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Based on survey data of Kyiv International Institute of Sociology for May 2016, this article compares
believers of the two largest Ukrainian Churches — the Ukrainian Orthodox Churches of Kyiv and Moscow
Patriarchates — in their essential sociodemographic characteristics, language preferences, national identity
and opinions regarding desired Ukraine’s international policies. Data shows no statistically significant
differences in age or urban-rural distributions. There are minor questionable differences in levels of
education and income as well as preferred language of communication (significant with probability 0.95 but
not 0.99). Despite differences in macroregional distribution, national identity and views on international
policy, an overwhelming majority in both Churches consider themselves «only Ukrainian», without
combining this identity with Russian or any other. While a noticeable degree of differentiation exists along
the lines of Russian identity (not including language preferences) and desired relations with the Russian
Federation, this difference can hardly be interpreted as principally divisive since there is a strong support for
Ukraine’s independence among adherents of both Churches and noticeable levels of support for various
policies within each of them.
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lMocnyeaoeytouucss daHumu onumyeaHHs1 Kuiscbko2o MipKHapOOHO20 iHemumymy coujornoaii, npoeedeHo20 y
mpasHi 2016 poky, y cmammi rnpedcmassieHO ropieHsHHS 8ipsH 080X HaUOIbWUX yKpaiHCbKUX UEpKo8 —
Ykpaircokux lNpasocnasHux Llepkoe Kuiscbkoeo ma Mockoscbkozo Mampiapxamis — 3a 6a308umu coujarbHo-
OemoepahidyHUMU  XapakmepucmuKkamu, MOBHUMU yrno0obaHHSIMU, HaUiOHalIbHOK [OeHMuUYHIicmio ma
noensdamu w000 baxaHoi MiKHapoOHOI nonimuku YkpaiHu. [JaHi He nokasyroms cmamucmuyHO 3Hadyuux
giOMiHHocmel 3a sikomM abo po3nodiioM Ha CinbCbKe ma MiCbKe HacesneHHs. [1i0 numaHHsaM He3HauHi
g8iOMiHHOCMI 8 pigHi oceimu, 00x00i8, a makox rnpegepeHuisx wodo Mosu CrifKyeaHHs1 (Cmamucmu4yHO
3Hayumi Ha pieHi 0,95, ane He Ha pisHi 0,99). lNornpu 8iIOMIHHOCMI y MaKpopezioHanbHOMYy po3rodifi,
HauioHarbHIl ideHmu4YHocmi ma noensdax wodo MiKHapoOHOI nosmimuku, rnepesaxHa O6inbwicmb 6ipsiH
0box Llepkoe esaxaromb cebe «auwe ykpaiHusmu/ykpaiHkamu», 6e3 rnoedHaHHA uiei iGeHmu4YHocmi 3
pocilicbkkoro abo bydb-sKor [HWor. Xoda rnomimHa OugpepeHuiauis mae micye 3 noasnsdy pocilicbKoi
ideHmuyHOCMI (He eKrrYar4u MOoeHIi npeghepeHuyii) ma baxaHux e3aemuH 3 Pocilickkoro ®edepauito, ui
8iOMiHHOCMI Hagpsi0 YU MOXHa iHmeprpemysamu K MPUHUUNOBO PO3MexXos8ysarbHi, adxe He3arexHicmb
YKpaiHu Mmae cunbHy nidmpumKy ceped nocridosHukie 06ox Llepkoe i pi3Hi munu nonimuku marome
npUMIMHy MiOMPUMKY 8 Mexax KOXHOI 3 HUX.

KnroyoBi cnoBa: YkpaiHa, peniris, npaBocnaBHa LiepkBa, AaHi ONUTYBaHb, iAEHTUYHICTb, MOBA, NOMITUYHI
nornsaw.

