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INTRODUCTION

Social inequality is observed in all historical periods and societies. Social
inequality is a wide and multidimensional concept with different aspects emphasised by
various authors defining it — unequal distribution of resources in the society, differences
of social position and distribution of powers. By combining all aspects reflecting social
inequality we can define it as a limited long-term structured possibility to use resources
and restricted access to social position related with unequal power or influence and
resulting permanent restriction of the opportunities of life (or vice versa, regular
advantages of life opportunities created by long-term and structured access to certain
resources (goods) and social position related with power and influence) (Kreckel 2004:
17; Rossel 2009: 37-52; Mau and Verwiebe 2009: 176-178; Hradil 1987: 128). To sum
up, social inequality can be perceived as a “set” of different inequalities embracing
income, welfare, labour marker (segmentation by gender, ethnic group, etc.), welfare
status, available skills and knowledge, health, housing) (Eurequal 2007).

Social inequality research as a rule is based on the analysis of social structure and
is aimed at finding out why systemic differences exist in the society between social
groups (for example, differences in power, material values, rights, duties, privileges,
prestige), whether these differences predetermine (can predetermine) the formation of
inequality in the target society and why factors predetermining the differences exist in a
given society. The phenomenon of social inequality is investigated by various scientists
from different angles: functionalists support the need for stratification and at the same
time — for social inequality in the society emphasising different skills and efforts of the
individual (e.g., E. Durkheim, T. Parsons, J., H. Goldthorrpe, K. Hope, Davis and
Moore, Mayntz, Solga et al.); Marxists and Neo-Marxists explain social stratification
from the point of view of economy, i.e. existence of classes and capital of different
power (e.g., K. Marx and F. Engels, E. O. Wright, P. Bourdieu); Weber relies not only
on economic conditions of the existence of classes, but also on the perception of culture,
values, policy and lifestyle (M. Weber, R. Kreckel, F. Parkin, J.H. Goldhorpe and other
authors) (Nesbit 2006). Social inequality phenomenon is also analysed using the

concepts of social environment, position and style of life (e.g., S. Hradil, M. Vester) as



well as life path theories (e.g., M. Kohli, K. L. Mayer, W. Miiller, H. Kriiger) (Solga et
al. 2009).

Another group of social inequality research is related with public opinion, i.e.
perception of society and interpretation and assessment of processes taking place in it by
members of society. Characteristics of society, such as structure of classes or distribution
of powers also affect the individual level — creating different life opportunities and
formulating different interpretations of social conditions. Perception of justice,
distribution of the existing and fair remuneration, power and inequality is a result of
previous and present struggle between powers (Svallfors 1993b: 87). Empirical research
raises the question how individuals understand and explain social inequality existing in
the society — whether positioning in the market is fair and perceived as rewards for
powers and talent; or unfair and construed as a result of exploitation and oppression.
These social investigations are aimed at finding out the differences in public opinion
about the investigated phenomenon among social groups or different countries. Scientists
investigating perception of social inequality and it assessment in the society (e.g.,
Svallfors 1993a, 1993b; Arts and Gelissen 2001, Gelissen 2008, 2000; Blekesaune and
Quadagno 2003; Blekesaune 2007; Breznau 2010, Dallinger 2010; Jaeger 2006a, 2006b,
2009; Jacoby 2006, Jakobsen 2011, et al.) are looking for explanations what factors
affect public opinion about social inequality, role of the state in reallocation of resources
and responsibility of the state in cases of social risks. These factors affecting public
opinion can be divided into two levels: individual, when opinion about social inequality
Is predetermined by self-interest based on benefits and by social position of the
individual which is defined in terms of social and demographic characteristics as well as
the individual’s values as well as political and ideological beliefs. Such factors as
collective interest, economic and political context and welfare state regimes can be
attributed to macro level. Consequently, public opinion surveys can help to understand
how residents of the country assess social inequality and its type (and compare results of
several countries), and results of such surveys become relevant for the social policy
pursued by the country when residents see excessive social inequality and associate this
with the functioning of market and democratic institutions in the country. In other words,

actually existing social inequality can be less significant for market and demography



than residents’ opinion that inequality in the country is excessive and the responsibility
for that rests with market and democratic institutions (Loveless and Whitefield 2011).

This Dissertation Paper analyses the opinions of residents of the Eastern and
Central European countries — Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech Republic and
Hungary — about social inequality. The selected countries fall into two groups — the
Baltic States and Visegrad Group countries (except Slovakia, which was excluded from
the scope of research). The countries covered by the survey belong to the group of post-
communist countries, distinguished by certain similarities. In 1989, when communism
collapsed and the countries freed themselves from long-lasting social-communist
oppression, the Eastern and Central European countries faced numerous political,
economic and social challenges. The countries created democracy, implemented
political, economic and social reforms. Residents of Eastern and Central European
countries lived through the period of transformation — change of systems, building
welfare states following the example of countries of the Western Europe — social security
institutional and organisational structures characterised by growth of social costs and
development of the role of social sector in social and economic structure of societies.
These processes were followed by integration and membership in the European Union
(hereinafter EU) in 2004 resulting in large-scale legal, economic and other reforms in
Member States.

At present the policies, political processes and institutions of the new EU Member
States are strongly influenced by EU policy measures and have to address challenges of
globalisation, labour market changes, slowdown of economic growth, population ageing,
migration, etc. common for all European countries. On the other hand, Eastern and
Central European countries have different history, unique culture, different influence of
neighbouring countries, functioning of democracy as well as social and economic
development indicators. We can assume that the aforementioned factors also influenced
the formation of philosophy and different perception of social inequality of residents of

Eastern and Central European countries.

Research carried out in Lithuania and abroad on the theme of the Dissertation
Modern sociology investigates social inequality phenomenon involving classical
stratification theories and assessment of the impact of globalisation on traditional
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development of social structure, development of social inequality in the context of
Europeanization and globalisation, as well as the assessment and conception of social
inequality in modern societies. In Lithuania social inequality phenomenon as a rule is
analysed in the context of the structure of society or analysis of social policy, dealing
with separate aspects of social inequality as a phenomenon. Lithuanian scientists of
sociology, social work, economy and politology are interested in different aspects of the
matters of social justice and social inequality and perform social research: for example,
income inequality is investigated by D. Skuciené (2008), Lazutka (2003), R. Lazutka and
A.Povilitinas (2009); social inequality, social exclusion, social inclusion, poverty — by A.
Guogis (2004), M. Taljunaité (2004), Braziené and Gudinskiené (2004), A. Povilitinas
(2007), R. Lazutka (2007a, 2007b); social developments and welfare — D. Skuciené
(2010), A. Dobryninas, B. Gruzevskis, V. Gaidys, A. Povilitinas, M. P. Saulauskas, V.
Skapcevicius (2000), R. Lazutka and V.Ivaskaité-Tamositne (2009), B. GruzZevskis and
A. Guogis (2010), Butkeviciené (2012), Morkevicius ir Norkus (2012) and other
scientists. Public opinion surveys in Lithuania were conducted throughout twenty years
of independence (Gaidys 2009), but public opinions about the role of welfare state,
processes taking place in it and social inequality still represent quite a new sphere of
scientific research (Butkevi¢iené 2012, Tonkinaité 2011), firstly, because of limited
funds allocated by the government and resources of academic institutions for research of
such type (Morkevic¢ius and Norkus 2012: 30), secondly, Lithuania, like some other
Eastern and Central European countries started participating in the European Social
Survey, International Social Survey Programme and other international surveys
(Morkevicius and Norkus 2012: 38; ISSP internet website, European Social Survey
internet website). The greatest interest is devoted to the rating of politicians, behaviour
of citizens as electorate, confidence in public authorities or project implementation
efficiency (Gaidys 2009). Political views of electorate are investigated by R. Ziliukaité
and A. Ramonaité (Ziliukaité 2010; Ziliukaité and Ramonait¢ 2009; Ramonaité and
Ziliukaité 2009; Ramonaité 2010). R. Ziliukaité (2008; 2007a; 2007b) is more interested
in social and political values, and A. Ramonaité investigates the attitude to democracy
and welfare (Ramonaité 2005).

Research of social inequality in Western Europe and USA are well-developed and
embrace various aspects of this phenomenon, for example, investigation of the impact of
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individual qualities (socio-demographic characteristics) on the assessment of social
inequality (for example, Muuri 2010, Jaeger 2009, Gelissen 2000; Blekesaune and
Quadagno 2003, Sihvo and Uusitalo 1995, Svallfors 1995, 1996 et al.) and of welfare
regimes on the assessment of the role of the state and responsibility in social sphere
(Esping-Andersen 1990; Svallfors 1997; Larsen 2008; Jakobsen 2011, Arts and Gelissen
2001 et al.), and also the extent of society’s tolerance of the existing social inequality
(Sachweh and Olafsdottir 2012), perception of social inequality in different societies and
opinions about social inequality predominating in the society (Rtckert 2008, Hadler
2007; Jacobs 2006; Delhey 2001;Mau 1997a, 1997b; Haller 1988), assessment of the
role of the state in the distribution of welfare (Niichter et al. 2010). Scientific works and
comparative empirical studies in foreign countries are carried out using international
databases (e.g., European Social Survey), Eurobarometer, European Value Survey,
International Social Survey Programme, etc.). Research in the field of social inequality is
conducted by various institutes of social research in Europe, e.g., Humboldt Centre for
Social and Political Research, Leibniz and GESIS (Germany), TARKI (Hungary), ESRI
(Ireland) and different university research centres. Lithuania, like other Eastern and
Central European countries, started participating in comparative studies and surveys of
opinion about welfare state and social inequality not long ago — in 2007 the first
representative population survey was carried out in thirteen Eastern and Central
European countries as part of EUREQUAL (Social Inequality and Why it Matters for the
Economic and Democratic Development of Europe and its Citizens: Post-Communist
Central and Eastern Europe in Comparative Perspective) project. The project was
financed with funds of the European Commission in implementing the Sixth Framework
Programme for Scientific Research and Technological Development. Project initiator —
Oxford University (Great Britain) and partners — universities and research centres from
13 Eastern and Central European countries (Belarus, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Estonia,
Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Moldova, Poland, Romania, Russia, Slovakia and Ukraine),
including Department of Sociology of Vilnius University. The present Dissertation was
prepared using data collected during this survey.

