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Sistemtransformacija Latvija un tas periodizacija (Skudra 2002)

«Sistemtransformacija Latvija aptver Latvijas elites — galvenokart tas
ckonomisko un politisko interesSu grupu — vaditos politiskos un ekonomiskos, ka
ar1 socialos un kultiiras procesus, kuru rezultata norisinas vieteja autoritara
socialistiska reZima nomaina ar «izsledzoSu» (ekskluzivu) parlamentaro
demokratiju, tiek atjaunota neatkariga nacionala Latvijas valsts, bet tas
ckonomika, veidojoties funkciongjosai tirgus ekonomikai, ieklaujas
kapitalistiskaja pasaules ekonomika, atbilstosi savai veiktspé&jai starptautiskaja
darba daliSana.» (38.1pp.)

«Par sistemmainu iesp€jams runat tikai tada gadijuma, ja kada sistema principiali
mainas pieklusana varai, varas struktiira, varas pretenzija Un varas jeb kundzibas
veids. Tatad sisttmmainas procesa analizg butiski svarigs ir politiskas sistémas
jédziens, kas aptver valdibu, rezimu un valsti.» (38.1pp.)

«...par 1989. — 1991. gada notikumiem Latvija varam runat ka par nacionali
demokratisku revoluciju, kura latviesu tautas nacionalas brivibas idejai bija
ieradita augstaka prioritate par individa politiskas brivibas ideju» (38.-39.1pp.)



Demokratiju un nacionalo neatkaribu izcinijusi koalicija Baltijas valstis
(Merkel 2010, S.366)

“Demokratiju un nacionalo neatkaribu Baltijas valstis neizcinija viena pati
nacionalrevolucionara refima opozicija, tds bija moderdti nacionali konservativi
noskanoto disidentu un opoziciondru, ka art racionala politiska aprékina un savas
politiskdas izdzivoSanas mérka vadito un naciondlaja un demokratiskaja nometne
pargajuso veca komunistiska reZima parstavju koalicijas darbs”( Plakans 1997, Lieven
1994, Raun 1997) (S. 366) |

Vecds reZima partijas vislabak sevi apliecindja sabiedribds, kurds visvajak izteikta

etniska segmenticija. Lietuva ka piemers. ,
Avots: W.Merkel (2010) Systemtransformation. Eine Einfiihrung in die Theorie und Empirie der
Transformationsforschung. 2., iiberarbeitete und erweiterte Auflage. Wiesbaden: VS Verlag fiir

Sozialwissenschaften.
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Transformacija ar un bez elites vienosanas (elite settlements) (Merkel 2010, S.92)
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Karina Pétersone, Ilze Buimane (2020)
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Latvijas Republikas dibinataji un atjaunotaji (G.Kramins, J.Silins, 2020,16-17)
sabiedribas dalai zinami fakti, turklat vina runa tika parraidita Latvijas Televi-
zija. Ne Vulfsons, ne citi “brivdomataji” vairs netika tvarstiti un arvien brivéi_la
un lielaka skaita turpinaja paust savus viedoklus medijos, arvien vairak iedro-
Sinot sabiedribu celt savu prasibu latinu. 1988. gada jalija tika dibinata Latvi-
Jjas Nacionala neatkaribas kustiba (LNNK), kas uzreiz bez aplinkiem un tiesi
pieteica nepieciesamibu atjaunot Latvijas politisko neatkaribu. Neattaisnojas
PSRS centralajai varai 10]a1as Latvijas Komunistiskas partijas (LKP) vadibas ce-
ribas attieciba uz 1988. gada oktobri dibinato Latvijas Tautas fronti (LTF). Lai
ari dibinasanas kongresa LTF nedeklaréja neatkaribas atjaunosanas nepiecie-
Samibu, jau péc pusgada — 1989. gada 31. maija — ar LTF domes valdes l1émumu
neatkaribas jautajums tika ieklauts ari LTF dienaskartiba. “Baltijas cel$” skaidri
apliecinaja tautas atbalstu neatkaribas idejai. Latvijas PSR Augstakas Padomes
(AP) vélésanas 1990. gada marta neatkaribas atbalstitaji startéja ar skaidru un
noteiktu poziciju. Bija notikusi sabiedriska viedokla radikalizéSanas un no-
svérsanas par_labu npafwwpw_ Atskiriba no 1989. gada
notikusajam PSRS AP véléeSanam vélétaju balsis bez skaidras neatkaribu atbal-
stosas nostajas valrs nevaréja savakt pat simpatiski un runat labi protosi LKP
un komjaunatnes nomenklataras jaunakas paaudzes parstavji. Vairs nepietika
ar izvairiSanos no neatkaribas jautajuma, ta vieta piesaucot abstraktu suve-
renitati un patstavibu. TieSi pateicoties sabiedribas spiedienam, neatkaribas

atbalstitajiem piesléjas(dala LKP elites)kura vél 1989. gada vasara centas izlai-

ot starp noraidoso Maskavas poziciiu un neatkaribas ati aunosanu. Vinu balsis
bR ZoXlis \m-m ooaoo»mo 2f 3 e BK plondS 1P
o MA,C rET, é_)ﬂv\'d e F gl WM»}’W h»/b«/@a?q,'qs?
"o 2849 A—p&o/yut«%a 16 ~ 5
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Latvijas Republikas dibinataji un atjaunotaji (G.Kramins, J.Silin$, 2020, 121)