Ha ocHoee OaHHbIx onipoca Kuegckoeo mexdyHapoOHO20 UHCmMumyma coyuosioauu, rnposedeHHo20 8 Mmae
2016 200a, 8 cmambe rpedcmasrieHO cpasHeHUe eepyrouux 08yX KpyrnHelwux yKkpauHckux Llepkeel —
YkpauHckol [lpasocnasHoli Llepksu Kueeckoeo u Mockosckozo [lampuapxamoe — o 6a3oebiv
coyuarnbHo-0emozpachudeckuMm  Xxapakmepucmukam,  53bIKO8bIM  MPedrnoYMeHUsIM,  HayuoHasbHoU
uéeHmuYHocmu u e32s1510aM KacamesibHO xxesiaemoli MexOyHapoOHOU rnonumuku YkpauHbl. [JaHHble He
r1oKa3bigarom cmamucmu4YecKu 3HayuMblX pasfuqull 8 eo3pacme unu pacripedesieHUU Ha CcenbCKoe U
20podckoe HacerneHue. 100 eornpocom He3HadyumesibHbIe Omiu4yusi 8 yposHe obpa3ogaHusi, 00x0dos, a
mak>xe npedno4yumaemMom s3bike 0bWeHUs (cmamucmu4yecku 3Ha4umbl Ha yposHe 0,95, HO He Ha yposHe
0,99). Hecmompsi Ha omnu4usi 8 MaKpopea2uoHalbHOM pacrpedeneHuu, HayuoHanbHoU udeHmuyHocmu u
83z/1510ax Ha MexOyHapOoOHyro nonumuky, bosbwuHcmeo eepyrowux obeux Llepkeel cyumarom cebsi
«MOJIbKO YKpauHuamu/ykpauHkamu», 6e3 obbeduHeHus1 amol udeHmu4YHocmu ¢ pocculickol umnu Kakou-
nubo Opyeol. Xomsi 3amemHa OuggbepeHyuayusi ¢ MOYKU 3peHusi pocculickol udeHmuyHocmu (He
8KJI0Yas 513bIKOBbIE NMPedrnoYmeHuUsi) U xenaemMbix omHoweHuli ¢ Poccutickol ®edepayued, amu pasnudusi
8ps0 /U MOXHO UHMeprnpemuposams Kak MPUHUUNUanbsHO pa3oensouue, MOoCKObKY He3asucumMocmb
YKpauHbl umeem curnbHyto nod0epxxKy cpedu nocredoeameneli obeux Llepkeel u pa3Hble 8Udbi MOUMUKU
umerom 3amemHyro NoAOepXKy 8 Kaxxool U3 HUX.

KnioueBble cnoBa: YkpauHa, penurusi, npaBocnaBHas LepKoBb, AaHHble ONpOCOB, MAEHTUYHOCTb, SA3bIK,
nonuTu4yeckne B3rnsabl.
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Controver51es have surrounded the Ukrainian Orthodox Churches of Kyiv and Moscow Patriarchates since
the UOC KP' emerged in response to Ukrainian clergy’s aspirations for an independent church instead of remaining
subordinate to the Russian Orthodox Church [1; 2]. Being the two largest churches in Ukraine and together
encompassing an overwhelming majority of believers, they remain salient agents in Ukraine’s social and political
life. The annexation of the Crimean Peninsula by the Russian Federation, the military confrontation in the East of
Ukraine, and changes in the UOC MP leadership in the past years heightened attention to the controversial status
and impact of this Church in Ukraine. Concerns over Ukraine’s sovereignty and national security prompted the
Ukrainian government to seek ways to minimize the influence of the UOC MP in Ukraine through establishing a
Unified Ukrainian Orthodox Church’, which would be recognized by the Ecumenical Patriarchate, to which the
Kyivan Metropolia initially belonged before being transferred to Moscow in 1686 [4-7]. In the light of these
developments, it is important to understand how different or similar current believers of these two Churches are.

In March 2016, Razumkov Center conducted a national survey focused on religious issues in Ukraine.
However, its corresponding report [8] provides an interregional overview of changes over time and allows only
very limited comparison of believers from the two largest Ukrainian religious organizations. At the same time, the
Razumkov Center dataset is not available for independent analysis, thus its rich data cannot be used for an extended
overview by other researchers.

In May 2016, Kyiv International Institute of Sociology conducted a national survey, which can be used to
better understand how similar or different believers of the UOC of KP and MP are nowadays in its basic
sociodemographic characteristics, language preferences, national identity and opinions regarding desired relations
between Ukraine and the Russian Federation. Thus, these data allow to address the problem of lacking knowledge
about respective Churches’ believers while this information is needed in the light of current practical challenges
and respective national policies.

Hence, based on recent opinion survey data, this article aims to contribute to our understanding of how similar
or different adherents are who currently comprise the two largest Ukrainian religious organizations. It draws on
representatlve survey data of the Kyiv International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) gathered from May 19 to 31, 2016.’
The survey is representatlve for Ukraine’s population aged 18 and older, except those Ukrainian territories that are not
controlled by Ukraine.* We shall compare several dimensions: selected basic sociodemographic characteristics (age,
education, income level, settlement type, geographical distribution), language preferences (comfortable speaking
Ukrainian vs. Russian), national identity and opinions regarding Ukraine’s international policies.

