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SAMPLE ANALYSIS

The analytical report is a detailed analysis of the qualitative result obtained from the
collected data, describing the involvement of target groups, determining the average
indicator in relation to the criteria for each. The analytical report should contain a description
of the data separately from Russia and Finland and their comparative analysis.

685 respondents took part in the study, the answers to the Google questionnaire
(Appendix 1) are presented in Russian — 367 (53.6%), in Finnish -263 (38.4%), in English
— 55 (8.0%). A number of respondents did not give their answers to some of the
questionnaire questions, and therefore the number of respondents to the questionnaire
questions may vary slightly, for example, in questions on the age of respondents, etc. The
computational part of the study was carried out by analyzing responses from a Google form
using specially developed software to compare responses in different languages. The
percentage of respondents' responses was calculated with an accuracy of one decimal place.
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It is not surprising that 69.1% of female representatives, 27.6% of male
representatives, 3.4% did not answer the question according to the gender principle in the
study.

Other European Other non-European
Total number countries countries
Russia Finland
Female
Male

Prefer not
to answer

Among the countries of residence of the survey respondents, the maximum number
was made up of Russian citizens - 378 people (55.2%), Finnish citizens — 287 people
(42.0%), 16 people (2.2%) — representatives of other European countries, 4 people (0.6%) -
representatives of non-European countries.

Total number
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Other European
countries

Other
non-European
countries

According to the level of education, the respondents were distributed as follows:

- higher professional education — 417 (61.0%), secondary vocational — 140 (20.5%),
school - 89 (13.0%), other - 20 (2.9%), | have no formal education - 10 (1.5%), incomplete
higher education - 8 (1.2%).
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According to professional criteria (starting from question No. 22 and up to question
No. 30), the sample consisted of 399 respondents divided into categories:

- 1 work — 279 respondents (69.9%), of which 201 (72.0%) are Russian respondents
and 18 (6.5%) are Finnish;

— | am studying - 69 respondents (17.3%), of which 64 (92.7%) are Russian
respondents and 4 (5.8%) are Finnish;

— | do not work or study - 51 respondents (12.8%), of which 47 (92.2%) are Russian
respondents and 2 (3.9%) are Finnish. The rest of the study participants (respondents from
European and non-European countries) made up less than 3.0% of the total sample and have
no fundamental significance on the results of the study. For independent research, the sample
size (19 people) of respondents from European and non-European countries is insufficient.

COMMON QUESTIONS
1. Choose the 1-3 most important values that You personally accept:
There are 1998 answers to this question. The rating of the first five values is:
1. Health - 424 responses (21.2%).
2. Family — 418 responses (20.9%).
3. Environment (nature) - 250 responses (12.5%).

4. Life - 192 responses (9.6%)



5. Freedom - 181 responses (9.0%)
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The fact that health and family received the same number of positive responses is
quite natural and coincides with the results of many similar studies conducted in St.
Petersburg and in Russia as a whole. In the 2018 study of the attitude of St. Petersburg
residents to the 17 Sustainable Development Goals, the first place was taken by the 3rd goal
- human health and well-being.

In the study of the phenomenon of "healthy lifestyle” of the St. Petersburg teachers
also noted in the first place "health” and "family" (sample — 1520 people, 2021).

The following dominant nature (12.5%), life (9,6%) and freedom (9.0 per cent) of
approximately the same order, whi ch suggests that the perception of the environment is



highenough and is associated with survival (life) the human as a biological being, while
preserving his freedom as a social being.
The top ten values also include:
o love (7.1%), Russian respondents - 7.2%, Finnish respondents - 7.3%.
o friendship (4.6%), Russian respondents - 4.0%, Finnish respondents -
5.5%.
o finance (4.3%), Russian respondents 6.0%, Finnish respondents 2.2%
(oddly enough, Russians have a more attentive and more demanding attitude to
finance than Finnish citizens).
o work (4.2%), Russian respondents - 5.0%, Finnish respondents - 2.7%
(similar to finance, the attitude of Russians to work is more demanding than that of
Finnish citizens).
o creativity (3.0%), Russian respondents - 4.1%, Finnish respondents -
1.7%.
o homeland (country, city) (3.4%), Russian respondents - 2.8%, Finnish
respondents - 4.1%
Question 2. Issues related to the attitude of people to the problem of climate
change.
2.1. "'l rate my orry about climate change as follows™":

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland



On average, the assessment of the level of concern about climate change according to
the 5-point system is 3.8 (sample - 684 people). At the same time, Russian respondents (378
people) showed an assessment level of 3.7, and Finnish respondents (287 people) showed a
level of 3.9.

However, within the margin of error of the method, approximately the same results
were obtained (3.7 and 3.9) with a slight excess of the level of concern about climate change
by Finnish colleagues (exceeding 0.2 points).

2.2. "'In my opinion, climate change is caused by...."

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Dynamics of possible answers: 1 - Exclusively by natural processes, 5 - exclusively
by human activity (anthropogenic factors). The overall indicator for the study (684 people)
Is 3.9, i.e. climate change is explained by both natural and anthropogenic processes. Russian
respondents (378 people) estimated the contribution of natural and anthropogenic factors by
3.7 on a 5-point system; Finnish respondents (287 people) — an indicator of 4.0 to a greater
extent note the influence of anthropogenic factors, human economic activity.

2.3. "'l can contribute to climate change mitigation through my own behavior
and lifestyle™
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In general, across the entire sample (684 people), the statement that a person is able
to contribute to climate change mitigation by his own behavior and lifestyle is agreed in the
range from "not at all" (1) to "to a large extent" - 3.7; at the same time, Russian respondents
(378 people) indicated 3.5 and Finnish respondents (287 people) - 3.8. Slightly (+0.3) but
still Finnish respondents see the possibility of their own contribution to climate change
mitigation to a greater extent.

2.4. " Climate change and other environmental issues influence my choices when
making mobility decisions"
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The environmental assessment of the use of various modes of transport in general,
according to the study, an indicator was obtained - 3.0; Russian respondents showed this
indicator - 2.7, Finnish respondents - 3.4. The results of the Finnish side are 0.7 higher than
the Russian ones, which emphasizes the increased attention of Finnish respondents to the
choice of transport for their movement.

2.5. "I think the impact of climate change on humanity..."

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

1 - extremely negative;

5 - very positive.

Thus, the lower the indicator, the more justified the negative impact of climate change
on human development. In general, the indicator for the entire study sample is 2.2; Russian
respondents indicated 2.4; Finnish respondents - 1.9. And again, Finnish respondents give a
more reasonable answer about the impact of climate change on human development (0.5).

Question 3. Issues related to the cyclical (**green'") economy.

Questions related to the cyclical ("green™) economy are stated in the questionnaire in
the form of respondents' attitude to a number of provisions, statements; for example, how
do you feel about the statement (agree - disagree) "I take into account the life cycle of the
product (product) in my purchasing decisions.” The starting positions are given in the table.

3. Evaluate your attitude and actions aimed at implementing the principles of a
cyclical economy:

Table 1



Distribution of answers to questions related to the cyclical ("'green') economy,
in %

Totally Nearly Nearly Totally I
Statement agree agree disagree disagree can not say
"l take the product life 32,5 449 14,2 47 3,8
cycle into account in my
purchasing decisions”
"I prefer and buy 29,8 33,6 20,8 14,0 1,7
second-hand products,
whenever its possible"
"I consider it important 82,8 12,9 2,6 1,2 0,6
to recycle waste (paper,
cardboard, plastic, metal, glass,
etc.)."”
"l prefer  buying 29,5 43,9 16,4 4,8 54
products made from recycled
materials"

3.1. "'l take the product life cycle into account in my purchasing decisions**

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Totally agree
Nearly agree

Nearly disagree

Totally disagree

| can not say

In the total sample size (684 responses), 222 votes fully supported the proposed
provision, 32.5% of all responses, 517 votes indicated "agree and rather agree", 77.4%.
Among Russian respondents , the data can be presented as follows:
140 responses in the sample of Russians (378 responses)
o "agree" - 37.0%
o "agree + rather agree" - 279 responses, 73.8%.

Among Finnish respondents , these data look like this:
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74 responses in the sample of Finnish respondents (287 responses)
o "agree" — 25.8%
o "agree + rather agree" - 238 responses, 82.9%.
Judging by the results of the survey, Finnish respondents are more optimistic (82.9%)
compared to Russian respondents (73.8%) about the implementation of the principles of a

cyclical economy; perhaps this is also due to the fact that in Finland the ideas of a cyclical
economy are more widespread in various forms of formal, informal and informal education.

3.2. "'l prefer and buy second-hand products, whenever its possible™

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Totally agree
Nearly agree

Nearly disagree

Totally disagree

| can not say

| prefer to buy used goods whenever possible: an interesting question and maybe there
will be interesting answers.

In the total sample size (684 responses), 204 votes fully supported the proposed
provision, 29.8% of all responses, 434 votes indicated "agree and rather agree", 63.4%.
Among Russian respondents , the data can be presented as follows:
o "agree" 90 responses in the sample of Russians (378 responses) — 23.8%;
o "agree + rather agree" - 207 responses, 54.8%.

Among Finnish respondents , these data look like this:

o 111 responses in the sample of Finnish respondents (287 responses) "agree"
- 38.7%j;
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o "agree + rather agree" - 218 responses, 76.0%.

And this indicator is higher among Finnish respondents.

Today, for any large city in Russia or the post-Soviet countries, second-hand shops
and online boutiques are quite a familiar phenomenon. However, a little less than 30 years
ago, there were practically no such outlets in the CIS. Despite the fact that the modern second
hand industry is a fairly developed and advanced industry in organizational terms, until quite
recently this industry was at the stage of formation.

Perhaps it is this component, the factor that can explain such a difference between
Russian and Finnish respondents in relation to the use of second-hand goods.

3.3. "l consider it important to recycle waste (paper, cardboard, plastic, metal,
glass, etc.)."

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Totally agree
Nearly agree

Nearly disagree

Totally disagree

| can not say

"l consider the recycling of waste (paper, cardboard, plastic, metal, glass, etc.) to be
important” - an important issue related to the attitude of a person to waste recycling.

In the total sample size (684 responses), 566 votes fully supported the proposed
provision, 82.8% of all responses, 654 votes indicated "agree and rather agree", 95.7%.
Among Russian respondents , the data can be presented as follows:

o "agree" 315 responses in the sample of Russians (378 responses) - 83.3%;
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o "agree + rather agree" - 365 responses, 96.5%.
Among Finnish respondents , these data look like this:

o "agree" 243 responses in the sample of Finnish respondents (287
responses) - 84.7%
o "agree + rather agree" - 272 responses, 94.8%.

The attitude to waste recycling among Russian (96.5%) and Finnish colleagues
(94.8%) is approximately the same and has a high indicator.

3.4. "I prefer buying products made from recycled materials'- the question
orienting us in the indicator of consumption in society.

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Totally agree
Nearly agree

Nearly disagree

Totally disagree

| can not say

— In the total sample size (684 responses), 202 votes fully supported the
proposed provision, 29.5% of all responses, 502 votes indicated, "agree and rather
agree", 73.4%.

Among Russian respondents, the data can be presented as follows:
e "agree" 113 responses in the sample of Russians (378 responses) -- 29.9%;
e "agree + rather agree" - 274 responses, 72.5%.

Among Finnish respondents , these data look like this:

e 85 "agree" 85 answers in the sample of Finnish respondents (287 answers) —
29.6%

e "agree + rather agree" - 217 answers, 75.6%.

And on this issue, the positions of Russian and Finnish respondents practically
coincide.

Question 4. A question related to the attitude of people to waste sorting.
13



Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

| sort the waste because | care about nature

I sort the waste because it's already a habit

I don't sort the waste because there are
no necessary conditions for it

I don't sort the waste because I'm not used to

I sort the waste because
everyone around me does |

I sort the waste to avoid a fine
(penalty)

I don't sort the waste because | don't
think it's necessary

I don't sort the waste because no
one around me does

In general, the attitude to waste sorting as a concern for the environment is considered
dominant (52.0%). At the same time, the share of these options among Russian respondents
(51.0%) is less than that of Finnish respondents (54.7%). However, the answer to the
question "I sort waste because it is already a habit" Finnish respondents (34.8%) are
significantly ahead of Russian (9.0%).

The answer to the question "l don't sort waste because there are no necessary
conditions™ was mainly given by Russian respondents (28.6%); this provision is indeed
confirmed by the socio-ecological state of the waste problem in the Russian Federation.
According to many estimates, the problem of waste in Russia is one of the priority problems
and its solution is put in the national project "Ecology™ as paramount. At the same time, only
1.4% of Finnish respondents noted this option.

The answers to the rest of the questions in this area are represented by an insignificant
number of answers, which is essentially due to the inaccuracy of sociological research and
cannot be considered as fundamentally significant.

Question 5. Issues related to people's actions regarding water conservation.
Questions on water saving are formulated in the form of a number of provisions (see
the table).
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Table 2.
Distribution of answers to questions related to people's actions regarding water
conservation, in %

Totally Nearly Nearly Totally |
Statement agree agree disagree disagree can not say
I turn off the water
when | do something else in 731 21.9 37 13 i
parallel
| take a shower instead
of a bath 74,1 15,4 5,6 3,4 1,3
I only use the washing
machine and dishwasher when 56,0 313 9.2 18 18
fully loaded
I use water-saving
household appliances 35,5 34,8 11,8 7,5 10,4

The problem of clean water is one of the priorities and is among the 17 Sustainable
Development Goals: Goals No. 6, 14. Goal No. 6 is related to human activity ("clean water
and sanitation"), and goal No. 14 is related to the conservation of marine ecosystems.

TIMKBMOALKA XOPOLLEE 3710POBBE KAYECTBEHHOE TEHAEPHOE YHCTAA BOIA
HHLLETBI ronopa W BJIATONONMYYHE OBPA30BAHME PABEHCTBO W CAHHTAPHA
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ﬁi =)

1 3 BOPbBA 1 4 COXPAHEHME COXPAHEHWE 16 MHP, NPABOCY[IME 17 MAPTHEPCTBO

CM3MEHEHMEM MOPCKMX IHOCHCTEM CYLLM H3OOEKTHBHBIE B HHTEPECAX
KTMMATA IKOCHCTEM HHCTHTYTBI YCTORYUBOTO PA3BHTHA u En M

W2 €} B OBNACTH
' YCTOWYUBOTO
. = PA3BUTUA

5.1. | turn off the water when I do something else in parallel

The problem of saving water is fully supported by 73.1% of respondents (72.5% of
them Russian and 75.3% Finnish), rather supported by 21.9% (23.0% Russian, 19.2%
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Finnish). Absolute disagreement with this provision was expressed by only 9 respondents,
including 5 Russian and 4 Finnish respondents.

5.2. | take a shower instead of a bath

74.1% of respondents expressed support for the need for their own participation in
solving global problems (including the problem of clean water, the question "I take a shower
instead of a bath"), 64.6% of them Russian, 88.2% Finnish.

Rather, 15.6% support it (of which 22.2% of Russian and 5.9% of Finnish
respondents). 23 respondents (3.4%) absolutely disagreed with this provision, including 19
(5.0%) Russian and 4 (1.4%) Finnish respondents.

5.3. I only use the washing machine and dishwasher when fully loaded

The use of environmental technologies in everyday life (water-saving equipment and
appliances, the question "I use a washing machine and dishwasher only when fully loaded")
Is supported by 56.0% of respondents, including 56.6% of Russian and 56.1% of Finnish.
The share of respondents from other countries is not fundamentally significant ("agree" - 8
respondents, "rather agree" - 5 respondents). The question "rather agree" was expressed by
214 respondents (31.3%), of which 29.1% of Russian and 34.5% of Finnish respondents.
Absolute disagreement with this provision was expressed by 12 respondents (10 — Russian
and 2 Finnish).

5.4. | use water-saving household appliances

The question "I use water-saving household appliances and appliances™ was answered
as follows:

o "agree" - 35.5%, of which 33.9% of Russian and 35.9% of Finnish
respondents;

° “rather agree" - 34.8%, of which 29.9% of Russian and 41.5% of Finnish
respondents;

o 51 respondents (7.5%)

o "disagree"”, of which 45 respondents (11.9%) are Russian and 6
respondents (2.1%) are Finnish.

Question 6. Issues related to self-assessment of own environmental knowledge.

The problem of self-assessment in recent years has become more and more dominant
and is recognized as more significant than the expert assessment. It is the results of self-

16



assessment that are the basis of formative assessment, increasing motivation for self-
educational activity of a person.

6.1. "'l assess my level of environmental knowledge as...”

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

The average score for self-assessment of environmental knowledge is 4.9 points
(according to the 10-point assessment system), while Russian respondents rated their
knowledge by 5.7 points, Finnish respondents - by 3.9 points, representatives of other
countries (19 respondents) rated their environmental knowledge in the range from 3 to 5
points, i.e. at the level of the average for the entire sample.

6.2. "'l assess level of environmental knowledge of my city's residents as..."

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland
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The knowledge assessment of one's environment is quite interesting from a
psychological and sociological point of view.

In general, respondents rated the level of environmental knowledge of acquaintances,
friends, neighbors and other people in their environment at 3.6 points (according to a 10-
point rating system), while Russian respondents scored 4.0 points, and Finnish respondents
-3.1.

Again, Russian respondents give higher self-esteem indicators! One can assume either
an overestimated self-esteem of Russian respondents, or a higher level of critical thinking
and critical evaluation of Finnish respondents. Of course, an adequate self-assessment of
environmental knowledge is also possible, but this requires a special expert study.

