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Cooperative movement & 8ll with it connected ettrercts
public ettention todesy. However,st the meetings and shop
smoking rooms,in press end brosdcastina,st the family
tsbles & polemics had been hold is on emotionsl level.

It 4s difficult to find out publicetions hed been
written in order to study contemporary condition ofco-
operative movement,tendencies of it°s develooment both
8ll over the country & it‘'s regions.

It°s more less investigations of a public opinion
on the points of cooperative movement.

The suthores of that researching tried to aswer tree
questionss what is the cooperative sector in the city’s
economy today;what’s the resction of Leningrediens on
that point & at lest what“s the connection between
people’s resction & their personal economicel consciousness.

So,let’s look at the Leningrad cooperatives today
in the background of a Republic & the whole country.

There sre the resultes of our researchings:
cooperative moveaent in leningred is morse broadly
then in Russis & ewen in The USSR.

So, in the Leningrac cooperatives 2,12 ¢ of all
inhsbitants sre busied,just ss in Russis 0,48 ¥
& in the USSR 0,499,




And 1,04 % 1in Leningred;0,25 in Russia & 0,26 3

in the USSR sre busied todsy in cooperatives only
without snother job.

Further we shall compare indexes only between
Leningred & the USSR because of likeness of all inde-
xee in Russis & the USSR.

There are higger cooperstives in our city.An
aversge index for Leningraec cooperatives is 32 workers
& for the country it is 18 workers.

The annual volume of servicies is 333 thousand
roublos against 78 in tae country,S 877 roubles
@ month to each worker against 362 eccordingly in
Lteningrad & in the USSR.

Then,earnings in the Leningrad cooperatives
are more higher / 349 roubles agsinst 129 ell over
the country/ morcover,it is known thst 8 lot of @
pay salary funds in the velue o/ reslizoed production
is some higher in our cooperstives / 39,8 against
35,6 % /.

However,only a querter of sll volume of services

realized,so0,0only 0,62 roubles of each one rouble
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of the earni.gs discharged by the production,thut had buen -old
to the p-oplc cirectly.

Allthece peculiarities zre typicel for all kinds of cooperative
activitics.

As to the structure of cooperative movement,our city is differ
from cooperstives siong the country essentiaslly.So, there are co-
operatives of public catering least of all / 3,1 per cent cgainst
9,8 through thc country/, ~here ere only 1.4 per cent of sll co-
operative worcers in Leniny-ed busied in cooperatives of public
catering against 4,5 per cent in the USSR.

specific weight of such cooperatives in the v:hole volume of
services is 1,1 per cent in Leningrad enc 5,8 per cent in the
country.

There are lesst of all cooperatives of living facilities in
Leningrad / by thc volume of services it is 15 per cent in our
city end 22,7per cent through the USSR/,as well as for the pro-
cduction of consumer goods / 18,8 end 25,5 per cent accordingly/.

Meanwhile ,there are auch more speclelized cooperatives in
Leningrad,such as mecdical,scientific and technicel.building co-
operatives,ctc./. F0sesibly,such differencies in their structure
are connected with more provicions,consumer goods <nd living
facilities that our citizens bcing provided with.Besides there
are more skilled specialists in Leningrad .

However ,we have nct necessary information for comparison
with the whole country,wvhen it concerning commercial and com-
mercislly-purchesing cooperatives which forms 3,5 per cent
number of busied end 11 per cent of the wholc volume of services
in the cooperative sector of Leningrad.

Let’'s consider in details the stetistics of cooperative
movement in one of the central districts of our city,which
characteristics are approximsately similer all-city’s.

Value of realized procuction by the district cooperatives
less value of rew naterisl hed been used up is in everage
938 roubles e month for one worker / including come who hold
more than one office/,just ss an sverage level of the pay
salary hed been 352 roubles e wonth /it is 37,5 per cent of
previous indecs,which may be interpret as &spproximate incex
of lebour pro-uctivity/.For exemple:sn averoge lavel of labour
productivity for workers,employces and collective fermers du
ring 1788 ye. was 557 roubles s month for person through the
country,now the medimonth pay salery wes 217 roubles or 39
per cent of the labour procuctivity incex.So,the cooperatives’
sctivities had been considerably more effective than ctate
enterprises and it naturally led to the higher level of o
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vay sclury. ut,in zpite of o widecproeusc opiniun,the port of a pay
salary in the volume of realization is not larg:r for the cooje-
ratives than for tne state enterprises.