The purpose of the Dissertation is to analyse the factors affecting public opinion
about social inequality and to find out perceptions to social inequality existing in Eastern

and Central European countries.



The object of the Dissertation — public opinions about social inequality in Eastern
and Central European countries — Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Poland, Czech Republic
and Hungary.

The goals of the Dissertation:

= To define social inequality concepts and social inequality measurement
techniques on the basis of scientific literature analysis;

= To describe factors forming public perception of social inequality on the basis of
analysis of scientific literature and results of foreign empirical studies;

= To establish the factors affecting the assessment of the level of social inequality in
the country among the population of Eastern and Central Europe;

= To determine social inequality dimensions prevailing in Eastern and Central
European countries on the basis of assessment of life opportunities and opinions
about income;

= To perform empirical assessment of social inequality perception in Eastern and
Central European countries on the basis of quantitative and qualitative research

methods.

Thesis statements of the Dissertation:

= Political, economic and social developments during the transitional and EU
integration period affected the formation of opinions of people about social
inequality in Eastern and Central European countries. The assessment of
prevalence of social inequality in the native country is likely to be closely related
with the assessment of the national context (democracy, market economy,
corruption incidence, income differences, living conditons).

= Assessment of prevalence of social inequality is related with the individual
situation of a person and can be explained on the basis of individual interest —
assessment of prevalence of social inequality might be related with social position
of the individual.

= Social inequality is a multidimensional phenomenon and its dimensions are
differently manifested in various Eastern and Central European countries. Based

on assessment of life opportunities and approach to differences and redistribution
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of income different opinions about social inequality prevailing in the societies of

the Eastern and Central Europe can be established.

For the purpose of achieving the objective and tasks formulated in the Paper the
scientific literature was analysed with a view to defining the theoretical concept of social
inequality, disclosing techniques of measurement of social inequality in the society and
defining factors affecting public approach to social inequality. Review of research
carried out by other authors and organisations is used for the purpose of empirical
assessment of aspects of social inequality phenomenon in the current European context.
In order to achieve the objective and tasks formulated in the Paper the following
research methods are also used:

= Quantitative research — representative Eastern and Central Europe population
survey data analysis — facilitates in disclosing the attitudes to social inequality
prevailing in Eastern and Central European countries, i.e. factors and social
inequality dimensions predetermining such approach.

= (Qualitative research was used in order to supplement the results of the
quantitative research and disclose the linkage with the relevance of life
opportunities relying on life and work experience of migrants originating from

Eastern and Central Europe in the Western European welfare state (Germany).

Scientific novelty of the Paper

The scientific novelty of the Paper is represented through the identification of
trends in attitudes to social inequality predominating among the population of Eastern
and Central Europe (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech Republic and Hungary)
relying on theoretical assumptions and combining quantitative and qualitative research
techniques (representative Eastern and Central Europe population survey data analysis
and independently conducted qualitative research of migrants living in Germany). This
Paper also identifies factors affecting social inequality perception among population in
target Eastern and Central European countries. As mentioned above, the countries
selected for the research have not been extensively covered by surveys, in particular of

such type.
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This scientific Paper created preconditions for the formulation of
recommendations for social policy-makers and practitioners developing and
implementing social policy in Eastern and Central European countries. On the basis of
the views of the population the assessments of existing systems and implemented policy
measures can be identified. Factors identified through empirical research influencing
assessment of social inequality of the population and social inequality conception
predominating in the countries will contribute to more effective management of the

implementation of social policy decisions in practice.

Theoretical and practical value of the Paper
The theoretical value of the Dissertation lies in the performed theoretical and
comparative analysis of empirical data about perception of social inequality in Eastern
and Central European countries (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Hungary and Czech
Republic) which contributes to scientific discussions in this field and investigation of
factors affecting opinion of the population in Eastern and Central European countries.
Material and conclusions of the Dissertation supplement expert knowledge about
social inequality existing in Lithuania and other Eastern and Central European countries
and views prevailing in these societies.
The practical value of the Paper is related with the possibility to use practical
results of the Dissertation Paper:
= Dissertation material, performed analyses and generalisations may be used for the
improvement of social policies of Lithuania and other Eastern and Central European
countries, preparing strategic documents, concepts, etc. related with this subject.
= Dissertation material may be useful for empirical studies of social inequality and
social justice in the societies.
= Following the example of research carried out in the process of this Dissertation
analogous research may be carried out not only for other countries included in
EUREQUAL database (e.g., Russia, Ukraine, Moldova, as well as the new EU Member
states — Romania and Bulgaria), but also using other databases, thus extending the field
of perception about assessment of social inequality.
= Material of this Dissertation may be useful for academic community, in particular
for those who are interested in the subject of social inequality.
12



Structure of the Paper

The Dissertation consists of the introduction, four main parts, conclusions and the
list of literature. Annexes are enclosed at the end of the Paper.

The first part of the Paper deals with social inequality theories and conception and
discusses social inequality measurement techniques in the society. One of them is public
opinion surveys revealing the possibility to assess prevailing social inequality
conceptions and factors predetermining the particular conception in the society.

The second part is devoted to the analysis of factors shaping the perception of
social inequality. This part, based on analysis of results of foreign empirical research,
discloses micro and macro factors affecting public opinion about the welfare state, i.e.
the role of the state, distribution of income and perception of social inequality. This part
further analyses political, social and economic context of Eastern and Central European
countries, factors of formation of welfare states and types of welfare developed in
countries Eastern and Central Europe influencing public opinion.

Part three of the Paper introduces research methodology, used quantitative and
qualitative research techniques and discusses advantages and disadvantages of applied
techniques and problems faced in the process of research.

Part four is designated for the presentation, analysis and generalisation of the
results of performed research — it covers assessments of political, social and economic
context of Eastern and Central European countries, analysis of factors predetermining
perception of social inequality and prevailing dimensions of social inequality in the
countries covered by the survey. With the help of created regression models the
influence of factors on public opinion about the explored phenomenon is established and
using factor analysis social inequality dimensions prevailing in surveyed countries are
disclosed the relevance of linkage of which is revealed by experience of migrants from
Eastern and Central Europe. Obtained results of research allow formulating the social
inequality conception tendencies predominating in Eastern and Central European
countries.

At the end of the Paper formulated conclusions, the list of used sources of

literature and annexes are provided.
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MAIN RESULTS OF RESEARCH

Factors conducive to the assessment of social inequality in Eastern and Central
Europe

The results of ordered logistic regression models created for Eastern and Central
European countries reveal the factors that affect the level of social inequality in each
explored country. The values of calculated coefficients of determination (Nagelkerke R?)
show that variance of dependent variable explained in created models varies between
13% (Polish model) and 51% (Czech model), and in the general model of Eastern and
Central European countries it is 26% (Table 1).

Assessment of results of created models shows that in all explored countries (as
well as in the general model of Eastern and Central European countries) opinions about
social inequality are mostly affected by variables reflecting economic context of the
country and assessment of social inequality level and economic context are directly
linked. The results showed the probability that those who are of the opinion that
economic context of the country is poor see more social inequality in the society, and
those who are satisfied with the functioning of market economy and don’t see large
income differences or prevalence of corruption in the country — also see less social
inequality existing in the society. In general, quantitative assessment of social inequality
in all explored countries, excluding Latvia, is mostly affected by the assessment of
income differences in the state in the countries included in the survey, which is directly
linked with the assessment of the level of social inequality in the country — those who
think that large differences in income exist in the country are likely to see social
inequality of higher level existing in the country. In Latvia assessment of social
inequality is mostly affected by assessment of the level of corruption, i.e. those who
believe that the level of corruption in Latvia is high are likely to see more social
inequality in the country.

Social context reflected by the assessment of living conditions in many explored
countries (except for Czech Republic and Hungary) is also closely linked with measuring
the extent of social inequality in the society. It should be noted that assessment of living
conditions is a subjective variable, but still it can be expected that respondents assess
their living conditions comparing themselves with other members of society and this
assessment reflects the general level of subsistence. Results of the survey show that
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those who think that their living conditions are worse are likely to see social inequality

of higher level in the society.

