPUILIA K BBIBOAY, YTO Mbl CMOKeM B OyayLiemM
rogy 3HAYHMTEJbHO TOBBICUTH HAall YPOBEeHb JKM3HU, e€CJIU corjlacuMcsi Ha
TPUANATHNPOUEHTHY MHGIsiUI0 (MoBbIIeHUe HeHa Ha 30%). ITo 03HaYaeT, YTO HALIH
A0XO0AbI J0JKHBI OyAyT BbIpacTu 0osee, yeM Ha 30%. Torga Mbl cMokKeM KyNnUTh 00Jib11Ie
TOBAPOB NPH HOBBIX, 00Jiee BbICOKMX HeHaX. [lognep:xanu Ob1 BbI Takoe NMpeaioxKeHue?

1. na
2. HeT
3. 3aTPYAHSIOCH OTBETUTH

Bl1. He0Goubmioe npeanpusiTue NMPOU3BOAUT KYXOHHBbIE CTOJbI WM mpoaaer ux mo 40
ThICAY py0OJieil 3a mTyKy. CIIpoc Ha CTOJIbI HACTOJBKO BeJMK, YTO MPEeANPUSTHE HE MOKET
ero MOJHOCTHI0 YIOBJIeTBOPUTH. IIpennpusitue pemaer MOAHATH HeHbI HA 4 THICAYH
pyOJieii, X0Ts1 ero 3aTpaThbl HA MPOU3BOJCTBO He U3MEeHWIUCH. CripaBeJIMBO JIM 3TO?

1. na
2. HeT



3. 3aTpyIHSIOCh OTBETUTH

B12. Eciu oTBjieYbCsi OT CHPaBeJIMBOCTH, A0JLKHO JIM NpeanpusitTue MMeThb MPaBo
MOAHATH LleHbI B TAKOH cCUTyauuu?

1. na
2. HeT
3. 3aTPYAHSIOCH OTBETUTH

Tenepsb st npouty Bam HeckobK0 pa3iu4HbIX Bbicka3biBanuid. [loxanyiicra, ckaxure,
BbI M0JHOCTBHIO COTJIACHBI, COTJIACHBI, HE COIJIACHBI, WJIM COBCEM He COIJIACHBI € KaKAbIM
U3 HUX?

B13. OOmecTtBo He MA0KHO MHPHUTHBCS € TeMH, YbH MNOJUTHYECKHE B3IJISIbI
CYILIEeCTBEHHO OTJIHYAIOTCS OT B3IVIS/10B 00IbIINHCTBA.
IlomHOCTRIO coTITaceH
Cornacen
Konebmocs
He cornacen
CoBceM He coraceH
3aTpyaHSAIOCh OTBETUTH

U~ wd P

B14. IlockoabKy AEeMOHCTPAIMM 4YacTO NPHUBOAAT K OecnopsiikaM W pa3pylIeHHsAM,
PAIMKAIBHBIM M JKCTPEMHCTCKMM MOJMTHYECKHM TPYyNNaM [0JKHO OBbITH 3anpelieHo
NpOBe/IecHHe 1eMOHCTPaLiH.

[TonHOCTHIO COrnacen
Cornacen

Konebmtoch

He cornacen

CoBceMm He coriaceH
3aTpyAHSAIOCH OTBETUTH

U~ wd P

B15. Jly4yme kuTh B 00IIecTBEe CO CTPOrMM MOPSAKOM, YeM AaTh JKASIM TaK MHOIO
€B00O/IbI, YTO OHU CMOIYT CTATh Pa3pyLIMTENIMHU 001eCTBA.
ITonHOCTHIO COrnacex
Cornacen
Kone6imtoch
He cornacen
CoBceM He coriaceH
3aTpyIHSI0Ch OTBETUTH

SourwnE

B16. PaBHble wpuanvyecKkne NpaBa U rapaHTHU 3aIIUTHI J0JKHBI ObITh NPeI0CTABIEHbI
JI000MY YeJIOBEKY He3aBUCHMO OT €ro MoJUTHYECKHX YyOesKIeHu .
1. TlosmHOCTBIO COTIaCEH
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Cornacen

