Dataset Description
Opinions and Views of the Population of Ukraine: May 2024 (KIIS Omnibus 2024/05)

For questions regarding the data set, please contact Yulia Sakhno, Research assistant, Kyiv International
Institute of Sociology: j.sakhno@kiis.com.ua.

Short description

"Opinions and Views of the Population of Ukraine" is a regular omnibus survey, conducted by Kyiv
International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) among Ukraine's adult population and covering a wide
range of topics. The data presented here is a subset of the survey conducted in May 2024 and include
KIIS's own research questions.

Questions included are: readiness for concessions for peace, views on Ukraine's relationship with
Russia, perceptions of the war between Russia and Ukraine, views on security agreements,
perceptions of Ukrainian society’s unity, attitudes toward criticism of the government, attitudes
toward the legalization of medical cannabis, and perceptions of Ukraine's statehood during the Soviet
era.

Data collection took place from May 16 to 22, 2024, with 1,067 respondents interviewed.

The data is available in an SAV format (Ukrainian, English) and a converted CSV format (with a
codebook).

The Data Documentation includes a short overview and discussion of survey results (with frequency
tables in Annex 1) as well as the relevant parts of the original questionnaire (Annex 2).

Survey methodology

The survey was conducted by KIIS using the Computer-Assisted Telephone Interviewing (CATI)
method for data collection. The sample was based on a random selection of mobile phone numbers,
with phone numbers generated randomly.

Participants were adult citizens of Ukraine (18 years and older) residing in territories controlled by
the Ukrainian government prior to February 24, 2022. The sample excluded residents of temporarily
occupied territories (the Autonomous Republic of Crimea, the city of Sevastopol, and certain districts
of Donetsk and Luhansk regions), as well as individuals who had left Ukraine after February 24,
2022.

Fieldwork was conducted from May 16 to 22, 2024, with 1,067 respondents interviewed.

After completing the planned number of interviews, the sample distribution by macro-region (West,
Center, South, East!), settlement type (urban or rural), gender, and age groups was compared with
official statistics. Macro-region and settlement data were based on data from the Central Election
Commission, using the number of registered voters from the 2019 parliamentary elections. Gender
and age data were sourced from the State Statistics Service as of January 1, 2021. To align the sample

! The composition of macro-regions in KIIS surveys is as follows:
Western macro-region: Volyn, Rivne, Lviv, Ivano-Frankivsk, Ternopil, Zakarpattia, Khmelnytskyi, and Chernivtsi
oblasts;
Central macro-region: Vinnytsia, Zhytomyr, Sumy, Chernihiv, Poltava, Kirovohrad, Cherkasy, Kyiv oblasts, and the
city of Kyiv;
Southern macro-region: Dnipropetrovsk, Zaporizhzhia, Mykolaiv, Kherson, and Odesa oblasts;
Eastern macro-region: Donetsk, Luhansk, and Kharkiv oblasts.
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structure with the demographic composition of Ukraine's population, special statistical weights were
calculated (variable: weights final kiis).

The statistical error for a sample of 1,067 respondents (with a 0.95 probability and a design effect of
1.1) does not exceed:

e 3.4% for indicators close to 50%,

e 3.0% for indicators close to 25% or 75%,
e 2.1% for indicators close to 10% or 90%,
e 1.5% for indicators close to 5% or 95%.

Survey results

Below is a summary of the key findings from the May 2024 survey. Frequency tables are provided in
Annex 1. Annex 2 includes the original wording of the questions along with the supporting
instructions (in Ukrainian).

READINESS FOR TERRITORIAL CONCESSIONS

Since May 2022, KIIS has regularly included a question in its surveys about the population's readiness
for territorial concessions to achieve peace. The question is phrased as follows:

"Which of these statements about possible compromises to achieve peace with Russia do you agree
with more?"

Respondents were asked to choose one of the two following statements (the order of statements was
randomized for different respondents to reduce order effects):

e "To achieve peace as quickly as possible and maintain independence, Ukraine may give up
some of its territories.”

e "Under no circumstances should Ukraine give up any of its territories, even if it means the
war will last longer and there will be threats to maintaining independence.”

As of May 2024, the majority of Ukraine's adult population (55%) opposed any territorial
concessions, while one-third (32%) believed that Ukraine could relinquish some territories to achieve
peace more quickly and preserve independence. The remaining 13% were either undecided or refused
to answer during the survey.

By place of current residence, the majority of respondents in all macro-regions” expressed the view
that Ukraine should not give up any territories, even if it prolongs the war (60% in the western oblasts,
56% in central, 46% in southern, and 52% in eastern). On the other hand, up to one-third of
respondents in all macro-regions leaned toward the option of giving up some territories for a quicker
peace (31% in the western oblasts, 30% in central oblasts, 36% in southern oblasts, and 33% in eastern
oblasts).