Table 1. Factors affecting the assessment of the level of social inequality in Eastern and Central
Europe (estimates of ordered logistic regression)
Common

model of
Eastern

and
Central
European
countries

Income
differences
Prevalence of
Economic context | corruption
Functioning of
market - -512 | -234 - - =341 -
economy
Living -119 | -308 | -241 | -324 | -207 | - -
conditions
Political context | Democracy -.250 - - - -.212 - -.433
Political

Ideological — attitudes ~058 i i i i ~192 i
value-based views | Church
attendance
Age .013 - 012 .017 .014 - -
Education - - - - -.066 - 218
Social group
Social- [g2_r=0]
demographic Sex - - - - - - -
characteristics Partnership - - - - - - -
Work
experience - - - - - - -
abroad

.954 1.056 | .642 | 1.467 | .646 | 1.772 | 1.082

.555 507 | .657 .763 .363 .383 .858

Social context

R” Nagelkerke 26% 26% | 15% | 28% | 13% | 51% | 28%
N 5166 736 | 661 871 | 1189 | 814 895
Source: Eurequal data, calculations by the author

Political context of the country in the research was reflected through the opinions
about the functioning of democracy. Although this variable is relevant for the assessment
of social inequality only in two countries — Poland and Hungary, it is also significant in
the group of all surveyed Eastern and Central European countries. Political context of the

country has direct impact on quantitative assessments of social inequality — those whose
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assessment of democracy functioning in the country is lower are likely to see greater
inequality existing in the society, and, vice versa, those who are more satisfied with the
political environment of the country (in a given case — with the functioning of
democracy) will be of the opinion that there is less social inequality in the society.

In addition to the factors defining evaluation of macro situation in the country,
public opinion is also influenced by factors of the individual level. It was analysed
whether ideological — value-based views influence the opinions about social inequality in
Eastern and Central European countries. This aspect in the research was reflected
through two variables — attendance of church services connected with religion and
political views. Although religion (attendance of church services) in studies of foreign
scientists is identified as one of the criteria influencing public opinion (Oorschot 2002),
in the surveyed Eastern and Central European countries this factor has no influence on
the opinions about prevalence of social inequality in the country (in all models this
variable is statistically insignificant, p>0.05).

Political views are relevant for the quantitative assessment of social inequality
only in one country — Czech Republic, where leftists can be expected to see social
inequality of higher level existing in the country, while rightists will be of the opinion
that the level of social inequality is low in the country. Actually, the variable reflecting
political beliefs is also significant in the model created for all explored Eastern and
Central European countries, the results of which also show the existing probability that
rightists are apt to see social inequality of higher level in the country.

Speaking about social-demographic characteristics, only variables reflecting age,
education and social group (measured by self-attribution of respondents to a certain
occupation group — for the purposes of this data analysis two occupation groups — of
physical work and mental work — were used) are statistically significant in models of
certain countries and influence the assessment of prevalence of social inequality. It is
probable that elderly respondents in Latvia, Lithuania and Poland will claim that the
level of social inequality in the country is higher. Age variable is also statistically
significant and influences the assessment of social inequality in the model created for the
analysis of all Eastern and Central European countries. On the basis of obtained results it
can be assumed that elderly people are apt to see social inequality of higher level in the
society because people of older age are exposed to higher risks of experiencing social
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inequality — for instance, discrimination arising in the labour market on the grounds of
older age might result in lower income and at the same time — reduced access to certain
resources; for example, it is probable that reduction of income will impair living
conditions and opportunities to use cultural goods (e.g., visits to the theatre), etc.

Education level influences social inequality assessments of Poles and Hungarians.
Research of foreign scientists (Muuri 2010, Jaeger 2009, Gelissen 2000, Hasenfeld and
Rafferty 1989) has shown that individuals with higher education rate social welfare
policy of the state, distribution and social equality more positively. In case of our
research residents of Poland with higher educational background can be expected to see
social inequality of higher level in their country, while the result obtained in case of
Hungary is opposite — people with lower education are likely to see social inequality of
higher level existing in their country. Such opinion of Hungarians probably could be
explained on the basis of the principle of individual interest — less educated individuals
have fewer opportunities in the labour market, possibly earn lower income and might be
exposed to higher risk of social inequality. As age variable was relevant in the models of
only two countries the evidence for determining the influence of age on the assessment
of social inequality is insufficient.

The factor of attribution to a certain social class discussed in the theoretical part
should be treated as significant for views to social welfare state: based on experience of
research of foreign scientists, the lower social class is speaks in favour of social welfare
policy of the state more often (e.g., Muuri 2010, Svallfors 1997, Gelissen 2008). As far
as the effect of a social group for quantitative assessment of social inequality in Eastern
and Central European countries is concerned, this factor is important only in one country
— Czech Republic, where results of ordered logistic regression point to the probability
that individuals that belong to the lower social group (engaged in physical work) will
rate higher the level of social inequality in their country. According to Gelissen (2008),
Kluegel and Miyanuo (1995), Svallfors (1997), such opinion might exist because of
available limited individual resources that reduce opportunities of life resulting in, e.g.,
lower income, education or qualification and posing higher risk of unemployment. Given
that dependence to the social group is relevant for the assessment of social inequality
only in one country — Czech Republic, we cannot make any generalisations regarding all
explored Eastern and Central European countries, however, we can raise the question
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about the existing distribution of the society by social position, which can be answered
only on the basis of detailed research of social structure.

Summing up the obtained results of ordered logistic regression models we can
note that the quantitative assessment of social inequality in the society is mostly linked
with the assessment of the economic context of the country: respondents who as a rule
rate the economic context more positively see less social inequality in the country and,
vice versa, people who think that there are great differences in income, higher level of
corruption in the country and rate lower the existing market economy are likely to see
social inequality of higher level in the country. It should be noted that the factors
assessing income differences and prevalence of corruption are statistically significant in
the models of all explored countries, i.e., these factors influence quantitative assessment
of social inequality in all countries. Social context measured through the variable
measuring living conditions is also relevant for assessment of social inequality in the
great majority of target Eastern and Central European countries (excluding Czech
Republic and Hungary where this variable is statistically irrelevant).

It is not easy to make an unambiguous assessment of the impact of factors of
individual level on the rating of social inequality in Eastern and Central European
countries — Latvia, Lithuania and Poland, where individuals of older age see more social
inequality in the society; the factor of education — in two countries, i.e. Poland, where
more educated residents see social inequality of higher level, and in Hungary, where the
situation is opposite, i.e. social inequality of higher level is noted by less educated

residents.

Dimensions of social inequality in Eastern and Central European countries

Based on factors distinguished through factor analysis (applying the principle
components method) describing certain groups of opinions existing in the society we
identified dimensions of social inequality prevailing in all target Eastern and Central
European countries and in each country separately. Based on analysis of the factors that
are significant for life opportunities we can establish the risk of occurrence of social
inequality in the society.

Prevailing dimensions of social inequality distinguished in all Eastern and Central
European countries of the target group include ascriptivist, functionalistic, meritocratic,
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nepotistic, social origin and ethnic — religious identity dimensions, of which the
acsriptivist and functionalistic dimensions are most important (Figure 1.). The ascriptive
dimension means that characteristics defining the person and his social status, such as
the place or residence, gender, work in a private or public sector, age, work abroad, are
most important for the opportunities to achieve something in his life. It means that life
opportunities are very much dependent on the person’s place of residence (e.g., urban or
rural), gender — male or female, sector of employment (it can be assumed that the
person’s income, prestige and social position depend on his work in the respective
sector), older or younger age, whether the person works (worked) abroad. Considering
these aspects we can state that in the opinion of residents distinct manifestations of social
inequality reflecting this dimension in the societies of Eastern and Central Europe

include inequality related with gender as well as age and place of residence.
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Figure 1. The dimensions of social inequality in Eastern and Central European countries

The second social inequality dimension strongly present in Eastern and Central
Europe is closely linked with the functionalistic approach showing positive view
prevalent in Eastern and Central European countries towards existing income
differences, considering that they promote both individual and country’s welfare and as a

result the state has to interfere less in order to reduce income. Such opinion is supportive
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of (neo)liberal economic policy prevailing in the countries, however, such existing
approach should be assessed cautiously, in particular at the political level. On one hand,
considering high income differences existing in the countries (on the basis of both
statistical indicators of the countries and opinions of the population) and seeking to
reduce them it is necessary to devote greater attention to social cohesion minimising
gender and age inequalities and promote social and economic regional development in
Eastern and Central Europe.

Furthermore, the views characteristic of Eastern and Central Europe show, albeit
to a lesser extent, that life opportunities depend on individual efforts (in other words,
individuals are exposed to social inequality risk because they are insufficiently
ambitious, not industrious and lack requisite inner qualities) defined by meritocratic and
nepotistic (emphasising importance of social network) trends. Dimensions of social
inequality in the target group of countries are also linked with social origin (social status
of family — income (property) and education of parents) as well as ethnic — religious
identity, i.e. religious beliefs and ethnic group. Considering these dimensions of social
inequality distinguished in the society, in order to reduce social inequality in Eastern and
Central European countries, greater attention should be devoted to people from low-
income and problem families and social integration programmes for representatives of
ethnic (and religious) minorities should be implemented.

On the basis of factor analysis (applying the principal components method),
dimensions of social inequality were separately distinguished for the explored countries
— Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech Republic and Hungary. The main
dimensions prevailing in the Baltic and Visegrad countries are shown in Figure 2. Five
or six social inequality dimensions distinguished in the models of these countries explain
51-61% of the total dispersion.

In all explored countries, likewise in the general model of Eastern and Central
European Countries, the main existing social inequality dimension is ascriptive, which,
as already mentioned, means that life opportunities depend on certain characteristics of
the status of the individual — gender, age, place of residence, experience of work in
private or public sector or abroad (and sometimes also on religion and ethnic group). It

means that social inequality manifestations related with aspects of gender, age, place of
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residence and other aspects attributable to the ascriptive trend exist in the societies of all

explored countries.
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Figure 2. Dimensions of social inequality in Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland,

Hungary and Czech Republic
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Comparison of dimensions of social inequality that occupy the second position in
terms of relevance existing in the societies of Eastern and Central Europe revealed
slightly different results in each country. In Estonia, Lithuania and Czech Republic —
functionalistic, in Latvia — nepotistic, whereas in Poland and Hungary — social origin —
nepotistic dimensions are of high relevance (Figure 2).

