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Cooperative movement & ell with it connected ettrrcts 
public attention today. However.at the meeting8 8nd shop 
smoking roo•s.in press and brosdcastin~,at the fAmily 
tables a polemics hed been hold is on emotional level. 

It is difficult to find out publication~ hed been 
written in order to •tudy contemporary condition ofco
operative aoveaent,tendencies of it•e development ~oth 
all over the country & tt•e regions. 

It•e •ore leae investigations of a public opinion 
on the points of cooperative movement. 

The authoree of that researching tried to aewer tree 
queet~o~ea what 1• the cooperative eector in the city•e 
economy today:what •a the reaction of Leni.ngrediane on 
that point & at laet what•e the connection between 
people•• reaction & their personal economical coneciouenees. 

So,let•e look at the Leningrad cooperatives today 
1n the background of a Republic & the whole country. 

There are the reeultes of our researchingss 
cooperative aoveaent in leningred is •ore broadly 
than in Ruesia & a .. n in The USSR. 

So, in the Leningrad cooperativee 2.12 % of all 
inhabitant• era bueied,juat •• in Russia 0,48 % 
& in the USSR 0.49%• 
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And 1.04 % in Leningred;0.25 in Russia & 0.26 % 

in th• USSR &re busied today in coo~eratives only 

without another job. 

Further we shall compare indexes only between 

Leningrad ~ the uSSR because of likeness of ell inde

xee in Russia & the USSR. 

There are bi~aer cooperatives in our city.An 

average index for Leningrad cooperatives is 32 workers 

& for the country it ie 18 workers. 

The annual volu~e of ~ervicies is 333 thousand 

roubloe against 78 ln th~ country.s 977 roublo~ 

a •onth to each worker against 362 accordingly in 

Leningrad & in the U$SR. 

Then .earnings in the Leningrad coopet·at ives 

are more higher / 349 roubles against 129 ell over 

the C'luntry/ moreover.it is kno~n that a lot of a 

pay salary funds in th~ value or rcslizod production 

19 eo•e higher in our cooperatives/ 39,S:~ against 

3~.6 ~'.: /. 

However.only a qu&rter or all vo!ume of services 

realized.so.only 0,62 roubles of each one rouble 

, 
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o f the earni.•gs di~charged by the J..'roduct ion. t hut !·we b<!en ~old 

to tho J.'' Ofl;.; C:irectly. 
t\llthe!'e peculiarities ;:re typical for- all kind:; of cooperative 

activitic:s. 
As to the structure of cooperative •ovement.our city i& differ 

fro• cooperetivas along the country eaeentially.so. there are co
operatives of public catering lea&t of all / 3.1 per cent ~geinst 
9.8 through th.: country/. :hare are only 1.4 per cent of all co
operative worcere in Leninv~ad busied in cooperatives of public 

catering against 4.5 per CLnt in tho USSR. 

S~ecific v-eight of such cooperatives in the Hhole voluml: of 

services ie 1.1 per cent in Leningrad end 5.8 per cent in the 

country. 
There are least ot all cooperative• of living facilities in 

Leningrad / by th~ volume of services it is 15 per cent in our 

city end 22.7per cent through the USSR/.as well as for the pro
~uction of consumer goods / 18.B end 25.5 per cent accordingly/. 

:1eanwhile. tht:·re are auct1 more specialized cooperatives in 

Leningrad.such as medical.scientific and technical.building co
operativas,~tc./. Fossibly.such differencies in their struct'..l!'e 

are connected with more provisions.consumer goods ~nd living 
fecilitiee that our citizens being provided with.Besides there 

are more ekilled specialist• in Leningrad • 
However.we have net necessary information for comparison 

with the whole country.when it concerning com~ercial end com

•ercially-purchasing cooperative& which for•s 3,5 per cent 
number of busied end 11 per cent of the whole volume of services 

in the cooperative sector of Leningrad. 
Let• s consider in details the et et 1st ice of cooper et ive 

movement in one of the central districts of our city.which 

characteristics are approximately similar all-city's. 

Value of realized pro~uction by the district cooperatives 
less value of raw material had been used up ie in average 
~38 roublae a month for one worker / including come who hold 

more than one office/.just se an average level of the pay 
salary had been 352 roubles e month /it is 37.5 per c~nt of 
previous 1ndecs,which •ay be interpret as 6pproxiaate index 
of labour pro~uctivity/.For exempleson average lovel of labour 

productivity for workere,employcea and collective farmer• du 
ring 1')88 ye. was 557 roubles a month for person through the 

country.now the medimonth pay ealery wee 217 roubles or 39 
per cent of the lobour productivity index.So,the coo~eratives• 

act iv1t iee had been considerably more ~ffective than r.tat" 

enterprieeo and it naturally led to the higher level of a 
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!)ay s;:l.iry.· ut.in ~~1te of J riicoq>r0"1C 01-:ini.;n.thc f..:rt of e pay 
s~l<;ry in the volu~c: of realizotion is nl)t l&.rg.:::r for the cooj.e
rativcs than for tne state enterpris~s. 