Question 7. You assess the extent of your responsibility for nature
conservation...

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

The question is related to the assessment of people's responsibility for nature
conservation.

The average score for assessing their responsibility for nature conservation is 5.6
points, while among Russian respondents it is 7.0 points, Finnish respondents - 3.9 points.

It is interesting to compare the indicators of self-assessment of environmental
knowledge (... I know this ...) and self-assessment of responsibility for nature conservation
(... I am responsible for this ...).

Interesting to compare:

18



Table 3.
Comparison of average self-assessment indicators of environmental knowledge
of respondents from Russia and Finland

In
general, for Russia Finland
the entire
sample
1. Self-assessment of own environmental knowledge 4,9 5,7 3,9
2. Self-assessment of the knowledge of others 3,6 4,0 3,1
3. Self-assessment of people's responsibility for nature 5,6 7,0 3,9

It is interesting to note that the presented series of research results allows us to state
the following:

- in general, responsibility for the state of the environment and nature is assessed by
respondents above all (5.6 points), then the level of environmental knowledge is noted: their
own - 4.9 points and the surrounding people - 3.6 points.

- the rating of these indicators for Finnish respondents is approximately the same
level: 3.1 - 3.9.

- Russian respondents highly appreciate the responsibility for the state of nature - 7.0
points; rather highly appreciate their own knowledge in the field of the environment (5.7
points) and environmental knowledge of the surrounding people (4.0 points).

Question 8. Issues related to waste management.

The problem of waste management is one of the most pressing environmental
problems, especially in cities. Everyone contributes to the formation of waste, therefore, the
formation of environmentally competent behavior in relation to the collection and disposal
of solid household waste is the most important task of environmental education and public
education.

From the point of view of conscious waste management, respondents evaluated
several statements.

Table 4.
Distribution of answers to questions related to waste management in %
Tot N Ne T I can
Statement ally agree early agree arly otally not say
disagree disagree

"l sort the waste according to the
instructions and deliver it to the appropriate 53,4 28,7 7,3 7,5 3,2
recycling bins"
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"My household has sufficient
sorting  possibilities and  appropriate 33,2 29,4 16,2 18,0 34
facilities for that purpose™

"I'm continuously aiming to reduce

the amount of waste generated in my home" 38,0 42.1 10.7 50 4.2
"I take care of hazardous waste as
well as electrical and electronic waste by 68,7 203 5.2 3.2 25

delivering them to appropriate collection
point"

8.1. I sort the waste according to the instructions and deliver it to the appropriate
trash cans.

In general, 82.1% of all respondents expressed their full or partial agreement with this
statement (53.4% agree; 28.7% rather agree), and 14.8% disagree (7.5% disagree; 7.3%
rather disagree). Only 3.2% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparing the results of the survey by country, we can say that the following
expressed their full or partial agreement with this statement:

- 77.6% of Russian respondents (agree - 49.2%; rather agree — 28.4%);
- 95.5% of Finnish respondents (agree - 66.9%; rather agree - 28.6%).

- in other non-European countries, this figure is 75.0% (agree - 50.0%: rather agree —
25.0%), and in other European countries — 86.7% (agree - 60.0%; rather agree - 26.7%)

These data indicate a fairly high degree of awareness by the citizens themselves of
the need to sort garbage in households.

The positive result of Finnish respondents (95.5%), compared with Russians from St.
Petersburg (77.6%), is naturally 17.9% higher, which is most likely due to the presence of a
developed infrastructure for sorting household waste in Finnish cities. This assumption is
confirmed by the answers to the following statement.

8.2. My household has sufficient sorting facilities and appropriate facilities for
this purpose.

. 62.6% of all respondents expressed their full or partial agreement with
this statement (agree - 33.2%; rather agree — 29.4%), and disagreement

o 34.2% (disagree - 18.0%; rather disagree - 16.2%).
20



o Only 3.4% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparing the results of the answers to this question by country, we can say that the
following expressed their full or partial agreement with this statement:

o 41.8% of Russian respondents (agree - 17.5%; rather agree — 24.3%);
o 87.5% of Finnish respondents (agree - 53.0%; rather agree - 34.5%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 100.0% (agree - 75.0%:
rather agree — 25.0%), and in other European countries — 93.3% (agree - 40.0%; rather
agree - 53.3%)

A significant difference (45.7%) of positive responses to this statement from Finnish
(87.5%) and Russian (41.8%) respondents is due not so much to the lack of awareness of St.
Petersburg residents, but rather to the fact that the necessary conditions (infrastructure) for
sorting waste in the household are insufficiently implemented in St. Petersburg, unlike
Finnish and many other European cities.

8.3. ""I'm continuously aiming to reduce the amount of waste generated in my
home"'

Full or partial agreement with this statement was expressed by 80.1% of all
respondents (agree - 38.0%; rather agree — 42.1%), and disagreement - 15.7% (disagree -
5.0%; rather disagree - 10.7%). 4.2% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

The following expressed their full or partial agreement with this statement:
o 76.2% of Russian respondents (agree - 37.0%; rather agree — 39.2%);
o 85.3% of Finnish respondents (agree - 39.0%; rather agree - 46.3%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 75.0% (agree - 50.0%:
rather agree — 25.0%), and in other European countries - 80.0% (agree - 40.0%; rather
agree - 40.0%)
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In general, the majority of respondents in all countries strive to reduce the amount of
waste generated in their homes. This indicator is slightly higher among Finnish respondents
compared to Russian ones, by 9.1%.

8.4. "'l take care of hazardous waste as well as electrical and electronic waste
by delivering them to appropriate collection point"

89.0% of all respondents expressed full or partial agreement with this statement
(68.7% agree; 20.3% rather agree), and only 8.4% disagree (3.2% disagree; 5.2% rather
disagree). 2.5% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparative indicators of full or partial agreement with this statement are as follows:
o 85.2% of Russian respondents (agree - 59.5%; rather agree — 25.7%);
o 94.4% of Finnish respondents (agree - 80.8%; rather agree - 13.6%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 100.0% (agree - 75.0%:
rather agree — 25.0%), and in other European countries - 80.0% (agree - 66.7%; rather
agree - 13.3%)

The high rates of positive responses of respondents to this statement demonstrate not
only the level of consciousness of citizens in the field of disposal of hazardous household
waste, electronic devices, but also the availability of appropriate infrastructure for the
collection of this kind of waste in St. Petersburg and the cities of Finland. Nevertheless, this
indicator is also higher among Finnish respondents compared to Russian by 9.2%.

Question 9. Issues related to the development of the natural component of the
urban environment.
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The development of the urban environment, especially in large cities, is accompanied
by an aggravation of the contradiction between man-made and natural objects. Nature is
being forced out of cities, impoverishing them not only with clean water and air, but also
with living organisms, with the emotional saturation that nature gives to man.

One of the most important directions of ecologization of the urban environment,
human familiarization with nature, the formation of love and understanding of the value of
wildlife in all its manifestations is the preservation and development of the natural territories

of the city.

During the survey, respondents were offered statements aimed at revealing their
attitude to nature, natural objects in cities.

Table 5.

Distribution of answers to questions related to the development

of the urban environment in %

possible to preserve plants and
animals"

Totally Nearly Nearly Totally I
Statement agree agree disagree disagree can not say
"Natural recreation areas
aret |erortant for our own well- 80.4 15,7 18 0.4 18
being
N Natu_re gives me a lot of 88.4 9.2 0.6 0.2 0.8
positive emotions
"l worry about the
decrease in the number of birds in 45,5 29,7 13,7 3,8 7,3
the city"
"Cities should have more
"green zones" to maintain
biological diversity (animals, 75,7 17,7 41 0,6 19
plants)"
"The well-being of water
bodies ghguld be"taken better care 82.1 13,2 25 0 22
of than it is now
"In urban forests, it is
necessary to reduce forest
management activities as much as 56,2 30,1 75 15 48
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9.1. "Natural recreation areas are important for our own well-being"*

In general, 96.1% of all respondents expressed their full or partial agreement with this
statement (agree - 80.4%; rather agree — 15.7%), and disagreement - 2.2% (disagree - 0.4%;
rather disagree - 1.8%). Only 1.8% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparing the results of the survey by country, we can say that the following
expressed their full or partial agreement with this statement:

o 97.6% of Russian respondents (agree - 86.4%; rather agree — 11.2%);
o 94.8% of Finnish respondents (agree - 74.6%; rather agree - 20.2%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 66.6% (agree - 33.3%:
rather agree — 33.3%), and in other European countries — 87.5% (agree - 50.0%; rather
agree - 37.5%)

The overwhelming majority of respondents perceive nature, recreation areas in the
city as an environment necessary for their own well-being, primarily for health.

Among Russian respondents, this indicator is not significant, but higher (11.8% more
fully agree with the statement), which is probably due to the scale of the urban area of St.
Petersburg, impoverished by natural areas, especially in the city center), problems of
transport accessibility of large parks and forest parks.

9.2. Nature gives me a lot of positive emotions

In general, 97.6% of all respondents fully or partially agree with this statement (88.4%
agree; 9.2% rather agree), and only 0.8% disagree (0.2% disagree; 0.6% rather disagree).
0.8% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparative indicators of full or partial agreement with this statement are as follows:
o 85.2% of Russian respondents (agree - 98.4%; rather agree - 9.8%);
o 100% of Finnish respondents (agree - 84.6%; rather agree — 15.4%).

o in other European countries, this figure is also 100.0% (agree - 100%)
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The survey data show that nature, to one degree or another, is a source of positive
emotions for almost all respondents. The value-emotional attitude to nature among the
surveyed citizens manifests itself clearly.

The big difference in the responses of Russian and Finnish respondents is due to the
fact that for some reason a very small number of Finnish respondents answered this
question-statement (only 13 respondents).

9.3. "'l worry about the decrease in the number of birds in the city"

In general, 75.2% of all respondents fully or partially agree with this statement (45.5%
agree; 29.7% rather agree), and 17.5% disagree (3.8% disagree; 13.7% rather disagree).
7.3% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparative indicators of full or partial agreement with this statement are as follows:
o 85.3% of Russian respondents (agree - 61.6%; rather agree — 23.7%);
o 62.0% of Finnish respondents (agree - 25.8%; rather agree - 36.2%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 100% (agree - 33.3%:
rather agree — 66.7%), and in other European countries — 68.8% (agree - 25.0%; rather
agree - 43.8%)

This question-statement concerns citizens' awareness of the most important
environmental problem — the problem of preserving biological diversity. As a rule, people
rarely think about this problem, practically do not name it among the modern environmental
problems.

In general, 75.2% of all respondents expressed some concern about the decrease in
the number of bird species and insect pollinators in the city.

Russians (Petersburgers) are more concerned about this problem (85.3%): they fully
agree that they are concerned about the decrease in the number of bird species and insect
pollinators in the city, 35.8% more Russian than Finnish respondents. This is most likely
due to the fact that the majority of Finnish respondents live in small towns where there are
a lot of green areas, in general, there is a sufficient variety of insects and birds that live in
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nearby biocenoses — meadows, forests. The overall result of Finnish respondents is 62.0%,
which is 23.3% lower than that of Russian respondents.

In St. Petersburg, even in many city squares, you can see only sparse vegetation and
several species of birds - typical urban inhabitants.

9.4. "Cities should have more "'green zones'" to maintain biological diversity
(animals, plants)"

93.4% of all respondents fully or partially agree with this statement (75.7% agree;
17.7% rather agree), and only 4.7% disagree (0.6% disagree; 4.1% rather disagree). 1.9% of
the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Comparative indicators of full or partial agreement with this statement are as follows:
o 96.8% of Russian respondents (agree - 85.9%; rather agree — 10.9%);
o 89.5% of Finnish respondents (agree - 64.1%; rather agree - 25.4%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 66.6% (agree - 33.3%:
rather agree — 33.3%), and in other European countries — 87.5% (agree - 50.0%; rather
agree - 37.5%)

These data confirm the overall high concern of respondents (93.4%) about the
problem of conservation of biological diversity, which, of course, is more acute in large
cities. We fully agree that there should be more ""green zones" in cities to maintain biological
diversity (animals, plants) by 21.8% more Russian than Finnish respondents. As mentioned
above, many areas of St. Petersburg are impoverished with green spaces, which, of course,
worries citizens.

9.5. "The well-being of water bodies should be taken better care of than it is

now

Water quality, the ecological state of reservoirs and the aquatic environment is, along
with air quality, on one of the first places in the rating of environmental problems that
residents of cities talk about. It is not surprising that the overwhelming majority of
respondents believe that the well-being of water bodies should be taken care of better than
now.
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In general, 95.3% of all respondents expressed their full or partial agreement with this
statement (82.1% agree; 13.2% rather agree), and only 2.5% disagree (0% disagree; 2.5%
rather disagree). 2.2% of the surveyed citizens found it difficult to answer.

Your full or partial agreement with this statement was expressed by:
- 97.6% of Russian respondents (agree — 88,0%; probably agree — 9,6%);
And 92.7% of the Finnish respondents (agree — 75,6%; probably agree — 17,1%).

in other non-European countries this figure is 100% (I agree with 66.7%: more likely
to agree — 33,3%), and in other European countries and 87.5% (agree — 62,5%; probably
agree — 25,0%).

Since there are quite a lot of water bodies on the territory of both regions, as well as
Russia and Finland are countries of the Baltic region, the problem of protection and well-
being of water bodies is certainly of concern to citizens of both countries.

9.6. ""In urban forests, it is necessary to reduce forest management activities as
much as possible to preserve plants and animals"

In general, 86.3% of all respondents expressed their full or partial agreement with this
statement (56.2% agree; 30.1% rather agree), and only 2.5% disagree (1.5% disagree; 7.5%
rather disagree). 4.8% of the respondents found it difficult to answer.

The following expressed their full or partial agreement with this statement:
o 92.1% of Russian respondents (agree - 70.0%; rather agree — 22.1%);
o 78.7% of Finnish respondents (agree - 39.0%; rather agree - 39.7%).

o in other non-European countries, this figure is 66.6% (agree - 33.3%:
rather agree -33.3%), and in other European countries — 87.6% (agree - 43.8%; rather
agree - 43.8%).

The problem of preserving urban forests is of greater concern to Petersburgers. We
fully agree with the statement that in urban forests it is necessary to reduce forestry activities
as much as possible in order to preserve plants and animals by 31.0% more Russian
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respondents than Finnish ones. In general, 13.3% more St. Petersburg residents than Finnish
respondents expressed their agreement (full or partial) with this statement.

Probably, such results are related to the fact that urban forests are very attractive for
various types of economic activity. A certain infrastructure is being created on their territory,
various facilities for recreation and entertainment, health improvement are being built. These
zones are no less attractive for housing construction. Residents of a big city realize that they
are getting further away from nature and believe that it should be preserved in the city.

Thus, based on the analysis of the respondents' answers to the 9th question, in general,
it can be stated that citizens have a high awareness of the value of nature and natural objects
that should not only be preserved, but also developed in the urban environment.

Respondents from both countries generally showed a high value attitude towards
nature, which gives a lot of positive emotions (98.3%), contributes to the preservation of
health (96.1%).

The overwhelming majority of respondents from both countries expressed particularly
high concern about the well-being of water bodies (95.3%), the preservation of green areas
in the city (93.4%).

In general, Russian respondents (St. Petersburg residents) have a slightly higher
concern about the preservation of nature in the city than Finnish respondents.

For example, 75.2% of all respondents expressed some concern about the decrease in
the number of bird species and insect pollinators in the city, but among St. Petersburg
residents (85.3% in general), 35.8% more Russian than Finnish respondents fully agree with
such concern. In general (agree in whole or in part) This figure is also 23.3% higher among
Russian respondents (85.3%) than among Finnish respondents (62.0%).

Probably, some problems, for example, the preservation of natural areas in the city,
species of insect pollinators, the development of economic activity in the forest park zone,
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are less relevant for residents of Finnish cities, which are not comparable in area, man-made
load, etc. with St. Petersburg.

Question 10. Who do You think is responsible for the quality of the environment
in Your city? (select 3 main positions):

Responsibility is a norm of personal behavior, an element of morality, which is
expressed in the attitude of the individual to society and the norms of behavior accepted in
society. This kind of responsibility is manifested in decision-making at various levels, in
behavior. Environmental responsibility is not only a legal and economic category, it is a
component of environmental culture, the result of environmental education and
enlightenment. Environmental responsibility is based on such personal qualities as self-
control, the ability to foresee the immediate and long-term consequences of their actions in
the environment, critical attitude towards themselves and others. Environmental
responsibility should be based not on the fear of punishment, for example, a fine, but on the
conviction of the correctness of their actions and their environmental expediency.

Environmental responsibility of each person is a component of common
responsibility, it is the result of acquired environmental knowledge, skills of rational nature
management and the manifestation of ecological consciousness.

The answers to the question "Who, in your opinion, is responsible for the quality of the
environment in your city?" were distributed as follows.

Local authorities (city, district) e
Directly every resident | o el
Industrial enterprises, business | —
Federal government |
Special State environmental protection services s
Public environmental organizations | —
I myself I
Commercial environmental organizations |IE——
| cannotsay |g=

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Total

number M Finland B Russia

In the first place was the choice of "Local authorities (city, district)" — 25.0% of all
respondents. This is the opinion of almost a lone number of Russian (24.9%) and Finnish
(26.0%) respondents.
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In second place for the entire sample was the answer "Directly every resident" -
22.8%. However, the share of Finnish respondents who chose this option (27.3%) exceeds
the share of Russian respondents (19.6%).