Functionalistic dimension means that in Estonia, Lithuania and Czech Republic a
positive opinion about income differences prevails and people see their benefits both at
the individual and country level, and interference of the state in the reduction of income
differences is undesirable. Functionalistic dimension, albeit not one of the most
Important dimensions, is also observed in Latvia, Poland and Hungary where nepotistic
(Latvia) and social origin — nepotistic (Poland and Hungary) dimensions of social
inequality are more distinct. This dimension shows that in these countries life
opportunities are considered to be closely dependent on the circle of acquaintances,
whereas in Poland and Hungary this position is enhanced by the social position of
parents — their income (property) and education. Thus, these societies believe that
acquaintances and good social position of parents can help to achieve the goals of life,
while absence of these factors (e.g., no influential acquaintances or inferior social
position of parents (low education and income) are conducive to the formation of social
inequality. Influence of social links on life opportunities is also observed in other
explored countries; however, this dimension is not among the most important
dimensions.

Relevance of the meritocratic trend defined by inner qualities, hard work and
ambitions seeking the goals of life in the societies covered by the research is also
different. This dimension emphasising individual attempts to achieve the goals of life is
more notable in Hungary and Czech Republic (third of six distinguished dimensions),
meanwhile in Lithuania and Poland it is the last from among the prevalent dimensions.

The results also revealed different impact of ethnic group and religion on life
opportunities. In case of Estonia and Latvia by means of factor analysis these aspects
were attributed to the ascriptive dimension, whereas in case of Lithuania, Poland,
Hungary and Czech Republic — they were distinguished as a separate factor constituting
the dimension of ethnic — religious identity. Based on these results it can be assumed that
there are inequalities related with ethnic group and religion in the countries.
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Although the functionalistic dimension emphasising the benefits and need for
income differences is one of predominating dimensions in many explored countries, in
some countries, however, the manifestations of egalitarian approach — the need for
income redistribution in order to reduce income differences — are also observed. In case
of Hungary the egalitarian approach, although not very predominant among the
country’s population (the last one among dimensions distinguished during the factor
analysis), defines the importance of the role of the state in redistribution of income and
the need for such distribution. In Estonia and Latvia in addition to income equalisation
this dimension captures social position of parents — their income and education. It should
be considered that the “start” for life can be ensured not only by family support, but also

by guarantees created by the state for certain (minimum) income.

CONCLUSIONS

This Paper disclosed factors predetermining the views to social inequality of the
population of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech Republic and Hungary and
social inequality conceptions prevailing in Eastern and Central European countries.
Based on experience of research carried out by foreign scientists, the factors influencing
the views were classified into the factors of the national (macro) and individual (micro)
level. The individual level is linked with the principle of individual interest, individual
qualities (social — demographic characteristics) and value-based and ideological views.
The national level is related with macroeconomic conditions of the country, institutional
structure of the welfare state, historical, social — economic and political context of the
country. Public opinion about the functioning of democracy and market economy,
income differences existing in the country, corruption or their living conditions are the
factors influenced by national (macro) environment reflecting the opinion of residents of
Eastern and Central Europe about the context of the country. Conducted empirical
research is based on analysis of data of EUREQUAL quantitative population survey and
qualitative survey of migrants from Eastern and Central Europe (semi-structured
interviews). The results of analyses allow concluding that the thesis statements were
confirmed partly and summing up the Dissertation Paper the following conclusions can

be drawn:
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Social inequality — phenomenon existing in each society which can be analysed
on the basis of different stratification theories which emphasise different aspects
of social inequality, or using sociological approach to explore how the society
understands the social order and social relations in the society. This Paper relies
upon S. Hradil’s definition of social inequality, which is linked with life
opportunities and defined as permanent, structured and limited possibility to use
society’s “valuable goods” (resources) and restricted access to social position
related with unequal power or influence and long-term restrictions of life
opportunities arising from it. In general, social inequality embraces inequality in
terms of income, welfare, health, housing, education, labour market and different
welfare status, skills and know-how pertaining to these spheres. This “set” of
inequalities constitutes the structure of advantages and disadvantages in life
opportunities and outcomes of individuals and their families.
Social inequality is measured in two aspects. Firstly, actual social inequality
(existing differences in the distribution of resources in the society), which is
usually expressed by different economic measures and indices; secondly,
perceived inequality, which is based on public opinion about social inequality
existing in the country. Measurement of perceived inequality enables to assess
social differentiation existing in the country, population behaviour and public
opinion about social inequality.
Negatively assessed political, economic and social context of countries can be
linked with the experience of political, economic and social changes of Eastern
and Central European population of the transitional period, EU accession and the
first year of EU membership as well as with the current situation in these
countries. The research results have shown that Estonian residents are most
satisfied with the political context of the country, while Hungary’s population is
especially noted for negative assessment of both political and economic context.
Meanwhile the major part of Eastern and Central European population identifies
excessive social inequality in their native societies, in particular in Hungary,
Lithuania and Latvia.
Based on results of created regression models used to measure the impact of
different factors on the assessment of social inequality we can conclude that in the
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explored Eastern and Central European countries (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Poland, Czech Republic and Hungary) assessment of macro context is closely
linked with the assessment of the level of social inequality in the country — the
better is the assessment of the general context of the country, the less social
inequality is observed. Whilst the general model of Eastern and Central European
countries revealed the impact of economic, social and political context on the
assessment of social inequality, however the results of individual countries show
that the assessment of social inequality is mostly linked with the assessment of
economic (in all six countries) as well as social (Baltic States and Poland) context,
whereas the impact of assessment of political context on the assessment of social
inequality is observed only in two countries (Poland and Hungary).

The impact of factors reflecting individual level on the assessment of the level of
social inequality in Eastern and Central European countries is fragmented.
Estonia’s assessment of social inequality is influenced only by rating of economic
and social context. Ideological and value-based views of the population in Eastern
and Central Europe are insignificant for the assessment of social inequality, and
relevance of ideological views was noted only in case of one country — Czech
Republic, where people with more leftist views as a rule see social inequality of
higher level. Impact of social — demographic characteristics on social inequality
assessment is minor — only age, education and social group are relevant for
opinions about social inequality, but the effects of these factors are manifested in
different countries: older residents of Latvia, Lithuania and Poland usually see
more social inequality in the society; the factor of education is relevant in Poland
and Hungary, but its impact in the countries is different — in Poland social
inequality of higher level is identified by people with higher education level and
in Hungary — with lower education level; the factor of social group is relevant for
the assessment of social inequality only in Czech Republic, where more people
from lower social group (physical labour) are of the opinion that the level of
social inequality in the country is higher. Thus, the disclosed impact of individual
social — demographic characteristics does not yet create preconditions for the
formulation of certain tendencies or conclusions. The results of the general model
of Eastern and Central European countries alone allow assuming that social
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inequality of higher level identified by elderly people can be linked with the
individual interest and personal experience as well as higher risk of social
inequality.
Assessments of life opportunities and views to differences in income and their
redistribution facilitated in distinguishing the following approaches defining
social inequality dimensions in Eastern and Central European countries:
ascriptive, functionalistic, meritocratic, nepotistic, social origin and ethnic —
religious identity and egalitarian. Social inequality conception predominating in
all explored Eastern and Central European societies is related with ascriptive
approach, which means that social inequality arises through conditions in which
individual characteristics of persons (e.g., age, gender, place of residence, etc.) are
significant for life opportunities.
Differences of prevailing social inequality dimensions in societies of Eastern and
Central European countries are revealed through the analysis of the second social
inequality dimension. However, in general the ascriptive approach is the main and
prevailing approach in all explored countries.
The ascriptive approach is the principal approach in the analysed Eastern and
Central European countries, albeit opinions about social inequality prevailing in
different Eastern and Central European countries are also different with the
functionalistic approach predominating in Estonia, Lithuania and Czech Republic,
nepotistic — in Latvia and mixed dimension defining social origin — nepotistic
approach — in Poland and Hungary.
The functionalistic approach predominating in Estonia, Lithuania and Czech
Republic reveals positive opinions existing in these societies with regard to
income differences that are necessary for the welfare of the country and
individual. Nevertheless, this prevailing approach should be interpreted with
particular care when formulating and implementing social policy, because public
opinions and statistical indicators testify to large differences in income and high
level of social inequality existing in target countries. Accordingly, political
decisions elated with the need to reduce social inequality should be more focused
on the increase of opportunities (in particular for risk groups) rather than on the
reduction of income differences through social benefits.
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Nepotistic approach predominating in Latvia and mixed dimension defining social
origin — nepotistic approach — in Poland and Hungary reveals that existence of
social inequality in these countries is associated with lack of necessary social
links and family position. We can assume that social policy measures related with
reduction of social inequality in the reference countries should be targeted
towards building of the family’s institute through financial as well social
measures, paying special attention to children and youth from families at social
risk and with fewer opportunities.