IT"s become cleen during our researching,thDt co~ra•rcial end 1 

commercially-purchasing cooperatives /Yihich personifies coope-
rative sector of economics infa.:t in the criti:.: • opinion/ 
concentrates only a quarter of volume of realization ~y coope
ratives in whole. 

=e.ides.these t~o kin~s of c~~peratives are differ from each 
other by the specif is neight of r elization of services to the 
peo~le directlyafor the commercinl coL~eretives those in~~x is 
90.Sper cent egeinst 24 per cent for the com~ercielly-purchasing 
cooperatives. 

In th~ cl~pend3nce of the kind of coo~er~tive,the level of a 
poy s~:'..ary f!uc:ustec str ... ngly.5o it is only 200 roubles <l month 

for e ~crson in the COOtJcretives of ~u~lic catering a9ainst 538 

rouhles in the cooperatives productec consumer goods. 
Co;;iperat ives of »1arious t;i.-pes differ from each other Ly 

the di::icnt ic!'l .Cooperatives .procuctec the consu1~er goods busitd 

about 42 workers and cooperetives of living facilities busied 
about 41 workers.are the lergest.~ommercially-purchaaing coope

ratives busied about 12,5 workers.coomercial cooperatives -
about 13.2 end public catering cooperatives - 14.5 workers,are 
the smallest. 

According to the 4dcuced statistics.the role of cooperatives 
in the city•s econoraics and in the s~tisfaction of the require
ments of citizens is rather modest. 

Ac~ording to tho r~sults of sociological interrrgatories only 

about 3 per cent of Leningrediane used the cuoperative services 
regulery.6~ - 75 per cent had • single contact end 25 - 36 per 
cent had not appli~d to cooperative• at all. 

ttowever.cooperatives attracts public attention today as an 
object of poli!ical struggle. 

Cecause of the acaetinese of iapartial information a stereo
type estimation that ••people are egeinet co~peratives•• hac 

been turn out.In fact /according to th• interrogatories/ ~ost 
of p~ople thinkind positive cf cooperatives enc cone1der the 

cooperative •ovement be not har•ful.B~t in spite of reality 
exactly supnort~rs and well-disposers felt the111selves in mino
rity. 

AskinP the queetion what the surrounding people think of 

the cooperative •ov•••nt,54,5 p~r cent of reepondente noteds 
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••no~t of all are ngainst cooperative MovoQent··~n~ 011ly 13 per 

cent noted: ••most of all supported this oov£mcnt''• 

:-uch interrogatories had been hold by the provrame of ~ocio
loq1cal Institute of Acede•y of Sciencies of the US~R in ten 

cities.Corresponding figures ere:50,1 ond 15,5 per cent b~ su
periority in number of supporters of cocperative move~ent over 

it"s opponents. 
Anothor interrogatory was hold in Le:;ingrad at the sa~e time 

/in the summer of 1989/ according to the programe of the state 
Committee of Statistics of the IJ$5~.It revealed that ~ost of 
people declined to the menysided esti~ntio~ in this sphere. Such 
a position hod been conditioned by the real contre~iction between 
predomination of positiv general purpose for the ccoperatives 

and negetiv general estimatio~ of the resultee of their work. 
Apperently,such rnMysided estigation may be exploined by under

standing the variousity of cooperative movement itself in lees 

degree. 
So,no Qore than one of every six respondents notec at the 

same time as ··~esire to earn according to their ~ork,to improve 
their financial situation•• /poaitiv reeson/.so es ''aspiration 

to incomes and enrich•ent"' /negetiv position/ 6mong the •ein 
•otives as regards cooperatives and individual labour. 

At the sa~e time 40-45 per cent of rcs~ondents noted only 

one reason without another. 
The general directions to the cooperative movement had been 

displayed in the prognosis of its develcpment in the near future 
By the rezultes of both interrogatories more then a third of 
Leningrac1ens 3re waiting for its increase.Moreover,moat of them 

are waiting for not pro•pt •nd not •aey increase. 
Only 13 - 15 per cent considered cooperatives would be abo

lished. 
A•ong the eeti•atione of various meesuree which the power• 

undertook according to the present condition of cooperation, 
the intensinification of th• control had been •arked m~stly 
)67,S per cent against 7,5 per cent.who spoke out relaxation 

of control I ae eo •• supporting of the state enterprises /66 

per cent/.39 per cent of reepondents expressed en opinion,that 
••we ~u•t not to prevent people in t~eir work••. 
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Combination of thes£ two measures characterize the patherne: 
listic direction inherented to 1/3 - 2/3 of reepondenta. / 

The questionnaire of soc1ological insti•ute suggested to 
speak on the subject and to give e d6finition to coopera
tors and cooperative movement. These definitions h&d been 

clessif ied according to the purposes which were brighten 
up in the following ways 

1/ positiv attitude 
2/ negativ attitude 
3/ differential attitude 

4/ abstractely positiv - concretely negativ / the plan 
is well,but ••• / 

5/ eaotionally neutral attitude / when the buziness 
aa~ect had been mostly e~phasize /. 