Galvenais 1990. gada AP velésanu jautajums bija neatkaribas atjaunos$ana.
Deputata kandidata lojalitate neatkaribas idejai un gataviba par to balsot bija
galvenais prieksnoteikums kandidatu atlasei no LTF puses. Kandidatu biogra-
fijas bija loti raibas un atSkirigas. LTF kandidatu listé bija gan disidenti, kas
padomju okupacijas laika bija tiesati un sédéjusi cietuma (pieméram, Ints Ca-
litis un Péteris Lazda), gan arl personas, kas mérktiecigi veidojusas sekmigu
karjeru PSKP un citas okupacijas varas struktiiras (pieméram, Imants Daudiss).
Dala kandidatu bija partijas skolas absolventi, citi no izglitibas iestadém stu-
diju gados izslegti par brivdomibu. Nekadi formali izslédzosi kritériji attieciba
uz iepriekséjo darbibu ieklasanai LTF vélé$anu listé netika noteikti, un praksé
to ari butu loti grati izdarit. Pieméram, ievérojama dala kandidatu, ieskaitot
LTF liderus D. Ivanu, J. Skaparu, I. Godmani un citus, atmodas laika joprojam
bija PSKP biedri-Seit noteikti jaatceras jau ieprieks pieminéta LTF platforma
un ekosistéma, kas sevi ieklava loti dazadu uzskatu cilvékus, siakot no radika-
liem un visbeidzot ar méreniem kopéjas plusmas sekotajiem. Si situacija ari /
pilna méra atspogulojas LTF deputatu kandidatos. Loti iespéjams, ka tieSi spéja
norobeZoties no okupacijas perioda ka kritérija kandidatu atlasei bija viena no
1990. gada velésanu panakumu kilam.

Kandidatu izvirziSana un prieksvélésanu cina bija sareZgits un izaicinoss

L P WY e Tl XTRTE L B smemrdon b Baacery amsmcirvie it wmwcaailio: 21 sl Tl dbukiThe  Toosibos s 288 5B g o e s swsm e 2 8




Latvijas Republikas dibinataji un atjaunotaji (G.Kramins, J.Silin$, 2020, 318)

AIVARS LEMBERGS

P Dzimis 1953. gada 26. septembri Jékabpilr.

P izglitiba: Jékabpils 1. vidusskola (1972), Latvijas Valsts universi-
tates Ekonomikas fakultate, kur iegtGta ekonomista kvalifikacija rGp-
niecibas planosanas specialitaté (1977).

P Pirma darba pieredze bija skolas gados, stradajot melioracija un

celtnieciba. Péc augstskolas absolvéSanas 1977. gada uzsaka darba

gaitas Ventspill — ostas rapnica par inZenieri, turpmakajos gados

attistot karjeru Padomju Savienibas Komunistiskas partijas (PSKP)

struktaras — ka Latvijas Komunistiskas partijas (LKP) Ventspils pilse-
tas komitejas instruktors (1978-1981), LKP Ventspils pilsétas komitejas propagandas un

" agitacijas nodalas vaditajs (1981-1983). 1983. gada tika iecelts par LKP Ventspils rajona
komitejas sekretaru. Neilgu laiku ienéma LKP CK instruktora amatu Lauksaimniecibas un
partikas rGpniecibas nodata Riga (1987-1988). 1988. gada atgriezas Ventspili, kur kluva
par Ventspils pilsétas izpildkomitejas prieksSsédétaju. De facto vada Ventspils pilsétas pas-
valdibu kops 1988. gada. Bijis PSKP biedrs (1975-1990).

P~ 1990. gada marta ievéléts par Augstakas Padomes (AP) deputatu ka Latvijas Tautas fron-
tes (LTF) kandidats no 100. Ventspils vélésanu apgabala. Par A. Lembergu nobalscja 6534
no 7569 vélétajiem. ’

P~ No 1990. lidz 1993. gadam bija LR AP deputats un Ekonomikas komisijas loceklis, darbojas
LTF frakcija. Péc AP pilnvaru beigam uz deputata vietu nacionalaja parlamenta vairs nav
pretendejis, tacu ilgstosi (Latvijas Republikas Saeimas 2006., 2010., 2011. un 2014. gada
velesanas) bijis Latvijas Zemnieku savienibas premjera amata kandidats.

P  Kop3dibinasanas briza (1994) vada politisko organizaciju “Latvijai un Ventspilij”, kura par-
liecinosi uzvaréjusi visas pasvaldibu vélésanas Ventspili.

P A.lLembergam ilgstosiizvirzitas apstadzibas smagos ekonomiskos un ar korupciju saistitos
Nnoziegumos. 2019. gada tika ieklauts ASV Valsts kases finansu kontroles birocja sankciju
saraksta (Magnitska saraksts), kas lika vinam atteikties no amatiem vairakas ietekmigas
institQcijas, kuras vins ilgstosi bija vadijis. E

P Apbalvojumi: 11l Skiras Triju ZvaigZnu ordenis (2000) un 1991. gada barikaZu dalibnieka
pieminas zime.

LRSS NS,
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Latvijas Republikas dibinataji un atjaunotaji (G.Kramins, J.Silin$, 2020, 319)
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Slanveidiga pluralisma modelis (Russell W.Neuman 1986)

Elite strata

Stratification,
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participation +

.. : Concerned citizens
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Inattentive,

undifferentiated

mass public

A
v

Issue publics
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Elite un politiski vadosais slanis (Kevenhersters 2003,S. 156)

Pieejas politiskas vadibas slanim

ELITE
modernajas sabiedribas
Politiki Augsti parvaldes | Masu mediju Uznpémeji Vadosas
L hierc‘:dr,li meneQ:‘zeri _ mjlitﬁrps_:_lrsonas
[ Iyl 1L “Zinasanu elite” 1L “Zinasanu elite” L
Politiskas vadibas slanis demokratijas
Parlamentariesi Savienibu Arodbiedribu Uznéméji | Generali
funkcionari vadoni l

Avots: Kevenhdrster, Paul Politikwi ssenschaft Band 1:
Entscheidungen und Strukturen der Politik. 2., uberarbeitete
Auflage.Leske+Budrich:Opladen, 2003, S.1506

Stratifikacijas teorija — socialie slani

Sociala psihologija — personibas faktori

Izvéles — kanali, procediiras, merogi.