To sum up, we can conclude that with a view to diminishing social inequality in
Eastern and Central Europe the principle of equal opportunities must be
guaranteed from the very outset of socialisation — devoting greater attention to the
development of competences through formal and non-formal education, as well as
to the enhancement of family institute. Secondly, social policy measures should
be aimed at minimising inequalities related with gender, age and ethnic group

alongside greater focus on regional development.
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REZIUME

Socialiné nelygybé — kiekvieno istorinio laikotarpio bei kiekvienos visuomenés
dalis. Socialiné nelygybé — plati ir daugiamaté sgvoka, kurig apibrézdami jvairtis autoriai
akcentuoja skirtingus Sio reiSkinio aspektus — netolygy resursy pasiskirstyma
visuomenéje, socialinés padéties skirtumus, skirtingg galiy santykj. Apjungdami visus
socialing nelygybe atspindinCius aspektus, socialing nelygybe galétume apibrézti kaip
ilgalaike, struktiruota ribota galimybe naudotis resursais bei ribota prieigg prie
socialinés pozicijos, susijusios su nelygia galia arba jtaka, bei dél to atsiradus;j ilgalaikj
gyvenimo galimybiy apribojimg (arba atvirk$c¢iai, del ilgalaikés ir struktiruotos prieigos
prie tam tikry resursy (gérybiy) ir su galia ir jtaka susijusios socialinés pozicijos, atsirade
nuolatiniai gyvenimo galimybiy privalumai) (Kreckel 2004: 17; Rdossel 2009: 37-52;
Mau ir Verwiebe 2009: 176-178; Hradil 1987: 128). Socialiné nelygybé sociologiniu
poziliriu — visuomengje egzistuojancios socialinés tvarkos, kaip socialiai neteisingos,
suvokimas, tai yra, visuomenéje vyraujantis poziliris ] resursy paskirstyma, socialiniy
padéciy bei egzistuojanciy galiy santykiy skirtumus. Apibendrinant, socialing nelygybe
galime suvokti kaip jvairiy nelygybiy ,.komplektg®, apimantj pajamy nelygybg, gerovés
nelygybe, nelygybe darbo rinkoje (segmentuojant pagal lytj, etning grupe ir kt.), geroveés
statusa, turimus jgidzius ir zinias, sveikatos nelygybe, biisto nelygybe (Eurequal 2007).

Socialinés nelygybés tyrimai dazniausiai remiasi socialinés struktiiros analize ir
jais siekiama atsakyti, kodél visuomenéje egzistuoja sisteminiai socialiniy grupiy
skirtumai (pavyzdziui, valdzios, materialiniy vertybiy, teisiy, pareigy, privilegijy,
prestizo), ar Sie skirtumai lemia (gali lemti) socialinés nelygybés formavimasi tiriamoje
visuomengje ir kod¢l skirtumus lemiantys veiksniai toje visuomenéje egzistuoja. Ivairiis
mokslininkai socialinés nelygybés reiSkinj tiria remdamiesi skirtingais poziiiriais:
funkcionalistai grindzia stratifikacijos, ir tuo paciu socialinés nelygybés, egzistavimo
poreikj visuomeneéje, pabrézdami skirtingus asmens gabumus ir pastangas (pavyzdziui,
E. Durkheimas, T. Parsonsas, J., H. Goldthorrpe‘as, K. Hope‘as, Davis ir Moore‘as,
Mayntzas, Solga ir kiti); marksistai ir neomarksistai stratifikacija visuomenéje aiskina
remdamiesi ekonominiu pagrindu, tai yra, skirtingg galig turin¢iy klasiy ir kapitalo
egzistavimu ir klasiy kova visuomené¢je (pavyzdziui, K. Marxas ir F. Engelsas, E.O.
Wrightas, P.Bourdieu); remiantis Weberio poziiiriu, jtraukiamos ne tik klasiy
egzistavimo ekonominés salygos, bet ir kultiros, vertybiy, politikos ir gyvensenos
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supratimas (M. Weberis, R. Kreckelis, F.Parkinas, J.H. Goldhorpe‘as ir kiti autoriai)
(Nesbit 2006). Socialinés nelygybés fenomenas taip pat nagrinéjamas pasitelkiant
socialinés aplinkos, gyvenimo padéties ir biido koncepcijas (pavyzdziui, S.Hradilas,
M. Vesteris) bei gyvenimo kelio teorijas (pavyzdziui, M.Kohli, K.L.Mayeris, W.Miilleris,
H.Kriigeris) (Solga et. al. 2009).

Socialing nelygybe taip pat galima tyrinéti pasitelkiant visuomenés nuomong, tai
yra, kaip visuomen¢ suvokia, joje vykstanius procesus interpretuoja ir vertina
visuomenés nariai. Visuomenés savybes, tokios kaip klasiy struktira ar galiy
pasiskirstymas, veikia ir individualy lygmenj — ne tik sukuriant skirtingas gyvenimo
galimybes, bet ir suformuojant skirtingas socialiniy salygy interpretacijas. Teisingumo,
esamo ir teisingo atlygio paskirstymo, galios ir nelygybés suvokimas — tai praeityje
vykusiy ir esamy galiy kovos rezultatas (Svallfors 1993b: 87). Empiriniuose tyrimuose
keliamas klausimas, kaip individai suvokia ir paaiskina visuomenéje egzistuojancia
socialine nelygybe — ar paskirstymas rinkoje teisingas, suvokiamas kaip apdovanojimas
uz jégas ir talenta; ar neteisingas ir vertinamas kaip iSnaudojimo ir priespaudos
rezultatas. Siais socialiniais tyrimais sickiama rasti atsakyma, kaip visuomenés poziiris j
tiriamg reiskinj skiriasi skirtingose visuomenés grupése ar skirtingose Salyse. Socialinés
nelygybés suvokimg ir vertinimg visuomengje tyrinéjantys mokslininkai (pavyzdZziui,
Svallfors 1993a, 1993b: Arts ir Gelissen 2001; Gelissen 2008, 2000; Blekesaune ir
Quadagno 2003; Blekesaune 2007; Breznau 2010, Dallinger 2010; Jaeger 2006a, 2006b,
2009; Jacoby 2006; Jakobsen 2011 ir kiti) ieSko paaisSkinimy, kokie veiksniai turi jtakos
visuomenés nuomonei apie socialing nelygybe, valstybés vaidmenj perskirstant resursus
ir valstybés atsakomybe socialiniy riziky atvejais. Siuos visuomenés nuomonei jtaka
darancius veiksnius galime skirtyti j du lygmenis: individualy, kuomet nuomong apie
socialing nelygybe lemia asmeninis (angl. self-interest) interesas, pagrjstas nauda, ir
individo padétis visuomengje, kuri apibiidinama pasitelkus socialines ir demografines
charakteristikas, taip pat individo vertybes bei politinius ir ideologinius jsitikinimus.
Makro lygmens veiksniams galima priskirti kolektyvinj interesa, Salies socialinj,
ekonominj ir politinj konteksta ir gerovés valstybés rezimus. Taigi, visuomenés
nuomoneés tyrimy pagalba galima suvokti, kaip Salies gyventojai vertina socialing
nelygybe, koks jos pobudis (ir palyginti keliy valstybiy rezultatus), o Salyje vykdomai
socialinei politikai Siy tyrimy rezultatai tampa svarbiis, kuomet gyventojai mato
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ypatingai didele socialing nelygybe ir tai sieja su rinkos ir demokratiniy institucijy
veikimu Salyje. Kitaip tariant, faktiSkai egzistuojanti socialin¢ nelygybé gali biiti maZiau
svarbi rinkai ir demokratijai, nei gyventojy vertinimas, kad nelygybé Salyje yra pernelyg
didele, o uz tai atsakingos rinkos ir demokratinés institucijos (Loveless ir Whitefield
2011).

Siame disertaciniame darbe nagrin¢jamas Ryty ir Vidurio Europos $aliy — Estijos,
Latvijos, Lietuvos, Lenkijos, Cekijos ir Vengrijos — gyventojy poziiiris j socialine
nelygybe. Pasirinktos Salys suformuoja dvi grupes — tai Baltijos Salys ir ViSegrado
grupés Salys (iSskyrus Slovakija, kurios tarp tiriamy Saliy nebuvo). Tiriamos Salys
priskiriamos pokomunistiniy Saliy grupei, i$siskirian¢ia tam tikrais panasumais. 1989 m.,
Zlugus komunizmui ir Salims iSsivadavus i§ ilgametés socialistinés — komunistinés
priespaudos, Ryty ir Vidurio Europos valstybés susidiiré su daugeliu politiniy,
ekonominiy ir socialiniy reformy. Ryty ir Vidurio Europos gyventojai iSgyveno
transformacijos laikotarpj — Sistemy kaitg, Vakary Europos Saliy pavyzdziu buvo
kuriamos gerovés valstybés — socialinés apsaugos institucinés ir organizacinés
strukttiros, pasizymincios socialiniy iSlaidy augimu ir vieSojo sektoriaus vaidmens
socialingje ir ekonominéje visuomeniy struktiiroje plétra. Veliau seké integracija ir
jstojimas ] Europos Sajungg (toliau — ES) 2004 metais, salygojes dideles teisines,
ekonomines, socialines ir kitas reformas Salyse narése.