IT's become clesn during our researching,that coaaercial sand
commercially-purchasing cooperatives /which personifies coope-
rative sector of cconomics infact in the critic * opinion/
concentrates only a quarter of volume of realization by coope-
retives in whole.

Ce. ides,these tv.o kincs of cooperatives zre ciffer froa each
other by the specifie wieight of r slization of services to the
peogple directlysfor the commercial cocnerstives those inccx is
90 .5per cent egeinst 24 per cent for the comaercially-purchasing
cooperatives,

In the dependence of the kind of cocperative,tine level of a
paey sclary fluc-uated str.ngly.5o it is only 200 routles a montnh
for & person in the cooperstives of public catering egainst 538
roubles in the cooperstives productec consumer goods,

Couperatives of various types differ from each other Ly
the dinmenticon.Cooperatives,procductec the consuner goods busied
about 42 workers and cooperetives of living facilities busied
sbout 41 workers,sre the largest._ omnercielly-purchesing coope-
ratives busied sbout 12,5 workers,commercial cooperstives -
ebout 13,2 end public catering cooperatives - 14,5 workers,are
the snsllest.

According to the adcuced statistics,the role of covperatives
in the city’'s economics and in the s~tisfaction of the require-
ments of citizens is rsther modest.

According to the results of sociological interrrgatories only
about 3 per cent of Leningradiane used the cuoperstive se-rvices
regulery,64 -~ 75 per cent had s single contsct end 25 - 36 per
cent hsad not epplicd to cooperstives at sell.

tHiowever ,cooperatives sttracts public attention today ss an
object of polisicsl struggle.

Pecause of the scantiress of iampartisl information a stereo-
type estimation that '‘"people sre sgeinst cooperstives’® hac
been turn out.In fact /according to the interrogstories/ most
of pcople thinking positive cf cooperstives enc consider the
cooperstive movement be not hersmful.But in spite of reslity
exactly supvorters and well-disposers fslt themselves in mino-
rity.

Askine the question vhat the surrounding people think of

the cooperstive movement,54.,5 per cent of respondents noted:




-5-

‘*no~t of all sre against cooperative movement®‘and only 13 per
cent noted: ‘'°*most of s8ll supported this covemcnt'*,

;-uch interrogetories had been hold by the proyrame of Socio-
logicel Institute of Acedemy of Gciencies of the USLR in ten
cities.Corresponding figures ere:50,1 and 15,5 per cent b, su-
periority in number of supporters of cocperative movement over
it*s opponents.

Another interrogstory was hold in Le:ningrad at the same time
/in the sunmer of 1989/ sccording to the progresme of the state
Committee of Statistics of the USSR.It revealecd thet aost of
people declined to the menysided estimation in this sphere. Such
8 position had been conditioned by the real contradiction butween
predominetion of positiv general purpose for the ccoperatives
and negetiv genersl estimation of the resultes of their work.
Apparently,such manvsided estinmation may be expleoined by under-
stending the veriousity of cooperative movement itself in less
degree.

So,noc more than one of every six respondents notecd at the
same tinme es ‘°cesire to earn sccording to their work,to improve
their financiasl situstion’’ /positiv reeson/,so as '‘aspiration
to incomes and enrichaent’‘® /negetiv position/ smong the main
motives as regards cooreratives and individusl labour.

At the seme time 40-45 per cent of resgondents noted only
one resson without enother.

The genersl directions to the cooperative movement had been
displayed in the prognosis of its develc-pment in the near future
By the rezultes of both interrogstories more than a third of
Leningracisns ore weiting for its increase.Moreover,most of then
sre weiting for not prompt snd not easy increase.

Only 13 - 15 per cent considered cooperatives would be abo-
lished.

Among the estimstions of verious messures which the powers
undertook sccording to the present condition of cooperstion,
the intensinification of the control hac been marked msstly
/67,5 per cent sgsinst 7,5 per cent,who spoke out relaxation
of control / as so &s supporting of the stste enterprises /66
per cent/.39 per cent of respondents expressed en opinion,that
‘*we must not to prevent people in their work’°’,




Combination of these two messures characterize the patherns:
listic direction inherented to 1/3 - 2/3 of respondents.

