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VOTING BEHAVIOR IN UKRAINE. A GENDER
PERSPECTIVE*

This article examines differences in voter turnout and voting preferences between men and
women in Ukraine. Using the United States Information Agency (USIA) data set we argue that the
opportunity to influence government by voting (external political efficacy) and interest in politi-
cal affairs have a direct influence on voting behavior. Education, evaluation of the current eco-
nomic situation in Ukraine (economic performance), and the population's perception of govern-
ment effectiveness influence voting behavior indirectly through afore-mentioned constructs. We

find that there are no substantial differences between men and women in both voting behavior and
the influences of political attitudes on it. In our model we focus on one dimension of voting behavior
- voting and participation in the electoral campaign. On the other hand, we find slight differences
between the genders in their preferences for political forces and in interest in political affairs.

Introduction

The fact that politics is a male domain is a usual
phenomenon even in the highly developed western
societies. The majority of politicians and
policymakers at the every level of the legislative
and executive powers are men. Women are much
more rarely seen as political leaders, political actors
and political candidates. Women's access to
decision-making roles is much narrower due to
the positions in the social structure.

Before the mid-1970s, men were more likely
to vote in almost every western society. This was,
in large part, due to the fact that women had only
comparatively recently won the right to vote in
these societies [4]. It was assumed that women
knew less about politics, and were less interested
and less psychologically involved in it [21].

Since the 1970s the main gender differences
in proportions of voters disappeared. Now women
and men do not differ as passive political actors in
the sense that women do not rule but have a great
interest in participating and choosing who will rule
in society. Men and women participate to an
almost equal degree in all major modes of political
activity as voters, campaigners and
communicators. Most of the socioeconomic and

social-psychological factors that affect men's
participation affect women's participation in
the same ways, with slight variations [7].

Several observers have debated the role
of men and women in soviet and post-soviet
society. A lot of these research studies were
based on western findings and assumed
women to be less enthusiastic about
competitive elections and less interested and
less involved in politics. These concerns may
in part explain women's relative lack of
enthusiasm for competitive elections [ 23 ].
A gender gap seems to exist according to some
scholars:

"...The position of women in the Soviet
Union is sufficiently similar to the position of
women in the West that is reasonable to think
that the findings in the western literature may
have parallels among Soviet women" [5, p.381].

Onthe other hand, one can find an opinion
which contradicts the previous one:

"... women as a whole are well educated,
the vast majority work outside the home, and
they live in a society in which ideology
promotes equality of sexes. Thus, gender-
based differences may not be large in the
Soviet Union" [10, p.381].



In study of political culture from the
perspective of a power relationship between men
and women, at least two approaches are possible
[15].

1) focusing on issues, illustrating the different
opinions of men and women about a wide range
of topics;

2) a search for a fundamental feminist
orientation with relevance for a political system
in general and democracy in particular.

We are focusing mainly on voting behavior
and the political orientations that influence it. We
are going to define any substantial differences
between men and women in their voting behavior.
We also analyze the main causes of voting
behavior and the different ways these causes
influence for men and women.

Research Methodology

In our research we take into consideration
some constructs which are not directly
observable. We also are going to construct the
system of relations, which has a few dependent
variables and compare these relations for two
groups - men and women. That is why we apply
a structural equation models approach.
According to Goldberger [9] the core elements
of structural equation models are: Aypothetical
constructs or latent variables which, while not
directly observed, have operational implications
for relationships among observable variables and
consideration of relations in the system; the
models can be built up of several or many
equations which interact with each other.

On the basis of two-group (men and women)
restricted (models with equal factor loadings in
two groups) measurement models [11] we
measure the concepts under study. The systems
of relations between the said concepts are
compared on the basis of regression models by
testing the equality of regressions [11]. As a
goodness-of-fit measure for our models we use
the Root Mean Square Error of Approximation
(RMSEA)[11].
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Voting behavior and its measuring

Contemporary Ukraine is in the process of
transforming from totalitarian to democratic
rule. The basic principle of democracy assumes
delegating authority to elected officials. In other
words, elections are the means to make
democracy work. In democratic states elections
are supposed to provide legitimization,
installation of officials, selection and choice,
representation, and popular involvement [13].
According to democratic ideals, voting itself is
an act of direct participation in public decision
making. Participation in elections is a major
form, and for many citizens, the only form of
political action in democratic states (see Barnes

1990:235).