Dabartiniu metu naujosios ES Salys patiria didele ES politikos priemoniy jtaka
valstybiy — nariy vykdomoms politikoms, politiniams procesams ir institucijoms bei yra
priverstos spresti visoms Europos Salims bendrus globalizacijos, darbo rinkos kaitos,
vertus, Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salys yra skirtingos istorine praeitimi, savitos kultiira,
kaimyniniy Saliy jtaka, Salyse skirtingai veikia demokratija, jos skiriasi ir socialiniais ir
ekonominiais plétros rodikliais. Galime kelti prielaidg, kad minéti veiksniai taip pat
tur¢jo jtakos Ryty ir Vidurio Europos gyventojy poziiiriy formavimuisi ir skirtingam

socialinés nelygybés suvokimui.
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Disertacijos tema Lietuvoje ir uZsienyje atlikti tyrimai

Siuolaikinéje sociologijoje socialinés nelygybés reiskinys tiriamas ne tik
pasitelkiant klasikines stratifikacijos teorijas, bet ir vertinant globalizacijos jtaka
tradicinei visuomenés struktiiros kaitai, socialinés nelygybés kaita europeizacijos ir
globalizacijos kontekste, taip pat — socialinés nelygybés vertinimg ir sampratg
Stuolaikinése visuomenése. Lietuvoje socialinés nelygybés reiSkinys daZniausiai
analizuojamas visuomeneés struktiiros arba socialinés politikos analizés kontekste,
nagrin¢jami atskiri socialinés nelygybés kaip fenomeno aspektai. Lietuvoje jvairiais
socialinio teisingumo ir socialinés nelygybés klausimy aspektais domisi ir socialinius
tyrimus atlieka sociologijos, socialinio darbo, ekonomikos ir politologijos sri¢iy
mokslininkai: pavyzdziui, pajamy nelygybe tyrinéja D.Skucien¢ (2008), Lazutka (2003),
R. Lazutka ir A.Povilitinas (2009); socialing nelygybe, socialing atskirti, socialing
itrauktj, skurda — A.Guogis (2004), M. Taljunait¢ (2004), Brazien¢ ir Gudinskiené
(2004), A. Povilitinas (2007), R.Lazutka (2007a, 2007b); socialinius pokycius ir gerove
visuomenéje — D. Skuciené (2010), A. Dobryninas, B. Gruzevskis, V. Gaidys, A.
Povilitinas, M.P. Saulauskas, V. Skapcevidius (2000), R.Lazutka ir V.Ivaskaité-
Tamosiiné (2009), B. Gruzevskis ir A. Guogis (2010), Butkevicien¢ (2012),
Morkevicius ir Norkus (2012) ir kiti. Nors visuomenés nuomonges tyrimai Lietuvoje
atlickami per dvideSimt nepriklausomybés mety (Gaidys 2009), tadiau gyventojy
pozilris ] geroveés valstybés vaidmeni, joje vykstancius procesus ir socialing nelygybe
dar yra ganétinai nauja moksliniy tyrinéjimy sritis (Butkevi¢ien¢ 2012; Tonkunaité
2011), pirma, dé¢l riboty valstybés skiriamy 1¢8y ir akademiniy institucijy iStekliy tokio
pobiidzio tyrimams (Morkevic¢ius ir Norkus 2012: 30), antra, Lietuva, kaip ir kai kurios
kitos Ryty ir Vidurio Europos valstybés, palyginti neseniai émé dalyvauti Europos
socialinio tyrimo, Tarptautinés socialinio tyrimo programos ir kitose tarptautiniu mastu
vykdomose apklausose (Morkevicius ir Norkus 2012: 38; ISSP internetiné svetainé, ESS
internetiné svetain¢). Labiausiai domimasi politiky reitingu, pilieciy, kaip rinkéjy,
elgesiu, tirlamas pasitikéjimas valstybés institucijomis ar projekty jgyvendinimo
efektyvumu (Gaidys 2009). Rinkéjy politines nuostatas tyrinéja R. Ziliukaité ir A.
Ramonaité (Ziliukaité 2010; Ziliukaité ir Ramonaité 2009; Ramonaité ir Ziliukaité 2009;

Ramonaité 2010). Socialinémis politinémis vertybémis, vertybiy kaita visuomenéje
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domisi R.Ziliukaité (2008, 2007a, 2007b), A.Ramonaité tiria pozitrj demokratija, gerove
(Ramonaite 2005).

Tuo tarpu Vakary Europoje ir JAV poziiirio | socialing nelygybe tyrimai yra
iSplétoti ir apima jvairius reiSkinio aspektus, pavyzdzZiui, tiriama tiek individualiy
savybiy (socialiniy — demografiniy charakteristiky) jtaka socialinés nelygybés vertinimui
(pavyzdZiui, Muuri 2010; Jaeger 2009; Gelissen 2000; Blekesaune ir Quadagno 2003;
Sihvo ir Uusitalo 1995; Svallfors 1995, 1996 ir kt.), tiek gerovés rezimy jtaka valstybés
vaidmens ir atsakomybés socialinéje srityje vertinimui (Esping-Andersen 1990; Svallfors
1997; Larsen 2008; Jakobsen 2011; Arts ir Gelissen 2001 ir Kkiti), taip pat — kiek
visuomené toleruoja egzistuojancia socialing nelygybe (Sachweh ir Olafsdottir 2012),
kaip skirtingose visuomenése suvokiama socialiné nelygybé ir kokie poZiiiriai j socialing
nelygyb¢ dominuoja visuomenéje (Ruckert 2008, Hadler 2007; Jacobs 2006; Delhey
2001;Mau 1997a, 1997b; Haller 1988), kaip vertinamas valstybés vaidmuo paskirstant
gerove (Nuchter et al. 2010). Uzsienio Saliy moksliniai darbai ir lyginamieji empiriniai
tyrimai atlieckami remiantis tarptautinémis duomeny bazémis (pavyzdZiui, Europos
Socialiniu tyrimu, Eurobarometru, Europos vertybiy tyrimu, Tarptautine socialiniy
tyrimy programa ir kita). Socialinés nelygybés srityje tyrimus atlieka jvairiis socialiniy
tyrimy institutai Europoje, pavyzdziui, Humboldt Center for Social and Political
Research, Leibniz ir GESIS (Vokietija), TARKI (Vengrija), ESRI (Airija) bei jvairis
universitety moksliniy tyrimy centrai. Lietuva, kaip ir kitomis Ryty ir Vidurio Europos
Salimis, palyginamuosiuose, pozilrio j gerovés valstybe, socialing nelygybe, tyrimuose,
imta dométis palyginti neseniai — 2007-aisiais metais atlikta pirmoji, trylika Ryty ir
Vidurio Europos S$aliy apimanti reprezentatyvi gyventojy apklausa, kuri atlikta
EUREQUAL (,, Social Inequality and Why it Matters for the Economic and Democratic
Development of Europe and its Citizens: Post-Communist Central and Eastern Europe
in Comparative Perspective*) projekto vykdymo metu. Projektas finansuotas Europos
Komisijos 1€Somis, jgyvendinant ES 6-3j3 réming bendraja moksliniy tyrimy programa.
Projekto iniciatorius — Oksfordo Universitetas (Didzioji Britanija) ir partneriai — 13 Ryty
ir Vidurio Europos $aliy (Baltarusijos, Bulgarijos, Cekijos, Estijos, Vengrijos, Latvijos,

Lietuvos, Moldovos, Lenkijos, Rumunijos, Rusijos, Slovakijos ir Ukrainos) universitety
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ir moksliniy tyrimo centry, tarp ju — ir Vilniaus Universiteto Sociologijos katedra. Sio
tyrimo metu surinkti duomenys buvo naudojami rengiant §j disertacinj darba.

Darbo tikslas — istirti, kokie veiksniai turi jtakos gyventojy nuomonei vertinant
socialing nelygybe ir nustatyti Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse egzistuojancius poziiirius |
socialing nelygybe.

Darbo objektas — Ryty ir Vidurio Europos $aliy — Lietuvos, Latvijos, Estijos,
Lenkijos, Cekijos, Vengrijos — gyventojy nuomongs apie socialing nelygybe.

Darbo uZdaviniai:

1. Remiantis mokslinés literatiiros analize apibrézti socialinés nelygybés sampratas
ir socialinés nelygybés matavimo visuomen¢je biidus;

2. Remiantis mokslinés literatiros ir uzsienio S$aliy empiriniy tyrimy rezultaty
analize apibiidinti socialinés nelygybés suvokimg visuomenéje formuojancius
veiksnius;

3. Nustatyti, kokie veiksniai Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy gyventojy tarpe turi
itakos socialinés nelygybés lygio Salyje vertinimui;

4. Remiantis gyvenimo galimybiy ir pozilriy ] pajamy skirtumus vertinimu,
nustatyti, kokios socialinés nelygybés dimensijos vyrauja Ryty ir Vidurio Europos
valstybése;

5. Atlikti socialinés nelygybés suvokimo Vidurio ir Ryty Europos valstybése

empirinj jvertinimg, remiantis kiekybiniais ir kokybiniais tyrimo metodais.

Disertacijoje ginami teiginiai:

1. Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse pereinamuoju ir integracijos 1 ES laikotarpiu vyke
politiniai, ekonominiai ir socialiniai pokyc¢iai turéjo jtakos gyventojy poziiiriy
apie socialing nelygybe formavimuisi. Tikétina, kad socialinés nelygybés masto
Salyje vertinimas yra glaudziai susijes su bendruoju Salies konteksto
(demokratijos, rinkos ekonomikos, pajamy skirtumy, korupcijos paplitimo,
gyvenimo salygy) vertinimu.

2. Socialinés nelygybés paplitimo vertinimas yra susij¢s su individualia asmens
situacija ir gali biti paaiSkinamas remiantis individualiu interesu — manytina, kad
socialinés nelygybés paplitimo vertinimas yra susijes su asmens socialine
padétimi.
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3. Socialiné nelygybé — daugiamatis reiskinys, kurio dimensijos skirtingai reiskiasi
jvairiose Ryty ir Vidurio Europos visuomenése. Remiantis gyvenimo galimybiy ir
pozilrio ] pajamy skirtumus ir perskirstyma, vertinimu, galima nustatyti Ryty ir

Vidurio Europos visuomenése vyraujancius pozitrius ] socialing nelygybe.