2 The composition of the macro-regions is detailed in the methodology section.
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Chart 1
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In more detail, including the results from previous survey waves, see:

JluHamika TOTOBHOCTI JI0 TEPUTOPIAIbHUX MOCTYTIOK Ta CTABJICHHS 10 OKPEMHX TTaKEeTiB MUPHHUX
nomoBieroctel. [Ipec-peniz KMIC, 23 mumas 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1421&page=1

Dynamics of readiness for territorial concessions and attitudes towards separate packages of peace
agreements. KIIS press release, 23 July 2024. https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1421&page=1

Monitoring data for the period from May 2022 to May 2024 are available here:

Kyiv International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) (2024): Readiness of the Ukrainian population for territorial
concessions (May 2022 — May 2024) — Merged data from nationwide public opinion surveys conducted by
KIIS from May 2022 to May 2024, v. 1.0, Discuss Data, https://doi.org/10.48320/B19DF66F-34D8-4198-
B30A-EF53E94E0DCI

RELATIONS BETWEEN UKRAINE AND RUSSIA

Since 1993, KIIS has consistently included a monitoring question in its surveys to understand and to
track people's views on the preferred relationship between Ukraine and Russia. To gauge opinions
on this issue, respondents were asked: "What kind of relations would you like Ukraine to have with
Russia?" The answer options were:

o "Ukraine's relations with Russia should be the same as with other countries — with closed
borders, visas, and customs checkpoints."

o "Ukraine and Russia should be independent but friendly states — with open borders, no
visas, and no customs checkpoints."

o "Ukraine and Russia should unite into a single state."

The monitoring data shows, that the views of Ukraine’s population regarding the desired format of
relations with Russia have changed dramatically since the onset of Russia’s armed aggression against
Ukraine. Before Russia's invasion, most Ukrainians preferred maintaining friendly and open relations
between the two countries. However, following the war outbreak, public sentiment shifted decisively
toward supporting closed borders and a visa regime with Russia.

According to the May 2024 survey, 75% of Ukrainians favoured relations with Russia being the same
as with other countries— with closed borders, visas, and customs controls. Another 12% preferred
Ukraine and Russia to remain independent but friendly states with open borders. About 0.3%
considered unification into a single state desirable, while the remaining 13% were undecided.



By place of residence, as of May 2024, the overwhelming majority of people in all macro-regions of
Ukraine prefer having closed borders, visas, and customs controls with Russia. Specifically, this view
is shared by 80% of residents in the western oblasts, 76% in the central region, 69% in the south, and
67% in the east.

Chart 2
What kind of relations would you like Ukraine to have with Russia?
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In more detail, including the results from previous survey waves, see:

Sxumu ykpainmi 6ayathb BigHOCHHHU YKpainu i Pocii Ta siki acouianii y ykpaiHiiB BUKIUKaoTs Pocist Ta
npocti pocistau. [Ipec-peniz KMIC, 18 munas 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1420&y=2024&m=7&page=1

How do Ukrainians see relations between Ukraine and Russia and what associations do Ukrainians have with
Russia and ordinary Russians. KIIS press release, 18 July 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1420&page=1&y=2024&m=7

Monitoring data for the period from 1993 to 2023 are available here:

Kyiv International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) (2024): Relations with Russia: monitoring of public opinion
in Ukraine (1993-2023) — Merged data from public opinion polls conducted by KIIS from 1993 to 2023, v.
1.0, Discuss Data, https://doi.org/10.48320/B9D4A9B9-035A-415A-8C75-EFA1E4A 67454

PERCEPTIONS OF WHAT IS RUSSIA'S GOAL IN THE WAR AGAINST UKRAINE

Russia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine has been accompanied by vague and often contradictory
statements about the aggressor's objectives. In addition to the declarations of Russian officials,
Ukrainians are witnessing and experiencing the horrors of the invasion firsthand. KIIS asked
Ukrainians what they believe Russia's ultimate goal for Ukraine in this war is. Respondents were
offered six options, ranging from a conventionally pro-Russian interpretation of the invasion to
scenarios involving increasingly severe threats to Ukraine and its people.

As shown in Chart 3 below, the majority of Ukrainians (60%) believe that Russia’s goal in the war
against Ukraine is to eliminate the Ukrainian nation. Of these, 26% think Russia aims to eradicate the
Ukrainian nation and identity by forcibly assimilating Ukrainians into Russian culture, while 34%
believe that Russia seeks to commit genocide and physically eliminate the majority of Ukrainians.

According to 12% of Ukrainians, Russia’s main aim is to change the government and establish a
puppet state that would be fully obedient to Russia.



Only 7% of Ukrainians believe that Russia seeks to retain only the currently occupied territories,
without attempting to claim all or most of Ukraine’s land.

About 6% of Ukrainians think that Russia intends to conquer all of Ukraine’s territories while leaving
some cultural autonomy within Russia.

One of the answer options was framed similarly to Russian propaganda, suggesting the
‘denazification’ and demilitarization of Ukraine without threatening its independence. Just 5% of
respondents chose this option.

Chart 3
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In all regions, the prevailing opinion is that, in the current war, Russia aims to destroy the Ukrainian
nation (32% in the West, 25% in the Centre, 23% in the South, 19% in the East) or physically
eliminate the majority of Ukrainians (30% in the West, 37% in the Centre, 33% in the South, 30% in
the East). In the East, a slightly higher percentage of respondents believe that Russia's goal is to
preserve only the occupied regions (13%) or to ‘denazify’ and demilitarize Ukraine without
threatening its independence (11%). However, these views remain a minority

In more detail, see:

CrpuitastTs ykpainusmu Metr Pocii y BiliHi nmpot Yipainu. [Ipec-peniz KMIC, 13 uepsns 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1415&page=1&y=2024&m=6

Ukrainians' perception of Russia's purpose in the war against Ukraine KIIS press release, 13 June 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1415&y=2024&m=6&page=1

VIEWS ON SECURITY AGREEMENTS

The chart below shows the distribution of respondents' answers to the question of how, in their
opinion, security agreements signed by Ukraine and negotiations with other countries will help
Ukraine effectively resist the aggressor.