Analises showed thot 21 per cent of respondents ~ere 
positiv to cooperators, 20,S per cent were emotionally r.~utral, 
16 per cent were differentially, 13,S per cent - negativ~ly 

and 7 per cent were abstractely positiv but concretly 
negativ. 

Attitude to the cooperative movement is more polars !8,5 

per cent have a ~ositiv attitude ,20 per cent - negstiv, 
13 per cent ore abstractly positiv but concretly negativ, 
9 .s per cent - e~8tic!'lall~.- neutral and 4 .s per cent -
differentially. 

We ~ust pay ottontion to some prevalence of positiv 
poaitiona ovor negativ and relatively the little number of 
characteristics,free froa emotions /that is freo from praising 
or total hostility/. 

In the answers to the questions in a form information h~d 
been capt not only about the object of Judgement but also 
about respondcnte themselves. 

Attitude to thos~ object •ay become the basis for individual 
typoloAy.The importance of such typology of course would be 
depend on pithinees of attitude putting into baeis. 

Authors tried to typologized public conscioueness of 
Leningredians/norked up/by the special aethod1cs / 

the answers of •ore over 1 thousand 500 respondents to one of 
the question• of the form. 

That queetion concerned such proble• as •which kind of 
work and by whoa it muet be done•. 
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There ere various kines of ans~ere hacl been offered: 

1/ only by cooperatores and individual workers 

2/ by cooperatives /individual workers/ end by 

tho 9t3te enterprises 

3/ by the state enterprises only. 

The list includec 22 kinds of job:frora ~enufocturing end 

repearing of clothors and boots &nd ~hoes to carrin~ out 

the passenger and cargo tr3nsp~rts including individual 

medical,educetionary,infor~ation,culturdl end o~uqe~ent,etc. 

In each forr.a the parts of suc:1 <ind::; of job ,-,1,ich 

respondent attributed ~nly to coop~rative /individual/ 

sector /it is the index of privity ~f the ncono~ical 

c.Jnsciousnass/,then oaly to tho !>tetd sector /the i:ldex 

of totalitery con-sciousn!!s3/ and at last both spheres 
at the same time / it is the inLex of pluralistical cons

ciousness/ had been calculated. 

Distribution of res~ondcnts according to the Qeaninge 

of these indexes ere in tho list : 

Meaning 

i 
Indexes,& 

Private Totsliterity Pluralistic. 
I consciousness consciousne&e consciousneee 

..;;..;;~;..;..;~~.;..;...;;..;..;::;.._....;.......-;;..;.;.;;;.m,.;;;.;;;..;:;.;;-..;.;;..::._~~-

0 52,5 19,6 16,1 
~~~~~~---~--------~~~~~~.-;...~~~~~---~~.;;;..;...;:;..;;;...._~~-· ~-

~~ 0,25_~--~-34---~.6.;;_..~~-_;,~~~2~7~·-8---~~~--~~--1-1~,-3~~~~~ 
02s-o.so 9,4 21,0 10,0 

0,50-0,75 2,8 14,5 31,0 

0,75-0,95 ~.3 6,8 17,2 

0,95-1,0 0,4 5,4 6,4 

Average 0,103 0,337 0,48 
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We see that private consciousness is not typical for 
Leningrediens / only 3.5 1 have corresponding index more 

than o.s/. 
At the s~me time 26.7~ of respondents t1ave ind~x of 

the totalitary consciousness mor6 then o.s.&ut th~ 

pluralistic consciousness is the aost wi~espreoding 
/54.6 ~of responcients hcve 1n1.-ex more than a.sf. 

Analysis sho.-Jed that aaong the factors been fixed during 

the 1nterrogatory the foundation & the c!fri.ensio!i of profit for 
each fanily m~Qber /a considurable positiv correletio~/ 
& the oge /a considerable negativ coorelation/ inf luer.ced 

visirablo on pluralistic consciousness. 
A degree of totalitority of consciousness 6lso is rnuch 

depends on the age & education / but with the opposite sigh 

of bond/. 
Besides that is has been connected with the level of 

satiefection by ~ork & ~1th a pay salary dimention.which 
would be enough for a normal life / correlation is ~egative in 

both cases/. 
As for the inde• of private coneciousnees it has been 

connected with respondent•• orientation to be busy in 
cooperatives /correlation ie positiv/. 

The facts offered here ere not eettled contete of material 
had been received & would be elaborat9 futher. 

However,it iw necessary to not1ce today that governQent 
must reveal whet working people are thinking about those 

queat1on in fact,not by the words of ao•e zealoue •reflectors 

of working people intereete• & then it will be possible to 

decide eome aer1oue probl•••· 

\. 