“Elite un demokritija neveido pretrunu, ja no masu demokratijas funkcion&sanas prasi-
bam atklata sabiedriba izdaram secindajumu par politiska vadibas personala rekrut€Sanu:
izvéles kanaliem jabut pieejamiem, izvéles proceduram atklatam un izvéles mérogiem
parskatamiem. Ja elites ir sociali veidojumi, kuriem pieder liela ietekme uz sabiedriskas
sistémas saglabasanu un parmainisanu, tad politiskas elites veido tos, demokratisku izve-
les procediiru legitim&tos vadibas slanus, kuri tie$i ietekmé politisko amatu iepemsSanu un
politisko 1Emumu substanci. Demokratiskas politiskas elites locekli ir uz laiku pilnvarotie
. Vinu atbildiba ir piesaistita demokratiskajai kartibai un 1idz ar to laika zina ierobezota.”
Turpat. 154. — 155.1pp.

Asoc.prof. O.Skudra




Sistemtransformacijas periodizacija Latvija

O.Skudra
Socialistiskas autokratiskas sisteémas Sistéemmaina LR “izsledzosas”
(sisttm)parmaina 1991. — 1995. demokratijas liberali-
1985. — 1991. zacija un konsolidacija
1994./95. — 2002.
1985.g. — 1988.¢g. 1990.g. 1991.g. 1993.¢g. 1996.g. — 1999.g. —
1988.g. novembris — | junijs — augusts — augusts — 1998.g. 2002.g.
oktobris 1990.g. 4. 1991.g. 1993. g. 1995.¢g. (2004.g.)
maijs augusts julijs decembris
Nomainas | LPSR 1990. | Nacionalas, LR 20.gs. “Soka” te- 7.Saeimas | 8.Saeimas
LPSR I1- g. 18.marta neatkarigas 20-to ga- rapijas véléSanas, | vé€l&sanas,
deri; vélésanas ,parlamenta- | du konsti- politika, referen- referen-
izveidojas | uzvar LTF . ri demokra- tucionalas transforma- | dums par dums par
LTEE LPER AP tiskas Latvi- | iekartas cijas bedre pilsonibu. | ES, iesta-
PSRS 1990.g. 4. jas valsts atjaunoSa- | ekonomika. | Satversmé | 3anas ES,
elites vai- | maija Dekla | atjauno¥na na. “Izsle- KF karas- ieklauj LR uz-
rakums -racija Par 1991.g. 21. dzosas” peka izve- cilvéka nemsana
izvelas LR neatka- augusta. demokrati- | Sana. 6. Sa- | pamattie- NATO.
tirgus ribas jas mode- eimas vélé- | sibu Eiroparla-
eko- atjauno$anu. lis. 5. Sa- Sanas. Vir- nodalu. menta veé-
nomiku. eimas ziba uz ES 1eSanas.
vEélésanas. un NATO. Konsolidéta
demokratija.

Avots: Skudra, O. Sistéemtransformacija Latvija un tas periodizacija. Latvijas Vésture.2002.
1(45): 37. — 43. Autora papildind@jumi par laika periodu no 2002. gada lidz 2004. gadam, kad
sistemtransformaciju Latvija var uzskatit par pilniba noslégusos.
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Prof. P.Vihalema izstradata Igaunijas postkomunistiska tranzita periodizacija
(b.v.,b.g.)

Peeter Vihalemm
Development of the Estonian socnety and media in 1987- 2000

1. Main stages of Estonian post-Communist transition

Estonian post-Communist transition in 1987-2000 can be divided into the following three
stages (see Lauristin, Vihalemm, 1997): | '
Stage 1 - The period of political breakthrough (1987-1991).

This dramatic period could be divided into three subperiods: |

February 1987-May 1988: “the awakening,” birth of the political public sphere;

June 1988-December 1989: consolidation of national forces, Singing Revolution — the

peak of mass movements;

January 1990-August 1991: institutionalized struggle for the restoration of national

independence. | | |
Stage 2 - Laying the foundations of the Estonian state and launching radical economic
reforms (1991-1994). / '

August 1991-September 1992: creating a new constitutional order;

October 1992-December 1994: radical political and economic reforms;
Stage 3: Stabilization period (since 1995)

1995-1997: Economic and social stabilization

1998.- Preparation for joining the European Union

The outline of dominating processes during these stages and their main content is given
in Tables 1, 2 and 3.
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RAMJI (MATTHES 2014, S.10)

«Ramji (frames) tiek saprasti ka aktoru «nozimes horizonti»
(Sinnhorizonte), kuri zinamas informacijas un pozicijas izcel un citas izlaiz
(ausblenden). Frames atrodami pie strategiskiem komunikatoriem, mediju

saturos ,ka ari pie recipientiem. Tadéjadi frames ir atrodami cilveka
kognitivaja aparata, ka ari komunicétajos saturos. Ramésanas (framing)
pieeja atbilstosi tam nodarbojas ar frames genézi, izmainam un efektiem
komunikatoru, mediju satura un recipientu liment.»