There is no agreement that a very high voter
turnout indicates high legitimacy [13]...
Following participaiionistsand communitarians,
everyone ought to want to vote, therefore, low
turnout may indicate that somethingiswrong.
From the point of view of liberals, excessively
high turnout would be adanger signal: if many
people do not vote, it indicates that they are
sufficiently satisfied with the status quo. In our
article we argue another point which assumes
that the significance of voting varies with the
importance of electionsin determining who gets
elected [4]. Taking into account, that in
contemporary Ukraineit is difficult to define
beforehand the results of elections*, one can
assumethat voting behavior and voting turnout
are of key importance.

Voting behavior in the existing literature
encompasses at |east two dimensions: (1) voting
and participation in an electoral campaign, (2)
continuity of support for a definite party or
political force (see, for example [13]). In our
article we focus mainly on one dimension of
voting behavior - voting and participation in the
electoral campaign. On the other hand, we
analyze the differences in support for definite
political forces between men and women.

* A good example of the difficulty in predicting of ection results was connected with the Presidental
eections of 1994, when according to the sociologica suveys od Kiev International Institute of Sociology
the mgjority of population of Ukraine began to support L.Kuchmaonly one week before the eections,
whereas before the majority supported another candidate, former President L. Kravchuk



Tablet.

Voting behavior: People take part in voting in a different ways. Now please tell me
whether you engaged in any of the following activities in the past 3 years.

Persuading to Any other Votinginlocal Votingin
vote, % activities during elections, % presidential
electoral elections, %
campaign, %
Male Female Mde | Female Male Female Male Female

No 809 855 93,1 95,0 25,7 289 204 196
DK-—1 04 17 . 05 21 19 02 08
HTS
Yes 18,7 128 69 45 722 69,3 79,4 79,7

In measuring voting behavior we use severa
indicators, thus, we can takeinto account different
levels of political involvement in an electoral
campaign. Table 1 representsindicatorsthat we
have takeinto consideration.

According to this table, the differences in
voting behavior in all of the aspects taken into
consideration arevery dight, or even do not exist.
In order to construct an index of voting behavior
we use a two-group restricted (equal factor
loadings) measurement model (see Appendix A).
Our measurement includes not only the usual forms
of voting behavior, such as voting in local and
presidentia elections, but aso indicators of active
politica involvement in electoral campaigns such
aspersuading to voteand other electoral activities.

Aswenoted earlier, voting behavior and voter
turnout are of key importance in contemporary
Ukraine. Therefore, here arisesthe question about
factors which influence voting behavior, or
peopl€e's intention to vote and participate in
electoral campaigns.

Factors which influence voting behavior

A rich body of literature has dealt with factors
that influence palitical participationin general and
voting behavior in particular. Milbrath [16]
suggests that the most crucial factors about
understanding behavior are beliefs about sdf,
about the government, and about therelationship
of the &f to the government. According to Verba

Nye and Kym [25] Voting behavior in
Ukraine. A gender perspective, two types of
forces can be defined to influence political
activity. First, attitudes and characteristics that
anindividual bringsto the participatory arena.
Participation is influenced by greater
socioeconomic resourcesand by general levels
of political awareness and self-confidence.
Second, participationis also facilitated by the
institutional context within which individuals
act - legd rules, social and political structures.
Miller [17] considers factors, which influence
voting behavior in at lest two categories
flawed. On the one hand, there is the
argument that disenchantment and disinterest
lead to a rejection of a party system and a
lack of enthusiasm for participationin electora
politics. On the other hand, the influence of a
sustained health of the electoral process is
considered. Abramson and Aldrich [1] link
voter turnout with the strength of partisanship
and external political efficacy. Shaffer [22]
explains turnout on the basis of such factors
as age, following the campaign in the
newspapers, partisanship, and efficacy.
Kleppner [14] consider partisanship, efficacy,
and age as main sources of voter turnout.
Powell [20] considers severa attitudeswhich
facilitate voting behavior, namely, efficacy,
trust, interest, and partisanship. Cassel and



analysis other three variables: education,
concern (people who care which party wins
the election are more likely to vote), and interest
(people who are more interested in a campaign
are more likely to vote). Casil and Luskin do
not agree with the preceding models. However,
they also claim, that "precisely what variables
we are obligated to include depends on the level
of abstraction ... and on the level of analysis"
[6,p. 1326].