The next position is occupied by the option "Industrial enterprises, business™ — 11.8%.
However, a significant difference is again found in the responses of Russian (9.1%) and
Finnish (15.7%) respondents: Finnish respondents place more responsibility for the quality
of the environment in the city on industrial enterprises and businesses than St. Petersburg
residents.

The position of Russian and Finnish respondents regarding the responsibility for the
quality of the environment in the city of the federal government and the government as a
whole also differs: 13.7% of Russian respondents and 9.3% of Finnish respondents (11.7%
of all respondents) are responsible for these structures.

According to 9.9% of all respondents, including 15.9% of Russian and 2.2% of
Finnish respondents, special state environmental protection services should be responsible
for the quality of the urban environment.

Public environmental organizations are held responsible for the quality of the urban
environment by 8.5% of all respondents, including 7.0% of Russian and 10.0% of Finnish
respondents.

This clarification of the position of "Directly every resident™ in responsibility for the
quality of the urban environment as "Himself /herself* was chosen by 4.9% of all
respondents; 5.0% of Russian and 4.8% of Finnish respondents.

4.3% of all respondents, including 3.9% of Russian and 3.5% of Finnish respondents,
hold commercial environmental organizations responsible for the quality of the urban
environment.

By grouping the responses by type of organization (see tab. 8), it can be concluded
that the prevailing understanding of the responsibility of authorities at various levels and
public services (Local authorities, Federal authorities and Special State Environmental
Services) for the quality of the environment as part of the overall environmental
responsibility. The total share of these options was 46.7%. At the same time, in the responses
of Russian respondents, variants from this category were found much more often (54.6%)
than in the responses of respondents from Finland (37.6%).

The share of responses associated with the population (Directly each resident, myself
/ myself) is 27.7%. At the same time, Finnish respondents have significantly more (32.1%)
than Russian respondents (24.6%).
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The share of responsibility of environmental organizations (Special state
environmental services, Public environmental organizations and Commercial environmental
organizations) is 22.7%. In the responses of Russian respondents, variants from this category
make up 26.8%, in the responses of Finnish respondents - 15.8%.

The total share of responses related to commercial organizations (Industrial
enterprises, business and Commercial environmental organizations) is 16.2%. At the same
time, Finnish respondents have 19.2% of the answers included in this category, while
Russian respondents have 13.0%

Table 6.

Answers to the question "*Who, in your opinion, is responsible for the quality of
the environment in your city?", grouped by type of answers

Response shares, %
Responsible groups Russian Finnish In gener.al,
for  the entire
respondents respondents
sample
Authorities and public services 54,6 37,6 46,7
Population 24,6 32,1 27,7
. Environmental organizations and 26.8 1538 22.7
services
Commercial organizations 13,0 19,2 16,2

Question 11. Are You familiar with Your city's environmental strategy?

The strategy of an "ecologically sustainable city” as a component of a sustainable
development strategy can be implemented only if the balance of economy, social life and
ecology is observed. Compliance with this balance is based on the development and
implementation of the environmental strategy of the city. Such a strategy should be
developed for each city, since it is based on the analysis of specific factors: the
environmental situation, social, economic and other factors.

The ecological strategy of the city is addressed, along with various bodies and
structures, also to every citizen and makes it possible to realize the peculiarities of the urban
environment development: the city as a resource circulation system; a city that rationally
uses resources and allows them to recover; an ecological city using various, including
renewable energy sources; the development of transport flows, environmentally friendly
transport in the city, pedestrian and bicycle routes; construction and development of energy-
efficient "smart" buildings; development of waste management system; development of
green zones and protected areas, etc.
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Ideas about the ecological strategy of the city allow every citizen to use an ecological
approach in everyday life, to measure their needs with the ecological possibilities of the
urban environment.

42.9% of all respondents know, but in general terms, the environmental strategy of
their city as a whole.

They do not know, but | would like to get acquainted — 39.3% of all respondents.

Only 9.9% of respondents know their city's environmental strategy well.

7.9% of respondents said they were not interested in this question.

Let's compare the results of the answers to the question "Are you familiar with the
environmental strategy of your city?" by country:

. know, but in general terms - 31.0% of Russian respondents and 56.8% of
Finnish respondents; in other non-European countries, this figure was 75.0%, and in
other European countries — 68.6%;

o do not know, but would like to get acquainted — 53.2% of Russian
respondents and 23.7% of Finnish respondents;

. yes, it is well known — 8.7% of Russian respondents and 10.5% of Finnish
respondents; in other European countries, this figure was 31.3%;

o not interested in getting acquainted with the strategy — 7.2% of Russian
respondents and 9.1% of Finnish respondents; in other non-European countries, this
figure was 25.0%.

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Yes, | know it well

Yes, but | know in
general terms

No, but | would like to
read it

No, not interested
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Thus, the majority of respondents in general show some interest in the environmental
strategy of their city:

among Finnish respondents, compared to Russian, there are 25.8% more of those who
have some ideas about the development strategy of their city;

However, there are 29.5% more Russian respondents than Finnish respondents who
are not familiar with, but would like to get acquainted with the environmental strategy of
their city.

Only a tenth of all citizens who took part in the survey know the environmental
strategy of their city well. About the same number of respondents are not interested in this
question.

Of course, there is a request for more active educational activities aimed at
familiarizing citizens with the environmental strategy of their city, especially among
Petersburgers.

Question 12. Do you know where to turn when an environmental offense is
detected?

An active ecological life position is the most important component of ecological
culture and a manifestation of ecological consciousness, personal worldview attitudes.

Not every environmental problem that arises in the urban environment can be solved
by an ordinary citizen on his own. An integral and necessary component of the work of
urban environmental services is their timely informing about various environmental
situations, offenses.

Here is shows the answers of all respondents to the question "Do you know where to
turn when an environmental offense is detected?"":

° no, | don't know- 45.1%;
o yes, | know and I will apply - 42.9%;
. yes, | know, but | won't apply — 10.2%;
. it doesn't matter to me — 1.8%.
Let's compare the results of the answers to the same question (where to turn when an

environmental offense is detected) by country:
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o 52 no, they do not know — 52.7% of Russian respondents and 38.3% of
Finnish respondents;

o Yes, they know and will apply - 37.3% of Russian respondents and
49.8% of Finnish respondents;

o Yes, they know, but they won't apply — 8.2% of Russian respondents and
10.5% of Finnish respondents;

o It doesn't matter to them — 1.6% of Russian respondents and 1.4% of
Finnish respondents.

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

No, | don't know
Yes, | know, | will apply or have
applied

Yes, | know, but | will not apply

It doesn't matter to me

In other countries, the responses were distributed as follows:

yes, | know, | will apply - 50.0% in other European countries and 50.0% in other non-
European countries;

yes, | know, but I will not apply - 50.0% in other European countries and 25.0% in
other non-European countries;

it does not matter to me — 25.0% in other non-European countries.

In general, almost half of the respondents (45.1%) do not know where to turn when
detecting an environmental offense. Moreover, there are 13.9% more such Russian
respondents than Finnish ones.
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It is encouraging that, in general, almost half of Finnish respondents (49.8%) know
and will apply when detecting environmental offenses. The number of Russian respondents
who answered this question positively is 12.5% less.

It can be concluded that Russian citizens (residents of St. Petersburg) are less
informed about the city's environmental services and hotline telephones than residents of
Finnish cities.

As always, there is a category of citizens who are indifferent to environmental
problems. It is approximately the same in number and amounts to 9-11% in both countries.

Question 13. How often do You use the nature and parks of Your city for
recreation and leisure: *

As noted above (question No. 9), the vast majority of respondents perceive nature,
recreation areas in the city as an environment necessary for their own well-being, primarily
for health.

Analyzing the answers to the question "How often do You use the outdoors, Your city
parks for recreation and leisure?", - we can say that, despite the peculiarities of the Northern
nature of Russia and Finland in General, citizens actively use natural objects to rest and
leisure.

Usage of the nature parks of the city to rest and leisure in General following:
o weekly — 44.2%;
o daily — 22.0 %;
° monthly — 18.7%;
o on a special occasion - 7.2%;
o rarely — 6.6%;
° other answers: in summer - 0.4%;
° never - 0.4%;
. in winter 0.3%;

o in spring - 0.2%.
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Thus, at least once a week 66.2% of all respondents rest in the parks of their city.
Natural areas are the favorite places of recreation of citizens.

Let's compare the results of two countries - Russia and Finland. The frequency of
using nature, parks of your city for recreation and leisure:

o weekly — 42.1% of Russian respondents and 47.0% of Finnish
respondents;

o daily — 19.8% of Russian respondents and 25.1% of Finnish respondents;

o monthly — 22.2% of Russian respondents and 13.9% of Finnish
respondents;

o on a special occasion - 7.9% of Russian respondents and 6.2% of Finnish
respondents;

o rarely — 7.1% of Russian respondents and 6.3% of Finnish respondents.

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Weekly
Daily

Monthly

On a special
occasion |

Rarely

In summer
time
Never

In winter
time

In spring
time
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There are no significant differences in the results obtained. A little more activity in
using nature, parks of your city for recreation and leisure in Finnish cities can be explained
by their greater accessibility and proximity to the respondents’ places of residence.

Question 14. Do You consider it necessary to promote the use of eco-friendly
transport (bicycles, scooters, electric cars, eco-friendly public transport, etc.) in Your
city?

The use of ecological modes of transport is one of the urgent directions of sustainable
urban development, contributing to reducing the level of environmental impact.

In large cities, special attention is currently being paid to the development of
environmentally friendly public transport. In smaller cities, residential areas of the city, the
park area, the development of bike paths is possible.

Answering the question "Do you consider it necessary to promote the use of
ecological transport (bicycles, scooters, electric vehicles, environmentally friendly public
transport, etc.) in your city?", all respondents generally gave the following answers:

o yes, and | am ready to use it more often myself - 63.4%;
o yes, but I'm not ready to use it more often yet - 26.0%;
o no, he is already quite popular - 8,9%;

o no, | don't see the need for ecological transport — 1.7%.

Comparing the answers to this question of respondents from two countries - Russia
and Finland, we can say that they differ slightly:

o Yes, and | am ready to use it more often myself - 62.2% of Russian
respondents and 66.6% of Finnish respondents;

. Yes, but I'm not ready to use it more often yet - 27.0% of Russian
respondents and 22.7% of Finnish respondents;

o No, it is already quite popular — 9.3% of Russian respondents and 9.1%
of Finnish respondents;

o No, | don't see the need for ecological transport — 1.6% of Russian

respondents and 1.7% of Finnish respondents.
37



4-5% more Finnish respondents than Russian respondents are ready to use ecological
transport more often, which is probably due to the possibility of using bicycle transport more
often.

In general, the idea of developing ecological transport is supported by 90.2% of
Russian and 89.3% of Finnish respondents, which indicates their knowledge of the problem
of environmental pollution due to vehicle emissions. It is necessary to continue working on
the development of public transport, infrastructure for bicycle transport, as well as informing
the population about the need and possibilities of using ecological transport in the city.

Question 15. What is the best way to get fresh, up-to-date environmental
information in Your opinion?

Table 7.

Distribution of answers to questions related to the sources of relevant
environmental information in %

Totally Nearly Nearly Totally I

Options agree agree disagree disagree can not say

Printed products:
newspapers and  magazines, 22,0 31,7 18,3 22,6 5,4
booklets, etc.

Web5|_tes of sm_entlflc 407 36,5 118 42 6.7
and popular science magazines

TV shows 47,3 34,6 10,5 4.2 34

Radio 36,6 38,5 13,7 6,3 4,8

. Forum, conference, 321 38.1 16,6 6.3 6.9

seminar, round table, etc.

Ecobloggers 55,8 28,6 7,9 3,2 4,5

Websites and  social
networks of public environmental 49,0 30,8 9,9 3,7 6,6
organizations

Websites and  social
networks of official 41,3 27,5 14,6 8,8 7,9
environmental organizations

Friends, colleagues 37,0 39,1 13,2 4,7 5,8

_ Information channels in 553 277 86 30 5.2

social networks
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The majority of respondents (53.7%) note that they receive fresh and up-to-date
environmental information through printed materials (newspapers and magazines, booklets,
etc.): "l agree™ — 22.0% and "I rather agree" — 31.7% (Russia - 42.9%, Finland - 51.9%). At
the same time, 51.8% of respondents from Russia "disagree" and "rather disagree" with this
statement (in Finland - 25.4%). 5.4% of respondents find it difficult to answer this question.

77.2% of respondents receive fresh, up-to-date environmental information through
the websites of scientific and popular scientific journals: of these, Russia - 84.9%, Finland -
67.2%). "Disagree" or "Rather disagree" with this statement 16.1% of respondents, 6.7%
find it difficult to answer this question.

81.9% of respondents claim that they receive up-to-date environmental information
through watching TV shows. The majority of respondents from Russia — 82.0% and Finland
- 81.9% also agree with this. 14.7% of respondents "disagree™ and "rather disagree™ with
this statement. 3.4% of respondents found it difficult to answer this question.

74.9% of respondents note that they receive fresh and up-to-date environmental
information from radio broadcasts. This is less in demand by respondents than watching TV
shows (81.9%). 76.4% of respondents from Russia and 72.1% from Finland receive
environmental information from radio broadcasts. 20.0% of respondents disagree with this
statement and 4.8% find it difficult to answer this question.

Currently, participants of events often, and sometimes for the first time, get
acquainted with up-to-date and operational environmental information at forums,
conferences, seminars, round tables and other forms of organizing environmental activities.
Therefore, the respondents were asked the question "How, in your opinion, is it best to get
fresh, up-to-date environmental information? (Forums, conferences, seminars, round tables,
etc.)". Nevertheless, only 70.2% of respondents agree with this formulation ("'l agree" and
"I rather agree").

Among Russian respondents, 75.6% believe that relevant environmental information
can be obtained at these events, while among Finnish respondents only 63.1%. 22.9% of
respondents disagree with this formulation of the question, 6.9% of respondents find it
difficult to answer this question.

84.4% of respondents believe that it is possible to obtain up-to-date environmental
information through the websites and social networks of public environmental
organizations, 11.0% of respondents note that they do not agree with this statement, and
4.8% of respondents find it difficult to answer this question. 92.3% of Russian respondents
note that they receive fresh and up-to-date environmental information through the websites
and social networks of public environmental organizations, which shows great interest and
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trust in environmental information received and interpreted by public organizations for the
population. In Finland, this figure is much lower - 74.2%.

80.0% of respondents noted that, in their opinion, fresh and up-to-date environmental
information can be obtained on the websites and through social networks of official
environmental organizations. This is slightly less than through the websites and social
networks of public environmental organizations - 84.4%.

At the same time, it should be noted that among Russian respondents, 91.3% "Agree"
and "Rather agree" about obtaining fresh and up-to-date environmental information on the
websites and through social networks of official environmental organizations, which
practically coincides with the results of obtaining environmental information through the
websites of public organizations (92.3%). Similarly, with the results of the responses of
Finnish respondents - 73.8% (74.2% through the websites of public organizations).

100% of respondents from non-European countries agree with this statement, 93.8%
from other European countries. In general, it can be concluded that the popularity of
obtaining environmental information on the websites of official environmental
organizations in European and non-European countries, but in Russia and Finland these
indicators are higher for the websites of public organizations.

Various environmental information is promoted through blogs and accounts of eco-
activists/eco-specialists. Bloggers and professional environmentalists, eco-activists share
their experience in their accounts, interest a large number of people with useful, relevant
information on the topic of ecology, rational nature management, etc.

68.8% of respondents "Agree" and "Rather agree" with the statement about getting
fresh and up-to-date environmental information through blogs and accounts of eco-
activists/eco-specialists. Among Russian respondents, these results are even higher - 84.0%,
among other European and non-European countries - 75%, and among Finnish respondents
the lowest results — 48.1%.

Among the Finnish respondents, the highest rate for the answer options "Disagree"
and "Rather disagree" is 37.3%. 7.9 respondents found it difficult to answer, including
Finnish respondents - 14.6%.

It is worth noting that in Russia the interest in fresh and up-to-date environmental
information through blogs and accounts is significantly higher than in Finland (84.0% and
48.1%).

To the question "How, in your opinion, is it best to get fresh, up-to-date environmental
information?" 76.2% of respondents answered in the affirmative - from friends and
colleagues ("Agree" and "Rather agree").
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Among Russian respondents 81.2% "Agree" and "Rather agree", among Finnish
respondents 69.7%, and in other European and non—European countries - 75.0% each.

It is worrying that a large percentage of respondents rely on the knowledge of friends
and colleagues in obtaining up-to-date environmental information, who may not be
competent, have false or unreliable information, except if friends and colleagues are
professional environmentalists or members of public environmental organizations.

Thus, among all sources of environmental information for obtaining fresh and up-to-
date information, the leaders are:
o websites and social networks of public organizations (84.4%);
o information channels in social networks (83.1%);
o TV viewing (81.9%);
. websites and social networks of official environmental organizations
(79.9%);
o websites of scientific and popular scientific journals (77.2%).

All the proposed options for environmental information sources are popular among
respondents and did not receive values less than 50%. Only 42.9% of Russian respondents
named such a source of information as printed materials (newspapers and magazines,
booklets, etc.) for obtaining fresh and up-to-date environmental information, and 48.1% of
Finnish respondents indicated blogs and accounts of eco-activists/eco-specialists.