Dr. hist. O.Skudra



FRAME-BUILDING UN FRAME-SETTING (MATTHES 2014,5.18; S.23)

«Frame-Building apzimé komunikatora ramju ietekmi uz Zurnalistu
ramjiem un Iidz ar to uz mediju ramjiem.

Mediju ramju ietekmi uz recipientu ramjiem sauc par Frame-Setting.»
(S.18)

«Ramesanas (framing) pieeja (Ansatz) biivé uz ¢etriem pamata
pienemumiem: divpusiguma (Ambivalenz) princips, selekcijas princips,
konsistences princips, ka ari konkurences princips. Sie pienémumi ir
atrodami visos Sis pieejas (akadémiskajos-O.S.) darbos vai nu ekspliciti
vai impliciti.» (S.23)

14.01.2023 Dr. hist. O.Skudra



Izmaksas

Efelktivitate

Populariziacija

Orientacija

Ekonomiskums

Progress

Konkurence starp
Iidzigajiem

Bezsp&eciba, vilciens
aizhraucis

Maza nzvara par
lielo

Persomalizacija

Pamattiesthas

Bazes
rimsjumi

Priviti joma

Moarale, etika

/
‘\

Konflilts

Publiska athildiha

7

Globalizdcija

Skandals

Ekonomikas
joma, korupcija

Vides joma

Biologiskie

pPamati

9. arréls Bazes ram&jumi un subramée&jumi ka semantisks tikls (Dahinden. 2006. 210).
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«Valstsvirs» (2020,588-589)

NO AUGSTAKAS PADOMES
LIDZ SAEIMAI

Karina Pétersone

kas, sadarbojoties ar finansistiem un grafikiem, gatavo Latvijas jaunas
vai atjaunotas naudas izveidi un meklé vietu, kur to drukat.

Ari AP Prezidijam tolaik ir visai plasas pilnvaras salidzinajuma
ar Saeimas Prezidija kompetenci, tai skaita valsts aizsardzibas joma,
jo AP priekésedetajs ir gan Zemessardzes prieksnieks, gan vada valsts
Aizsardzibas padomi.

Lidz ar to Augstakaja Padome koncentréjas visi nozimigakie
iekspolitiskie, arpolitiskie, drosibas un pat identitates jautajumi. Nekad
vairs péc tam neviens no parlamenta sasaukumiem nav uznémies tik
lielu iniciativu valsts dzives noriSu kartosana un koordinesana.

Tadu pati galvena §i parlamenta sasaukuma misija ir - istenot
tautas doto mandatu un atjaunot Latvijas valstiskumu. AP pédéja ple-
narséde 1993. gada 5. jilija Anatolijs Gorbunovs uzruna savus kolégus:

“Tautfrontiska parlamenta vairakums ir izpildijis savu pamatuz-

devumu - valstiskds neatkaribas atgiiSanu, Latvija ka valsts atzita visa

pasaulé. Ar savu konsekvento darbibu $aja laika esam radijusi prieks-

noteikumus realai Latvijas neatkaribai.”

Sava vértéjuma par Augstakas Padomes triju gadu darbu Ana-

Dr. hist. O.Skudra



«Valstsvirs»(2020, 630)

IWEANTAS INDAL.IS ANA
NIEPIFI P AT .IJTJAS

(Ilze Basnmane. Piebildes IS arvrina Petersorne

KRITISKI ATSKATOTIES UZ AUGSTAKAS PAIDOMES dar-
bibas padejo gadiz, Anatolijs Gorbunovs atzist: “ITas jsx lailka bija
lielalkais triGkurns, ka rmumms nebija pardomatas tauvtsaimniecibas 1i-
kumdoSanas programmgvas. Esmamua tirgus ekonomikas piekritéjs, bet a4
savukart prasa sakartot ipasSurna attiecibas, turpiniat atklactu privatizsa-
cijia valsts uzraudzila wurn atbhildilbha, nostiprinidat latu un veicinatc Latvijas
predu eksportia.” ("INeatkarigs Cinpa’™, 1993.)

Ja, Gorbunovs privatizacija saskatija iesp&ju panakt, ka katram
Ipasurmaim ir savs saimnieks. Tas atraisitu saimniekosSanas motivaci-
Ju un veicinatu atbildibu. Bet ne visi uz So procesu raudzijas no Sada
viedokla. Ari pieminégtas valsts kontroles par procesu acimredzot pie-
traka. Bet iedigli privatizacijas izmantoSanai savtigos noluakos radas
Jau pirms 5. Saceimas, vel Augstakas Padomes laika, kad likkumdosSana
veidoja privatizacijias pamatus. Varbiat visprecizak So posmu raksturo
Daina Gegera viedoklis: “T990. un 1991. gada ar Anatoliju tikamies bie-
Zi — jautajuma par iedzivotaju apgadi ar partiku. Par to pienéma Aug-
stakas Padomes arkartas lémumau, jo Krievijas tirgus bija ciet, arvalstis
mias neviens vél nepazina. To tagad griati iedomaties, bet r99o. gada
réekinajam, ka maizes pietiks 1Iidz Ziemassvétkiem... Pilniba mainijas
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Pretrunas elité («Valstsvirs», 2020, 636)

Ka redzam, cilveki tik loti Anatolijam Gorbunovam uzticéjas, ka
skita, vins var€s atrisinat ikvienu problému, kura vinam tiks uzticéta.
Bet, biidams demokrats, vins rikojas pavisam péc citas logikas un p_ar-
i velak demokrati

Y

liecibas. Vins patie$am ticéj
lietas salagosies. Un parlamentaras demokratijas apstaklos, kadi Latvi-

ja bija, vienvalZa vara nav iespéjama un nav ari vajadziga. Demokratija

.

prasa lielu pacietibu un negaranté ari rezultatu, bet lidz $im nekas la-
U baks par to nav izdomats. |

Anatolijs Gorbunovs privatizacijas vala palaisto “puki” raksturo
isi un kodohgl ]aume apstakli tika dazadi izprasti un naudas vara uz-

Jl tvert si.