Share of Believers and Methodological Clarifications
Unlike in most opinion polls, this KIIS survey contained two sets of questions regarding religious identity.
First, a respondent answered one question about his or her religious identity. In about half an hour, after having
answered questions on other topics, the respondent answered a set of questions on religious identity that were
worded differentl ly than the initial question but once again contained all the key religious organizations among
response options. Wh11e most respondents declared the same identity both times, a sizable share did not provide a
consistent answer.’ This article offers a comparison only for those respondents who provided a consistent answer,
i.e. declared both times belonging to the UOC KP or UOC MP respectively.
35,9% of respondents consistently identified with the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Kyiv Patriarchate and
9,8% with the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Moscow Patriarchate. Both times believers of the UOC KP exceeded
more than three times those of the UOC MP. A similar ratio for the Ukrainian Orthodox Churches of Kyiv and
Moscow Patriarchates was obtained by KIIS in its earlier surveys.’
These data differ significantly from the shares of believers reported by Razumkov Center [8]. Access to the
Razumkov Center dataset would be needed to explore possible causes for this difference (as was mentioned before, the
Center’s dataset is not available for independent analysis). The most likely cause for this discrepancy seems to be the

! Here and further UOC KP stands for the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Kyiv Patriarchate and, respectively, UOC MP for the
Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Moscow Patriarchate. Correspondingly, UOC KP and MP stands for the Ukrainian Orthodox Churches
of Kyiv and Moscow Patriarchates.

2 Also often referred to as the Unified Local Church of Ukraine. Recent academic analyses of this issue as well as inter-Church and
Church-state relations in Ukraine can be found in publications of Viktor Elenskii [1] and Oleksandr Sagan [3].

3 The dataset is available free of charge to any interested researchers through the databank “Kyiv Archive” [9].

#2014 respondents from 110 cities and villages of all administrative regions participated in face-to-face interviews (except Crimea and
occupied parts of Donetsk and Luhansk regions). The survey was conducted only in those parts of Luhansk and Donetsk Regions
which are controlled by Ukraine and did not cover any territory of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea. The statistical sampling error
(with probability 0,95 and design-effect 1,5) does not exceed: 3,3% for indicators close to 50%, 2,8% for indicators close to 25% or
75%, 2,0% for indicators close to 10% or 90%, 1,4% for indicators close to 5% or 95%, 0,7% for indicators close to 1 or 99%.
Respective data were previously presented by the author in a KIIS analytical report available through the KIIS website [10].

> Corresponding questions are listed in the Annex of this article in English and Ukrainian.

% The percent of respondents who declared the same identity twice was 92.0% for the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church (the third
largest religious organization in Ukraine), 78.6% for the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of Kyiv Patriarchate and 73.9% for the Ukrainian
Orthodox Church of Moscow Patriarchate. More details on that are provided in the corresponding KIIS report [10].

7 Corresponding datasets are freely available through the databank «Kyiv Archive» [9], which was mentioned earlier in this paper.
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procedures of weighting data upon their collection. KIIS does not extrapolate data on the Crimean Peninsula and those
occupied territories of Donetsk and Luhansk regions where the survey was not conducted. Instead, Razumkov Center
uses data weighting procedures to extrapolate results even on those territories, which were not accessible for the actual
survey. At least two more factors contribute to data discrepancies: differences in the wording and sequence of questions
as well as an overall instability of religious identity in Ukraine (a number of people are hesitant about their identities).

Comparing Essential Sociodemographic Characteristics
Sociodemographic characteristics of respondents affiliated with the two largest Churches are rather similar.
There are no significant differences between adherents of the UOC KP and the UOC MP by age or rural vs. urban
population categories (Tables 1 and 2). However, compared to the UOC KP, the UOC MP has a somewhat larger
share of adherents in cities with the population of 100 to 499 thousand® (Table 3).