Qestion 16. What kind of person, in Your opinion, is environmentally
orientated? (choose the 3 most significant answers) *

Respondents were asked to choose the 3 most significant answers out of 9 suggested
ones.

The distribution of answer options is presented in the form of Table 8. The five leaders
include the following statements:

1.  Not indifferent to everything that happens to nature and the environment
(21.2%). It is more important for respondents from Russia (23.4%) than respondents
from Finland (19.0%).

2. Monitors the economy of water and energy in the house (19.7%). It is
more important for respondents from Finland (22.3%) than respondents from Russia
(18.2%).
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3. Promotes the idea of waste sorting among his friends (16.9%). It is more
important for respondents from Finland (19.4%) than respondents from Russia
(15.4%).

4.  Observes sanitary and hygienic standards of behavior (12.7%). It is more
Important for respondents from Russia (16.8%) than respondents from Finland
(7.2%).

5. Participates in environmental actions, subbotniks, etc. (12.4%). It is more
important for respondents from Russia (14.4%) than respondents from Finland
(9.2%).

Table 8.
Distribution of answers to the question "*Which person, in your opinion, is

ecologically cultured?'* by country, in %

No Possible answers to the question Share Percentage Total
/i " | "Which person, in your opinion, is | of responses | of responses from | number of

ecologically cultured?" from Russia Finland responses

1 Worries about what happens to nature 23,4 19,0 21,2
and the environment

2 Monitors the saving of water and 18,2 22,3 19,7
energy in the house

3 Promotes the idea of waste sorting 15,4 19,4 16,9
among his friends

4 Complies with sanitary and hygienic 16,8 7,2 12,7
standards of behavior

5 Participates in environmental actions, 14,4 9,2 12,4
cleaning, etc.

6 Has extensive environmental 4,8 14,4 9,1
knowledge

7 Works  for an  environmental 2,1 2,6 2,8
organization

8 Knows about regional plant and bird 1,6 3,1 2,2
species

9 Member of a public environmental 2,3 0,9 1,7
organization

The response rating among respondents from Russia and Finland is distributed as
follows:
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Table 9.
Rating of answers to the question "*Which person, in your opinion, is ecologically
cultured?"

Ne Possible answers to the question ""Which Place Place Place
" | person, in your opinion, is ecologically | in the rating, | in the ranking, | in the overall
n/n " . . .

cultured? Russia Finland ranking

1 Worries about what happens to nature 1 3 1
and the environment

2 Monitors the saving of water and energy 2 1 2
in the house

3 Promotes the idea of waste sorting among 4 2 3
his friends

4 Complies with sanitary and hygienic 3 6 4
standards of behavior

5 Participates in environmental actions, 5 5 5
cleaning, etc.

6 Has extensive environmental knowledge 6 4 6

7 Works for an environmental organization 8 8 7

8 Knows about regional plant and bird 9 7 8
species

9 Member of a public environmental 7 9 9
organization

The analysis of the rating of responses shows that there are similarities and differences
in the opinions of Russian and Finnish respondents on what an ecologically cultured person
should be.

The top positions of the overall rating are quite important for respondents from both
countries. The answer "Not indifferent to everything that happens to nature and the
environment"”, which received the largest number of votes, is on the 1st place among Russian
respondents and on the 3rd among Finnish. The answer "Monitors the economy of water
and energy in the house™ is on the 2nd place of the rating among Russian and on the 1st
among Finnish. "Promotes the idea of sorting waste among his friends™ is more important
for Finnish respondents (2nd place), while for Russian respondents it ranks only 4th due to
the fact that currently there is no system of separate garbage collection in Russian regions.
At the same time, an important point for Russian respondents is "Observes sanitary and
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hygienic norms of behavior" (3rd place), in the rating of Finnish respondents it is only in
6th place.

There are complete matches for positions in the rating only for 2 qualities:
"Participates in environmental actions, subbotniks, etc." and "Works in an environmental
organization" — 5th and 8th place, respectively.

It is noteworthy that the lowest places in the overall rating were given to items related
to the availability of environmental knowledge and work in environmental organizations.
This may indicate that, according to respondents, an ecologically cultured person, first of
all, should show appropriate behavior at home, at school and at work, while on vacation in
nature.

The respondents also offered their own single answers to this question, for example,
"Not afraid to set an example and give advice to people”, "Understands the impact of their
own consumption on the environment"”, "Votes for environmentally conscious decision
makers", "Does small everyday things for the environment", etc.

Question 17. Which of the environmental awareness activities do you consider
the most attractive?

Respondents in the Google questionnaire had to choose a maximum of 5 answers out
of 10 suggested:
Voluntary cleaning of coastal/forest areas
Mass citywide festivals
Seminars/lectures/workshops on specific environmental topics
Scientific conferences, forums
Interactive game activities (quests, board games, etc.)

6.  Excursions to sewage treatment plants, waste processing plants,
etc. (enterprises that are usually closed to outsiders)

7. Conversational, discussion clubs

8.  Events-meetings with representatives of public environmental
organizations

9.  Practical classes on separate waste collection, making a birdhouse,

ok W e

etc.
10. None

2131 responses were received to this question. The generalized rating of the final
results is presented in Table 10.
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Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Voluntary cleaning of coastal/forest areas

Excursions to sewage treatment plants, waste processing
plants, etc. (enterprises that are usually closed to outsiders)

Practical classes on separate waste collection, making a
birdhouse, etc.

Seminars/lectures/workshops on specific environmental topics
Mass citywide festivals

Events-meetings with representatives of public environmental "
organizations

Interactive game activities (quests, board games, etc.)
Scientific conferences, forums

Conversational, discussion clubs

None

In the overall results in the top three, the spread is less than 2%. The most popular answer
among Russian respondents is "Excursions to sewage treatment plants, waste processing
plants, etc. (enterprises that are usually open to organized groups)" -18.7%, while the share
of this answer among Finnish respondents is 15.8%. The option "Volunteer cleaning of
coastal/forest areas", accounting for 17.6% of the total share of all responses, is the most
popular among Finnish respondents (18.9%), while it is the 2nd most popular among
Russian respondents (17.6%). The option "Practical classes on separate waste collection,
making a birdhouse, etc." (16.6% in the total share) is in third place in popularity among
Russian respondents (17.4%) and in 2nd place among Finnish respondents (15.8%), gaining
the same number of answers with the option "Excursions to sewage treatment plants, waste
processing plants, etc. (enterprises that are usually open to organized groups)".

Table 10.
Distribution of respondents' answers to the question "Which of the
environmental awareness activities do you consider the most attractive?', in %

Final All
nd respons
Voluntary cleaning of coastal/forest areas 17,6 18,9 18,2

Activity Russia
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Mass citywide festivals 18,7 15,8 17,6

Seminars/lectures/workshops on specific 17,4 15,8 16,6
environmental topics

Scientific conferences, forums 9,2 12,3 10,3

Interactive game activities (quests, board games, etc.) 11,5 7,8 10,2

Excursions to sewage treatment plants, waste 8,2 9,6 8,8
processing plants, etc. (enterprises that are usually closed to
outsiders)

Conversational, discussion clubs 9,4 4,3 7,6

Events-meetings with representatives of public 4,2 8,8 6,0
environmental organizations

Practical classes on separate waste collection, making 3,2 1,9 2,7
a birdhouse, etc.

None 0,8 4,6 2,1

Option "conferences, forums™ Finnish respondents (8.8 per cent) were chosen twice
as often Russian (4,2%), a variant of the "Interactive gaming events (quests, Board games,

etc.)" Russian respondents (9,4%) chose twice as likely to Finnish (4,3%).

It should be noted that 4.6% of Finnish respondents indicated that they do not find
attractive, none of the proposed options, while the share of respondents who reported this

response is only 0.8%

Question 18. Are You sufficiently well informed about the 17 Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) developed in 2015 by the UN General Assembly, and can

discuss about them?

This question is focused on fixing knowledge about the environment and its problems.

Respondents were asked to choose an answer from the following 5 options:

- Totally agree
- Nearly agree
- Nearly disagree
- Totally disagree
- | can not say

Respondents' answers to the question about informing about the 17 Sustainable

Development Goals

Options

All respons, B %

Totally agree

32,8

Nearly agree

20,7

Nearly disagree

19,0
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Totally disagree 18,1
| can not say 9,3

Analysis of the results shows that 51.8% of respondents "Rather agree" and "Agree"
with this question. "Disagree” and "Rather disagree” 38.8% of respondents. 9.3% of
respondents found it difficult to answer.

The majority of Finnish respondents chose the answers: "Rather agree™ and "Agree"
(54.7%, among Russian - 47.9%). A smaller part of Russian and Finnish respondents noted
"Disagree” and "Rather disagree” in the questionnaire (41.8% and 36.5%). Thus, we can
conclude from the study of the answers to the question "Are you sufficiently well informed
about the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) developed by the UN General
Assembly in 2015, and can discuss them with your friend, family member, colleague or
child": the majority of respondents, including Russian and Finnish, agree and rather agree
with this statement.

Question 19. What do You think is the most important role of the ozone layer
for our planet?

Respondents were asked to fix knowledge about the environment and its problems,
namely, the importance of the role of the ozone layer for our planet, and 5 answers were
offered:

1. Reducing the greenhouse effect;

2. Protection of all living things from harsh ultraviolet radiation;

3. Absorption of toxic substances;

4. Prevention of "acid rain;

5. All options are correct.

The correct answer to the question is: "Protection of all living things from harsh
ultraviolet radiation."

The ozone layer absorbs dangerous ultraviolet rays, thereby protecting all life on
Earth. The problem of depletion of the ozone layer in the 1980s became the object of
constant discussions and became one of the global problems. In many ways, the decrease in
the thickness of the layer is due to human activity. Therefore, this question about the
importance of the role of the ozone layer is significant in identifying knowledge about the
environment and its problems.
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59.4% of respondents believe that the most important role of the ozone layer for our
planet is "Protection of all living things from harsh ultraviolet radiation." This answer is
correct. Also, the majority of respondents from Russia and Finland agree with this
formulation (61.1% and 55.8%). In the category "Other European country" this indicator is
75.0%, in the category "Other non-European country” - 100%. "Most respondents know
what an important role the ozone layer plays for the preservation of all life on Earth.

Nevertheless, a sufficient number of respondents (27.2%) consider all the above
answers to be important for the ozone layer, namely: "Protection of all living things from
harsh ultraviolet radiation”, "Reduction of the greenhouse effect”, "Absorption of toxic
substances" and "Prevention of acid rain".

9.2% of respondents note as an important role of the ozone layer "Reduction of the
greenhouse effect™, 3.4% - "Absorption of toxic substances” and 0.9% - "Prevention of acid
rain".

In general, it can be concluded that the majority of respondents from different
countries are aware of the importance of the role of the ozone layer for our planet

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Protects all living things from harsh
ultraviolet radiation

All options are correct

Reduces the greenhouse effect '
Absorbs toxic substances

Prevents "acid rain"
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Question 20. Do You know what circular economy means?

A cyclical economy is understood as a closed-cycle economy based on the principle
of "production — use - utilization". The main idea of a cyclical economy is to completely
abandon the use of new natural resources, making do with those that have already been
obtained, and will help reduce the total amount of waste. The cyclical economy corresponds
to the Goal No. 12 "Responsible production and consumption™ of the UN Global Program
"17 Sustainable Development Goals". The cyclical economy becomes a part of our life and
focuses on consciousness, thoughtful attitude to resources and needs, turns towards nature
and man.Therefore, knowledge about the main tasks of the cyclical economy is an important
part of knowledge about the environment and its problems.

Respondents had to choose one of 4 possible answers to this question, namely:
o Yes, and | try to adhere to her principles.

o Yes, but | don't adhere to principles.

o | know in general terms.
° | haven't heard of her.
Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Yes, and | try to follow its principles

Yes, | know in general terms

Yes, and | try to follow its principles

Never heard about it

Yes, but | don't follow the principles
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Figure shows the results of respondents' answers to the question "Do you know what
a cyclical economy is?".

32.12% of respondents answered "Yes, and | try to adhere to its principles”, while
among Finnish respondents these results are better - 39.0%, and among Russian - 27.0%. In
other European countries, this figure is 31.2%, and in other non—European countries -
25.0%. Thus, less than half of the respondents are aware of the cyclical economy and try to
adhere to its principles, which is insufficient knowledge and actions as a consumer, given
the contribution of each individual to reducing the total amount of waste on the planet.

43.5% of respondents "Know in general terms" about the cyclical economy. The
choice of this answer means that the respondent does not know enough about the idea of a
cyclical economy and he has not formed the thinking and habits of consumption of using
resources as rationally as possible. Among Finnish respondents, 51.1% chose this answer
option, among Russian respondents — 36.2%.

7.0% of respondents answered: "Yes, but | do not adhere to the principles of the
"cyclical economy”. The respondents' response implies knowledge, but lack of motivation
to take action to solve the problems of a cyclical economy.

The option "I haven't heard of her" was chosen by 17.4% of respondents. These are
the best results among Finnish respondents - 4.2%, among Russian respondents - 28.3%.

Thus, it can be concluded that among Finnish respondents (compared to Russian ones)
there is a better fixation of knowledge about the cyclical economy and a higher motivation
to act and directly act as consumers to solve problems of the cyclical economy at the level
of their state. It can also be assumed that this means a more increased attention in Finland
to educational activities on waste management.

Question 21. Which of the presented signs, in Your opinion, indicates that the
product (packaging) is made of recyclable material and / or is suitable for further
processing?

Respondents in the Google questionnaire were given the opportunity to choose from
4 signs indicating that the product or packaging is made of recyclable material or they are
suitable for subsequent processing. Signs and similar markings can be seen on a large
number of goods, among them there are useful for humans and useless.
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The correct answer was to choose 3 characters. This sign means the recycling code —
it is a special recycling sign "Mobius Loop", symbolizing a closed economy. The sign means
that the product or packaging of the goods is partially or completely made from recycled
raw materials or is suitable for further processing. Three ribbon signs indicate the three
stages of the waste hierarchy: shredding, reuse and recycling. The codes greatly simplify the
sorting procedure before sending it for recycling for secondary use. To determine the
material, you need to check with one of the indicators (it can be a number inside a sign or
next to a triangle or a letter designation).

B WL :

Table with signs, among which you need to choose a sign indicating that the product
(packaging) is made of recyclable material and /or suitable for subsequent processing

-_-_

The recycling code refers to the information that is necessary for the consumer to
more accurately separate the waste generated, so that the code can be used to determine
which material the packaging or product they throw away belongs to, which means they
could dispose of it correctly.

94.3% of respondents correctly identified a sign (3rd sign) indicating that the product
or packaging is made of recyclable material or they are suitable for subsequent processing.
Moreover, the percentage of respondents from Russia and Finland who correctly identified
this sign is almost the same - 95.2% and 95.1%, and these values show a good knowledge
of the processing code of Russians and Finns. 75.0% of respondents from the category
"Other European countries” also correctly identified the recycling code, and only 25.0
respondents from the category "Other non-European countries™ correctly identified this
code.

In general, it can be noted that respondents in Russia, Finland and other European
countries are well aware of the sign indicating that the product (packaging) is made of
recyclable material and/or is suitable for further processing. The majority of respondents
from non-European countries do not know this sign well and, accordingly, a small number
of people from these countries use this sign in everyday life
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Special questions

The sample of respondents for the second special part of the Google questionnaire

was 399 people, of them by category:

( ]
[ ]
16.7%);

was 399 people, of them by category:

| work - 69.9% (Russian respondents -69.3%, Finnish - 75.0%);
| am studying -17.3% (Russian respondents -17.7%, Finnish -

| do not work or study - 12.8% (Russian respondents -13.0%,
Finnish -8.3%).

CATEGORY "I work..."
The sample of respondents for the second special part of the Google questionnaire

— I work - 69.9% (Russian respondents -69.3%, Finnish - 75.0%);

- I am studying -17.3% (Russian respondents -17.7%, Finnish -16.7%);

- I do not work or study - 12.8% (Russian respondents -13.0%, Finnish -8.3%).
Let's analyze the results of the survey by category.

The respondents' field of work

To the question "In what field do you work?"

The results of the respondents’ responses are shown here:

Table 11.

Distribution of respondents’ answers to the question "In what field do you

work?", in %

Other Other Total
Activity Russia Finland | European non-European
. . number %
countries countries
Educational sphere 25,0 5,6 37,5 0,0 23,9
Service sphere 16,1 11,1 0,0 100,0 15,9
Business sphere 15,7 22 25 0,0 16
Production sphere 149 0,0 12,5 0,0 14,1
Representatives of 11,3 55 0,0 0,0 10,1
municipal, city and state
authorities at various levels
Social sphere 5,2 11,1 12,5 0,0 5,8
Culture and arts 5,6 0,0 12,5 0,0 5,4
sphere
Non-profit 3,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 3,3
organizations
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Authorities 0,0 38,9 0,0 0,0 2,5

Sports sphere 1,2 5,6 12,5 0,0 1,8

Law enforcement 1,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,1
agencies sphere

Most respondents work in the following areas:
- 23.9% in education;
- 15.9% in services;

- 14.9% in the business sector;

- 14.1% in the manufacturing sector.

The largest group of respondents from Finland are respondents working in the field
of government (38.9%), as well as from other European countries — 38.9% representatives
of the education sector. In Russia, the largest group of respondents (25.0%) are
representatives of the education sector. All respondents from other non-European countries

work in the service sector — 100%.