Following the afore-mentioned definitions we
limit our analysis to several factors which
influence voting behavior:

1. Education as a social factor.

2. Economic performance (evaluation of
the current economic situation) as an economic
factor.

3. Beliefs about government: population's
perception of government effectiveness
(government perceived performance).

4. Beliefs about the relationship of the
selfto the government: feeling that voting can

influence government (external political
efficacy).

5. Another (besides voting behavior)
indicator of political involvement*:

subjective political interest.

Education is considered as a basic social
characteristic which influences political
involvement.

"Nearly all studies seeking to explain sex
differences in political participation stress the
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role of education. They find not only that
women's participation increases with the level
of their educational achievement, but that
often among the most highly educated sex
differences narrow to insignificance"|
21,p.88].

Table 2 presents educational levels of men
and women in Ukraine in 1997 according to the
USIA data set.

According to this table, differences in
educational levels of women and men in
Ukraine are not substantial. We assume that
individuals with higher education are more likely
to be interested in politics since education may
inherently instill the understanding of state
politics and their influence on everyday life of
citizens. Another of our assumption is
connected with the influence of political interest
on voting behavior. Therefore, education
effects voting behavior indirectly through
political interest.

Subjective political interest can be measured
in two ways[8]. The first way is to measure
subjective political interest by asking people
directly how interested they are in politics. The
second way to measure political interest is to
look for some statement, which embodies a
behavioral component. We are measuring
political interest directly by asking how
interested the respondents are in politics. The
levels of interest in politics by women and men
are presented in Table 3.

b

Table 2.
Educational level
Male, % Female, %

7 grades or less 10,3 14,3
Incomplete secondary 7.8 13,2
Complete general secondary 375 292
(including PTU) ’

Complete specialized secondary 23,6 25,8
Incomplete higher (at least 3 years) 36 32

Higher (complete) 17,3 14,3

* Political involvement includes (1) political interest, (2) conventional political participation or eleatoral
and non-electoral participation that corresponds to the norms of society, (3) protest or support for protest, (4)
social participation or membership in an organization [24].
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Table 3. Table4.
Subjective Palitical Interest Current economic stuation in Ukraine is...
Men,% Women, % Very good, % | Very good,%
A great deal 103 36 Very good - 01
A far amount 218 140 Fairly good 4.7 28
Not very much 495 483 Fairly bad 479 431 ;
No interested 184 A1 Very bad 47,5 540!

This table shows that men are more likely
to be interested in politics than women. Such a
finding corresponds to findings in gender studies
in western societies. We assume that political
interest influence not only voting behavior but
aso external political efficacy.

Another factor we are going to consider is
economic performance or people's evaluation
of the economic situation in Ukraine.

"Political action is motivated most
effectively by issues that touch people in
immediate and tangible way ... when it comes
to economic - inspired analysis of politics,
where "pocketbook voters" cast their support
for candidates and parties that further their own
political interest" [12,p. 495].

Kinder and Kiwiet [12] call general
perceptions collective economic judgements.
They state that in reaching political decisions
voters draw not on their recent personal
economic experience but on information about
aggregate economic conditions. These
collective economic judgements seem
surprisingly independent of privately
experienced discontent. That is why we take
into consideration evaluation of the economic
situation in Ukraine but not an economic
perception of individuals.

According to Tedin [23] "Soviet women can
hardly be avoided hearing commentary about
possible economic costs of the reform program -
notably, economic uncertainty and unemployment.
These concerns, usually more salient to women
andmen..."

Does the eval uation of economic performance
differ for men and women in Ukraine? Table 4
presents the answer.

Thereis a slight difference between men
and women in their evaluation of the current
economic situation in Ukraine. Women are
more pessimistic. It has to be connected with
theleading position of the mgjority of Ukrainian
women in the economic survival of their
households. We assume that economic
performance influences government perceived
performance.