Table 1.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Age Categories
i 9
Age category To Wl{;glcolztplto(:lox Church g‘gg;ﬁf’lgzg All respondents, %
18-29 20,1 19,7 21,1
30-39 18,4 15,7 18,5
40-49 15,9 16,7 16,6
50-59 16,3 17,7 17,7
60—-69 13,1 13,6 12,4
70 + 16,2 16,7 13,8
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014
Table 2.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Rural vs. Urban Population
. To which Orthodox Church do you belong? All
Urban and rural population
UOC KP, % UOC MP, % respondents, %o
Urban 59,5 57,1 66,2
Rural 40,5 42,9 33,8
Total, percent 100 100 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014
Table 3.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Settlement Type and Size
Settlement type and size To which Orthodox Church do you belong? | 4y respondents.
UOC KP, % UOC MP, % %
Village 40,5 42,9 33,8
Urban type village 5,0 2,5 5,4
Small city (less than 20 thousand) 4,7 2,5 4,0
Medium-size city (20—49 thousand) 7,9 2,0 6,6
City with the population of 50--9 thousand 1,2 0,0 2,2
Large city (100499 thousand) 21,2 33,3 25,4
Very large city (above 500 thousand) 19,5 16,7 22,6
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014

Compared to the UOC KP, adherents of the UOC MP declared a somewhat higher level of education and

somewhat lower level of income. However, these differences are statistically significant only with probability 0,95
but not with 0,99 (Tables 4 and 5).

¥ The difference is statistically significant with the probability of 0.99.
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Table 4.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Level of Education

What is your education? To which Orthodox Church do you belong? | All respondents,

UOC KP, % UOC MP, % %
Primary (less than 7 classes) 1,7 2,5 1,6
Uncompleted secondary (less than 10 classes) 2,9 4,1 2,8
Vocational school after 7-8 classes 4.1 1,0 2,7
Completed secondary, general (10—11 classes) 18,4 16,2 17,9
Vocational school after 10—11 classes 10,9 8,6 10,1
Specialized secondary (technical college etc) 32,7 27,9 31,1
Uncompleted higher (3 years or more) 4,7 6,1 4,5
Completed higher 24,4 33,5 29,2
Not sure / Don’t know 0,1 0,0 0,0
Total, percent9 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 716 197 1995
Table 5.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Level of Family Income
Taking into consideration all incomes and To which Orthodox Church do
financial gains of all your family members in one you belong? All respondents,
month, to whicfh ilfcome category does your UOC KP, % UOC MP, % %
amily belong?
No more than 1000 UAH 2,4 3,0 2,9
1001 - 2000 UAH 20,3 23,7 17,1
2001 - 3000 UAH 16,0 21,2 17,1
3001 - 4000 UAH 12,6 10,6 13,7
4001 - 5000 UAH 10,8 6,6 9,2
5001 - 6000 UAH 7,6 6,1 8,8
6001 - 8000 UAH 3,2 4,0 3,8
8001 - 10000 UAH 1,4 2,5 1,8
Over 10000 UAH 1,0 0,0 1,1
Not sure / Don’t know 10,7 12,6 9,5
Refusal to answer 14,1 9,6 14,9
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014

Compared to the UOC KP, adherents of the UOC MP have a stronger presence in the Eastern macroregion; at the same
time, adherents of the UCO KP have a somewhat stronger presence in the Southern and Central macroregions' (Table 6).

Table 6.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Macroregions

To which Orthodox Church do you belong?

Macroregions* All respondents, %

UOC KP, % UOC MP, %
Western 29,3 33,3 27,0
Central 39.4 31,3 349
Southern 23,1 19,2 25,0
Eastern 8,2 16,2 13,1
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014

Language Preferences''
There were no significant differences in language preferences among respondents affiliated with the UOC KP
and MP. UOC MP adherents declared somewhat more often that they would feel more comfortable speaking Russian

® Here and further, if the number of respondents is lower than 723 in the UOC KP category, or lower than 198 in the UOC MP category, or
lower than 2014 in the «All respondents» category, it means that, for some respondents, answers were missing for this specific question.

10 Statistically significant difference with probability 0,99.

"It should be stressed that the language preferred for speaking with a stranger (such as an interviewer) is not necessarily the same as
the language preferred for speaking with someone familiar. Also, in Ukraine, the language preferred for speaking is not necessarily the
language preferred for reading or watching a movie. Thus, these data provide only limited information on language preferences in
Ukraine and a series of questions would be needed to provide a comprehensive picture.
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(Tables 7-A and 7-B; differences are statistically significant with probability 0,95 but not 0,99). Overall, response
distributions are rather similar and, if combined into two major categories — preferring the Ukrainian or Russian
language, it can be interpreted that, regardless of their Church affiliation, the majority of survey participants preferred to
speak Ukrainian: 64,0% of UOC KP adherents and 58,6% of UOC MP adherents (Table 7-B).