As shown in the chart, 13% of Ukrainians believe that these agreements will provide everything
necessary to liberate all territories and repel Russian aggression in the future. Another 27% believe
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the agreements will at least help contain the enemy along the current front line and possibly liberate
some territories. That is, in total, 40% of respondents think that security agreements can at least
restrain the enemy.

At the same time, 51% of Ukrainians believe that Ukraine will not receive sufficient support to
effectively counter Russia.

According to the survey, there are significant concerns about security agreements and whether they
will be effective in countering the aggressor in all regions of Ukraine.

Chart 4
This year, Ukraine has signed several security agreements and is negotiating
with other countries. What is your impression of these developments?
May 2024
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In more detail, see:

Cropuitastts ykpainusamu 6e3nexoBux yrof. [Ipec-peniz KMIC, 5 nunas 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1419&y=2024&m=7&page=1

Perception of security agreements by Ukrainians. KIIS press release, 5 July 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1419&y=2024&m=7&page=1

PERCEPTIONS OF UKRAINIAN SOCIETY’S UNITY

Unity and cohesion within Ukrainian society has been and remains one of the most important factors
in disrupting Russia's aggressive plans and effectively resisting the occupiers. This is why attempts
to undermine Ukrainian unity remain a key strategy for the enemy and one of the greatest dangers to
Ukraine.

In the May 2024 survey, KIIS asked respondents to assess the level of unity within society on a scale
from "0 - complete disunity" to "10 - complete unity," with a middle option for "equal elements of
unity and disunity." Those who did not believe there was complete unity were also asked to explain
their views.

As shown in the chart below, 44% of Ukrainians believe that Ukrainian society is united (10% think
it’s complete or almost complete unity, while 34% feel there is more unity than division). Only 15%
consider Ukrainian society to be rather or completely divided. However, one-third of Ukrainians
(36%) believe there are equal elements of unity and division in society.



Although no more than a quarter of respondents in any region report that disunity prevails, there is a
noticeable decline in the perception of unity from West to East. While 50% of respondents in the
West believe that Ukrainian society is united, this drops to 36% in the East. At the same time, the
percentage of those who perceive disunity increases from 8% in the West to 25% in the East.

Chart 5
How would you assess the level of unity in Ukrainian society?
May 2024
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For respondents rating unity between 0-8 (indicating some disunity), an open-ended question about
the causes of division was posed. The most common reasons cited were: corruption, language issues,
lack of competence and trust in the government, perceived injustices in how different people
experience the war, lack of mutual understanding and support, and the presence of collaborators or
those awaiting Russia's return.

In more detail, see:

CrnpuiiHATTS YKPATHIIMU PiBHSA €THOCTI cycmibeTBa. [Ipec-peniz KMIC, 2 mumast 2024,
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1418&page=1&y=2024&m=7

Perception by Ukrainians of the level of social unity. KIIS press release, 2 July 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1418&y=2024&m=7&page=1

ATTITUDES TOWARD CRITICISM OF THE AUTHORITIES

In the fall 0f 2023, KIIS conducted a survey showing that 70% of Ukrainians believed it was necessary
to criticize the government even during the ongoing war. This marked a significant shift in public
opinion, as at the start of the full-scale invasion, the majority felt that criticism should be avoided to
maintain stability’.

3 Dynamics between May 2022 and October 2023 of the perception of the appropriateness of criticism of possible
erroneous and incorrect actions of the authorities. KIIS press release, 2 November 2023.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1323 &page=1
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In May 2024, KIIS revisited the question with more detailed response options, aiming to understand
whether Ukrainians supported harsher, uncompromising criticism or leaned toward constructive
criticism of specific government actions. The results are illustrated in the chart below.

According to the May 2024 survey, the majority of Ukrainians (50%) believe that criticism should
be, but it should focus on specific actions of the government and remain constructive, avoiding
destabilization of the country. About one tenth of respondents (13%) felt that criticism should not be
allowed at all under current circumstances. Nearly a third (31%) supported harsh and
uncompromising criticism of the government. The remaining 5% were undecided.

The proportion advocating for harsh and uncompromising criticism is highest in the eastern region
(47%). In contrast, the majority in other regions supported criticism that is balanced and does not
undermine the country’s stability.

Chart 6
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In more detail, see:

CraBiieHHS YKpaiHIIiB 0 KPUTHKH JiH BJIATU Ha TIEpioj MOBHOMACIITaOHOTO BTOprHeHH. [Ipec-permi3
KMIC, 10 gepsus 2024. https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1414&page=1&y=2024&m=6

Attitude of Ukrainians to criticism of the actions of the authorities during the period of the full-scale
invasion. KIIS press release, 10 June 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1414&y=2024&m=6&page=1

ATTITUDES TOWARD THE LEGALIZATION OF MEDICAL CANNABIS

In recent years, Ukraine has debated the limited legalization of cannabis. In December 2023, the
Verkhovna Rada approved a law allowing the restricted use of cannabis for medical purposes, which
took effect on August 16, 2024.

Public discussion was lively, with arguments both for and against legalization. Supporters
emphasized its medical benefits, such as pain relief, especially in the context of war, framing it as a
moral and humanitarian necessity. Opponents argued that cannabis, seen as a "light drug," poses risks
of addiction and escalation to harder substances.



To explore attitudes toward legalization, the KIIS survey used a split-sample experiment, in which
different respondents were asked the question with varying wording, testing three formulations:

e General support for medical cannabis legalization without further context (baseline).

e Support framed around pain relief for patients, including cancer sufferers and wounded
soldiers.

e Support clarified as legalization of a "light drug" (marijuana).