Another factor taken into consideration is
government perceived performance*. We are
analyzing several dimensions of government
perceived performance. We consider several
areas of government action and public policy.
Peopl e expect their government to protect them
against violence from both inside and outside
of the country. We consider two indicators of
security issues. evaluations of government
effectivenessin (1) fighting organized crime;
and (2) providing defense needs. Another
significant issue to consider is economic
growth of the country. For Ukraine thisissue
is vital since the last few years have been
marked by stagnation, inflation, and decreasing
living standards. Taking into account serious
economic difficulties in the country and the
lack of resources for some people to buy
enough food we add to these issues ensuring
food supply. Successful social protection
of the population helpsto win the support of
people who are alienated from the market
economy and sometimes from democracy as
aresult of the harshness of early capitalism
(Wilson: 189). Environmental protection is
another important issue in the politics of
Ukraine. We also consider government
effectiveness in protection of civil rights an
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Table 5.
Government Perceived Performance.
Fighting | Ensuring | Cleaning | Promoting | Protecting | Providing | Social
organized | afood up economic civil defense | protection,
crime, supply, environ- | growth, rights, needs, %
% % mental % % %
- poliution,
%
Male|] Ferm |Male| Fem | Male} Fem |Male} Fern |Male| Fem | Male] Fem | Male| Fem
Very
good job 0210717517610 - [02}102]13103]52([3.8]{04]0.3
Fairly
good job 77164 138.1[37.8/ 59159 |81]|80]69] 68]384|40.5| 28|24
Fairly
poor job 32.6130.9(28.4128.1{29.9(29.0}37.4|34.1{34.7]28.1]28.2]24.0{16.9]13.9
Very
poor job 59.5162.0126.0126.5]63.2|65.1]54.4157.7157.1164.8]28.2131.7179.9|83.4

important issue in a democratic state. Table. 5
represents evaluations of government
effectiveness on the afore-mentioned issues.
Please idicate how satisfactory the government
following tasks.

As this table shows, there are no differences
in men and women's evaluations of government
perceived performance in Ukraine. In order to
construct an index of government perceived
performance we use two-group restricted (equal
factor loadings) measurement model (see
Appendix B). Government perceived
performance, according to our assumption, has
an effect on political efficacy.

Different models for measuring political
efficacy are proposed in existing literature [ 2,3
]. Acock and Clark [ 2 | propose a political
efficacy model based on two constructs (external
and internal efficacy) with four indicators and a
measurement error. External efficacy is
represented by such indicators as: "How much

do you feel that having elections makes the
government pay attention to what people
think...?" and "Over the years, how much
attention do you feel the government pays to what
people think when it decides what to do?". We
are going to analyze a single indicator of political
efficacy: "Voting is an opportunity to influence
government”. While it limits my analysis, it can
be seen as an extreme indicator of political
inefficacy: if even voting can not influence
government, than how to influence it? Moreover,
it has a direct relation to voting behavior itself.

According to Table 6 men and women in
Ukraine have no differences in their evaluations
of external efficacy, or better to say inefficacy.
We assume that if people believe they can
influence the government by voting, they will
vote.

In summary, let us list the relations we are
going to consider in our final model. Education
influences political interest that influences voting

External Political Efficacy. Voting is an opportunity to influence governmeTnat‘l?.l.eO.
Male, % Female, %
Completely agree 138 104
Agree more than disagree 213 212
Disagree more than agree 23,6 251
Completely disagree 412 433




behavior and externd palitica efficacy. Economie efficacy influences voting behavior. These
performance influences government perceived rdations are presented in a path diagram of the
peaformance that cause externd efficacy. Externd regresson modds of voting behavior.

Path diagram.
Regression models of voting behavior e S
Men - unrestricted solution (RMSEA=0,048, chi-square=51,61, df=16)
- 1,07
Education Ip?erest " = 029
024 political affairs | ¢ 17
’ External pol. Voting
0,34 efficacy 011 behavior
Economic Government ’
s —————
performance 0.30 performance 0,87 0,91 106

Women - unrestricted solution (RMSEA=0,048, chi-square=51,61, df =1 é)

. 0,86
Education . IpFerest 1n. = 033
0.23 political affairs | (0,15
’ External pol. Voting
0,33 efficacy 05 behavior
Economic Government ’
performance 033 performance 0,92 0,83 0,77
Men - restricted solution (RMSEA=0,033, chi-square=52,58, df=22)
. 1,08
Education IpFerest n = 031
0.23 political affairs | ¢ 16
External pol. Voting
0,34 efficacy 07 behavior
Economic Government ’
f
performance 032 performance 0,87 0,91 106

Women - restricted solution (RMSEA=0,033, chi-square=52,58, df=22)

0,32

. 0,86
Education ?Fenlestflfn' 031
0,23 political atfairs | 0,16
External pol. Voting
0,34 efficacy 07 behavior
Economic Government ’
performance performance 0,92 1‘0,83

b
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Our analysis was conducted in two stages. First,
we constructed a two-group unrestricted model
(regression coefficients for men and women are
not equal). On the basis of differences the between
chi-squares for an unrestricted solution and solutions
with restricted parameters, we came to the
conclusion that there are no significant differences
in each of the regression coefficients taken into
consideration in our model. That is why a restricted
solution fits the data better.