Vai valstsvira augstais prestiZs sabiedriba bija traucéklis varasun
7 | mantas karajai elitei? Gorbunovs atbild: “Tas, ka $ai ‘éfl‘i'{éifvn‘éderéj,uﬁlj
taisniba, bet, vai visu biitu varéjis verst savadak, nevaru apgalvot. Reizé

i ar visu manu autoritati pietriika zindSanu, personiskas ipasibas nebija
tad;m lal to varétn paveikt.

k] L3 -~ A £ <




Sabiedriba vél ir parejas perioda («Valstsvirs», 2020, 637)

jdo LN : uuz\‘;a‘ 1L DADLLITHLY ULl UdUML: | .L\ﬁo LIUXIO 3 137 Jo)
Sodienvaicats, kadas ir bijusas galvenas kliidas $aja laika, atsaka:

“Galvenis ieceres bija pareizas, jo tam nebija alternativas, Domaju, ka

neviens nevarés nosaukt problému, par kuras atrisingjuma diviem va-
riantiem biitu diskutéts un tad pienemts acimredzami nepareizais no

tiem. Galvenas kliidas tika pielautas istenosana - zemes reforma un

privatizacija.

Tatu nevajag ari visu vienkarsot. Visa sabiedriba bija un vél )y
ir parejas perioda, es to pat sauktu par revoluciondro parkartofumu |
| perlodu Jebkuri n@pietm parkartojumi sakas ar galéjiem vwdog

liem. Pieméram, zemes tirgus - vieniem pilnigi bez ierobezojumiem,

é - LI v s L] wn e ¢ W o ] o e
o drtan v +nr:g! snwnannn'ﬂmﬁ‘a L'nf\ ‘tr;on e wosribvin IIﬁ wamvml i ;'jﬁfm’#*m
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Table 8
Gross Domestic Product, 1989—-1998

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998

Eastern Europe* 100 932 829 793 790 821 868 901 921 935

Bulgaria 100 909 833 772 761 775 797 716 666 69.0
Czech RepubliciO0O 988 87.3 869 869 888 941 977 98.0 95.8
Hungary 100 965 850 824 819 844 856 868 90.7 953
Poland 100 884 822 844 876 921 986 1045 111.7 117.1
Romania 100 944 822 750 762 792 848 882 821 76.1
Slovakia 100 975 833 779 751 78.7 842 89.7 956 998
Slovenia 100 919 837 79.1 814 857 89.3 924 966 1004
Baltic countries 100 978 899 679 582 552 564 588 637 66.5
Estonia 100 919 827 710 650 63.7 664 690 763 794
L_atvia 100 1029 922 60.1 51.1 515 510 52.7 573 59.3
Lithuania 100 96.7 912 718 602 543 56.1 587 630 662
Russia 100 970 922 788 719 628 602 582 587 56.0
Cise 100 968 909 780 704 603 569 550 556 540

Former GDR 100 845 68.3 73.6 804 882 920 950 966 98.5

Source: United Nations, Economic Commission for Europe, Economic Survey of
Europe, 1999, no. 2.

*Includes, apart from those indicated on the table, the following countries: Bosnia-
Herzegovina, Croatia, Macedonia, and Yugoslavia (including Serbia). The Baltic
republics and the CIS are not included.

14.01.2023 Dr.hist. O.Skudra
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Source: M. Ahijado and R. Osuna, La ampliacion al Este I. Unién econémica
y monetaria Europea (Madrid: Piramide, 1999).

Figure 4 The Three Regions of Europe
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Quintillan, Guerrrero par Eiropas (ES + potencialas dalibvalstis) dalijumu tris
IiTmenu ekonomiskas attistibas zonas (1999, p.64)

@nutactured gOOClS ot/Qostlabor mten31ty (above all texriles).

Growth 1s proceeding along three ar_eas ‘one central and the other
two spun off from the center. Represented graphically they show
three crescent-shaped zones. The picture that emerges is one of three
Europes that are moving and will continue to move for many years
at different speeds:’ the @crescent which goes from L.ondon to
Frankfurt, via the Ile de France to the Valley of Aosta; the southern
periphery or yellow crescent, consisting of Portugal, Spain, Greece,
and perhaps Italy; and a iird zong¢ which we mlght call the white
crescent, in the center and €ast of the continent, in other words the
eleven or twelve countries that are the focus of this article. The rest
of the countries (e.g., swmmmmum
first zone, if at the periphery. Since the countries in the second zone
will take about thirty years to reach the average GDP per inhabitant
of those in the first zone, and those in the third zone will need an-
other thirty years to catch up with those in the second zone, it is
obvious that the countries 1n the third zone will take, in principle (Gf
the calculations in the literature are correct), sixty years to approach

future community averages (Fischer, Sahay, and Végh 1998a, 1998b).