Question 22. Choose the 3 most rational, in Your opinion, principles of waste

management:

Respondents were asked to

Pia. N

choose the 3 most rational, in th

waste management from the 6 proposed:
Getting energy from waste
Waste disposal
Upcycling
Recycling

Waste prevention

1.

o bk wm

>

eir opinion, principles of




6.  Waste disposal by incineration

The principles of Rational waste management are a system of measures regarding the
creation, production and use of products, as well as waste processing and management,
aimed at the most effective reduction of inconveniences and costs created by waste.
Therefore, the correct answers are - 3, 4 and 5.

30.1% chose the correct answers. Moreover, 29.9% of respondents from Russia
answered this question correctly, and 50.0% of Finnish respondents.

The largest percentage of respondents, 32.6%, chose the wrong variant of the group
of answers ("Obtaining energy from waste", "Reuse, Recycling"”), Russian respondents —
34.7%, Finnish - 16.7%.

In general, it can be stated that only about 1/3 of respondents chose all the correct
answers to the question "Choose the 3 most rational, in your opinion, principles of waste
management".

Question 23. How important do You consider the environmental training of a
specialist of the XXI century?

Respondents had to rate the answer to this question on a scale from 1 (not at all
significant) to 10 (Very significant).

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland
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53.1% of respondents gave 10 points on the proposed scale, Finnish respondents -
66.7%, and Russian - 51.4%. Thus, more than half of respondents, including Russian and
Finnish, consider environmental training of specialists at present and in the 21st century, as
a whole, very significant.

The rating of the answer is presented in the table:

Table 12

Rating of answers to the question ""How significant do you consider the
environmental training of a specialist of the XXI century?'* on a scale from 1 to 10, in
%

Rating In general, for the Responses of Responses of
scale entire sample respondents from Russia respondents from Finland

10 53,1 51,4 66,7

8 17,2 18,7 5,6

9 15,4 15,5 16,7

7 7,2 6,8 5,6

6 3,2 3,2 55

5 1,8 2,0 0,0

4 14 1,6 0,0

3 0,4 0,4 0,0

2 - - -

1 0,4 0,4 0,0

Among all respondents, including Russian respondents, the lowest ratings (1, 3 "Not
at all significant™) on the scale were given by 0.4% of respondents who believe that
environmental training of specialists is not at all significant. Among Finnish respondents,
these figures (from 1 to 4 on a scale) are equal to 0.0%.

Thus, the results among Finnish respondents are slightly higher than among Russian
ones.

Question 24. Do You agree with the following statements?

"I try to use a private car as little as possible™

"I use paper to print on both sides, use the back side of unnecessary documents"
"I pay attention to eco-labeling when buying goods or various services"

"I participate in corporate environmental events, subbotniks, etc."

Respondents were given the following answers:

- Totally agree
- Nearly agree
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- Nearly disagree
- Totally disagree
- | can not say

24.1"1 try to use a private car as little as possible™
30.5% of respondents "Rather agree" with this statement. 29.8% - "Agree".

16.9% - rather disagree with this statement, 14.3 - disagree, 8.6% of respondents
found it difficult to answer this question. Among Russian respondents, 29.5% are more
likely to agree and agree with this statement. Among Finnish respondents, the following
results: 38.9% - rather agree, 22.2% - agree.

In general, about 60% of respondents support the statement "l try to use a private car
as rarely as possible, or not to use a car alone, | plan joint trips with neighbors, work
colleagues."

24.2. "'l use paper to print on both sides, use the back side of unnecessary
documents"

The distribution of respondents’ responses to the statement "I try to use a private car
as rarely as possible, or not to use a car alone, | plan joint trips with neighbors, work
colleagues” is shown in Figure below. 58.4% of respondents "agree" with this statement,
59.0% of Russian respondents, 50.0% of Finnish respondents. "Rather agree™ 31.1% of
respondents, among Russian respondents — 30.0%, among Finnish 33.3%.

Thus, 89.9% of respondents support the statement "I use paper for printing on both
sides, | use the reverse side of unnecessary documents”, which is a high result (Russian
respondents — 89.0%, Finnish 83.3%). Among Russian respondents, compared with Finnish,
the results are not much higher.

24.3. "'l pay attention to eco-labeling when buying goods or various services"

39.4% of respondents "Rather agree™ with this statement”, 32.6% - "Agree". Among
Russian respondents — 38.7% - "Rather agree", 31.9% - "Agree". Among Finnish
respondents, 61.1% "Rather agree"” and 27.8% "Agree".
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Thus, more than 70% of respondents, including Russian ones, support the statement
"l pay attention to eco-labeling when buying goods or various services." Among Finnish
respondents, these figures are higher — 88.9%.

24.4. "'l participate in corporate environmental events, subbotniks, etc."

31.9% of respondents "Agree" with the statement "l participate in corporate
environmental actions, subbotniks, etc.", 27.6% - "Rather agree"

Among Russian respondents, 31.9% "Agree" with this statement, 28.9% "Rather
agree". Among Finnish respondents, the indicators are significantly lower than Russian
ones: 16.7% - "Agree", 22.2% - "Rather agree". In general, more than half of respondents
"Agree" and "Rather agree" with the statement "l participate in corporate environmental
actions, subbotniks, etc.", except for Finnish - 38.9%.

Question 25. Which of the proposed signs, in Your opinion, are really
environmental certificates according to the international quality standard? *

In 2015, the UN adopted the "2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development" and
selected 17 goals for achieving sustainable development (SDGs), which are guidelines for
the entire world community. One of the ways to achieve the goals set by the UN is called
eco-certification and eco-labeling. Environmental signs exist in all countries of the world.

Strict eco-certificate standards motivate manufacturers to make their production more
environmentally friendly, and consumers are given a simple and understandable tool for
choosing goods. Therefore, for respondents from the "works" category, knowledge of this

ISsue is very important.
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The respondents had to choose the correct answers from the 4 characters suggested in
table. The correct answers are the 2nd and 3rd signs.

The analysis of the obtained data showed the presence of a wide variety of
combinations of answer options. But only 22.9% of respondents chose the correct answer:
the choice of the 2nd and 3rd characters. Most respondents chose the 1st sign (24.4%), which
IS an incorrect answer. In general, it can be noted that respondents from all countries have
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low knowledge of the signs of environmental certificates according to the Russian or
international quality standard.

Question 26. Do You feel that You are responsible for work activities that are
harmful to the environment?
Respondents were offered the following answers to this question:
o Yes, and I'm trying to influence that
o Yes, but | can't influence it
o No, it's not my responsibility
o No, my work activities is not harmful to the environment

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Yes, and I'm trying to influence that

Yes, but | can't influence it

No, my work activities is not harmful
to the environment

No, it's not my responsibility

47.0% of respondents believe that "Yes, and I'm trying to influence it," so about half
of respondents show a conscious attitude to environmental protection, working in the
industrial sector, and, most importantly, consider it necessary to personally try to influence
the adoption of environmentally—oriented decisions in the performance of their professional
duties (among Russian respondents — 47.4%, among Finnish - 33.3%). 28.0% of respondents
note - "Yes, but | can't influence it," thereby shifting decision-making to others. 17.9 percent
of respondents said "No, my work is not harmful to the environment,” among Finnish
respondents, these values are much higher of 33.3%.

7,2 % believe that "No, it's not my responsibility,” or taking a passive role in the
matter, or lack of knowledge in the field of environmental protection do not allow you to
properly navigate in this issue (among Finnish respondents, these figures are higher 22,2%).
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In general, about half of the respondents believe that they are aware of environmental
responsibility when making decisions in their production sector and are trying to influence

this, which is not a good enough result for people working in different fields of activity in
the 21st century.

Question 27. Do You discuss environmental issues with Your colleagues? *

Respondents were offered the following answers to this question:
o Yes, this is the sphere of our professional interests
o Yes, sometimes we discuss, these questions interest us

. No, we are not discussing.

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland

Yes, sometimes we discuss these issues,
we are interested in them

Yes, this is the area of our professional
interests

No, not discussing, not interested in this
topic

Here is shows the distribution of respondents’ responses to the question "Are
environmental issues a topic for discussion with colleagues?”. 62.4% of respondents noted:
"Yes, sometimes we discuss these issues, they interest us" (among Russian respondents the
figures are higher, and 64.5% among Finnish respondents 55,6%).

25.8% of respondents think: "Yes, this is the scope of our professional interests"
(among Finnish respondents, these values are much higher and 44.4% among Russian
respondents value a little lower — 23,1%). 11.8% of respondents answered "No, I'm not
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discussing, I'm not interested in this topic" (among Russian respondents - 12.4%, and among
Finnish respondents there were no such answers at all).

We can make a general conclusion that about 60% of all respondents sometimes
discuss environmental issues with colleagues and they are really interested in these issues.
For those respondents for whom the environmental topic is the sphere of their professional
interests, only 25.8% discuss environmental issues with colleagues, which, in our opinion,
Is quite low indicators (these indicators are much better among Russian respondents - 44.4%.

About 12% of respondents are not interested in environmental issues at all, while
working in various fields of activity.

Question 28. Do You take into account the requirements of international
environmental standards in Your professional activities?

39.4% of respondents found it difficult to answer this question. At the same time,
these figures are higher among Russian respondents — 41.8% (among Finnish - 22.2%).
35.1% of respondents responded positively that they "Take into account the requirements of
international environmental certificates in their professional activities”, while among
Finnish respondents these indicators are higher — 72.2% (among Russian respondents only
30.1%).

24.0% answered this question negatively — "They do not take into account the
requirements of international environmental certificates in their professional activities"
(Russian respondents - 25.9%, Finnish respondents - 5.6%).

1.4% of respondents gave other answers, for example:

- "Yes, when implementing cross-border projects™;

- "My professional activity is not regulated in this part.”

Thus, only more than 1/3 of respondents (35.1%) take into account the requirements
of international environmental certificates in their professional activities.

Question 29. Do You watch programs, stories, or videos about the natural world
on TV or on the Internet?

Respondents were offered the following answers to this question:
o Yes, and | usually want to know more details
o Yes, but | don't have time to read it
o No, I'm not interested in environmental issues
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72.4 % of respondents answered that "Yes, with pleasure” watch shows or stories
about the natural world on television or on the Internet” (73,3% of Russian respondents
answered Yes to this question and 55.6% of Finnish respondents). 23.3% of respondents
said "Yes, if there are no other interesting topics" (among Russian respondents and 21.9 %
among Finnish —44,4%). "I am not interested in this topic" - this is how 4.3% of respondents
answered (4.8% among Russian respondents, 0.0% among Finnish respondents gave this
answer).

Thus, it can be concluded that more than 70% of respondents are happy to "watch
programs or stories about the natural world on TV or on the Internet."”

Question 30. Do You know scientists, politicians, public figures, or public
environmental organizations that are leaders in the environmental movement and the
movement for sustainable development? Name them.

14.3% of respondents do not know among scientists, politicians, public figures, or
among the heads of public environmental organizations, those who are leaders in the
environmental movement and the movement for sustainable development.

Among international public organizations, 16.1% of respondents named the
International Independent Non-Governmental Organization "Greenpeace™. Among Russian
organizations - the Public movement "Separate Collection” (3.7%), the World Wildlife Fund
(WWF) — 6.3%, the Environmental Human Rights Center "Bellona" - 2.1%, the Public
Movement "Clean Games" - 1.1%,. All other public organizations scored less than 1.8%, for
example, such as "Green Cross", "Friends of the Baltic", "Garbage.More.No", etc.

Among scientists, politicians, public figures - Greta Thunberg (Swedish schoolgirl -
4.2%), Nikolai Drozdov (Russian zoologist - 1.4%), Vladimir Putin (President of the
Russian Federation - 1.4%).

It can be noted that at the international level, the most famous organization is the
International Independent non-governmental Organization "Greenpeace”. None of the
Russian public organizations of environmental orientation has achieved such popularity
among respondents so far. There is no clear leader among scientists, politicians, public
figures, and there are often isolated mentions of the names of leaders of public organizations
or environmental professionals working in the region where social research is conducted.
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CATEGORY "'I'm learning..."
In the "I am learning" category, only 69 respondents gave answers: 64 respondents
from Russia, 4 respondents from Finland and 1 respondent from another European country.
Table 13.
Distribution of respondents from the category " | am learning..."" by age

Number of respondents
. Other

The level of education . . Total

Russia Finland | European

. number
countries

School 34 0 0 34
College 4 2 0 6
University 26 2 1 29
Total 64 4 1 69

Since the number of non-Russian respondents in this category was only 7.2% (5 out of 69
people), it seems appropriate to analyze the responses only relative to the entire sample.

Question 22. Do You know what Your personal environmental footprint is and
the tools You can use to assess it?

Personal ecological footprint is an international indicator, an indicator reflecting the
degree of influence of each person on the state of the environment.
The method of calculating the personal ecological footprint allows you to determine
the magnitude of your impact on the environment and how much an ecological lifestyle a
person leads: how much energy, water, products are required for his lifestyle, how much
waste is generated, etc. The lifestyle in general is also taken into account, which allows us
to analyze it and draw conclusions about the possibility of reducing the personal ecological
footprint.
Answering the question "Do you know what your personal ecological footprint is and
what tools you can use to assess it?", the respondents gave the following answers:
o Yes, | know and have evaluated it — 42,0% (29);
o Yes, | know, but I didn't evaluate it — 23,2% (16)
o No, | don't know — 34,8% (24).

In general, 62.5% of respondents are familiar with the concept of an ecological
footprint, but only 23.2% are familiar with the assessment methodology.
Also, respondents were asked to choose two from the list of options that, in their
opinion, make the smallest contribution to the ecological footprint of a person:
1.  Travel by car or plane
2. Taking a daily bath
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Walking in the park

Buying clothes and shoes of famous brands
Buying tropical fruits

6.  Using the library to read new books

ok w

More than half - 53.7% chose to walk in the park and use the library to read new
books, which can be considered a completely correct answer.

Further, opinions were divided, since the rest of the respondents gave very different
answers, which are quite difficult to systematize clearly. However, it can be said that in other
answers, an ecological lifestyle is combined with a consumer lifestyle, for example, along
with walking in the park, daily bathing or buying tropical fruits are often mentioned.

Question 23. Do You agree with the following statements?

The next question is related to awareness of the importance of environmental
knowledge. Respondents expressed their agreement or disagreement with two provisions.

Table 14.

Distribution of responses to statements related to awareness of the importance
of environmental knowledge

Answers, %
Statement Totally Nearly _ Nearly _ Totally I can
agree agree disagree disagree not say

It is important to gain 78,3 18,9 1,4 1,4
environmental knowledge and
skills not only for the future
profession, but also for using
them in everyday life

I am interested in 42,0 33,3 13 8,8 2,9
environmental issues and read
publications in the media

97.1% of respondents agree with the statement "It is important to acquire
environmental knowledge and skills not only for the future profession, but also for using
them in everyday life" (78.3% agree; 18.9% rather agree), which indicates a high awareness
of the importance of environmental knowledge not only for the profession, but also for
everyday life.
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75.3% gave a positive agree with the statement "I am interested in environmental
issues and read publications in the media (42.0% - agree; 33.3% - rather agree). However,
21.8% of respondents disagree with this statement, and 2.9% find it difficult to answer.

In general, we can say that environmental information, environmental knowledge and
skills are in demand by young people, they consider them relevant for life.

Question 24. Note which forms of environmental education and awareness have
had the greatest impact on You:

Identification of the most effective forms of environmental education and
enlightenment is an urgent task aimed at the formation of environmental culture of students.
When answering this question, the respondents themselves determined which forms of
environmental education and enlightenment had the greatest impact on them.

Table shows the respondents' answers to this question.

Table 15

The forms of environmental education and enlightenment that had the greatest
Impact on respondents, in particular %

Answers, %
The forms  of
. . Totally Nearly Nearly Totally I can
environmental education agree agree disagree disagree not sa
and enlightenment g g g g y
_ Lessons, I_ectures on 42,0 23.2 18,8 13,0 29
environmental topics
_ Environmental 44,9 27,5 15,9 7.3 43
projects
Interesting  game 30,4 23,2 21,7 23,2 15
technologies
_ FEffective 36,2 30,4 20,3 8,7 4.4
environmental research
Excursions to
nature, to industrial
. e g 47,8 18,8 10,1 14,5 8,7
enterprises, to  scientific
laboratories
Social networks
(Vkontakte /  Facebook 623 24.6 5.8 29 44
groups, YouTube channels,
bloggers)
Computer
(information)  technologies 24,6 29,0 20,3 18,8 7,2
are promising
District (city, 24,6 215 215 21,5 10,8
federal, international) events
Participation ~in 20,3 20,3 26,1 26,1 7,2
competitions, Olympiads

64



Lessons, lectures on

. . 30,4 20,3 18,8 23,2 7,3
environmental topics

For greater clarity of the results, we present a rating of the forms of environmental
education and enlightenment that had the greatest impact on respondents (answers "agree /
rather agree") in the form of a histogram:

According to respondents, social networks have the greatest impact on them in
environmental education and enlightenment (86.9%). This fact must be taken into account.
However, it is unlikely that the information that is present in social networks today can be
called fully reliable and scientific. From this point of view, the task of developing various
environmental groups in social networks, preparing high-quality environmental videos, etc.
Is relevant.

72.4% of respondents noted the positive impact of environmental projects, 66.6% -
environmental research and various excursions (to nature, industrial enterprises, scientific
laboratories, etc.). These forms are actively developing today at all levels of the
environmental education system.

Thematic classes (environmental lessons, lectures) are an integral part of
environmental education (65.2%).

