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6 pav. Pritarimas teiginiams apie Lietuvà Europos Sàjungos ðalyse (24 ðaliø
vidurkiai)
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Vokietijoje net 70% respondentø negalëjo pasakyti, palankiai ar
nepalankiai vertina Lietuvà. Be to, ðioje ðalyje tyrimo vykdytojai pa-
pildomai átraukë alternatyvà „Lietuvos neþinau“ (kuri pateiktoje diag-
ramoje yra susumuota su „sunku pasakyti“). Taigi, teigianèiø, kad vi-
sai neþino Lietuvos, yra 11%, tarp 14–19 m. jaunimo net 25%, o kartu
su „sunku pasakyti“ – net 82%. Taèiau tarp turinèiø nuomonæ daugiau
yra palankiai nusiteikusiø Lietuvos atþvilgiu – 20%, tarp turinèiø aukð-
tàjá iðsilavinimà – net 43%.
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Geriausiai Lietuvà ávertino kaimynës Latvija ir Lenkija, taip pat
Estija ir Suomija. Estijoje palankiø vertinimø yra net 85%, o nepalan-
kiø – tik 2%. Taip pat svarbu þinoti, kaip Europos ðalyse yra vertinami
atskiri Lietuvos gyvenimo aspektai. Kaip matome (6 pav.), tik dël
vienos pozicijos daugiau yra nesutinkanèiøjø negu sutinkanèiøjø – tai
korupcija. Tiesa, èia galima suabejoti, ar respondentai turi bent kiek
pagrástos informacijos ðiuo klausimu, greièiausiai tai yra stereotipinis
teiginys apie visas pokomunistines ðalis. Gana daug (25%) apklaustø-
jø nesutinka, kad Lietuva yra politiðkai stabili, galima spëti, kad nesta-
bilumo ávaizdá sukûrë prezidento R. Pakso apkaltos procesas. Dar
daugiau (33%) yra nesutinkanèiø su teiginiu, kad Lietuva yra moder-
ni, daugiausia taip vertina iðsivysèiusiø Vakarø ðaliø gyventojai. Viso-
se ðalyse buvo sutinkama su teiginiu, kad Lietuvoje gyvena geri ir drau-
giðki þmonës, ji turi turtingà kultûrà, geri santykiai su kitomis ðalimis.

Taigi, apskritai Lietuvos ávaizdis Europos Sàjungoje yra palankus:
þmonës, kultûra, sportas, turizmo galimybës, sparti ekonomikos plët-
ra. Kita vertus, vargu ar greitai iðnyks stereotipas apie Lietuvà kaip
apie korumpuotà ðalá, o tarp Vakarø ðaliø gyventojø – kad tai dar
atsilikusi ðalis.

Iðvados

Lietuvos narystæ Europos Sàjungoje labiau rëmë ir remia jaunesni,
gerai iðsilavinæ, daugiau uþdirbantys, miestuose gyvenantys þmonës,
kurie mato gerø galimybiø save realizuoti modernioje Europos Sàjun-
gos erdvëje. Iki ástojimo á Europos Sàjungà pagrindiniai argumentai
„uþ“ buvo ekonominio pobûdþio (ekonominë plëtra, parama, didelë
rinka, investicijos), taèiau ekonominiai motyvai këlë ir nerimà dël
ateities (padidës kainos, neatlaikiusi konkurencijos, þlugs ekonomi-
ka, nukentës þemës ûkis). Nors absoliuti dauguma gyventojø balsavo
„uþ“ narystæ, gana daug þmoniø nesitikëjo greitø pozityviø permainø
á gera. Tai yra viena ið prieþasèiø, kodël þmonës nenusivylë naryste ir
narystës palaikymas iðlieka aukðto lygmens. Ið ávykusiø po ástojimo á
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Europos Sàjungà teigiamø pokyèiø daþniausiai nurodomos galimy-
bës dirbti uþsienyje ir sumaþëjæs nedarbas, o ið neigiamø pokyèiø –
kylanèios kainos. Baimë dël kilsianèiø kainø maþino paramà euro
ávedimui. Apskritai Lietuva iki 2008 metø buvo viena ið eurooptimis-
tiðkiausiø ðaliø: absoliuti dauguma manë, kad narystë duos naudos,
teigë, kad procesai Europos Sàjungoje juda teisinga linkme, pasitikëjo
Europos Sàjungos institucijomis. Kita vertus, gyventojø informuotu-
mas apie Europos Sàjungà, palyginti su kitomis ðalimis, nebuvo ge-
riausias. Svarbu tai, kad Europos Sàjungos ðaliø gyventojai palankiai
vertina Lietuvà. Ypaè gerai vertinami þmonës, kultûra ir ðaliø tarpu-
savio santykiai.
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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.