This may seem like a long time for those who are most impatient, but
on a historical scale it is not really so long. This is especially so if—
as we hope—the process unfolds in a' context of political stability

and is seen against the backdrop of the historical past that plagued
the nations of the continent for centuries.
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Attieksmes pret briva tirgus ekonomiku (Quintillan, Guerrero, 1999, p.70)
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Figure 5 Opinions on the Free Market Economy




Viedokli par demokratijas attistibu un darbibu (Quintillan, Guerrero, 1999,p.71)
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Figure 6 Opinions on How Democracy Is Developing and Workirig



LR Saeimas velésanu rezultati (Duvold et al., 2020, p.88)

88 K. DUVOLID ET AL.

Pohtlcal partics clected to thc Latvxan Sac1rna.

1993 1995 1998 2002 2006 2010 2011 2014 2018

ILatvia’s Way= 32.4 14,6 ,25 3b 9.5 8.6 T
National Alliance© 19.0 6.3 14.7 5.4 6.9 7.8 139 16.6 11.0
Harmony< v 16.8 11.2 14.1 19.0 204 26.6 28.4 23.0 19.8
LZSe 15.7 6.3 9.4 l16.7 20.1 12.2 19.5 9.9
Eqgual Rightsf 5.8 :
Centre /Master® 4.8 15.2
Siegerist Partyh 14.9
Unity Party 7.1
Socialists 56 12.8
People’s Party! 21.2 le.6 19.6
12.8

Social I)cmocrats

Unity’ ‘

Zatler’s Reform Partyk

For Tatvia from the Heart
Association of Regions

Who owns the state?

[KPvV I.V] v

New Conservative Party
Development For! [LA-KP!]

23.9 16.4 31.2 18.

- Source: Latvian Central Election Comimittee, Auers (2015)

2Latvia’s Way (1993-1998) New Party (1998) /First Parry (2002)/LPP-1.C (2006)/PLL (2010)
PCombined figure for Latvia’s Way and First Party
cFatherland & Prcedom (1993-1995) /L INNK (1993-1995) /LNKK-TB (1998-2006)_ /National Alhauc;

(2006—) 5
9National HFarmony Party (1993—-1998), For Fluman Rights inn United Latvia (2002), Harmony Centre
(2006—-2011), The Social Democratic Party ‘Harmony’ (2014-) )
“Farmers Union (1993-1998), Farmers & Green Union (2002-). Figures for Lhmsman D&.rnocra.ts are
also included (1993-1995) ¥
Part of the For Human Rights in United Latvia in the 2002 Sacima election
sIDemocratic Centre Party (1993), Democratic Parcy Master,/Saimnieks (1995)
hrAlso called People’s Movement for Latvia
‘Part of the For Fluman Rights in United Latvia in the 2002 Sacima clection
INew Era in 2002
S kMerged with Unicy after 2011
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IKP pleaugums gada uz c1lveku (%) Baltijas valstis (Duvold et al., 2020, p.103)

4 PERFORMANCEAND POLITICAL SUPPORT 103

20
Flg 4 3 GDP per caplta growth (annual pcrccntagcs) n the Baltlc States |

~1996-2017. Source: World Bank (https://data Worldbank org).. Dashcd hne
Estonia; sohd lmc Latv1a and dotted line: thhuama ' |



Politiska neapmierinatiba Baltijas valstis (Duvold et al. ,2020,p. 112)

Table 4.7 Political dissatisfaction in the Baltic States, 2004 and 2014 (percentages)

Estonia

Latvia

Lithuania

Maj

Min

Moy

Min

Muy

Min

2004 2014 2004 2014 2004 2014 2004 2014 2004 2014 2004 2014

People are treated unfairly
People like me have no influence
Politicians do not care
Elections are not fair
- Corruption is widespread 7
There is no respect for human rights

66
77
77
24
36
24

61
74
66
24
24
31

77

84
89

40
61

64

79
91
89
39
42
73

71
83
84
22
64
39

75
73

83

33
60
51

82

83
89
40
72
60

81
86
91
4
68
- 77

77
82
86

32

81

54

82

82
42
65

62

77 :

)
84

87

37
74

58

s
84

72
71

82

8

Source: Rose (2005) and Baltic Barometer (2014). Percentages indicate the share of respondents who fully and partly agree to the specific questions/state-

ments (and thus illustrate the levels of political or performance-related dissatisfaction)

14.01.2023
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Baltijas respondentu politiskas subkultiaras (Duvold et al.,2020, 118)

118 DUVOLD ET AL.

szzc cztzzen-orlent

'Flg 4.6 Political subcultures among the Baluc respcndents Source. Baltu:""
Barometcr (2014) :
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Uzticésanas politiskajam un valsts institiicijam (Duvold et al., 2020, 144)
) '_'144 - YK." DUVOL_D ETAL.

Table 5. 7 Trust in pohtlcal and state institutions 2001 & 2014 by ethmaty

| Estonm L o Lm:vm ) | thhwmm

2000 2014 | .‘2001 2014 2001 2014

MVL] Mm Mﬂ] Mm Mzz] Mm Ma] Mm Mzz] Min  Maj Mm v

. Couts 27  25' . 58_ @8 28 7 R 4 16 18 25 26
© Police 20 18 65 51 26 30 29 31 2 25 38 43

Ay 47 22 79 24 36 32 47 20 36 29 48 42
~Parties -9 7 10 13 6 9 4 3 7 6 7 8
o MPs 10 II 20 I5 9 7 8 5§ 9 1I 7 1

 President 63 49 53 18 78 36 27 31 62 35 41 22
| ,’So.urce‘ NeWiBaltic' Bar‘ometet (2001)and Baltic Barometer (2014) :

| Notc ‘Trust is coded as those who rated the institution between 5 and 7 on a 7-point scale (l‘_=_ no trust, -
-~ atall, B e grcat trust) See also Table 46 . |
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Elite versus tauta/cilveki (%) Latvija (vecuma grupas, latviesi,
krlevvalodlgle) (Duvold et aI 2020 p.178)