Table 7-A.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Language Preferences'’
More comfortable speaking To which Orthodox Church do you belong? All respondents,
Ukrainian or Russian? UOC KP, % UOC MP, % %
Ukrainian 57,3 48,0 47,5
Russian 31,4 39,9 40,0
The same but speaks Ukrainian more often 6,1 8,1 6,5
Not sure — answers in Ukrainian 0,7 2,5 1,3
The same but speaks Russian more often 4.4 1,0 4,1
Not sure — answers in Russian 0,1 0,5 0,6
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014
Table 7-B.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Language Preferences
More comfortable speaking... To which Orthodox Church do you belong? All respondents,
(responses combined into two categories) UOC KP, % UOC MP, % %
Ukrainian* 64,0 58,6 55,3
Russian** 36,0 41,4 44,7
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 723 198 2014

* Includes the following responses: «Ukrainiany», «Equally comfortable but speaks Ukrainian more often», «Not sure — answers in
Ukrainiany.

** Includes the following responses: «Russiany, «Equally comfortable but speaks Russian more often», «Not sure — answers in Russian.

National Identity"

Although most adherents of both the UOC MP and UOC KP declare Ukrainian national identity, UOC MP
adherents report it somewhat less often (the difference is statistically significant with probability 0.99). However, in
both Churches, an overwhelming majority indicated that they consider themselves «only Ukrainian»: 89.7%
adherents of the UOC KP and 75.7% of the UOC MP (Table 8).

Those who consider themselves «only Russian» or «both Russian and Ukrainian but mainly Russian»
belong to the UOC MP with very few exceptions: respondents with this identity constitute 10,1% of all UOC MP
believers and less than 1% (only 0,6%) of all UOC KP believers. Overall, the share of people with these identities
was not large among respondents: 3,4% of all survey participants.'* Those who consider themselves «equally
Ukrainian and Russian» are considerably more likely to belong to the UOC MP than to the UOC KP. Thus, as we
can see in Table 8, while people with Russian identity are considerably more likely to belong to the UOC MP than
to the UOC KP, the overwhelming majority of believers in both Churches declare only Ukrainian identity.

Table 8.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: National Identity
Please answer another question on your national identity so that | To which Orthodox Church All
we could record it most accurately. This is needed because some do you belong? respondents, %
people consider themselves having several national identities UOCKP, % | UOCMP, % ’
Only Ukrainian 89,7 75,7 84,7
Both Ukrainian and Russian but mainly Ukrainian 6,0 6,3 6,7
Equally Ukrainian and Russian 3,5 7,9 4.9
Both Russian and Ukrainian but mainly Russian 0,3 5,3 1,8
Only Russian 0,3 4,8 1,6
Other 0,3 0,0 0,2
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 716 189 1968

12 please consult the Annex of this article for detailed explanations on how respondents were asked about their language preferences.

" It would be conceptually more accurate to write about ethnic rather than national identity in this context. However, unlike
«nationality», the term «ethnicity» is not widely used in Ukraine in everyday language. Therefore, surveys ask about national identity
to avoid using concepts that might be unfamiliar to many respondents.

!4 However, it would be larger if Crimean Peninsula and occupied territories of Donetsk and Luhansk territories could be included into the survey.
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Opinions on Ukraine’s International Policy

The above analysis shows only minor differences between believers of the two major Churches and mainly
demonstrates similarities. However, opinions regarding desired Ukraine’s international policy reveal wider
differences than any of the indicators considered earlier in this article.

While adherents of both Churches do not support the idea of Ukraine and Russia uniting into one state,
their preferences regarding Ukraine’s international policy towards Russia differ substantially. Most UOC KP
adherents choose the response «Ukraine’s relations with Russia should be the same as with the others» (53,8%)
while most UOC MP adherents opt for «Ukraine and Russia should be independent but friendly states» (58,9%).
The percent difference for «Ukraine and Russia should unite into one state» is statistically significant with
probability 0,95 but not 0.99 and only a small fraction of people in both Churches expressed this opinion: 2,2% of
UOC KP adherents and 5,6% of UOC MP (Table 9).

Table 9.
UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents:
Preferences regarding the Relations between Ukraine and Russia
To which h hurch
What kind of relations would you like Ukraine to have with o which Orthodox Churc All

do you belong?

Russia? respondents, %
UOCKP,% | UOC MP, %
Ukraine’s relations with Russia should be the same as with the others 53,8 29,4 46,0
Ukraine and Russia should be independent but friendly states 37,8 58,9 43,0
Ukraine and Russian should unite into one state 2,2 5,6 3,1
Not sure / Don’t know 6,1 6,1 7,9
Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0
Total, persons 719 197 1996

Ukraine’s joining the European Union is supported by the majority of UOC KP adherents (58,2%) and by

one third of UOC MP adherents (33,0%). About one fifth of respondents affiliated with the UOC MP (21,3%)

support Ukraine’s joining the Customs Union: this is three times higher level of support than among UOC KP
adherents, among which a respective indicator constituted 7,5% (Table 10).