The results are shown in Chart 7. According to the survey:

e With the basic statement, 43% support legalization, 16% oppose it, and 41% are neutral or
undecided.

e In the version emphasizing pain relief, support rose to 57%, opposition remained consistent
with the basic statement at 14%, and 28% were neutral or undecided.

e When the question specified that the subject was a "soft drug" (marijuana), support remained
similar to the basic statement (45%), while opposition increased slightly to 23%, with 32%
neutral or undecided.

This shows that while context does influence public opinion on medical cannabis legalization,
supporters consistently outnumber opponents across all formulations.

Chart 7
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In more detail, see:

CrasiieHHs yKpaiHIiB Jio jeramnizanii Mmeaunaaoro kanaoicy. [pec-peniz KMIC, 19 cepmas 2024.
https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1425&page=2

Attitude of Ukrainians to the legalization of medical cannabis. KIIS press release, 19 August 2024.
https:/kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1425&page=2




DID UKRAINE HAVE STATEHOOD DURING THE USSR ERA

Since the late 1980s, and especially after gaining independence, Ukraine has been reevaluating its
past. One challenging issue is how to interpret Ukraine’s status within the USSR. On one hand, it was
formally a separate republic (even becoming a founding member of the UN in 1945), leading some
to view it as having a form of statehood. On the other hand, it was clearly subordinate to Moscow in
all key matters.

In 2013, before the Revolution of Dignity, KIIS asked Ukrainians which perspective on Ukraine’s
statehood during the USSR era they found closer. In 2024, the question was repeated to track changes
in opinion.

In 2013, views were nearly evenly split: 40% believed Ukraine had some form of statehood, while
36% thought it lacked statehood entirely, with the rest undecided. By 2024, 54% of respondents
believed that Ukraine lacked statehood under the USSR, while only 26% thought it had some form
of statehood. As of May 2024, this view was prevalent across all regions.

Chart 8
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In more detail, see:

Yu mana Ykpaina ngepxassicts 3a yaciB CPCP. Tlpec-peniz KMIC, 21 ceprast 2024.
https://www.kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1426&page=1

Did Ukraine have statehood during the times of the USSR. KIIS press release, 21 August 2024.
https://www.kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=1426&page=1
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Annex 1
Frequency tables

Source: KIIS Omnibus 2024-05 survey. Fieldwork conducted May 16 to 22, 2024. Sample size: 1,067
respondents aged 18+. Geographical coverage: Ukraine, excluding the temporarily occupied territories not
controlled by the Ukrainian government as of February 24, 2022 (Crimea and parts of Donetsk and Luhansk
oblasts).

A1. Which of the following statements about possible compromises to achieve peace with
Russia do you agree with the most?

Frequency Percent

Valid To achieve peace as quickly as possible and 343 32.2
maintain independence, Ukraine may give up some
of its territories
Under no circumstances should Ukraine give up any 583 54.6
of its territories, even if it means the war will last
longer
DIFFICULT TO SAY 130 12.2
REFUSAL TO ANSWER 11 1.0
Total 1067 100.0

A2. What kind of relations would you like Ukraine to have with Russia?
Frequency Percent

Valid Ukraine's relations with Russia should be the same 797 74.7
as with other countries — with closed borders, visas,
and customs checkpoints
Ukraine and Russia should be independent but 132 12.3
friendly states — with open borders, no visas, and no
customs checkpoints.

Ukraine and Russia should unite into a single state. 4 0.3
DIFFICULT TO SAY 98 9.2
REFUSAL TO ANSWER 37 3.4
Total 1067 100.0

A3. In your opinion, what is Russia's ultimate goal regarding Ukraine? Choose one answer
that fits best.

Frequency Percent

Valid To conduct denazification and demilitarization of 55 51
Ukraine without infringing on Ukraine's
independence.
To retain the already occupied territories without 76 71
claiming the entire or most of the country.
To change the government and create a puppet state 128 12.0
in Ukraine that fully obeys Russia.
To annex all Ukrainian territories to Russia, 62 5.8
preserving some cultural autonomy.
To destroy the Ukrainian nation and national identity, 276 25.9
forcibly assimilating Ukrainians into Russians.
To commit genocide and physically eliminate the 358 33.6
majority of Ukrainians.
DIFFICULT TO SAY 96 9.0
REFUSAL TO ANSWER 16 1.5
Total 1067 100.0
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AS5. This year, Ukraine has signed several security agreements and is negotiating with

other countries. What is your impression of these developments?

Frequency Percent

Valid Ukraine will receive all necessary support to liberate 136 12.7
all territories and counter future Russian aggression.
Ukraine will receive support sufficient to at least 292 27.4
prevent Russia from occupying new territories and
potentially liberate some currently occupied areas.
Ukraine will receive insufficient support for effective 542 50.8
resistance against Russia.
DIFFICULT TO SAY 85 8.0
REFUSAL TO ANSWER 12 1.2
Total 1067 100.0

A6. How would you assess the level of unity in Ukrainian society? Please rate from 0 to 10,
where 0 means absolute disunity, 5 means moderate unity, and 10 means complete unity.