The questionnaire of sociologicsl insti*ute suggested to
speak on the subject and to give & definition to coopere-
tors and cooperstive movement. These definitions had been
clessified according to the purposes which were brighten
Up in the following way:

1/ positiv attitude

2/ negativ attitude

3/ differential attitude

4/ sbstractely positiv - concretely negativ / the plan
is well,but.../

5/ emotionally neutral sttitude / when the buziness
asrect had been mostly eaphasize /.

Analises showec that 21 per cent of respondents vere
positiv to cocperstors, 20,5 per cent were emotionally neutral,
16 per cent were differentislly, 13,5 per cent - negativ.-ly
and 7 per cent were abstrectely positiv but concretly
negativ.

Attituce to the cooperative movement ie more poler: 28,5
per cent have 8 positiv attitude ,20 per cent - negstiv,

13 per cent are abstractly positiv but concratly negativ,
9.5 per cent - ersticnally  neutral and 4,5 per cent -~
differentially,

We aust pay attontion to some prevalence of positiv
positions over negativ and relatively the little number of
characteristice,free from emotions /thkat is free fronm praising
or total hostility/.

In the answers to the questions in a form information had
been cept not only about the object of Judgement but also
about respondents themselves.

Attitude to thos: object may become the besis for individual
typoloqgy.The importence of such typology of course would be
depend on pithiness of ettitude putting into bseis.

Authors tried to typologyized public consciousness of
Leningredisnesworked up/by the specisl methodics /

the enswers of more over 1 thousand 500 respondents to one of
the questions of thc form.

Thet queetion concerned such problem ss “which kind of
work end by whom 1t muet be done”. |
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There are various kincs of answers hac been offered:
1/ only by cooperatores and individual workers
2/ by cooperatives /indivicual workers/ end by
the state enterprises
3/ by the state enterprises only.
The list included 22 kinds of job:from manufacturing and
repearing of clothers and boots snd shoes to carrinj out
the passenger and cargo transports including individusl
medicel ,educetionsry,inforaation,cultural end sauseanent,etc.
In each form the parts of such xinds of job which
respondent ettributed only to cooperative /individual/
sector /it is the index of privity of the econonical
consciousnass/,than only to the stete sector /the index
of totalitary consciousness/ and at last both spheres
at the same time / it is the incex of pluralisticsel cons-
ciousness/ had been calculsted.
Distribution of res;ondents according to the meanings
of these indexes sare in the list :

Meeaning 1__ Indexes,%
% ! Private | Totaliterity | Pluralistic
| consciousness consciousness | consciousnees
0 H 52,5 4 18,6 ! 16,1
0 -0,25 | 34,6 i 27,8 | 11,3
025-0,50 | 9,4 ! 27,0 ! 18,0
0,50-0,75 1 2,8 1 14,5 I 31,0
0,75~0,95 | 2,3 I 6.8 I 17,2
0,55-1,0 1 0.4 ! 5.4 ! 6.4

Average I 0,103 ! 0,337 ! 0,48
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vie see that private consciousness is not typical for
Leningrediens / only 3,5 § have corresponding index more
thsn 0,5/.

At the scme time 26,7 of respondents have incux of
the totalitery consciousness more then 0,5.5ut the
pluralistic consciousness is the most wicespresding
/54,6 ¢, of respondents heve incex more than 0,5F,.

Analysis showed that emong the factors been fixed during
the interrogatory the foundation & the dimension of profit for
each femily meuaber /a considerable positiv correlstion/

& the age /a considerable negativ coerelation/ influernced
visirable on pluralistic conscicusness.

A cegree of totelitsrity of consciousness slso is nuch
depencs on the age & education / but with the opposite sigh
of tond/.

Besicdes that i1s has been connected witin the level of
satisfaction by work & with a pay selery dimention,vhich
would be enough for a normal life / correlstion is negative in
both cases/.

ss for the index of private consciousness it hes bean
connected with respondent's orientstion to be busy in
cooperatives /correletion is positiv/.

The facts offered here are not settled contete of mataerial
hed been received & would be elaborets futher.

However,it is necessary to notice today that governaent
must reveal whet working people are thinking sbout those
question in fact,not by the words of some zealous “reflectors
of working people interests” & then it will be poesitle to
decide some serious problems.