Table 10.

UOC KP and MP Affiliated Respondents: Preferences regarding Ukraine’s International Policy
To which Orthodox Church do you

In your opinion, which direction of international N All respondents,
policy should Ukraine undertake? belong? %
UOC KP, % UOC MP, %

Joining the European Union 58,2 33,0 47,7

Joining the Customs Union of Russia, Belarus, 75 213 13.5

Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Armenia ’ ’ ’

Jommg neither the European Union nor the Customs 22,0 33,5 26.4

Union

Not sure / Don’t know 12,3 12,2 12,4

Total, percent 100,0 100,0 100,0

Total, persons 723 197 2013

While the above differences are substantial, they should not be misinterpreted as a deep dividing line
between the believers of the two largest Churches. We still see an overwhelming support for Ukraine’s
independence in both of the Churches and a third (33,3%) of the UOC MP adherents would like Ukraine to join the
European Union while only one fifth of them (21,3%) is in favor of a customs union with the Russian Federation,
Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Armenia (Table 10)." Thus, while we see that UOC MP believers are more
inclined towards particularly close or friendly relations with the Russian Federation than their UOC KP
counterparts, there are no divides that allow to interpret these two categories of the faithful as strongly opposing or
contrasting.

Unfortunately, this survey did not ask for opinions regarding the ongoing efforts to create the Unified
Ukrainian Orthodox Church. The recent data from Razumkov Center (4—9 November 2016) shows that 37,7% of
the entire adult population and 44,3% of the Orthodox express approval of creating the Unified Ukrainian Orthodox
Church; 25,6% of all the respondents and 25,0% of the Orthodox are not supportive of this initiative while 36,7%
of all and 30,7% of the Orthodox are hesitant about this issue [11, p. 4]. However, the report does not compare
attitudes from the two major Churches although it is specifically these two Churches that would be affected the
most. Hence, for further survey monitoring, it would be of practical importance to compare opinions of UOC KP
and MP believers regarding the future of their Churches.

' The possibility of the Customs Union was widely discussed in 2013. It is no longer on the political agenda but there is an ongoing
monitoring of public opinion regarding this issue.



BicHuk Xapkiecbko20 HaujioHanbHo20 yHisepcumemy imeHi B.H. KapasiHa, 2017 p. | 47

To conclude, adherents of the two largest Churches in Ukraine are rather similar in their essential
sociodemographic characteristics and language preferences. In particular, we do not see any explicit stratification in terms
of either income or education. While their national identity somewhat differs, their overall identity similarities by far
outweigh their differences. We can see a rather explicit differentiation of believers when it comes to opinions on Ukraine’s
international policies related to the Russian Federation. However, even in this case, the differentiation can hardly be
interpreted as deeply divisive: uniting into one state with the Russian Federation has only marginal support in both
Churches and, at the same time, every other policy option has a sizable support in both Churches (although the level of
support for a particular policy does differ significantly). Monitoring of attitude dynamics in each Church towards creating
the Unified Ukrainian Orthodox Church would be advisable, taking into consideration current political challenges.
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ANNEX
Survey Questions
Language Preference

Starting the interview
DEAR INTERVIEWER!
TO FIND OUT WHICH LANGUAGE THE RESPONDENT
FEELS MORE COMFORTABLE SPEAKING WITH YOU, GREET HIM/HER
WITHOUT ACCENTUATING EITHER UKRAINIAN OR RUSSIAN LANGUAGE
[Greeting suggested]
IF THE RESPONDENT REPLIES TO YOUR GREETING...

... IN UKRAINIAN, ASK: ...IN RUSSIAN, ASK:
A) [In Ukrainian:] Please let me know whether it is A) [In Russian:] Please let me know whether it is
easier for you to speak Ukrainian or [in Russian:] easier for you to speak Russian or [in Ukrainian:]
maybe it is easier for you to speak Russian? mayhbe it is easier for you to speak Ukrainian?
Ukrainian 1 > RECORD THE RESPONSE AND CONDUCT THE INTERVIEW IN
...................... UKRAINAIN
Russian.......c.ccccoceenneene A 4 TAKE THE QUESTIONNAIRE IN RUSSIAN, RECORD THE
RESPONSE AND CONDUCT THE INTERVIEW IN RUSSIAN
The same, does not matter The same, does not matter
[said in Ukrainian] [said in Russian]