, 17‘8 K DUVOLD ETAL

Table 6 10 Elite Versus the peOple (percentages)

LatL LatR LatL LatR LatL Lﬂt’R

15-'29 15~29 30—49 30-49 50+

leferent Values among people | o -.7 3 B
| Different elite values - 63
~ Ordinary people prevented by ehtes - - "B3.
- Notall pohtmans are the same 67
Democracy is about compromise - 68
- People unable to make future decisions 37
- Politicians honest ~ 10
- Politics a struggle betvveen good people 31

y ‘and eV11 elrte b

A

Source Post- Crimea Barometer 2015)

| Note: The figures include those who agree, that: is, give the answers 5-7 on a scale from completely d1s
: agree to completely agree . e

Dr.hist. O.Skudra

81
59
64
65
48
10

28

'75'
71

65

65
85
45
13
35

-6l

50+

83 69 76
71 70
64 66 72
66 72 67
73 74 .74
54 56. 57 -
11 39 20
35 41 54
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Matrica apmierinatibai ar demokratiju, priekSroku pagatnei un tagadnei
(Duvold et at., 2020, p.206)

206 KDUVOLDETAL

' Present times '. ' —_
 Pasttimes
C D :

. Fig.7.1 Four dlfferent comb1nat10ns based on satlsfacuon thh democracy and B
preference for past and present tlmes | ST |



@

e PreSent time best

o
V)] . i

Apmierinatiba ar demokratiju un tagadni Baltijas valstis (vairakums,
krlevvalodlgle) (Duvold et al., 2020, p. 207)

7 CONQLUSIONS 2T

3 ’ : @ EstE

LAt , ‘
f@LatL_ ' : ‘ }
" EstR €

LitR &

; *@‘ LatR

2.0 - : Satisfied with democracy o it 2.6

a Fig. 7 2 Country and group scores based on Fxg 7 ' (percentages) Notc

Satzsfhctzon with democracy is based on the mean value, ranging from 1 (least satis-
fied) to 4 (most satisfied). Prefer current times is based on the mean value, ranging
from 1l=Soviet times, 2=Interwar period, 3=The period between re- 1ndependenc,e ;

and EU mcmbershlp and 4=Present times. Source: Baluc Barometer 2014
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Demokratiju tipi CAE valstis (GMF pétnieks Jan Jakub Chromiec, 2020.g. Julijs)

= | VA |

?wfy 229 20

Figure 3. Cadye, Patropage, and Captured Democracies

. A

Czech Republic
Estonia
Hungary
Latvia
Lithuania

Poland
Slovakia
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Freedom House demokratijas reitingi ESZS (Duvold et al., 2020, 167)

Ay AvANA ARAASs s~ -
. Table 6.1 offers. snapshots of the state of democracy in the current EU
member states (IN = 28) in 2003, 2010 and 2018. It lends substance to the
notion of the EU as a club of democracies. As a rule, there are no scores

Table 6.1 Freedom scores (1»7) within the EU. 2003, 2010 and 2018

2003 ' : 2010 2018

. Austrxa : 2 .k
Belgium J )
Bulgaria
Croatia
Cyprus
Czech chubhc
Denmark

- Estonia
Finland
France !
Germany '
Greece
Hungary
Irecland
Italy
ILatvia
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Malta
Netherlands
Poland
Portugal
Romania

- Slovakia
Slovenia
Spain
Sweden
.Unltcd Kxngdom

Source: Freedom House (2004 2011, 2019)

Note: Freedom Fouse uses a 7-point scale running from (1) strongly democratic to strongly autocratic (7) to
classify the countries of the world into different regime types. The cut-off for democracies is set at 2.5
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Autokratizacijas tendences ES un pasaule (V-DEM, Democracy Report 2020,
14.1pp.)

DEMOCRACY REPORT 2020

closed autocracies, This general positive historical trend should be
borne in mind while we discuss the worrying specter of further
declines that may be yet to come.

A regional breakdown of regime types further iliustrates this point
(Figure 8). Despite the ongoing autocratization, some regions
harbor many democracies. All regimes in Western Europe and
North America still qualify as democratic as well as three quarters
of all countries in Latin America and the Caribbean. in all regions of
the world - apart from the MENA region - demaocracies represent
at least roughly one third of all countries.

FIGURE 7: HUNGARY - THE ONLY
AUTHORITARIANEU MEMBER STATE

gure is based on the Regimes of the World typalogy
rmann, Tanneberg and Lindberg 2018).

measure uses V-Dem data but is not officially
endoirsed by the V-Dem Steering Cornmittee.

Autocratization Affecting
More People Than Ever

- Almost 35% of the world’s population lives
in autocratizing nations — 2.6 billion people.

- Only 8% live under regimes that are becoming
more democratic.

- Eastern Europe and Central Asia is worst affected by
autocratization: eight countries recorded significant
regression over the last ten years.

- Turkey lost its status as a democracy in 2014 and has
since descended into the bottom 20% in the world
on the Liberal Democracy Index.

- The United States of America is the only country in
Western Europe and North America suffering from
substantial autocratization.

The increasingly dramatic nature of present-day autocratiza-
tion is depicted in Figure 9. The number of countries affected by
autocratization {orange ling, left side) has been rising since 1999.
We now count 26 cases in 2019, up from 11 cases in the carly
2000s to 17 in 2016, This total cutnumbers the falling numbers of
democratizing countries (green dashed line, left side: 22 in 2018).
We have to go back to 1978 to find the world in an equivalent
situation.