Gaming technologies as an effective handicap for environmental education and
enlightenment, 53.6% of respondents noted. This is quite natural, since the question was
answered by respondents studying in high school, at the stage of vocational education, when
game forms are used less often than in primary and secondary schools.

The use of modern information technologies was noted by 53.6%. By themselves,
ICTs are a modern means of environmental education and enlightenment. Given the high
rating of social networks, which can also be considered as ICTs, these technologies should
be given more attention in environmental education and enlightenment.

Participation in competitions and Olympiads was noted by 50.7% of respondents. This
form of environmental education is also actively developing at the present time. There are
more and more contests and Olympiads that take place remotely, using ICT, which gives an
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opportunity to try their hand at various competitions not only to gifted students or students,
but to a wider audience.

The media (newspapers, magazines...) can hardly compete with social networks
today. Nevertheless, 46.1% of respondents noted the use of mass media as an effective form
of environmental education and enlightenment.

Environmental district (city, federal, international) shares were in the last place in the
rating (40.6%). Nevertheless, 40.6% of students took part in such actions, which had a
certain positive impact on them.

Thus, based on the results of the survey, we can say that interactive forms of
environmental education and enlightenment, which are comprehensively used in the
educational process, generally make a significant contribution to the formation of the
ecological culture of young people.

Of course, it is necessary to pay more attention to the development of environmental
content of social networks, which can significantly strengthen, especially the ecological and
educational functions of these technologies.

Question 25. Which energy sector, in Your opinion, is the most promising
today?

The energy problem is close and relevant for every person. It sounds quite loud today
and at the international level. Providing mankind with inexhaustible energy sources,
especially environmentally friendly ones, is a future prospect that many countries are
striving for.

For our country, this problem is doubly relevant: energy is the engine of the economy
and life support in our northern country. However, despite the fact that there are quite a lot
of combustible minerals in Russia, they are not called exhaustible resources for nothing.

The second side of the issue is environmental pollution by emissions from the
combustion of fossil fuels.

To date, the prospects for solving the energy problem are associated with the
development of alternative energy — these are various ways of obtaining, transmitting and
using energy that are of interest from the point of view of energy sources, including
renewable ones, and low risk of harm to the environment.

Answering the question: "Which branch of energy, in your opinion, is the most
promising today?", respondents had the opportunity to make a choice from several proposed
options..
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The largest number of respondents — 53.6% — called solar energy the most promising
branch of energy — the use of solar energy to produce heat or electricity.

Of course, solar energy is an inexhaustible source of energy in general, but in Russia
the capacity of solar power plants is less than 1% in the unified energy system due to the
high-latitude (northern) location of the country as a whole. It is unprofitable to actively
develop solar energy in the country as a whole. A certain potential of solar energy is
available only in the southern regions of the country (the North Caucasus, Astrakhan region,
Krasnodar Territory, the Republic of Crimea, Southern Siberia, etc.).

Considering that the residents of the northern region of the country answered the
question, the answer can hardly be called satisfactory. Rather, a choice was made for the
alternative energy industry, which is generally much talked about.

Hydrogen energy (the heat of hydrogen combustion is used) was noted by 27.5% of
respondents as the most promising energy sector. This branch of energy is really considered
promising, especially from the point of view of the environmental friendliness of the
hydrogen combustion process with the formation of water. Despite the fact that
hydrocarbons can be the source of hydrogen production, this energy sector corresponds to
the development strategy of the global low-carbon economy.

Currently, hydrogen energy is developing most actively in the United States.

In 2021, by Order of the Government of the Russian Federation (No. 2162-r dated
05.08.2021), the Concept of the development of hydrogen energy in Russia was approved.
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The task is to develop domestic hydrogen energy technologies and occupy a certain niche
in the global market of hydrogen as an energy carrier.

Hydropower (water energy is used) as a promising direction of energy, 14.5% of
respondents noted. Indeed, this is a traditional energy sector for Russia, which accounts for
up to 20% of electricity generation. There is a certain potential for the construction of new
hydroelectric power plants on the rivers of the North Caucasus, Siberia, and the Far East.

Heat power engineering (using fossil fuel energy) was chosen by 4.4% of respondents.
This energy sector provides about 60% of all electricity generation in the country. However,
it is precisely the exhaustion of fossil fuels and the emissions generated during its
combustion that do not allow us to call this area of energy promising.

Thus, the analysis allows us to say that, in general, students have ideas about
alternative (relative to thermal power) energy sources. This question did not provide a
reasoned answer. However, the choice of solar energy as the most promising direction of
energy by the majority of respondents suggests that their ideas about the real picture and
prospects for the development of modern energy are insufficiently formed.

Question 26. Would You like Your future profession to be related to nature,
nature conservation and the environment?

Environmentally sustainable development of society and nature is impossible without
environmentally competent professionals.

Total number

More likely no than yes

More likely yes than no

Yes, | would like to

No, | wouldn't want to
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Analyzing the answers of young people to this question, we can say that these answers
are quite encouraging:

More than half of the respondents (55.1%) answered in the affirmative as a whole
(26.1% - yes, | would like to; 29.0% - yes rather than no);

44.9% - answered negatively (10.1% - no, | would not like to; 34.8% - rather no than
yes).

Most likely, the respondents did not mean the profession of "ecologist”, but the
environmental component is clearly present in the professional plans of young respondents.

Question 27. Do You discuss environmental issues related to the deterioration
of the environmental situation with Your friends?

Environmental problems are increasingly becoming the object of close public
attention and discussion at various levels.

In general, environmental problems are also in the circle of attention of young people.

69.6% of respondents pay some attention to discussing environmental issues with
friends: 23.2% - often; 46.4% - sometimes.

23.2% answered that they rarely discuss such problems, and only 7.2% - never.

Thus, according to the results of the survey, environmental issues and problems are
included in the circle of discussions among students.

Question 28. Do You participate or are You ready to join the bookcrossing
movement ""Read - give to another™?

Bookcrossing (translated from English - "cross-exchange of books™) is an
international social movement that is actively developing in Russia, it is based on the
creation of "live shelves™ in libraries, educational institutions, the travel of books through
special services on the Internet, etc. Bookcrossing is one of the eco-friendly alternatives to
buying books.

Currently, only 18.8% of respondents participate in such a book exchange. However,
58.0% of the surveyed students are ready to join this movement. 23.2% said they were
interested in it.

Of course, there is a certain potential for including young people in environmental
actions, such as bookcrossing and others.

69



Question 29. Would You join a public environmental movement / volunteer
group / nature protection inspectorate if You were asked to?

The development of the social ecological movement is one of the conditions for the
greening of life in general. The environmental movement is aimed at strengthening measures
to protect the environment from negative human activity, nature protection, habitat.
Volunteering is a voluntary activity. Eco-volunteers provide assistance to natural territories,
animals, clean the territory of garbage, etc.

A person involved in such a movement himself has a high environmental
responsibility, culture, but also attracts his friends and acquaintances to him, spreads
environmental ideas.

Among our respondents, 49.3% expressed readiness for public environmental
activities: only 11.6% are already members and actively participate in the environmental
movement (volunteer group), however, 37.7% would like to join such activities. Not sure
(the answer is "I'll think about it") 43.9%. This is a category of young people with whom it
IS necessary to work and involve them in environmental activities, demonstrating its social,
personal importance and attractiveness. Only 7.3% of respondents categorically answered "I
will not join".

Total number

I'll think about it

I will join with alacrity

I am already a member
and actively participate

I won't join

Analyzing the answers to this question, we can conclude that the development of
children's and youth environmental public associations, more active information about their
activities and the opportunity to join it, will contribute to the inclusion in real environmental
activities and the development of environmental culture of young people in general.
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Question 30. Which of the environmental events held in recent years around the
world do You remember the most? (in other countries, in Your own country, in Your
own city)

This question was open, so there are quite a lot of possible answers to it. 22 people
(32.3%) answered that they did not remember any environmental events (the answers are

"none", "l do not remember", "they are little discussed", etc.). The remaining respondents
(67.7%) named mainly one memorable event.

Analyzing the entire list, it is possible to present a certain rating of designated
environmental measures.

e Garbage collection (15 respondents, or 21.7%). Most of all, events related to the
problem of garbage in the city and in nature and its cleaning were named (subbotniks,
garbage collection, the Clean Coast campaign, Clean Games, etc.).

e The Earth Hour campaign (9 respondents, or 13.0%). This is a worldwide campaign
that is actively supported in many Russian cities, including St. Petersburg.

e Actions against landfills (landfills) (4 respondents, or 5.8%). Specifically, 3 people
called the protests at the Shies railway station in the Arkhangelsk region.

e Landscaping, tree planting (4 respondents, or 5.8%).

Many other environmental events were also named, including:

o World Earth Day;

o World Water Day;

o School of Eco-journalists;

o Pet Protection Day;

o A day without cars;

o Exhibition dedicated to the problem of water pollution;

o Conferences on environmental protection;

o All-Russian Olympiad of schoolchildren in Ecology 2021;
o Environmental assessment after the tragedy in Norilsk in 2020;
o Greta Thunberg's speech at the UN, other eco-activists;

o Veg Vegan challenge, etc.

In general, the majority of respondents named various environmental activities that
are diverse and testify to the environmental work carried out by educational institutions and
public organizations. Environmental events that are covered by the media have also found a

response.
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CATEGORY of "I'm not working and not learning...."

This category of respondents includes pensioners (35,3%), unemployed (17.7%) of
parents in mnogodetnykh families (13.7 per cent), the population on maternity leave/leave
for child care (13,7%), Housewives (7.8%), and others, is shown below.

A total of 51 responses were received in this category.

Total number Other European countries Non-European countries
Russia Finland
Pensioners
Unemployed &=

Parents in large
families (more than
three children)

Population in
parental leave

Housewives

Freelance

Candidate

Question 22. In Your opinion, what components of municipal solid waste are
classified as ""hazardous' and should be delivered to special collection points?

Select all the correct options.
. Small-sized batteries and accumulators

o Fluorescent lamps
. Plastic bottles
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o Expired household chemicals
o Faulty electronic devices

Absolutely correct answers were given by 14 out of 51 respondents, i.e. 27.5% of
respondents. 26 respondents (51.0%) answered the question incorrectly, with certain errors:
for example, the inclusion of plastic bottles in "hazardous waste™ or the exclusion of faulty
electronic devices from "hazardous waste".

Question 23. Evaluate the importance of the proposed criteria for You when
choosing food products:

Table 16.
The importance of criteria when choosing food

Respons, %
. Rather Rather not Not
Options . . .
Important | important Important Important
Compliance with quality 823 17,7
standards
Price 47,0 33,3 17,6 2
Environmental friendliness
L 70,6 27,4 2
(safety, sustainability)
Brand Name 37,3 27,5 23,5 11,7

The importance of the first criterion - compliance with quality standards, is shown in
the diagram.

The importance of the criterion was indicated by: "important” - 42 respondents
(82.4%) and "rather important” - 9 respondents (17.6%). Thus, almost all respondents noted
the importance of compliance with quality standards when choosing food. The importance
of the cost criterion when choosing food is shown in the diagram.

The answers to this economic question were distributed as follows:
e "Important” - 24 respondents, 47, 1%

e "Rather important" - 17 respondents, 33.3%. Thus, 80.4% of respondents noted the
practical importance of this criterion.

e "It doesn't matter" was noted by one respondent.
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These results are important from the point of view of the problem of switching to
environmentally friendly products, which, undoubtedly, from the point of view of greening
production and using environmental technologies, will cost more.

Measures to improve the quality of food are presented in the materials of the Ministry
of Agriculture of the Russian Federation https://mcx.gov.ru/ministry /.

The importance of the criterion of environmental friendliness (safety, sustainability)
when choosing food is shown in the diagram.

Out of 51 respondents answered:
o "Important™ — 36 respondents, 70.6%.

o "Rather important" — 14 respondents, 27.4%. Thus, 98.0% of respondents
noted the importance of the criterion of environmental friendliness when choosing
food.

"It doesn't matter" - 14 responses, 27.5%. It is interesting to note that the importance
of a trade form, a trademark for Russians in general do not have such an important
knowledge that citizens of European countries have. Although Russian respondents have
their own preferences for some types of food, for example, it is better to buy ice cream from
the firm Petromol, candy factory Krupskaya, etc.

Question 24. Evaluate Your actions:
Table 17.

Distribution of answers to questions concerning specific actions of respondents

Answers, %
Statement Totally Nearly _ Nearly _ Totally I
agree agree disagree disagree can not say
I compost organic waste 47,1 13,7 2,0 23,5 13,7
to fertilize the plants on my
property
I try to reduce the use of 51,0 35,3 3,9 9,8
household chemicals in the
household and replace them with
more harmless to health and
nature
I only use the washing 80,4 15,6 2,0 2,0
machine and dishwasher when
fully loaded
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I use eco-friendly 49,0 35,3 3,9 7,9 3.9
detergents for cleaning, washing
and washing dishes

The provision "I compost organic waste to fertilize plants on my site" is undoubtedly
primarily relevant for people who have suburban areas where plants can be grown...

Maybe that's why a rather strange spread of results turned out:
¢ | agree with the position - 24 respondents, 47.1%.
o | rather agree - 7 respondents, 13,7%.
e | disagree - 12 respondents, 23.5%.

Thus, 60.8% of respondents use or may continue to use organic waste for fertilizing
plants, in extreme cases, they agree with this approach; and only 23.5% do not consider this
approach interesting.

The statement "I try to reduce the use of household chemicals in the household and
replace them with more harmless to health and nature" is fully supported by 26 respondents
(51.0%) and rather supported, rather agreed with its meaning - 18 respondents (35.3%). That
IS, 86.3 support the movement of greening the household and taking care of both the health
of the person himself and the health of his environment.

Almost everyone agreed with the statement "I use the washing machine and
dishwasher only when fully loaded": 41 respondents (80.4%) fully agree, 8 (15.6%) rather
agree.

And finally, the last provision "I use environmentally friendly detergents for cleaning,
washing and washing dishes" was fully supported by 25 respondents (49.0%), rather
supported by 18 respondents (35.3%). Only 4 respondents disagreed with this statement.
Discussion of these issues within the focus group, some participants identified the problem
of the availability of opportunities, including economic ones, to use more expensive
environmental means.

Question 25. Are You familiar with this marking? *

The question presents the labeling of energy efficiency of household appliances.
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The question was whether the respondent is familiar with this marking and whether
he uses it in life...

The results of the responses are presented below:

e "Yes, | know and | use it" - 21 answers, 41,2%

e "l know, but I don't use it" - 16 responses, 31.4%.

e "l do not know about it" -14 responses, 27.5%. That is, more than a third of the
respondents are not familiar with the environmental labeling of energy
efficiency of household appliances; mostly Russian respondents answered this
question.

Question 26. Do You use a reusable bag, sacks and containers, when buying
products, etc. products?

The results of the answers to this question are quite positive:

o | use it constantly - 33 answers, 64,7 % from all respondents;
. | use it from time to time - 15 answers, 29,4%.

o | don't use it, but | plan to use it - 2 answers, 3,9%

o | don't think it's necessary - 1 answer, 2,0%

Total number

I use it constantly

I use it from time to
time

I don't think it's
necessary

I don't use it, but I plan
to use it
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Question 27. Do You discuss environmental issues in Your family? *

The results of the answers to this question are presented as follows: environmental
problems are often discussed in the family - 18 answers (35.3%), sometimes discussed - 24
answers (47.1%). Thus, environmental problems are the subject of discussion in the family
in 82.4%. This is a good result! Environmental problems are never discussed in the family -
only 3 respondents noted.

Total nhumber

Sometimes
Often
Rarely

Neber

Question 28. When it comes to saving water, gas, and electricity, what are Your
primary motivations?

o To pay less

o | understand that resources need to be protected
o Raised by an economical person

o | don't save water, gas, and electricity

o Other

The answers to the questionnaire questions can be presented as follows:
e careful attitude to resources - 31 responses, 60.8%.
e the desire to pay less -15 responses, 29.4%
e education by an economical person - 3 answers, 5.9%.

e | do not save water, gas, electricity - 2 answers.
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Only two respondents noted a negative attitude towards saving resources.

Total number

I understand that
resources need to be
protected

To pay less
Raised by an economical person

| don't save water, gas, and electricity

Question 29. What do You think about environmental issues in Your city?

. They get too much attention

. They are given enough attention

o They are not given enough attention
. | can not say

42 respondents (82.3%) note that due attention is not paid to environmental problems
in your city... Approximately such a percentage of residents of any settlement, both a large
city and a small village, note the need for a more systematic, more attentive attitude to the
environmental problems of their city, village, village, etc.

Total number

They are not given enough attention

I can not say

They are given enough attention

They get too much attention
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Question 30. What environmental issue concerns You the most? *

This question is open and presupposes the free inclusion by respondents of their own
judgments, positions, points of view on the most important environmental issues that
concern respondents.

Among the most common problems are:

air pollution;

climate change;

pollution of water bodies;
reduction of biodiversity;

the problem of waste disposal, etc.

Some problems are noted by one-time mentions, nevertheless they are important, for
example, disposable packaging, urban greening, deforestation, etc., and are indirectly related
to those key problems that were identified by the majority of respondents.

Many of the problems noted by respondents coincide with the 17 Sustainable
Development Goals.
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QUESTIONS FOR CITIZENS OF LAHTI AND LAPPEENRANTA
QUESTIONS FOR CITIZENS OF LAPPEENRANTA

This part of the study involved 104 respondents living in Lappeenranta. By age composition,
the percentage of respondents is:

* Under 14 - 1.9% (2 people)

* 15-24 - 12.0% (13 people)

* 25-34 - 13.0% (14 people)

* 35-54 - 40.7% (44 people)

* 55-64 - 15.7% (17 people)

* 65 and older - 8.3% (9 people)

Question 22. Have You heard terms “Greenreality” and/or “Green Leaf”??