B) [in Ukrainian] Which of these two languages B) [in Russian] Which of these two languages do

do you speak more — Ukrainian or Russian? you speak more — Russian or Ukrainian?
UKTainian. ........cooveerieenieeniees e 3 > RECORD THE RESPONSE AND CONDUCT
Not sure, perhaps the same [said in Ukrainian]..........4 THE INTERVIEW IN UKRAINAIN

TAKE THE QUESTIONNAIRE IN RUSSIAN,

Not has th din Russi 6 = RECORD THE RESPONSE AND CONDUCT
ot sure, perhaps the same [said in Russian].. ....... THE INTERVIEW IN RUSSIAN

RUSSIAN......cooiiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e, 5
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IMouyaTok inTEpB'1I0

... YKPATHCBHKOIO, CITUTAUTE:
CkaxiTth, Oyb Jacka, BaM jeriie po3sMOBIISTH
YKPaTHCHKOIO MOBOIO UM, MOKJIMBO, Bawm nerue
pas3roBapuBaTh Ha PYCCKOM SI3bIKe?

[IIAHOBHMI IHTEPB'IOEPE! '®
11IOB 3'SICYBATH, SIKOXO MOBOO PECITIOH/IEHTOBI JIET'LLIE 3 BAMU PO3MOBIJISITH,
[IPUBITAVUTECS 3 HUM/HEO, HE AKLIEHTYIOU MOBU BITAHHSL.
Ho6puii 1 [e] ub (B [e] u [i] p)
SIKIIIO HA BALLE ITPUBITAHHS PECIIOHJIEHT BIJIITOBIJIAE. ..

...HA PYCCKOM, CITPOCUTE:
Ckaxure, noxainyiicta, Bam nerde pasroBapuBaTh
Ha PYCCKOM SI3BIKE, WM, BO3MOXKHO, Bam nermie
PO3MOBJISITH YKPaiHCHKOIO MOBOIO?

[NO3HAYTE BIATIOBIAb I ITPOBOJLTE IHTEPB'HO
YKPATHCBHKOIO

BO3BMUTE PYCCKHl OIIPOCHUK, OTMETHTE TAM
[IOJIVUEHHBIII OTBET M IIPOBOJUTE HHTEPBBLIO IIO-
PYCCKH

VYKpaiHCBKOMO................ 1>

Ha pycckoM .................. 2 2>

OZ[HaKOBO, HC Ma€ 3Ha4YCHUA Bce paBHO, HC UMECCT 3HAYCHUA

A Ha KakoM U3 ATUX JIBYX S3bIKOB BbI pasroBapuBaere
OOJIbIIe — Ha PYCCKOM HIIM HA YKPAUHCKOM?

A {KOI0 3 IIUX ABOX MOB Bu po3moBiseTe
OiJIbllIe - YKPaTHCHKOIO YH POCIHCHKOI0?

VKPATHCBKOIO ......evvvvieeeeeeiiiieeieeeeeeeeiiveeeeeeenns 3 > HHO3HAYTE OTPUMAHY BIATIOBI/b 1
Baxxko cka3zatu, MaOyTh, OTHAKOBO ................. 4 ITPOBOJILTE IHTEPB'FO YKPAIHCBKOIO
BO3bBMUTE OITPOCHMK HA PYCCKOM
Ha pYCCKOM ....oeviiiiiiiiiiiiiciiiccecee 5 > S3BIKE, OTMETHTE TAM ITOJIYYEHHBIN
TpyaHo ckazaTh, HABEpHOE, OJUHAKOBO........... 6 OTBET U INPOBOJUTE MHTEPBBIO I10-

PYCCKH

Religious Identity: Part 1
D7. Please tell me which denomination/church you belong to... GIVE CARD D7. ONE ANSWER
Ukrainian Orthodox Church (Kyiv Patriarchate)
Ukrainian Orthodox Church (Moscow Patriarchate)
Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church
Greek Catholic Church
Roman Catholic Church
Protestant Christian Churches
Islam
Other denomination
I am a believer but I do not belong to any denomination
Another response (WRITE IT DOWN)
Non-believer, atheist
HARD TO SAY/ DON’T KNOW

Y s P=y =Y E-E1 BT SN RV PEN [ F SR

D7. Ckaxitb, 10 sikoi koHdecii/uepksu Bu nHanexure ... IIEPEJAWTE KAPTKY D7. OJJHA BIJIITOBI/Ib