The difference is more pronounced than ever if one takes popula-
tion size into account as in the right side of Figure 9. Almost 35%
of the world’s population — 2.6 billion - now live in nations under-
going autocratization while less than 8% of the people currently
live under governments becoming more democratic.
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DEMOKRATIJAS NOVAJINASANAS Covid-19 pandémijas laika (Freedom
/ House, S.Repucci, A,Slipowitz, October 2020)
DEMOCRACY

UNDER LOCKDOWN \ The Impact of COVID-19 on the Global Struggle for Freedom

@ re—e-akwxlfw

GLOBAL DEMOCRACY HAS GROWN WEAKER DURING THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC

Since the coranavirus outbreak began, the condition of democracy and human rights has deteriorated in 80 countries
around the world.

80 countries 111 countries 1 country

“Biatant lies, censorship,
lack of info could not be
chatlenged.”

“politicians rraking
unfounded statements
not based on actual data™

[ ecver
“Heaith workers who dared to
raise concerns were attacked

by the media, arrested”

“COVID has exposed that there
is one demoeracy for the poor
and another for the rich”

B2 T

“passage of laws that
curb freedom but claim
+o curb the virus””

«puthorities have little vision : R
to face this humanitarian and z 5
econcmic crisis.” £ o > &

G AR A

“parfiament has abdicated
its responsibitity to hold
the executive to account”
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A.Lembergs un KPV LV (Par Cilvécigu Latviju) (S.Kolate, Sestdiena, 26.11-4.111 2021,
23)

Kaiminu SestDiena attalinata saruna
satiek automasina. Deputats gan, go?ls
kam gods, piestaj stavvieta, lai raksta
tap8ana neapdraudétu satiksmes drosi-
x bu Riga.
Ka vins tagad skatas, ko pats ir .
>. radijis? Vai patik? Pagad sajatas esot
divejadas. Sakuma vins to esot darjjis ar
tiru sirdsapzinu. Svarigi esot bijis nepie:
laut Zalo un Zemnieku savienibas (Z24S)
on Kkomunistu nonaksanu koalicija «Es
vienmeér esmu teicis, ka [wﬂ_;grg;
hergs ir Latvijas lielaka nelaime, tacu, lai
vai ka tu skaties, esos$as partijas vienmer
ir bijusas ar vinu kaut kada sasaiste.
Tapéec bija jataisa kaut kas pasam savs,»
vins tagad saka. Komunistu karts esot
osargata, lai gan Kaimins$ vglak uzzina-
is, ka Atis Zakatistovs ir sabijis ari
omjaunatneé. Tacu attieksme pret ZZS
ainijusies, tiklidz tolaik sameéra liela
- PV LV frakcija nonakusi Saeima. Vins
tdgad atgadina, ka KPV LV ministri ir &

(o

ot

-

i; enigie, kas tikusies ar Lembergu#Ari

e aiming tagad ir saskaries ar veletaju
eizpratni par cie$o sazobi ar valdoso
oaliciju, tacu tas, vinaprat, bija j adara

p iesi tadeél, lai nepielautu ZZS atgriesa-

1S 3 os koalicija. B ‘

ze- «Visi tie, kas nonakusi Saeima uz

e i Tl R A tacrad i TAti
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A.Lemberga tiesas pravas mediatizacija un Latvijas politiska elite (A.Ozolins,

P.Raudseps, B.Klava, Ir, #8, 14)

y  Sem— o iamen—t _ |
kulnemsana un dalu izspiesana tranzitbizne-
T sa uznémumos s_a_istita ar 90. gadu vidu.

OLIGARHA TAPSANA

7 90. gados bijusaja Padomju Savieniba atra:. |
< ¢ Sanas Sistaja vieta 1sta a bri

s, ja vien cil-

veka parak neapgrutlnaja sirdsapzina. Aivars

Lembergs tolaik bija paspéjis iekartoties mg—

na no otenc1ah ienesigakajam vietam visa

ostRadomiju_teritorija. Okupacijas gados
Ventsplls kluva par vienu no impérijas gal-
venajiem naftas un kimisko vielu eksporta

centriem, un péc PSRS sabrukuma dabas re-

sursu pirksana par létu naudu Austrumos un
pardosana ar milzigu pelnu Rietumos varéja
cilveku atri padarit par miljonaru. Lembergs
jau 1988. gada tika iecelts par Ventspils pilsé-

1A

eva 1QSQ€|U 1sa‘ '

atu izmantoSanu savasinteresés.

%) Irlotiticami, ka tieSi no tranzituznému-

miem nopelnitad nauda lika pamatu Lem-
berga varas talakai izaugsmei. Apsiidziba -
aprakstitas epizodes’ laUJ 1zse1<ot ka turp.
makajos gados neli B |
nostiprindja savu 1etel<m1 ta laika vadosa-
jas partijas — Latvijas celd, Saimniekd, TB/
LNNK, LSDSP un ZZS —un ka savas intere-
sés ieguva noteicoSu ietekmi svarigakaja pil-
sétas uznémuma Ventspils Nafta. Velak VN
nopirka laikraksta Neatkariga Rita Avize iz-
devéju a/s Preses nams un caur privatizaciju
ieguva kontroli par lielo valsts uznémumu

| Latvijas Kugnieciba.

Lai gan jau no 90. gadu otras puses Lem-
berga bagatibas izcelsme sabiedriba izsauca
daudz jautdjumu, jaaubas, vai prokuratiira
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