Frequency Percent
Valid 0 — Absolute disunity prevails. 45 4.2
1 20 1.9
2 13 1.2
3 45 4.2
4 36 3.4
5 — Equal elements of unity and disunity. 388 36.3
6 100 9.4
7 151 14.1
8 114 10.7
9 28 2.6
10 — Complete unity prevails. 74 6.9
DIFFICULT TO SAY 53 5.0
Total 1067 100.0
A7. What specifically do you think causes some disunity in Ukrainian society?
Frequency Percent
Valid INTERVIEWER. WRITE DOWN THE FULL 912 85.5
ANSWER VERBATIM
Missing System 155 14.5
Total 1067 100.0
A8. Attitude towards criticizing the government
Frequency Percent
Valid No criticism of the authorities should be allowed — 142 13.3
maintaining societal stability is more important right
now.
Criticism of certain potentially flawed decisions 532 49.9
should remain but must be measured and
constructive to avoid destabilizing the country.
Criticism should be harsh and uncompromising — this 336 31.5
is the only way to pressure the authorities to correct
possible mistakes.
DIFFICULT TO SAY 57 5.4
Total 1067 100.0
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A9. What do you consider yourself to be first and foremost? Provide one answer that fits

best.
Frequency Percent
Valid Resident of a village, district, or city where you live. 88 8.3
Resident of the region oblast or several oblasts) 21 2.0
where you live.
Citizen of Ukraine. 822 771
Representative of your ethnicity or nation. 29 2.8
Citizen of the former Soviet Union. 9 0.8
Citizen of Europe. 33 3.1
Citizen of the world. 39 3.6
OTHER 13 1.3
DIFFICULT TO SAY 12 1.1
Total 1067 100.0
A10. Attitude towards the legalization of medical cannabis
Frequency Percent
Valid Rather positive. 156 14.6
Neither positive nor negative / neutral. 116 10.8
Rather negative. 58 5.4
DIFFICULT TO SAY 28 2.6
REFUSAL TO ANSWER ) 0.4
Total 362 33.9
Missing System 705 66.1
Total 1067 100.0
A10. Including information about its use in treating patients
Frequency Percent
Valid Rather positive. 211 19.8
Neither positive nor negative / neutral. 75 7.0
Rather negative. 52 4.9
DIFFICULT TO SAY 30 2.8
Total 368 34.5
Missing System 699 65.5
Total 1067 100.0
A10. Mentioning that it is a mild narcotic—marijuana
Frequency Percent
Valid Rather positive. 152 14.2
Neither positive nor negative / neutral. 95 8.9
Rather negative. 76 7.1
DIFFICULT TO SAY 15 1.4
Total 338 31.7
Missing System 729 68.3
Total 1067 100.0
A11. Did Ukraine have statehood during the Soviet Union?
Frequency Percent
Valid Definitely, Ukraine had its statehood. 169 15.8
Rather, Ukraine had its statehood. 113 10.6
It's hard to say for certain. 125 11.7
Rather, Ukraine lacked statehood. 244 22.9
Definitely, Ukraine lacked statehood. 337 31.6
DIFFICULT TO SAY 76 71
REFUSAL TO ANSWER 3 0.3
Total 1067 100.0
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Annex 2

JAYMKHN TA IIOTJISA/IN HACEJIEHHS YKPATHU: TpaBeHb 2024 (OMHIBYC)
Yactuna anketu. 3anutaniaa KMIC

IIIAHOBHUI1 IHTEPB’FOEPE!
[IPABUJIA 3AITOBHEHH S 3ATIMTAHHS ITPO MOBY UNTAUTE B ITHCTPYKIIIL.

S1K010 MOBOIO PeCIOH/IEHTY 3pY4Hillle 3 BAMH PO3MOBJISITH: )
VKPATHCBKOI0. .. cvvrinnrinninninniianrinrenseensensenseenn 1 = TIIPOBOJBTE IHTEPB’IO YKPAIHCHKOIO
Ha PYCCKOM. . uuiuniuninniuieniiiiiieiiieieieneeseneenee 2 = [IPOBOJUTE MHTEPBLIO I1O-PYCCKU

OnHakoBo, ajie yacTilie po3MoOBJIsi€ YKPAiHCHKOIO......3 , =
Ba:kko cka3aTu — BiANOBIIA€ YKPATHCHKOIO .....ueeerveeenns 4 ]9 HIPOBOJIbTE IHTEPB’IO YKPAIHCBKOIO

OanHaKoBoO, HO Yallle pa3roBapuBaeT HA PYCCKOM......5
TPYIHO CKA3aTh — OTBEYAET HA PYCCKOM..ceueerrvesesssonsas 6 ]-) TIPOBOJIMTE MHTEPBBIO TTO-PYCCKU

YAC IIOYATKY IHTEPB’IO IronH XBUJIMH

baok A: CycnmiJiLbHO-MOJITHYHI MATAHHSA

BAIIUTAHHA A1-A11 JJI9 BUBIPKU HA 1000 PECTIOHAEHTIB (JIJI HEPIIOL TUC SYI)

Al. 3 AkHMM 3 HUX TBEPI:KEeHb 11010 MOKJIMBUX KOMIIPOMICIB /Il JOCATHEHHsI MUPY 3 pociero Bu
3roaui Oibmo Mipow? PAHIOMISAIIA ITOPAKY

1

Jnst AIKHAHIIBUIIIOTO T0CSATHEHHSI MHPY i 30epe:keHHs1 He3aJ1e:KHOCTi Y KpaiHa Mozke
BiIMOBHMTHCS Bill JeIKMX CBOIX TePUTOPIii

3a skoaHNX 00CTAaBUH YKpaiHa He Ma€ BiIMOBJIATHCS Bill »KOJHMX CBOIX TePUTOPIii, HABITH

2 SIKIIIO Yepe3 1e BiliiHA TPUBaTHMe JoBIIE | OYAYTh 3arpo3u 30epekeHHI0 He3aJIeKHOCTI
3 | BAXXKO CKA3ATHU (HE 3AYUTYBATH)
4 | BIIMOBA BIATIOBIJATH (HE 3AYHUTYBATH)

A2. Slkumu 6 Bu xortiniu 6auutu BizHocuHM Ykpainu 3 pociero? OJHA BIJATIOBI/b.