Consequently, differences in relations between
the said concepts are not found in our research.
Both women and men's voting behavior is
influenced to the same extent and similarly by
education, economic performance, interest in
political affairs, government perceived
performance and external efficacy.

At the same time there is some evidence that
political attitudes and political preferences of
Ukrainian men and women tend to be somewhat
different. The table 7 presents some gender
differences in understanding and supporting
political movements in Ukraine.

Within the political arena more or less
independent movements exist. Please choose the
one that the closest represent you.

Except for the communist and socialist
movements any other political trend has appeared
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during the last decade. Political parties which

represented these political trends have changed

several times. It is not surprising that almost one

half of the respondents do not have any political

preferences. Women more often than men do

not understand any political trends. Such lack of
understanding is not dependent on of women's

age. In every age groups (18-29, 30-44,45-54

and older than 55 years) different political trends

are incomprehensible for approximately the same
number of women. Another tendency is

observed among men. Among every older age

group of men it is less men to whom political

movements remain incomprehensible.

As a whole the same number of men and
women answered that they prefer communist
and socialist political trends. Men tend more
often to support national-democratic and social-
democratic movements. Gender differences in
political preferences are more evident in the
answers to more general questions about
attitudes towards political forces, defending a
socialist or capitalist way of development (see
the table 8). Political forces today are divided
into those which want to return to socialism
and those, which want to develop capitalism.
What is your personal attitude toward such
forces?

Table 7.
Political preferences.
Male,% Female, %
Communist 21,8 22,1
Socialist 6,0 5,3
Gocial-democratic 8,5 58
Nationalist 33 2,6
National-democratic 8,2 4.8
Liberal 11 14
Christian democratic 18 2,5
None at all 12,4 11,1
I have not yet decided 17.9 15,7
I do not understand any of these trends 14,8 25,5
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Table 8.
Socialist-capitalist orientations.
| support the | support the | support both of | support
proponents of proponents themto avoid neither
socidism of capitalism conflict

Mde 20,0% 15,6% 20,3 % 22,4%

Femde 25,7% 75 % 19,0% 24,3%
As we can see men more often support performance, government perceived

politica movements which want to develop a
capitalist society in Ukraine and relatively more
rarely support the proponents of socialism. These
differences are statistically significant. The age
of the respondents does not have any influence.
Different attitudes toward political forces among
men and women are the same within every age
group.

Theleve of education has stronger influence
on personal attitudes. We found that men and
women tended to support prosocialist and
procapitalist political trends at the samerate at
higher levels of education. Men and women at
lower levels of education expressed different
degrees of loyalty to political trends. Such men
tended relatively often support procapitalist
political movements whereas women tended
relatively often to support prosocialist political
movements. Therefore, female commitment
toward political forces that support a capitalist
way of development is more constrained than
male commitment by the level of education.

Conclusions

The question of gender differencesin voting
behavior in Ukraine has no definitive answer.
Following western findings some observers
suppose that men are more likely to vote in
Ukraine. From another point of view, womenin
post-Soviet countries arewd| educated, and have
for along time experienced equality, promoted by
the communist regime. Consequently, their voting
behavior should not differ much from men.

Our analysis focused on the comparison of
voting behavior and the factors, which influence
this behavior for Ukrainian men and women in
1997. Wetook into consideration five factors that
influence voter turnout: education, economic

performance, interest in political affairs, and
external efficacy. Only two of those factors
taken into consideration influence voting
behavior directly: interest in political affairsand
efficacy. All the other factors influence voting
behavior indirectly: education - through
interest; and government perceived
performance - through external efficacy; and
economic performance - through government
perceived performance and efficacy.

Whilewe focused mainly on voter turnout
another aspect of voting behavior was aso
taken into consideration. We found dlight
differences in support for different political
forces between men and women.