Total number

Yes

| can not say

No

Greenreality — the name of a project of Lappeenranta aimed at educating the
inhabitants of the city of ecological thinking, knowledge, responsible choices and actions
that contribute to sustainable development.

The Green Leaf Award is given by the European Commission to the greenest city

with a population of less than 100,000. In 2021, Lappeenranta received this award.
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When answering this question, 79.8% of respondents (83 people) indicated that they

had heard about one or two terms. 6.7% (7 people) answered that they had not heard about

these terms. 13.5% (14 people) indicated that they found it difficult to answer.

Finnish respondents are familiar with these terms. A detailed understanding of these

terms provides answers to the second question.

Question 23. What does “Greenreality” and “Green Leaf” mean in Your opinion?

30.8% (32 people) could not answer the question about what, in the opinion of the

respondents, these terms mean. 69.2% (72 people) of respondents indicated their options,

presented in table 18.

Table 18.

Respondents' answers about the meaning of the terms **Greenreality' and/or *'Green
Leaf""

Ne
1

o Ok, WM

10

11

Answers

Greenreality on luullakseni Lappeenrannan
kaupungin, LUTIn ja jarjestdjen yhteistydsta
kaupungin ympariston hyvaksi. Green Leafista
en ole varma.

Valtion kustantamia ymparistofirmoja
sananhelinda

Viittaavat kaupungin vihreyteen

egologista ajattelua ja toimintaa

GR on vihreaa ajattelua/tekoja organisaatioissa ja
asukkaiden elam&an vaikuttavissa asioissa.Green
Leaf on Euroopan komission palkinto
kaupungeille vihreésta ajattelusta ja teoista.2021
Voitto Lpr:aan

Ympéristotietoisuuden edistdmistd kunta- ja
maakuntatasolla

Vihred vaihtoehto
Ympériston puolesta tehd&én positiivisia asioita.

Ympéristoystavallisyyden
edellékavijyys

LPR:n kaupungin panostusta kestavadan ja
ekologiseen kehitykseen

edistdaminen  ja

Translation
S nmymato, uro Greenreality — 9TO
COTPYIHHYECTBO MEXKTy rOpoJIOM

Jlanneenpanta, LUT wm opranmszanusmu Ha
O6maro okpyxarwomeil cpensl ropoga. S He
yBepeH HacueT 3eneHoro Jlucra.
I'ocynapcTBeHHbIE HKOJIOTHUYECKHE KOMITAHUH
PUHTTOHBI

OOparurech K 3eJIeHH ropoja

STOJIOTUYECKOE MBIIUIEHUE U JIeHcTBUE

GR — »T0 3eneHoe MBIIUIEHUE/TIOCTYIIKH B
opranu3anusax W B BOIPOCAX, BIUAIOMNIUX HaA
XKHU3Hb ee oOuTaTene.

[ToBbIEHNE JKOJIOTUYECKON
OCBEJIOMJICHHOCTH HA MYHUIUMNAIBLHOM U
MIPOBUHIIMAIHFHOM YPOBHE

3eneHbll BApUaHT

JlenaTh MO3UTUBHBIE BEIIM JUIS OKpY Karolien
Cpepl.

CopnelicTBHE HKOIOTUYHOCTH U HOBAaTOPCTBO

IIpusepxennocts LPR  ycroitumBomMy u
9KOJIOTHYECKOMY PAa3BUTHIO
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12

13
14

15
16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

32
33

34

35

36

Ympadristomyonteisid  ratkaisuja  kaupungin
toiminnassa
Paskan latinaa
Hienostelu sanoja (eI mitddn  jarkevéa

konkreettista)
Environment awareness
Vihreiden arvojen edistamistd ja tietoisuuden
lisd&dmista

Paivittaistd ympériston huomioimista
Tapahtuma, jossa on paljon erilaisia pisteita.
Arvontaa, voi voittaa jotain. Musiikkia ja kahvia
/ pullaa.

Kestavan kehityksen
Ympéristotietoisuuden levittdminen.
Mielesténi ne kertovat vastuullisista valinnoista
ja egologisisesga ajattelusta
Ymparistotietoisuuden ja
ympéristoystavallisyyden edistdmista
Greenreality on Lappeenrannan

edistamista.

kaupungin

hanke, joka ohjaa asukkaita ja yrityksid
ymparistoystavallisempaan toimintaan. Green
Leaf liittyy Euroopan eri  kaupunkien

ymparistoystavallisyyteen.

Ekotietoutta, ideoita, kaytantoa, liiketoimintaa,
suunnan/esimerkin nayttamista.

An award for sustainable development of a city
Ymparisto tietoisuutta

Kaupunki on sitoutunut ymparisténsuojeluun
Vihredd vastuullisuus

Ymparistotietoisuutta

Ymparisto- sekd energia asioiden edistamistéd
maakunnassa

Edistad kaupungin vihreda tulevaisuutta uusin
innovaation.

Se on ekologista ja luontoa huomioon ottavaa
toimintaa.

Vihreiden arvojen edistamista.

Miten ympéristOasioita késitelldan
Lappeenrannassa
Mielestani ne tarkoittavat kaupungin hankkeita,

joissa tavoitellaan
ratkaisuja eri tilanteisiin.
Ekologista ajattelua jokapaivéiseen elaméaan.

ympéristoystavallisia

Green Leaf on eurooppalaiselle kaupungille
vuodeksi myonnettava palkinto/status.

DKOIOrMYeCKHU YHCTBIC
JeSATEILHOCTH TOpoJa
Jepbmo B JlaTBun
VYTouHeHHne clIOB (HUYETrO HE MMEET CMBICiIa

peleHus B

KOHKPETHOT0)
OcBeIOMIIEHHOCTh 00 OKpY Karollen cpejie
[IponBukeHue  3€MEHBIX  LIEHHOCTEH M

MOBBIIICHHE OCBEAOMICHHOCTH

ExenHeBHOE BHUMaAHHE K OKPYXAIOIIEH cpene
CoObITHE ¢ MHOXXECTBOM pPa3HBIX MOMEHTOB.
Po3bIrpeiliy, B KOTOPBIX MOKHO YTO-TO
BBIMTPaTh. My3bIka U Koe/OyI0uKy.
CopeiictBue YCTOWYHBOMY Pa3BUTHIO.
PacrnipocTpaneHnne sK010rnuecKoro CO3HaHMUs.
S nymaro, OHM TOBOPSIT 00 OTBETCTBEHHOM
BbIOOPE U 3rOJIOTUYECKOM MBIIIICHUH.
[ToBbiIcHHE 9KOJIOTHUYECKOM
OCBEJIOMJICHHOCTH H JPY>KETI00us
Greenreality 3TO TMPOEKT B TOPOIE
JlanneeHpaHTa, KOTOPbIN MOOYKIAeT KUTENIEH
U KOMIAHUM K Oolee  HKOJIOTMYHOU
nesitenpHOCTH. Green Leaf accoummpyercs ¢
9KOJIOTHYHOCTBIO  PA3JIMYHBIX EBPOIMEHCKUX
rOpOJIOB.

DKO3HaHMEe, WUJEeH, MpaKThKa, OW3Hec, MOKa3
HarpaBJIeHUs/ TIpUMED.

Harpaga 3a ycroiiunBoe pa3BuUTHE ropoja
OKojoruyeckasl OCBEJJOMIEHHOCTh

I'opon 3a6otutcs 00 okpy»katoleit cpese
3eneHasi OTBETCTBEHHOCTD

OKonoruyeckasi OCBEJOMIEHHOCTh
[Iponsuxenue JKOJOTUYECKUX u
SHEPreTUYECKUX MpobsieM B IPOBUHIIUU
[IpoaBurats 3eneHoe Oyayliee ropoaa ¢
MMOMOIIBIO TTOCHEAHUX UHHOBALIMH.

D10 HsKoNorMyeckas W OnmarompusiTHas IS
MIPUPOBI 1€ATEIBHOCTb.

[IponBuxeHue 3eeHbIX IEHHOCTEN.

Kak pemaroTcst skojoruueckue mnpoosieMsl B
JlanmesHpanTe

A ngymaro, uUMEOTCS B BHIY TOpPOACKHUE
MIPOEKTHI, HANpaBJIEHHbIE Ha 3KOJOTUYECKU
0e30macHoe pelIeHre pa3InIHbIX CUTYalui.

OKOJIOTHIECKOE MBIIIJICHUE JUTSE
IMOBCEHCBHOM JKHU3HH.

Green Leaf —  exerommas  Harpaaga
eBporneiickoro ropoaa. Greenreality — 53T0
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Greenreality on Lappeenrannan toimintaa
ymparistdasioiden edistamiseksi.

ekologista ajattelua, tietoa, vastuullisia valintoja
ja ennen kaikkea tekoja kestdvdn huomisen
puolesta

Vihredd tulevaisuutta, vesistdjen suojelua mm.
Greenreality on Lappeenrannan yritys, joka
yrittdd edistdd ympadristoystavéllistd toimintaa.
Green Leaf on joku EU:n vihred palkinto.

Organisaatioita ja suunnitelmia, jotka pyrkivét
hillitd ilmastonmuutosta, esim. véhentdmalla
Lappeenrannan hiilidioksidipaastoja.

Vihred Kaupunki
ideaali, ei kosketa tai
kaupunkilaisista
Greenreality is mostly focusing on green
businesses and craeting network for green issues.

tavoita enemmistoa

Vihreys edella
Ymparistoystavallisia tekoja kotikaupungissani.

Luonnonsuojelujuttuja

Greenreality pyrkii rakentamaan vankempaa
ympéristotietoutta kunnan eri tasoilla. Green
Leaf oli ilmeisesti tima «ymparostdystavallinen
kaupunki» tmv. palkinto?

Olen kuullut ja ndhnyt,
merkitysta en tieda.
Vihredt arvot ja puhtaampi arki.

mutta tarkempaa

Olemme sitoutuneet
ymparistotoimiin

Ympériston kannalta jotain....
Vastuullisuutta valinnoissa.
Monimuotoisen luonnon
kaupungissamme

Uusiutuvan energian kayttoa.
anteeksi vaan... viherpesua noin jotakuinkin!

On kaupungin tapa ottaa osaa ympéristoasioita
edistdvaan toimintaan.

kaupunkina

edistaminen

Ympéristoystavallisyys ta toiminnasss

Green Reality on Vihreé tosiasia ja Green Leaf
on vihreita arvoja.

JIESITEIbHOCTh JlanmeenpaHThI 110
MIPOJIBIIKCHHIO YKOJIOTHYECKUX MPOOIIeM.
JKOJIOTUYECKOE MBIIIIJICHUE, 3HAHUA,

OTBETCTBEHHBII BBIOOpD U, TMpeXIe BCEro,
JEUCTBUS ISl yCTOMYUBOTO Oy IyIIETro
3eneHoe Oynay1iee, 3alUTa BObI, HATPUMED.

Greenreality @~ —  3T0  KOMmaHusi B
Jlanmeenpanre, KOTOpas cTapaercs
NpPOJBUraTh  JKOJOTMYECKH  Oe30racHbIe
omnepanuu. «3eJIeHbId JHUCT» — OJHa U3

3enenbix Harpaa EC.

Opranuzanuyd W IUIaHBL, HAMpaBICHHBIC HA
CACp)KMBaHUE U3MEHEHUS KIIMMAaTa, Halpumep,
3a CYET COKpAIEHUS BBIOPOCOB YIJIEKHUCIIOTO
rasa B Jlanmeenpanre.

3eeHbIi TOpoI

ujean, HE TporaeT ©u HE JOXOAUT JO
OOJILIITUHCTBA TOPOXKAH

Greenreality B OCHOBHOM 3aHUMAETCS 3¢JICHBIM
OM3HECOM M CO3/1a€T CETh JUIA PEIICHHS
9KOJIOTUYECKHUX MTPOOIIEM.

3eJeHb BHIIIE

DKOJIOTHYECKH YHCTHIE JIeJla B MOEM POJTHOM
ropoje.

Marepuaibl 10 OXpaHe MPUPOJIbI

Greenreality CTpEeMUTCS MTOBBICHTh
9KOJIOTUYECKYIO OCBEJIOMJICHHOCTh Ha
pa3IMYHBIX YPOBHSX MYHHIIUTIATUTETA.
3eneHpli JUCT ObUI, TO-BUANMOMY, JTHM
«9KOJIOTUYECKH YUCTBIM TOPOJOMY» tmv. mpu3?
S chpiman W BHACH, HO HE 3HAK TOYHOIO
3HAYCHUS.

3eneHple  IIEHHOCTH W Oojilee  4ucTasg
[IOBCEIHEBHAS KU3Hb.
Kak ropoxn, MBI TNpUBEpXKEHBI  3alIUTe

OKpY’KalolIeH cpebl

YT0-TO A1 DKOJIOTHM. ...

OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B BHIOODE.

[Honmynspuszanus pazHooOpa3HONH NPUPOIBLI B
HallleM ropojie

Hcnonp3oBaHne BO30OHOBIISIEMON YHEPTUH.
MapJ/IoH HO... 3eJIeHasi CTUPKA O 4eM-To!

VY ropona ectb crocod MPHUHITH y4yacTHE B
MEpPONPUATHSIX, HarpaBJIeHHBIX Ha
MPOABIDKEHHIE HKOJIOTHIECKUX MTPOOIIEM.
DKOJIOTUYHOCTb B HKCIUTyaTaI[H

3erneHas peaJbHOCTh — 3TO 3€NeHbI (akT, a
3€JIEHBIN JTUCT — 3TO 3€JICHbIE [IEHHOCTH.
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Luonnon suojelua

Niiden agenda on lisata ymparistétietoisuutta,
kestdvad kehitysta ja kannustaa kaupunkeja ja
niiden yhteisoja ymparistovasyuullisuuteen

Luontoa  ajatellen  kaytetddn  ekologisia
vaihtoehtoja
Vihred lehti
Se on ekologista ajattelua ja tietoa seké

vastuullisia valintoja.

Green Leaf tulee palkinnon nimestd, greenreality
on kaupungin oma brandéys ymparistotekojen
saralla

Lappeenrannassa on tehty pitk&an tyota kestavén

kehityksen, hiilineutraaliuden ja vihreiden
arvojen eteen.
Kaupungin aktiivista toimintaa

tdymparistoystavallisen kaupungin eteen
Ymparistén huomioiminen kaupungin toiminnan
kehittamisessa.

JKu3Hb B MHTEpHETE TAPMOHUU C IPUPOIOH
Vihred  todellisuus, vihred lehti  noin
sananmukaisesti, mutta mit4 termit k&ytannossé
tarkoittavat, en tieda.

Y hteistydverkosto ja tunnustuspalkinto
Asumisen ja kaupungin toimien yhdistdmista
ilmastonsuojelun ja vihreiden arvojen kesken

Ekologista ajattelua, vastuullista ajattelua ja
tekoja kestévén kehityksen puolesta

Oxpana npupo/sl

Hx moBecTKa JHS 3aKJIIOYACTCS B ITOBBIIICHHH
OCBEJIOMJICHHOCTH 00 OKpy’Karomiei cpeje,
YCTOWYHBOM Pa3BUTHH M TIOOIIPEHUHU TOPOJIOB
U MX COOOIIECTB K TOMY, YTOOBI OHU CTaJIH
0oJ1ee DKOIOTUYHEBIMH.

DKOJIOTHYECKHUE alIbTePHATUBBI UCIIOIb3YIOTCS
JUTSL TIPUPOIBI

3eJIeHbIN JINCT

DTO 3KOJOrMYeCcKOe MBIIIJIEHHE W 3HAHMA, a
TaK)K€ OTBETCTBEHHBIA BEIOOD.

«3eNeHbI JTUCT» MPOUCXOIUT OT Ha3BaHUS

IPEMUH, «3€JIeHas peaJbHOCTb» — 3TO
coOCTBeHHBI OpeHn ropoga B cdepe
IPUPOJOOXPAHHON AEATEIBHOCTH.
JlanmeeHpaHTa yXe JaBHO paboTaeT B
UHTEpecax YCTOMYHBOTO pa3BUTHA,
YIJIEPOJIHOM HEUTPAIbHOCTU U IKOJIOTHYECKUX
LIEHHOCTEM.

AKTUBHas  JeATENbHOCTb ropoAa  mepen

9KOJIOTUYECKH YHUCTHIM TOPOJIOM
VYyer okpykawolied cpeapl NpU Pa3BUTHU
JIEATEIIbHOCTH TOpOoa.

JKu3Hb B HHTEpHETE TApMOHUU C IPUPOAOH
3eieHass ~ peaJbHOCTb,  3€JE€HBIM  JIUCT
OyKBaJTbHO, HO YTO O3HAYAIOT TEPMUHBI
MPaKTUYECKH, S HE 3HAIO.

Certb u Harpaza 3a npu3HaHHe

CoueTaHue SKWIWIIHOTO CTPOUTENIBCTBA U
TOPOJCKUX JEUCTBUM C 3alUTOM KiMMaTra W
9KOJIOTUYECKUMH [IECHHOCTSIMHU
DKOJIOTUYECKOE MBILIUIEHUE, OTBETCTBEHHOE
MBIIIJIEHWE W JCHUCTBUS [UJII YCTOMYMBOIO
pa3BUTHSA
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3.8% of respondents (4 people) were able to give correct definitions for two terms.
22% (23 people) answered the question partially, mainly defining the term Green Reality.