VYxpaiHnceka npaBocnaBHa 1epksa (KuiBcbkuii natpiapxar) 1
VYxpaiHnceka npaBociiaBHa 1iepkBa (MOCKOBCBKHI maTpiapxar) 2
VYxpaiHcbka aBTOKe(abHa IpaBOCIaBHA IEpPKBa 3
I'peko-karonuipKa nepkBa 4
Pumo-karonuipka nepksa 5
[IporecTaHTCHKI XPUCTUSHCHKI LIEPKBH 6
MycynbpMaHCbKa 7
[Hmma koHpecis 8
Bipyrouwnii, ae He Hanexy 10 KoaHoi KoHpecil 9
Irmra Bignosins (SAITUIIITE) 10
Hesipytounii, ateict 11
BAXKO CKA3ATH/ HE 3HAIO 12

' Here and further CAPITAL LETTERS designate those instructions that were not read aloud to respondents and those response

alternatives that were not included into the cards which were given to respondents.
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Following question D7, respondents answered to a number of questions on other topics. Within some time, they were
requested to answer a series of questions on religion, which are presented below.

Religious Identity: Part 2
We already asked you about religion. We would like to clarify something and ask some more questions.
R1. Do you belong to any religion? If yes, please tell me which religion you belong to. GIVE CARD R1. ONE
ANSWER

Christianity

Buddhism

Hinduism

Islam

Judaism

Other religion

I do not belong to any religion but I am believer

I do not belong to any religion and I am not a believer
HARD TO SAY / DON’T KNOW

P1. Yu nanexute Bu 1o Oyap-sikoi pesirii? SIKio Tak, To cKaxirb, Oyab Jacka, 10 sikoi pexirii Bu Hanexunre?
IMEPEJAUTE KAPTKY P1. OOHA BIAITIOBIJIb

- To question R5

el RNIEo IRV, N N RVSE ST o

O

XPUCTUSAHCTBO 1
bynnuzm 2
[Hnyism 3
Icnam 4
Iynaisu — > - Jlo 3anuranns P5
[Hma peniris 6
He Hanexy 710 )KOTHOI PeJIirii, ajie € BipyIYOI0 JIFOTUHOIO 7
He Hanexy 710 )KOTHOI PEJIiTii i He € BIPYIOUYOI0 JFOAUHOIO 8
BAXKO CKA3ATHU / HE 3HAIO 9
R2. To which Christian denomination do you belong to? GIVE CARD R2. ONE ANSWER
Orthodox 1
Greek Catholic 2
Protestant 3
Roman Catholic 4 .
Other Christian denomination 5 = To question R4
I am simply Christian (I do not belong to a particular Christian denomination) | 6
HARD TO SAY / DON’T KNOW 7

P2. [lo sikoi xpucTusincbkoi KoH(pecii Bu nanexure? [IEPEJIATE KAPTKY P2. OJTHA BIJITTIOBIJIb
IIpaBocnas's

I'peko-kaTonuiusm

[IporecTanTusm

Pumo-kaTonuuuzm

[HI1a XpUcTHIHCEKA KOH(ECIS

51 — IpoCTO XPUCTUSIHUH/XPHUCTHSIHKA (HE HAJIKY J10 KOHKPETHOI XpUCTHSIHCHKOI KoH(DeciT)
BAXKKO CKA3ATHU / HE 3HAIO

R3. To which Orthodox Church do you belong? GIVE CARD R3. ONE ANSWER
Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church
Ukrainian Orthodox Church (Kyiv Patriarchate)
Ukrainian Orthodox Church (Moscow Patriachate)
Other Orthodox Church
I am simply Orthodox (I do not belong to a particular Orthodox Church)
HARD TO SAY / DON’T KNOW

P3. Jlo sixoi npaBoc1aBHoi uepkeu Bu nanexnre? [IEPEJANTE KAPTKY P3. OJJHA BIJIIOBI/Ib
VYkpainceka ABtokedanbha [IpaBociasHa [{epkBa
VYxpainceka [IpaBocnaBHa Llepksa (KuiBcekuit [laTpiapxar)
VYxpainceka [IpaBocnaBHa Llepksa (MockoBcerkuii [laTpiapxat)
[Hma npaBocnaBHa 1epkBa
51 — mpocTo NpaBOCIaBHUIA/TIPaBOCIaBHA (HE HAJISKY 10 KOHKPETHOI MMPABOCIABHOI IIEPKBH)
BAXKO CKA3ATHU / HE 3HAIO

- Jlo 3anurtanns P4
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