1

BinHocuHn YkpaiHu 3 pociero MalOTh 0yTH TAKHMH K, IK 3 iHIIMMH JAepKaBaMu — i3
3aKPUTHMH KOPAOHAMHU, Bi3aMU, MUTHULSIMH

Yxkpaina i pocisi MaloTh OyTH He3aJIe:KHUMH, ajie IPYKHIMH Jiep:KaBaMu — 3 BIAKPUTHMH
KOpI0oHaMH, 0e3 Bi3 i MUTHUIIb

Ykpaina i pocist MaloTh 00'€qHATHCS B OJIHY J€PKABY

BAXKO CKA3ATH (HE 3BAYUTYBATHN)

DN k| W N

BIAMOBA BIAIIOBIIATU (HE 3AYUTYBATU)

A3. 3a BammmMu BiguyTTAMH, IKOI0 € 0CTATOYHA MeTa pocii moa0 Ykpainu? OoepiTh oaHy BiANOBiAb,
sIKa Hallkpalle MiAX0IuTh.

1

IIpoBectn nenanmpikaniro i reminiTapuzanio YKkpaiHu 0e3 MoCAraHb HA He3AJIEKHICTH Y KpaiHH

2

30epeskeHHs 3a c00010 B:Ke OKYITOBAHMX TepUTOPili 0e3 mpeTeH3ii Ha BCIo 200 OiabIIICTD
TepUTOPii KpaiHu

3MmiHa BJIaiM Ta CTBOPeHHsI B Y KpaiHi MapioHeTKOBOI Aep:kaBH, KA Oyle y BCbOMY CIyXaTHCs
pociro

IIpuenHaHHs BCiX yKpaiHCLKUX TEPUTOPIii 10 pocii i3 30epeskeHHsIM MeBHOI KyJIbTYPHOI
aBTOHOMIl

3HHMIEeHHs] YKPaTHCHhKOI HAllil Ta HAliOHAJIBLHOI CAMOCBIIOMOCTI, MPUMYCOBa acUMIJIsIIist
YKpaiHUiB i mepeTBOpEeHHs B POCisin

I'enoumn Ta piznyHe 3HUIIEHHS 0iTBIIOCTI yKpaiHIiB

[HILE (IIIO CAME? 3AITUIUITH)

BAXKO CKA3ATH (HE 3BAYNTYBATH)

O[O0 Q|| W

BIAMOBA BIAIIOBIJATU (HE 3AYUTYBATU)
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AS5.Y usomy poui Ykpaina mignucana B:ke J1eKijibka 0e31MeKOBHUX Yroj Ta Bejle NepeMOBHHH 3 iHINMMU
KpaiHamu. A sike y Bac ckianaernes BpaKeHHs MO0 HUX yroa?

1

Ykpaina orpuMac Bce HeoOXiaHe 151 BU3BOJIEHHS BCiX TepuTopiii Ta Binciui pociiicbkiii
arpecii B Mali0yTHbOMY

Yxpaina oTpuMae NiATPUMKY, 1100 HIOHAHMeEHIIE He IaBATH POcii OKyITyBaTH HOBI TepUTOPil
i, MOJKJINBO, BU3BOJIMTH JIesIKi 3 HApa3i OKyNmoBaHHUX

Ykpaina oTpuMac HeTOCTATHIO MIATPUMKY AJs1 epeKTHBHOI MPOTHIl pocii

BAXKO CKA3ATU (HE 3AUMTYBATHN)

DN (W| N

BIJIMOBA BIJITTIOBIJIATH (HE 3AUUTYBATH)

AG6. SIk 6u Bu oniHnIu piBeHb €THOCTI yKpaiHchKoro cycnijibectBa? OuiHiTeh, 0yab Jacka, Bin 0 1o 10,
ae 0 — maHye adCOIOTHA P03’ €IHAHICTD, 5 — PIBHOIO MipOI0 € eJIeMeHTH €IHOCTI Ta po3’€aAHaHOCTI, a 10
— MaHY€ MOBHA €THICTH.

11

BAXKO CKA3ATU (HE 3AUMTYBATHN)

12

BIJIMOBA BIJITTOBIJIATH (HE 3AUNTYBATH)

AT7. [SKIIO 0-8 ¥ 3AIl. A6] A yepe3 o came Bu 6auyuTe neBHy po3’€AHAHICTh B YKPAiHChKOMY
cycniabeTBi? BIJIKPUTE 3ATIMTAHHA. IHTEPB’IOEPE! 3AITUIIITH JJOCJIIBHO [TOBHY
BIJAIMOBIJIb PECITOHIEHTA.

A8. [lesiki 1101 BBAa:KAKOTH, 10 HA Nepiof BiifHM He MOKHA KPUTHKYBATH Jil BJIajH, 00 He
PO3XUTYBaTH cUTyanio. IHIIi BBaKAKOTh, 10 BAJKJINBO 30epiraTu MOK/JIMBICTh KPUTHKYBAaTH, 100
MOKJIMBI MOMUWJIKH OyJ1M BUIIPAaBJIeHi Ta BpaXoBaHi Ha MaliOyTHE. A 3 sIKOI0 3 IIUX TyMOK Bu
MOTO/IXKY€TECs OUILI0I0 Mipo1o?