Konebmocs

He cormacen

CoBceM He coryaceH
3aTpyAHSAIOCH OTBETUTH

oUW

B17. HykHo, 4T0O0BI BCe, HE3AaBUCMMO OT UX B3IJIsII0B, MOIJIM BbICKA3BIBATHCS CBOOOIHO.
IlomHOCTEIO coTITaceH

Cornacen

Konebmocs

He cormacen

CoBceM He coraceH

3aTpyaHSAIOCH OTBETUTH

ISRl i A e

B18. Ecan kT0-TO moxo3peBaercsi B rocy1apCTBeHHON M3MeHe WM B APYIHX Cepbe3HbIX
NMPeCcTYIUIEHUsIX, OH MOKeT ObITh MOCAKeH B TIOPbMY 0e3 cyaa.
[TonHOCTBIO CoTIIaceH
Cornacen
Konebmroch
He cornacen
CoBceM He coriacexn
3aTpyIHSIOCh OTBETUTH

SourwNdE

B19. Ilpecca n0/12kHA OBLITH 3a1MILIEHA 3AKOHOM OT Npecjel0BaAaHNI BJIacTei.
ITomHOCTRIO CcorjlaceH

Cornacen

Konebmroch

He cormacen

CoBceM He corilaceH

3aTpyIHSIOCh OTBETUTH

SourwNdE



Tenepb, ecjiu MOKHO, HECKOJILKO BOITPOCOB 0 BAC CAMHX.
21. Bam ypoBeHb 00pa3oBaHus

HE3aKOHUEHHOE Cpe/IHee
cpenHee

CpeHee CrenuatbHOe
HE3aKOHYCHHOE BBICIIIEE
BBICIIICE

OKOHYHJI aCITUPAHTYPY
HET OTBETa

NoogkrwhE

22. Banle conuaJnbHOE MOJI0KeHue?

Yuammiicst, CTyIeHT

padouuii Wi ciayKammii
0e3padoTHBIN

3aHUMAIOCh JOMAIIIHUM X03SIHCTBOM
NMeHCHOoHeP

HET OTBCTA

SoarLNE

(Ecnu pecrioHZEHT OTBETHJI, YTO OH pabOuYMid WM CIyKamuid (OTBET 2), TO 3aJlaliTe BOMPOC
23, npu IpoYMX OTBETAX MEPEXOJUTE K BOIpocy 24)
23. Bbl padoTaeTe B rocyapCcTBEHHOH OPraHU3alliy WM B YACTHOH KOMIaHUM?

1. BrocymapcTBEHHOW OpraHU3aIlUH
2. B YaCTHOM KOMIIaHUH
3. 3aTpyIHSAIOCH OTBETUTH

24. Bam Bo3pact?
1. Bospact JeT
2. HeT OoTBeTa

25. sIBasieTech JIM Bbl KOPEHHBIM MOCKBHYOM?

1. na
2. HeTr
3. Her oTBeTa

(Ipu NOJIOKUTENBHOM OTBETE Ha 3TOT BOIIPOC - KOHELl HHTEPBbIO)

26. Eciin HeT, TO BbI Ipuexajn B MoCKBY
1. w3 apyroro ropoaa
2. U3 ceJIbCKOH MeCTHOCTH
3. W3 APYroii crpaHbl
4. Her oTBeTa
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27. Ilon pecioneHTa:
1. myxckoi
2. KCHCKUH

Boabmoe cnacu6o 3a Banry noMomb.

29. I'oBopuII JI PECIOH/ICHT C MHOCTPAHHBIM AKIIEHTOM?
1. Nla
2. Her
3. 3arpyaHsIOCh OTBETUTH



Table Al: Characteristics of the Five Surveys: Moscow, 1990 and 2015; Moscow Oblast, 1990; New York, 1990 and 2015.

Moscow Oblast 1990

business

Moscow 2015 New York 2015 Moscow 1990 GDT New York 1990
interview method telephone telephone telephone face to face, in home telephone
_ markets and markets and
questions about ... markets democracy markets
democracy democracy
sample size 301 300 137 504 120
Sex: % female 53% 56% 69% 53% 63%
education: % some college or
) 66% 76% 49% 38% 63%
higher
age: % 55+ 36% 43% 33% 16% 28%
origin: percent born in Moscow
44% 63% 64% 66%
/ New York
percent working in a private
42% 43% 2% 53%
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