We did not find significant differencesin
men and women's voting behavior.
Percentages of those, who vote, persuade to
vote, participatein other electoral activities are
similar for men and women. Therewere aso
no differences in the influences of considered
factors on voting behavior. All the factors
seem to have similar influences.

Very dlight differences were found in
interest in political affairs (men aremorelikey
to beinterested) and in economic performance
(women aremorelikely to bemorepessmistic
in their evaluation of the current economic
situationin Ukraine).

Consequently, we came to the basic
conclusion that women in Ukraine participate
in voting the same way as men. The same
factors and to the same extent influence both
men and women'svoter turnout. However, we
have to note that our approach does not take
into account other factors which may change
both influences on voter turnout and the



differentiation between men and women*. We
need further investigation to involve a larger
variety of factors and groups in our analysis.
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Appendix A
Voting behavior measurement model :vo0i0 0

Men
Voting Behavior
Persuading to vote Any other activities Votingon local Voting on president
forin private during election elections - elections in 1994
conversations campaign
0,63
0,55 | e o072 e 0930 e e 097
Women
Voting Behavior
Persuading to vote Any other activities Voting on local Voting on president
forin private during election elections elections in 1994
conversations campaign
0,63
RMSEA=0,033
Factor scoreregressions

For men: VVoting behavior = 0,40* persuading to vote + 0,43* other activities + 0,02 voting
(locd) +0,04* voting (presidenta)

For women: Voting behavior = 0,39* persuading to vote + 047* other activities+ 0,01 * voting
(locd) +0,03* voting (presidentd)



Appendix B

Government Perceived Performance Measurement Model

Government Perceived Performance

0,57 0,76 0,45
Fighting Ensuring | |Cleningup| |Promoting| |Protecting| | Providing Social
organized | [foodsupply] ] economical | civil rights defence protection

crime pollution growth needs

0,66 079 0,68 0,49 0,5 0,80 038

Factor score regressions: 0,10 (fighting organized crime); 0,04 (ensuring food suooly); 0,11 (cleaning
up environmental pollution); 0,17 (promoting economic growth); 0,17 (protecting civil rights); 0,04
(providing defence needs); 0,08 (social protection).

Women

Government Perceived Performance

0,57 0,76
Fighting Ensuring | |Cleningup| |Promoting] |Protecting] | Providing Social
organized | |foodsupplyy fovironmental leconomical | civil rights defence protection
crime pollution growth needs
0.6 0.79 0,68 0,49 0,50 08 08

Factor score regressions: 0,08 (fighting organized crime); 0,04 (ensuring food suooly); 0,12 (cleaning
up environmental pollution); 0,19 (promoting economic growth); 0,18 (protecting civil rights); 0,04
(providing defence needs); 0,08 (social protection).
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Ipuna Jluzoeyo, Ceimaana OxcamumHa

IMOBEAIHKA BUBOPY B YKPAIHI. TEHJIEPHA
I[MEPCITEKTHUBA

VY cTaTTi aHaJIi3YI0ThCS BiIMiHHOCTI B €JIEKTOpaIbHili MOBeIiH1Ii YOJIOBIKiB i 3KiHOK
B YKpaiHi. BUKOpHCTOBYIOUM IaHi COLIIOJOTIYHUX JOCIIKEeHb, HacaMIlepe1 IPOBEeICHUX
Ha 3aMoBieHH: [HpopmaniiHoi Cnyxou CrosrydeHux IlItaTiB AMepuKH, po3IIsaacEThCs
OpsSIMUIA Ta HENPSIMUI BIUIMB Ha €JIEKTOpaJibHY IOBEIiHKY YOJOBIiKiB i XKiHOK TaKUX
YUHHMUKIB, IK piB€Hb OCBiTH, iHTEpeC J0 MOJITUKU, OLliHKA €(peKTUBHOCTI AisSNIbHOCTI
OpraHiB BjJaAu Ta iH. AHaJli3 JaHMX LIUISIXOM ITOOYIOBU MOJEE CTPYKTYPHUX PiBHSIHb
He BUSIBUB CYTTEBUX TEHIEPHUX BIIMiHHOCTEN B eJeKTOpalbHill MOBEdiHIIi Ta BIUIMBI Ha
Hel pi3HOMaHITHUX YMHHUKIB. IIpoTe cTaTh BIJIMBA€E Ha iHTEpeC 10 MOJITUKHU i BUOip
MHOJITUYHUX TEeYild.