Siekiant jgyvendinti darbe 1Skeltg tikslg ir uzdavinius, atlikta mokslinés literattiros
analiz¢, siekiant apibréZti teoring socialinés nelygybés samprata, atskleisti socialinés
nelygybés visuomenéje matavimo biidus bei apibrézti veiksnius, turinius jtakos
gyventojy pozilriui | socialing nelygybe visuomen¢je. Kity autoriy ir organizacijy tyrimy
apzvalga pasitelkiama siekiant empiriSkai jvertinti socialinés nelygybés reiskinio
aspektus Siy dieny Europos kontekste. Siekiant jgyvendinti darbe iSkeltg tikslg ir
uzdavinius, taip pat taikomi Sie tyrimo metodai:

= Kiekybinis tyrimas — reprezentatyvios Ryty ir Vidurio Europos gyventojy
apklausos duomeny analize — leidZia atskleisti Ryty ir Vidurio Europos valstybése
vyraujant] poziiir] ] socialing nelygybe, tai yra, §j poziiirj lemiancius veiksnius ir
socialinés nelygybés dimensijas.

= Kokybinis tyrimas pasitelktas siekiant papildyti kKiekybinio tyrimo rezultatus ir
labiau atskleisti galimybiy gyvenime svarbg, remiantis migranty, kilusiy i§ Ryty ir

Vidurio Europos, gyvenimo ir darbo Vakary Europos gerovés valstybéje

(\Vokietijoje) patirtimi.

Mokslinis darbo naujumas

Mokslinis darbo naujumas pasireiskia tuo, kad remiantis teorinémis prielaidomis
ir derinant kiekybinius ir kokybinius tyrimo metodus (reprezentatyvios gyventojy
apklausos Ryty ir Vidurio Europos valstybése duomeny analize bei savarankiSkai atliktu
kokybiniu migranty, gyvenanciy Vokietijoje, tyrimu), iSskirti pozifiriai j socialing
nelygybe, dominuojantys Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy (Estijos, Latvijos, Lietuvos,
Lenkijos, Cekijos ir Vengrijos) visuomenése. Siame darbe taip pat identifikuojami
veiksniai, turintys jtakos gyventojy socialinés nelygybés lygmens suvokimui tikslinése
Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse. Kaip minéta, pasirinktos tyrimui Salys dar yra mazai

tyrinétos, ir ypac, atliekant tokio pobiidzio tyrimus.
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Sis mokslinis darbas sudaro prielaidas suformuluoti rekomendacijas socialinés
politikos formuotojams ir praktikams, kuriantiems ir jgyvendinantiems socialin¢ politikg
Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse. Remiantis gyventojy pozitriu, galima jzvelgti
egzistuojanciy sistemy ir jgyvendinamy politikos priemoniy vertinimus. Empiriniu
tyrimu identifikuoti veiksniai, darantys jtakg gyventojy socialinés nelygybés vertinimui
bei Salyse dominuojantys poziiiriai ] socialing nelygybe, sudarys galimybes efektyviau

valdyti socialinés politikos sprendimy diegimg praktikoje.

Teoriné ir praktiné darbo reikSmé

Disertacijos teoriné reikSmeé pasireiSkia tuo, kad atlikta teoriné ir lyginamoji
empiriniy duomeny analiz¢ apie socialinés nelygybeés suvokimg Ryty ir Vidurio Europos
salyse (Estijoje, Latvijoje, Lietuvoje, Lenkijoje, Lenkijoje, Vengrijoje ir Cekijoje) leidzia
papildyti Sios srities mokslines diskusijas ir tyrin¢jimus apie Ryty ir Vidurio Europos
gyventojy nuomonei jtakg daranc¢ius veiksnius.

Disertacijos medziaga ir iSvados papildo ekspertines zinias apie Lietuvoje ir
kitose Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse egzistuojan¢ig socialing nelygybe ir Siose
visuomenése vyraujancius pozilrius.

Darbo praktiné reikSmé sietina su praktiniu disertacinio darbo rezultaty
panaudojimo galimybe:

= Disertacijos medziaga, atliktos analizés ir apibendrinimai gali biiti panaudoti

tobulinant Lietuvos bei kity Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy socialines politikas,
rengiant su tema susijusius strateginius dokumentus, koncepcijas ir Kita.

» Disertacijos medziaga gali buti naudinga atlickant empirinius tyrimus

socialinés nelygybés ir socialinio teisingumo sampratos visuomenése tyrimus.
= Sios disertacijos metu atlikto tyrimo pavyzdziu gali bati atlikti analogiski
tyrimai tiek kitoms EUREQUAL duomeny baze¢je jtrauktoms Salims
(pavyzdziui, tick Rusijai, Ukrainai, Moldovai ar Ukrainai, tiek naujosioms ES
Salims Rumunijai ir Bulgarijai), tiek panaudojant kitas tyrimy duomeny bazes,
tokiu biidu iSple€iant suvokimo apie socialinés nelygybés vertinima lauka.
= Sios disertacijos medziaga gali biiti naudinga akademinei bendruomenei, ypaé

besidominciais socialinés nelygybés tematika.
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Darbo struktiira

Disertacijos struktiirg sudaro jvadas, keturios pagrindinés dalys, iSvados ir
literatiiros sgrasas. Darbo pabaigoje pateikiami priedai.

Pirmoje darbo dalyje nagrinéjamos socialinés nelygybés teorijos ir samprata bei
aptariami socialinés nelygybés matavimo visuomenéje biidai. Vienas jy — visuomenes
nuomones tyrimai, atkleidZiantis galimybe jvertinti vyraujancias socialinés nelygybés
sampratas ir veiksnius, turin¢ius jtakos pozitiriui j socialing nelygybe.

Antroji darbo dalis skirta socialinés nelygybés suvokimg formuojanciy veiksniy
analizei. Sioje dalyje, remiantis uZsienio Salyse atlikty empiriniy tyrimy rezultaty
analize, atskleidZziami mikro ir makro veiksniai, turintys jtakos gyventojy nuomonei
vertinant geroves valstybe, tai yra, valstybés vaidmenj, pajamy paskirstyma, socialinés
nelygybés suvokima. Sioje dalyje taip pat analizuojamas visuomenés nuomonei jtakos
turintis tiriamy Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy politinis, socialinis ir ekonominis
kontekstas, gerovés valstybiy formavimosi veiksniai ir gerovés tipai, iSsivyste Ryty ir
Vidurio Europos Salyse.

TreCiojoje darbo dalyje pristatoma tyrimo metodika, naudoti kiekybiniai ir
kokybiniai tyrimo metodai, aptariami taikyty metody privalumai ir trikumai bei
problemos, su kuriomis susidurta tyrimo metu.

Ketvirtoji darbo dalis skirta atlikty tyrimy rezultaty pristatymui, analizei ir
apibendrinimui — ¢ia pateikiami Ryty ir Vidurio Europos gyventojy bendros Salies —
politinés, ekonominés ir socialinés — situacijos vertinimai, regresijos modeliy pagalba
nustatyty socialinés nelygybés paplitimo suvokimui jtakos turin¢iy veiksniy analizé bei
faktorinés analizés ir migranty 1§ Ryty ir Vidurio Europos patirties analizés pagalba
atskleistos vyraujancios socialinés nelygybés dimensijos tiriamose Salyse. Gauti tyrimo
rezultatai leidzia suformuoti Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse dominuojanciy pozitriy ]
socialing nelygybe tendencijas.

Darbo pabaigoje suformuluojamos darbo iSvados, pateikiamas naudoty literatiiros
Saltiniy sgrasas bei priedai.
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ISvados

Siuo darbu atskleista, kokie veiksniai turi itakos Estijos, Latvijos, Lietuvos,
Lenkijos, Cekijos ir Vengrijos gyventojy socialinés nelygybés masto visuomenéje
suvokimui ir kokie poziiiriai ] socialing nelygybe vyrauja Ryty ir Vidurio Europos
valstybése. Tyrimy rezultatai leidzia teigti, kad ginamieji teiginiai pasitvirtino i§ dalies
ir, apibendrinant disertacinj darba, galima formuluoti tokias iSvadas:

= Socialiné nelygybé — kiekvienoje visuomenéje egzistuojantis reiskinys, kurio
analizé gali remtis skirtingomis stratifikacijos teorijomis, akcentuojan¢iomis skirtinga
socialinés nelygybés aspekta, arba sociologiniu — socialinés tvarkos visuomengje
suvokimo — pozidriu. Siame darbe buvo remiamasi S.Hradilo socialinés nelygybés
apibréZzimu, susijusiu su galimybémis gyvenime ir socialin¢ nelygybé apibrézta kaip
ilgalaike, struktiiruota ribota galimybé naudotis ,,vertingomis gérybémis* (resursais) bei
ribota prieiga prie socialinés pozicijos, susijusios su nelygia galia arba jtaka ir i§ jos
kylanciais 1ilgalaikiais gyvenimo galimybiy apribojimais. Bendraja prasme, socialiné
nelygybé apima pajamy, geroves, sveikatos, busto, Svietimo nelygybe, nelygybe darbo
rinkoje bei su Siomis sritimis susijusj skirtinga gerovés statusa, jgiidZius ir Zinias. Sis
nelygybiy ,.komplektas* — tai privalumy ir trikumy struktiira individy ir jy Seimy
gyvenimo galimybése ir gyvenimo rezultatuose.

= Socialing nelygybg¢ visuomen¢je galima matuoti dviem aspektais. Pirma, tai
faktiné¢ nelygybé (egzistuojantis skirtingas iStekliy pasiskirstymas visuomen¢je), kuri
daZniausiai yra iSreiSkiama jvairiais ekonominiais matais ir indeksais; antra, suvokiama
nelygybé, kuri remiasi visuomenés nuomone apie Salyje egzistuojancig socialing
nelygybe. Suvokiamos nelygybés matavimas leidzia jvertinti Salyje egzistuojancia
socialine diferenciacija, gyventojy elgesj bei visuomenéje egzistuojancius poziiirius |
socialing nelygybe.

