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Vokietijoje net 70% respondenty negal€jo pasakyti, palankiai ar
nepalankiai vertina Lietuva. Be to, Sioje Salyje tyrimo vykdytojai pa-
pildomai jtrauke alternatyva ,,Lietuvos nezinau® (kuri pateiktoje diag-
ramoje yra susumuota su ,,sunku pasakyti“). Taigi, teigianciy, kad vi-
sai nezino Lietuvos, yra 11%, tarp 14-19 m. jaunimo net 25%, o kartu
su ,,sunku pasakyti“ —net 82%. Taciau tarp turinciy nuomong daugiau
yra palankiai nusiteikusiy Lietuvos atzvilgiu —20%, tarp turinciy auks-
tgji iSsilavinima — net 43%.

Lietuvoje geri, 55% | 40% F%I
draugiski
Turtinga kultara 52% | 37% | 11%
Geri savnt\_/ki_ai su X 54% | 36% | 10% |
salimi
Patraukli turizmui 45% | 33% 2|

Ekonomika sparéiai

- 43% | 40% | 17% |
vystosi

Turi gery sportininky 41% | 42% | 17% |
_ Patraukli 36% | 47% | 17% |

investicijoms
Tai moderni Salis 33% | 32% | 35% |
Politigkai stabili 33% | 42% | 25% |
Mazai korupcijos 18% | 50% | 32% |

|I:|Sutinka OSunku pasakyti ONesutinka |

6 pav. Pritarimas teiginiams apie Lietuvq Europos Sajungos Salyse (24 saliy
vidurkiai)
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Geriausiai Lietuva jvertino kaimynés Latvija ir Lenkija, taip pat
Estija ir Suomija. Estijoje palankiy vertinimy yra net 85%, o nepalan-
kiy —tik 2%. Taip pat svarbu zinoti, kaip Europos Salyse yra vertinami
atskiri Lietuvos gyvenimo aspektai. Kaip matome (6 pav.), tik dél
vienos pozicijos daugiau yra nesutinkanciyjy negu sutinkanciyjy — tai
korupcija. Tiesa, ¢ia galima suabejoti, ar respondentai turi bent kiek
pagristos informacijos Siuo klausimu, greiiausiai tai yra stereotipinis
teiginys apie visas pokomunistines $alis. Gana daug (25%) apklausty-
junesutinka, kad Lietuva yra politiskai stabili, galima spéti, kad nesta-
bilumo jvaizdj sukiiré prezidento R. Pakso apkaltos procesas. Dar
daugiau (33%) yra nesutinkanciy su teiginiu, kad Lietuva yra moder-
ni, daugiausia taip vertina iSsivysciusiy Vakary Saliy gyventojai. Viso-
se Salyse buvo sutinkama su teiginiu, kad Lietuvoje gyvena geri ir drau-
giSki Zmones, ji turi turtingg kultiira, geri santykiai su kitomis Salimis.

Taigi, apskritai Lietuvos jvaizdis Europos Sgjungoje yra palankus:
zmones, kultiira, sportas, turizmo galimybes, sparti ekonomikos plét-
ra. Kita vertus, vargu ar greitai iSnyks stereotipas apie Lietuva kaip
apie korumpuota Salj, o tarp Vakary Saliy gyventojy — kad tai dar
atsilikusi Salis.

Isvados

Lietuvos naryste Europos Sgjungoje labiau rémé ir remia jaunesni,
gerai iSsilavine, daugiau uzdirbantys, miestuose gyvenantys Zmones,
kurie mato gery galimybiy save realizuoti modernioje Europos Sajun-
gos erdveje. Iki istojimo i Europos Sajunga pagrindiniai argumentai
,»UZ“ buvo ekonominio pobiidzio (ekonominé plétra, parama, didelé
rinka, investicijos), taciau ekonominiai motyvai kélé ir nerima dél
ateities (padidés kainos, neatlaikiusi konkurencijos, zlugs ekonomi-
ka, nukentés zemeés tikis). Nors absoliuti dauguma gyventojy balsavo
,»UZ“ naryste, gana daug zmoniy nesitikéjo greity pozityviy permainy
i gera. Taiyra viena i$ priezasCiy, kodél Zmonés nenusivylé naryste ir
narystés palaikymas iSlieka auksto lygmens. IS jvykusiy po istojimo i
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Europos Sajunga teigiamy pokyciy dazniausiai nurodomos galimy-
bés dirbti uzZsienyje ir sumazéjes nedarbas, o i neigiamy pokyciy —
kylancios kainos. Baime dél kilsian¢iy kainy mazino parama euro
jvedimui. Apskritai Lietuva iki 2008 mety buvo viena i$ eurooptimis-
tiSkiausiy Saliy: absoliuti dauguma mané, kad narysté duos naudos,
teige, kad procesai Europos Sajungoje juda teisinga linkme, pasitikéjo
Europos Sajungos institucijomis. Kita vertus, gyventojy informuotu-
mas apie Europos Sajunga, palyginti su kitomis Salimis, nebuvo ge-
riausias. Svarbu tai, kad Europos Sajungos Saliy gyventojai palankiai
vertina Lietuva. Ypac gerai vertinami Zmones, kultiira ir Saliy tarpu-
savio santykiai.
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mas. Jei tai kity tyrimy centry duomenys — atlikéjas bus nurodomas.
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SUMMARY