1

He MoxHa 10onmycKaTH AK0AHOI KPUTHKM Aill BJIaaM — 3apa3 BaK/IMBillle He PO3XUTYBATH
CUTYAIil0 B CYCIIJIBCTBI

Kputuka okpeMux, MOKJINB0O, HeBAAJIMX PillleHb BJIAJN Ma€ 30epiratucst, mpore 0yTH

2 BHBAKEHOIO i KOHCTPYKTHBHOIO, 11100 HEe PO3XUTYBAaTH CHUTYAaIlil0 B KPaiHi

3 Kputuka Mae 0yTH KOPCTKOIO i 0€3KOMIIPOMICHOIO — TIILKH TaK MOKHA THCHYTH HAa BJIaay
JJIsl BATIPABJIEHHS MOKJINBHX MOMWIOK

4 | BAXXKO CKA3ATH (HE 3AUNTYBATH)

5 | BIIMOBA BIATIOBIJIATU (HE 3BAUUTYBATH)

A9. Kum Bu ce0e nepi 3a Bce BBaxkaere? JlaiiTe oHy BiqnoBiab, 1o Haii6ijbe miaxoauTh.

MenkaHlieM cejia, paiiony 4y mMicTa, B sikomy Bu jkuBeTe

MemkanueM periony (06JacTi YM KiJTlbKoX o0Jacreii), ne Bu :xunBere

I'pomansinnHOM YKpainn

IIpencTaBHMKOM CBOIO €THOCY, Hamil

FpOMaZllel/lHOM KOJMIITHLOT0 PaIsiHCHKOTO C0103y

I'pomangsinnnom €Bponn

I'pomansiHHOM CBiTY

Inme (1LLO CAME? 3ATIUIIITD)

O (0 |A[N[n|h (W~

BAXKO CKA3ATHU (HE BAUMTYBATN)

—
(e}

BIIMOBA BIATIOBIJATH (HE 3AYNTYBATH)
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A10. SPLIT-SAMPLE. PECITOHZIEHTY CTABUTBHCA OJJHE 3 TPbOX 3AIIMTAHb

BAPIAHT A: SIk Bu 3Haerte, B YKpaini 0yB cxBajeHuii 3akoH npo Jierajizauio MeIU4HOro KaHaoicy.
Sx Bu B wisiomy craBuTecsi 10 HHOro?

BAPIAHT b: 5SIk Bu 3HaeTe, B YKpaiHi 0yB cxBajeHuil 3aK0H Ipo Jieraizanilo MeIM4HOro kaHaoicy.
eii 3axoH K03BOJIHTH 0araTboM NMALIEHTAM, IK-0T NALIEHTH 3 OHK03aXBOPIOBAHHSIMH, IIOPaHeHi
BilicbKOBOCTY:K00BIIi Ta iHIIIe, OTPUMATH MOJermIeHHs Bia 60110, SIk Bu B isiomy craBuTecs 10
HBOT0?

BAPIAHT B: SIx Bu 3HaeTe, B YKpaiHi 0yB cxBajieHHii 3aKoH Mpo Jerajizaiiio MeIn4yHoro kanaoicy,
TOOTO JIETKOT0 HAPKOTHKY — MAPHUXYaHH, KA MA€ BUKOPUCTOBYBATHCS B MeIMYHMX Hiasx. Ak Bu B
niJIoMy cTaBUTeCs 10 HHOIo?

1 Ckopine, n03MTHBHO
Hi no3uTHBHO, Hi HETaTUBHO / HEHTPAJIBHO
Ckopile, HeraTUBHO
BAXKO CKA3ATHU (HE 3AUMTYBATHN)
BIZIMOBA BIJAITIOBIJATHU (HE 3AUMTYBATH)

DN |W(bN

All. Ha nymMKy JesikuX icTOPHKIB, 3a yaciB PagsHcbkoro Coro3y aep;xaBoTBOpPYi NpouecH B YKpaiHi
He NPUITMHSINCS, | YKpaiHa MaJjia CBOIO JIep:KaBHICTB sIK oaHa 3 pecny0Jik CPCP. Ha nymky iHmumx
icropukiB, Ykpaina y ckiaaai CPCP 0ysa no36aBJjieHa Aep:kaBHOCTI i BinHoBu.Ia ii tumie B 1991 pouri.
SIlka Touka 30py Bam Ommskua?

Bbe3yMoBHO, YKpaiHa Majia CBOIO JIeP:KaBHICTh
Ckopiure, YkpaiHa Majia cBOIO 1ep:KaBHICTh

Baikko cka3aTu HaneBHO

Cxopiure, Ykpaina 0yJsa mo3oanJjieHa Aep>KaBHOCTI
be3yMoBHO, YKkpaiHa 0yJja mo30aBJieHa Jep:KaBHOCTI
BAXKO CKA3ATU (HE 3AUUTYBATN)

BIZIMOBA BIJIIIOBITATU (HE 3AUUTYBATN)

O[O | N[N —

PO31JI D. COINAJIBHO-AEMOTI'PAGIYHI MU TAHHA

D1.TIO3HAYTE CTATH PECIIOHAEHTA: d4onosik....]  xiHka...2
D2. Ckiabku pokiB Bam Bike BUOBHHJIOCHA? POKiB

D3. sIka y Bac ocBiTa?