= Remiantis uzsienio Saliy mokslininky atlikty tyrimy patirtimi, poziiiriams jtaka
darantys veiksniai buvo suklasifikuoti j nacionalinio (makro) ir individualaus (mikro)
lygmens veiksnius. Individualus lygmuo siejamas su asmeninio intereso principu,
individualiomis savybémis (socialinémis — demografinémis charakteristikomis) ir
vertybinémis — ideologinémis nuostatomis. Nacionalinis lygmuo sicjamas su

makroekonominémis Salies saglygomis, institucine gerovés valstybés struktira, istoriniu,
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socialiniu — ekonominiu ir politiniu Salies kontekstu. Siame darbe tiriami socialinés
nelygybés paplitimo vertinimui jtakg darantys veiksniai buvo sugrupuoti i individualius
veiksnius (socialines — demografines charakteristikas ir ideologines — vertybines
nuostatas) ir subjektyviai vertinamus makro aplinkos jtakotus veiksnius — tai yra,
bendrajj Salies konteksto — demokratijos ir rinkos ekonomikos veikimo, Salyje
egzistuojanciy pajamy skirtumy, korupcijos paplitimo ir gyvenimo sglygy — vertinima.

= Neigiamai vertinamg bendrgj; — politinj, ekonomin;j ir socialin] — Saliy konteksta
galime sieti su Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy gyventojy pereinamojo ir integracijos j ES
laikotarpiu vykusiy politiniy, ekonominiy ir socialiniy permainy patirtimi ir esama
situacija Salyse — gyventojy manymu, gimtosiose Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse
egzistuoja per daug socialinés nelygybés, daugiausia socialinés nelygybés visuomengje
pastebi Vengrijos, Lietuvos ir Latvijos gyventojai. Tyrimo rezultatai atskleide, kad
politiniu $alies kontekstu labiausiai patenkinti Estijos gyventojai, o Vengrijos — ypatingai
i$siskiria tiek politinio, tiek ekonominio konteksto neigiamu vertinimu.

= Remiantis sudaryty regresijos modeliy, skirty iStirti jvairiy veiksniy jtaka
socialinés nelygybés vertinimui, rezultatais galime daryti iSvadg, kad tirtose Ryty ir
Vidurio Europos $alyse (Estijoje, Latvijoje, Lietuvoje, Lenkijoje, Cekijoje ir Vengrijoje)
bendrojo Salies konteksto vertinimas glaudZiai susijes su socialinés nelygybés Salyje
paplitimo vertinimu — kuo geriau vertinamas Salies bendras kontekstas, tuo maziau
socialinés nelygybés Salyje pastebima. Nors bendrame Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy
modelyje nustatyta tiek ekonominio, tiek socialinio, tiek politinio konteksto jtaka
socialinés nelygybés vertinimui, taciau remiantis atskiry Saliy rezultatais matyti, kad
labiausiai socialinés nelygybés masto vertinimas susijes su ekonominio konteksto
vertinimu (visose SeSiose Salyse), taip pat — socialinio (Baltijos Salyse ir Lenkijoje), o
politinio konteksto vertinimas socialinés nelygybés vertinimui jtakos turi tik dvejose
Salyse (Lenkijoje ir Vengrijoje).

= [Individualiy veiksniy jtaka socialinés nelygybés paplitimo vertinimui Ryty ir
Vidurio Europos Salyse yra fragmentiSka. Estijoje socialinés nelygybés paplitimo
vertinimui individualiis veiksniai jtakos neturi; Sioje visuomenéje socialinés nelygybés
paplitimo vertinimas susijes tik su bendruoju — ekonominio ir socialinio — salies
konteksto vertinimu. Socialinés nelygybés lygio visuomenéje vertinimui Ryty ir Vidurio
Europos Salyse ideologinés — vertybinés nuostatos néra svarbios. Ideologiniy nuostaty
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(matuoty kairés — deSinés skaléje) svarba pasireiSké bendrame Ryty ir Vidurio Europos
modelyje ir atskirai tik Cekijoje, kur labiau kairesniy pazitiry asmenys linke $alyje matyti
daugiau socialinés nelygybés. Socialiniy — demografiniy charakteristiky jtaka socialinés
nelygybés paplitimo vertinimui yra menka — tik amzius, i$silavinimas ir socialiné grupé
turi jtakos socialinés nelygybés vertinimams, taciau Siy veiksniy jtaka pasireiSkia
skirtingose valstybése: vyresni Latvijos, Lietuvos ir Lenkijos gyventojai yra linke matyti
daugiau socialinés nelygybés visuomengje; iSsilavinimo veiksnys svarbus Lenkijoje ir
Vengrijoje, taCiau Sio veiksnio jtaka Salyse skirtinga — Lenkijoje labiau iSsilaving, o
Vengrijoje — zemesnio i$silavinimo lygmens asmenys linke matyti daugiau socialinés
nelygybés; socialinés grupés veiksnys socialinés nelygybés vertinimui jtakos turi tik
Cekijoje, kur zemesnei socialinei grupei (dirbanéiy fizinj darba) priklausantys asmenys
labiau vertina Salyje esant daugiau socialinés nelygybés. Atskleista pavieniy socialiniy —
demografiniy charakteristiky jtaka nesudaro prielaidy tam tikry tendencijy formulavimui.
Taciau remdamiesi bendrojo Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy modelio rezultatais, galime
kelti prielaida, kad vyresniy gyventojy labiau matoma socialiné nelygybé gali buti
siejama su individualiu interesu: asmenine patirtimi ir didesne socialinés nelygybés
rizika vyresniame amziuje.

= Remiantis galimybiy gyvenime ir poziliriu ] pajamy skirtumus vertinimais,
nustatytos Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Salyse egzistuojantys poziiriai j socialine nelygybe,
akcentuojantys skirtingas jos dimensijas: askriptyvingé, funkcionalisting, nepotistine,
socialinés kilmés, meritokratiné kryptis, tautinio — religinio identiteto bei egalitariné
dimensijos. Sios dimensijos skirtingose Ryty ir Vidurio Europos 3aliy visuomenés
nuomonese reiSkiasi skirtingai.

= Pagrindiné visose tirtose Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy visuomenése vyraujantis
poziiiris ] socialing nelygybe susijgs su askriptyvine socialinés nelygybés dimensija,
reiSkiancia, kad socialiné nelygybé¢ atsiranda per salygas, kuriose asmenis apibtidinantys
bruozai (pavyzdziui, amzius, lytis, gyvenamoji vietove ir pan.) turi reikSme galimybéms
gyvenime.

= Poziiiriy | socialing nelygybe Ryty ir Vidurio Europos Saliy visuomeneése
skirtumai atsiranda analizuojant kitas socialinés nelygybés dimensijas: Estijoje,

Lietuvoje ir Cekijoje vyrauja funkcionalisting socialinés nelygybés dimensija nusakantis
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poziuris, Latvijoje — nepotisting, o Lenkijoje ir Vengrijoje — misrig socialing kilmés —
nepotisting.

= Estijoje, Lietuvoje ir Cekijoje vyraujantis funkcionalistinis poZitiris j socialine
nelygybe atskleidzia, kad Siose visuomenése egzistuoja teigiamas poZziliris 1 pajamy
skirtumus, kurie yra biitini Salies ir individualiai gerovei. Taciau S§ig visuomenés
nuomone iSskirtg socialinés nelygybés dimensijg reikéty atsargiai interpretuoti kuriant ir
1gyvendinant socialing politikg, kadangi tiek gyventojy vertinimai, tiek statistiniai
rodikliai pagrindzia, kad tiriamose Salyse egzistuoja dideli pajamy skirtumai bei didelé
socialiné nelygybé. Todél politiniai sprendimai, susij¢ su siekiu mazinti socialing
nelygybe, turéty biti labiau susij¢ su galimybiy (ypac¢ rizikos grupéms) didinimu, nei
pajamy skirtumy per socialines i$§mokas mazinimu.

= Latvijoje vyraujantis nepotistinis, o Lenkijoje ir Vengrijoje — misrus socialinés
kilmés — nepotistinis poziiiris ] socialing nelygybe atskleidzZia, kad Siose Salyse socialinés
nelygybés atsiradimas siejamas su reikalingy socialiniy rySiy trikumu ir Seimos
galimybémis. Galime kelti prielaida, kad socialinés politikos priemonés, susijusios su
socialinés nelygybés mazinimu Siose Salyse, turéty biti nukreiptos | Seimos instituto
stiprinimg tiek piniginémis, tiek socialinémis priemonémis, ypac¢ kreipiant démesj |
vaikus ir jaunimg, augancius socialinés rizikos ar maZiau galimybiy turin¢iose Seimose.

= Apibendrinant galime daryti iSvada, kad siekiant mazinti socialing nelygybe Ryty
ir Vidurio Europoje turéty biiti siekiama uztikrinti lygiy galimybiy principg jau pacios
socializacijos pradzioje — Kreipiamas didesnis démesys kompetencijy ugdymui tiek
formalaus Svietimo, tiek neformalaus ugdymo metu, bei Seimos instituto stiprinimui.
Antra, socialinés politikos priemonés turéty biiti nukreiptos 1 nelygybiy, susijusiy su
lytimi, amziumi ir tautine grupe mazinima bei kreipiamas didesnis démesys ] regioning

plétra.
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