LITHUANIA IN THE EUROPEAN UNION:
PUBLIC OPINION POLLS RESULTS IN 1997-2007

The dynamics of the attitudes towards Lithuania’s membership in the EU
could be divided into three periods: decreasing number of membership supporters
till the beginning of 2000 (at this time eurosceptics prevailed in Lithuania),
increasing support till referendum and stable support of membership after refe-
rendum and accession. The first period could be characterized as a period of
distrust in institutions, lack of information about EU and benefits of members-
hip, time of economic fears (negative consequences for industry, agriculture,
rising prices, etc). Typical eurosceptic of that time looked like as lower educated,
having lower income, living in rural areas, around 50 years old. This group of
people was afraid of new wave of reforms and possibilities to adapt in a new
situation. Typical eurooptimist was younger, better educated, having better inco-
mes, living in big towns. This group expected to get better possibilities in modern
Europe.

The second period could be characterized by an increasing flow of informa-
tion about EU and membership, and growing beliefs that membership will help to
improve economic situation. During euroreferendum eurooptimistic moods pre-
vailed — 91% of voters voted for the membership of Lithuania in the EU.

Support for membership after accession stayed at the high level, i.e. people
did not disappoint. The fact that people did not expect rapid positive changes in
their life is one of the reasons, which can explain this situation. Firstly, people
believed in positive impact of membership on their children’s life in the future,
secondly they expected improvement of the Lithuanian people’s life and only on
the third place come the expectation that their own life will be better. Another
reason, which explains the high support level of membership, is positive changes in
Lithuania observed by population: possibilities to work abroad and reduced unem-
ployment. Some other positive changes were noticed by population: possibilities
for export, development of economy, national security, situation of the youth,
general level of living, situation in agriculture, social security. People noticed
negative changes in economic life as well — a rise of prices. Rise of prices was the
main reason of sceptical attitudes towards euro introduction.

Compared to the other EU countries Lithuanian public opinion could be
characterized as more positive than average towards different realities of the EU
(Eurobarometers): evaluation of the benefits of the membership, attitude to-
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wards European Constitution, trust in European institutions. A remarkable fea-
ture of Lithuanian public opinion mood till 2007 was optimism towards the
future. On the other hand, evaluation of the current realities was quite pessimistic
compared to other countries: low happiness of life, stressful work, low possibilities
to achieve something in Lithuania working hard.

In June-August 2006 representative surveys in all EU countries were conduc-
ted to evaluate image of Lithuania. There was a question about a general attitude
towards Lithuania (“Generally speaking would you say you consider Lithuania
favorably or unfavorably?”) and ten short statements about Lithuania for agree-
ment or disagreement: its economy developing fast, it is a modern country, it has
good sports people, it is politically stable, it is attractive for tourism, friendly
people live there, it is attractive for investments, it has rich culture, there is low
corruption, it has good relations with (country where survey was conducted). In all
countries (apart of Spain) predominated positive general evaluations. Especially
good evaluations were got in Estonia, Finland, Latvia and Poland. The majority of
respondents in EU countries agreed that friendly people live in Lithuania, that it
has rich culture and it has good relations to the surveyed country. On the other
hand, more people disagreed than agreed that it is modern country and there is low
corruption. In many countries (for example Spain, Germany, Italy, Czech Repub-
lic, Ireland) majority of people did not have enough information to say something
about Lithuania.