IToyaTkoBa (MeHIIIe 7 KiIaciB) 1 CIITY, IITY micns 10-11 knacis 5

Hemnosna cepenns (menmie 10 kiaciB) 2 Cepenmns crieriaigpbHa (TEXHIKYM TOIo) @ 6

PY, @3V, IITY micas 7-8 kiaciB 3 HenoeHxa Buia (3 kypcu 1 OiJibIiie) 7

IToBHa cepenns, 3arampHa (10-11 xmacis) 4 IToBHa BuIa 8  BC/H3...97

D4. Kum Bu BBaxkaete cede 3a HamionaabHicrio? BAPIAHTY BIIITOBIJIEN HE 3AUUTYITE
Ykpaineup 1 Bonrapun 7
Pocisann 2 VYropeup 8
I VKPAIHELb 1 POCISIHUH (SIKILIO 3 Pymyn 9
PECITOHZAEHT CAM TAK BU3HAYACE) Momnsik 10
Bbinopyc 4 €speit 11
MosnaBanuH 5 [ame (BATIWIIITH) 12
KpumMcbkuii TaTapux 6 BC 13
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D6. SIxnii Bam OCHOBHMM pin 3anats? OJJHA BIJITIOBIJIb

PoOiTHHK, CIIIBCHKOTOCIIONAPCHKUI POOITHUK 1

Beny nomaiiiHe rocrioiapcTBo

Ciryx060Benb (3aHATTS HEPI3UIHOIO TPAIeto, s 2
SIKOT HE BUMAraeThCs BHIIA OCBITA)

[TepeOyBaro Ha meHCiT (3a BikoM, depes
1HBaJII THICTB)

Cremiamict (3aHATTS He(i3UIHOO Tparero, s Kol | 3
BHMAra€eThCsl BUIIA OCBITA)

Haguatocs (yueHb, CTyACHT)

3aitHATHI 1HAWBITYaTLHOIO TPYAOBOIO TisSITEHICTIO 4

Ilykaro poboty (6e3pobiTHHIT)

10

9]

[Tignpuemerts, rocmoaap cBoei crpasu, hepmep

Tnwe (3ATTUIIITE)

11

BiticekoBOCTYKOOBEITH, CITYKOOBEITH 6

MPaBOOXOPOHHUX OPTaHiB

BC/H3

97

D8. SIkoio moBoro Bu 3a3Buuaii po3MoBisieTe BaomMa?

YKpaiHChKOIO

Pociiicekor0

YKpaiHCHKOIO Ta POCIHCHKOIO

[amoro (SIKOIO CAME?):

BAXKO CKA3ATHU

BIZIMOBA BIJIIOBIJJATU

O (AW |—

D9. CkaxiTsb, 0yab Jacka, sike i3 TBepI:KeHb, AKi sl 3apa3 3a4UTal0, HaliTOUHilIe BinnmoBigae

(dinancoBomy cranouiry Bamoi cim’i?

Hawm He BucTauae rpouieii HaBiTH HA Ky

Ham BucTavae rpoueii Ha Ky, aje KynmyBaTH OJST BiKe BaKKO

Ham BucTavae rpoueii Ha i)Ky, OJsIT i MU MOKeMO /€10 BiIKJIAaTH, ajle ILOT'0 He BUCTAYAE,
00 KynmyBaTH Jgopori pedi (Taki ik X010AMJIbHUK 200 TeJieBi30p)

(98]

X0JIOAUIbHUK)

Mu M0okeMO0 T03BOJIMTH c00i KyNnyBaTH JAesiKi KOIITOBHI pedi (Taki sik TejieBizop ado

Mu Mo:xeM0 103BOJMTH €O0i KynuTH BCe, 1110 32X04eMO

BAXKO CKA3ATHU

BIJIMOBA BIJIITOBIJIATH

| N[ B

YAC 3AKIHYEHH IHTEPB’1O

10. MOBA OIIUTYBAJIbHUKA -1

IroanH XBUJINH

I1. XAPAKTEPUCTUKA MOBMU, AKOIO BIAIIOBIIAB PECITOHJIEHT:

VYkpaiHchbka 1
Cywmim ykpaiHCBKOI Ta poCiiChKOT MOBH 2
Pociiiceka 3
12-3. JATA ITPOBEJAEHHA IHTEPB’1O. UMCJIO: 2024
14. B AIKOMY PEI'TOHI ITPOXOANJIO IHTEPB'IO:
AP Kpum 1 3amopizbka 10 | Cymcebka 19
M. KuiB 2 IBano-®pankiBcbka 11 || TepHominbchka 20
KuiBcbka 3 KipoBorpaaceka 12 || XapkiBcbka 21
Binnunpka 4 Jlyrancpka 13 || XepcoHCcbKa 22
Bomunacbka 5 JIpBIBCHKA 14 | XMenbHUIbKA 23
JHinmponeTpoBchKa 6 MuxkomnaiBcbka 15 | Yepxacbka 24
JloHenbKa 7 Oneceka 16 | YepHiBenbka 25
’Kutomupceka 8 [TonTaBcrka 17 || YepHiricoka 26
3akaprarceka 9 PiBHeHCHKa 18
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I5. TUITI TA PO3MIP HACEJIEHOTI'O ITYHKTYV:

Cemno 1 Micro 3 HacenerasM 50-99 tuc. 5
Cenuiiie MiCBKOTO THITY 2 Bemuke micto (100-499 Tuc.) 6
Manenrke MicTo (10 20 THCSIY MEITKAHIIIB) 3 Hyxe Benuke micto (6inbme 500 7
THC.)

Cepenne micto (20-49 THc.) 4

16. HASBA HACEJIEHOI'O ITYHKTY

OIIMTYBAHHA Koa__ | D

17. IHTEPB’IOEP: ITPI3BUILE, IM’ 41, [10-BATBKOBI xoa . | D
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