Most of the answers contain information that the terms are related to ecology.
However, only a quarter of the respondents indicate that the terms are relevant to
Lappeenranta.

Question 24. How many Greenreality and/or Green Leaf event You have participated
during last 12 months?

e Total number
60

50
| I
0
20
10
0 1-2 3-4

5 and more
An analysis of the responses showed that 49.0% (51 people) attended at least one
Greenreality or Green Leaf event in the last year. Respondents who attended the events
mainly participated in 1-2 events - 72.6% (37 people) of all those who attended the events.

3-4 events were attended by 13.7% (7 people), 5 or more events were visited by 13.7% (7
people).

WVALVOIA
VAKT
Y
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Question 25. How important do You consider the existence of the airport and the its
functionality in Lappeenranta?

poon Total number
18
16 |

14 |

|
|
\
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The most popular answer is a score of 8 points (17.3%, 18 people), the second most

—
o

-

o

N

~N

popular answer is a score of 10 points (13.5%, 14 people), the third is a score of 6 points
(11.5%, 12 people). On average, the importance of the existence and operation of the airport
in Lappeenranta is rated by respondents at 6.1 points.

It should be noted that 39.4% (41 people) of the respondents evaluate the importance
of this issue as 5 or less points, which may indicate that this aspect is not important for a

third of the respondents.
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Question 26. How do You consider the public transport works in Lappeenranta?

1 Total number
25

20

15

10

m—1EHEEEEERENR
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

The most popular answer is an estimate of 8 points (24.0%, 25 people), the second

most popular answer is an estimate of 9 points (17.3%, 18 people), in third place is an
estimate of 6 and 7 points (16 each). .4%, 17 people). On average, the work of public
transport in Lappeenranta is rated by respondents at 7.0 points.

Question 27. How do You rate the leisure activities offered by Lappeenranta?

o Total number
35

30
25

20

15
10
o NN NN 1 i fil Al !
2 4 5 5 7 8 9 10

The most popular answer is an estimate of 8 points (31.7%, 33 people), the second

most popular answer is an estimate of 9 points (19.2%, 20 people), in third place is an
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estimate of 7 points (16.4% , 17 people). On average, the leisure offered by Lappeenranta is
rated by respondents at 7.6 points.

Question 28. How do You consider the centrum of Lappeenranta area should be
developed in the near future in about 1-5 years?

In this question, the respondents had to describe in their own words the actions
necessary for the development of the center of Lappeenranta. 24% of respondents (25
people) indicated that they could not answer this question. The answers of the rest of the
respondents concerned the improvement and landscaping of territories (17.3%, 17 people),
the addition of various public spaces, including for young people (11.5% 12 people), the
development of accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists (10.5% 11 people), improving
transport infrastructure (6.7% of 7 people) and other topics. Also, a number of respondents

noted the need to increase the number of containers for separate collection. The list of unique

answers and their translation is presented in tab. 19.

Table 19.

Answers about the development of the center of Lappeenranta

No

2

Answers

Lisaa viheralueita

Mielestani kaikki rakennukset ovat todella rumia,
sinne voisi myds istuttaa puita.

Translation

Bonb1ie 3e1eHbIxX 30H

p| AyMaro, 4TO BCC 3J1aHUA I[eP’ICTBI/ITCJILHO
ypOI[J'II/IBI)I, BBl MOTI'JIN 6BI TAKXEC IMOCAIUTH
TaM JCPCBbA.

3 Enemman puistoalueita Bobiie mapkoBbIX 30H

4  Lisaa vehreytt, yhteisollistd Veenuuupaiite KOJIMYECTBO 3€JICHH,
hyotypuutarhameininkid ja monimuotoisuuden 3aHumaiiTech OOIIECTBEHHBIM CaI0OBOJICTBOM
edistamisté viheralueilla. Vd&hemman tylsid nysdksi u moomipsiiite  pa3HooOpa3ue  3eleHBIX
ajettuja nurmia teiden laidoilla, enemman niittyjen HacaxaeHwHiA. Menbiie CKYYHBIX
lajistoa. TPaBSHHUCTBIX O00OYMH, OOJBIIE JIyTOBBIX

BHUJIOB.

5 Keskustassa tai sen  l&hettyvilld olevat HeobOxomumo  coxpaHuTh  OJH3IEKAIIUE
lahiluontoalueet tulisi sailyttdd ennallaan (esim. npupomHble TeppUTOpHH B ILEHTpE Topoja
Kahilanniemen padsséd oleva pieni metsikkd ja wmm psimom ¢ HUM (Hampumep, HEOOIBIIONH
Pappilanniemi). nec B koHme ymun Kaxunanwemu u

[TanmuananeM™ ).

6 Mahdollisimman paljon arvokkaita viheralueita Heo06xoanMo coOXpaHUTh Kak MOKHO OOJIBIIIE
tulisi  séilyttdd ja autottoman liikkumisen 1ieHHBIX 3elE€HBIX HACAXKICHHH M MOOIIPSTH
mahdollisuuksia edistaa. BO3MOYXHOCTH TUTSL JIBIDKEHUS oe3

aBTOMOOMIIEH.

7 Enemman viheralueita Bbosnbie 3enenu
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Viher- ja puistoalueiden kehittdminen
Ei yritetd koko ajan rakentaa korkeampia
rakennuksia, vaan véljempéa ja vihreampéaa.

Enemman puita keskusta-alueelle.
Lisaamalla
monimuotoisuusalueita,muuttamalla
nurmikkoaavikot niityiksi esim Sammonlahden

esim

kirjaston  alueella ja  etenkin  koulujen
ymparistoissa.
Minusta suunta on hyvd, viheralueitten

laajentaminen tuo viihtyisyyttd lisdd ja kevyen
litkenteen vaylat kannustavat mm. pyorailyyn

Puistoja voisi parantaa koko perheen ajan vietto
paikoiksi.
Ulkoilmaravintoloita lisaa.
Puistojen lisdédminen.

Community garden would be nice...
Lahiluontokohteita tulee kehittéa.

ja  myyntipisteita

Keskusta-alueen viihtyisyytta ja kutsuvuutta voisi
parantaa edelleen puistoalueita hyddyntamalla.
Marian aukiolle tulisi istuttaa kasveja ja tuoda
kahviloita.

Ei tarvetta isoille muutoksille. Arboretumia voisi
ehké& laajentaa tai rantaraittien yhdistavalle reitille

panostusta, ettd koko reitin  kulkeminen
houkuttelisi

Mahdollistaa kaupungin paatoksilla
kaupunkikulttuurin  kehittyminen, luoda uusia

julkisia oleskelutiloja myds talvikayttoon. Miettia
kaupungin omia vahvuuksia sen sijaan, ettd
kopioidaan ideoita muilta

Hiekkalinnan alueen ehostaminen ja
kiinnostavuuden lisdédminen. Kirjaston uusiminen.

Lappeenrantaan ikioma huvipuisto, josta lapset ja
aikuiset voivat nauttia. Lisaa burger-ravintoloita.

Pa3Butue 3e5eHbIX U MapKOBBIX 30H

MpI HE TBITaeMCsl IIOCTOSTHHO CTPOUTH OoJiee
BBICOKHE 3JaHHs, a 0ojee CBOOOIHBIE H
3€JICHBIC.

BonbIie nepeBbeB B IIEHTPE TOPO/IA.

JoGaBisis, Harpumep, obnactu
pa3zHooOpa3usi, mpeBpaias JIy>Kaiku B JIyTa,
HaIrpumep, B parioHe OMOIMOTEKH
CaMMOHJIaXTH U OCOOEHHO B UIKOJIHHOU
cpene.

S nymaro, YTO HampaBJEHHE XOpOUIEE,

paciMpeHue 3eJeHbIX 30H IPUHOCUT OOJIbIIIe
komMdopTra, a MapmIpyThl C  JIETKUM
JIBUKCHHEM TOOIIPSIOT, Hampumep, A
€37I61 Ha BEJIOCHIIE e

[Mapku MoxkHO OBUIO OBl YIYYIIMTH Kak
MECTO Ui BCEH CEeMbH, YTOOBI MPOBECTH
BpeMs.

Bosbiie pecTopaHoB ¥ TOPTOBBIX TOYEK IO/
OTKPBITHIM HeOOM. J[oOaBneHue MapKoB.
Henuoxo 6b1 0011ecTBEHHBIH call...
bnnxaiiiine npupoaHble 0OBEKTHI JOJIKHBI
OBITH 0J1aTOyCTPOCHBI.

Komdopr u mnpuBiekarenbHOCTh IICHTpPA
ropoga MOXXHO ObUIO OBl eme OoJbIe
MTOBBICHTD 32 CUET UCTIOIH30BAHUS TAPKOBBIX
30H. Ha miomanes Mapuu Hago mocaauThb
pacTeHMsl U TOCTaBUTh Kade.

Her HE00X0IMMOCTH B 00IBIINX
U3MEHEHUAX. BO3MOXHO, AeHApapHil MOKHO
Obul0 OBl  pacUIMpUTh WJIM  MapupyT,
COCMHSIONINI OeperoBbIe IMHUH, BIOKUICS
B TO, 4roOBl cJenaTb BECh MapuipyT
MIPUBIIEKATEITLHBIM.

ObecneunTh pa3BUTHE FOPOACKON KYJIbTYpHhI
pelIeHNsIME ~ TOpOJAa,  CO3[aTh  HOBBIE
0O0I11eCTBEHHBIE JKUJIbIE TPOCTPAHCTBA, B TOM
qpciae IS 3UMHETO  WCIIOJIb30BaHUSL.
Jlymaiite 0 CHJIBHBIX CTOPOHAX rOpoja, a He
KOIMPYHUTE UyKUE UAECH

VYkpairaeM TEppUTOPUIO 3aMKa M3 Iecka U
nmoBbIlIaeM  ee  uHTepec. OOHOBIIEHHE
OUOINOTEKH.

B JlanneenpanTe ecTb COOCTBEHHBIH MapK
pa3BJICUCHUI, B KOTOPOM MOTYT
pas3BieKatbcs IeTH W B3pocibie. bobme
Oyprepos.
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Monitoimiareena  keskustaan  vilkastuttamaan
menoa seka vihreiden arvojen takia

No monitoimiareenaa itse toivoin keskustaan,
koska se olisi todella tuonut sinne elamaa ympéri
vuoden. Jotain jolla saataisiin Lappeenrannalle
lisd& vetovoimaa. En osaa nyt tarkemmin sanoa.

Rakentaa lisaa erilaisia mahdollisuuksia harrastaa
esim.siséliikuntatiloja.

Jaéhalli keskustaan pois omakotialueelta véhentaisi
yksityisautoilua ja mahdollistaisi suuremman
tapahtumatarjonnan mielestdno usean pienemman
tilan yllapito on haitallisempaa ymparistélle
Jaéhalli keskustaan pois omakotialueelta véhentaisi
yksityisautoilua ja mahdollistaisi suuremman
tapahtumatarjonnan mielestdéno usean pienemman
tilan yllapito on haitallisempaa ymparistélle
Jaahalli keskustaan,Valtakddun I&piajon sallimisen
jatkuminen, yrityksille vuokra- yms. tukia jos
yritys sijoittuu keskustaan

Lis&a frisbeegolf ratoja

Adding more night clubs. Making closed bus stops.
Adding free toilets.

Lisad hengailupaikkoja nuorille aikuisille
Pyoréilymahdollisuuksien parantaminen. Luonnon
monimuotoisuuden vaaliminen myo6s keskusta-
alueella.

Pyoréilyn turvallisuus, yhteiskayttotavarat

Edullisemmat kaupunkipyorit (esim 5€/kesi)

Pyorailyn edistaminen
Turvallisia pyoréateita lisaamaélla

Joukkoliikennetté pitdisi lisata.
Julkisilla saavutettavissa oleva autoton keskusta
Kévelykeskusta

Green  reality voisi  jdrjestda
kavelykierroksia keskustassa.

enemman

MHuoropyHKIIMOHATbHAS apeHa B IEHTPE
ropojia, 4TOObI O)KUBUTH JBUKECHHE, & TAKKE
W3-3a 3€JIEHBIX [IEHHOCTEH.

Hy, g nagesuics Ha MHOTrO(YHKIIMOHAIBHYIO
apeHy B ILEHTpe, IMOTOMYy 4YTO 3TO
JNEHCTBUTENBHO MPUHECIO OBl TyJda KHU3Hb
Kpymibii - roa.  Yro-to, d4rOo  caenaer
JlanmeenpaHTy OoJiee mpuBieKaTeabHOU. S
HE MOTY cKa3aTb 0oJblle ceiyac.

CoznaTh 60JbIlIe Pa3IMYHbIX BO3MOXHOCTEH
JUTSt 3aHATHUH, Harpumep, KpBIThIC
CIIOPTUBHBIE COOPYKEHUSI.

Karok B wneHrtpe ropoma 3a mnpeneiiamu
000COOJICHHON ~ TEppPUTOPUU  COKPATUT
UCIIOJIb30BAaHUE JIMYHBIX aBTOMOOWIICH U
MO3BOJIUT MPOBOJIUTE OOJIbILIE MEPOTIPUATHH.
Karok B wneHrtpe ropoma 3a mnpeneramu
000COOJICHHON ~ TEppPUTOPUU  COKPATUT
UCIIOJIb30BAaHUE JIMYHBIX aBTOMOOWIICH U
MO3BOJIUT MPOBOJUTE OOJIbILIE MEPOTPUATHH.
JlenoBpli  KaTOK B LEHTpEe Tropoja,
MPOJIOJIKEHHE IpoIrycka Banraknany,
cybcunuu st KOMIIaHUM Ha apeHay u T. 1.,
€CJIM KOMIIAHUsI HaXOJIUTCA B LIEHTPE Topo/ia
Bonbire monelt st ppucOu-ronbda

JlobGaBneHne  JOMOJHHUTENBHBIX  HOYHBIX
kiyOoB. Jlemaem 3akphIThbie aBTOOYCHBIE
OCTaHOBKH. JlobaBnmenne  OecIUTaTHBIX
TyaJleTOB.

Bonbiie Mect st TYCOBOK Uil MOJIOJBIX
mojen

VYiyuiieHue BO3MOXKHOCTEH Uid €34bl Ha
Besiocunesie. CoxpaneHue 6MOpa3HOOOpa3us
TaK)Ke B IIEHTpe Topoa.
be3omacHocTs Ha  Benocumene,
o01Iero noiab30BaHUs

Bonee pemeBble TOPOACKHE BEJIOCUIIEIBI
(manpumep, 5 € / neto)

[Monmynsapu3anus BeJIOCUIIETHOTO CIIOPTa
JloGaBneHne O€30MacHBIX BEJIOCHIIEIHBIX
JIOPOKEK

OOmecTBEHHBI TPAHCHOPT JOJDKEH OBITh
yBEJIUYEH.

LenTp ropona 6e3 aBTOMOOWMIIEH, TOCTYTHBIN
JUISL Ty OJTUKH

[Iporynounslii neHTp

3erneHast peaJbHOCTh MOTJIa Obl OPraHu30BaTh
OOJIBIIIE TIEMIEXOIHBIX SKCKYPCHH 110 IEHTPY.
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More walking areas

Ei autokaistoja ydinkeskustassa

sujuva  yhteisliikkuminen  ajoneuvojen  ja
jalankulkijoiden kesken, jotta liikennevaloissa
seisovat autot eivat saastuttaisi kaupungin ilmaa

Saada aikaan sujuvaa liikkumista (niin julkisilla,
omalla autolla, polkupyorélla ja k&vellen) nykyisen
sumppukaupungin sijaan. Esimerkiksi Koulukatu
on varmasti niin bussinkuljettajan helvetti!

Autoliikenne sujuvaksi
Kevyen liikenteen suosiminen keskustassa

ilmainen pysakainti

Keskustan laheisyyteen maanpaallisia
parkkipaikkoja
Valtakatu avattava liikenteelle ja

pysakadintipaikkoja lisaa.

Keskusta kehittyy markkinaehtoisesti. Kaupungin
tulee huolehtia, ettd viheralueiden ja kevyen
litkenteen tila sailyy ennallaan tai kasvaa.

Riittavasti roskiksia ja istuinpenkkeja katujen
varsille.

Pidén siitd nykyisenaan. Roska-astioita voisi olla
enemman. Niité sellaisia joihin voi lajitella.

Julkisia lajitteluroskiksia enemman
Pienid kauppoja pitéa tukea ja keskustaa elavoittaa

Lisad elavyyttd keskustaan, liiketilat

vuokralle

tyhjéat

Lis&4 asuintaloja, jotta keskusta vilkastuu.
Julkisivujen yllapitoa ja julkisen taiteen hankintoja

voisi olla enemmén ja laadukkaammin

Hyvin vanhat ja rumat harmaat/varittomét
rakennukset maantasalle ja uutta kehiin

Bonb1ie nporyiouHsix 30H

B uentpe roposa HeT aBTOMOOUITBHBIX TTOJIOC
IIJIABHOE COBMECTHOE JBUYKEHUE
TPAaHCHOPTHBIX CPEACTB M  IELIEXOJOB,
9TOOBl ABTOMOOWIM, NPHUIAPKOBAHHBIE Ha
cBeTtoopax, HE 3arpsA3HSUIA TOPOJICKOMN
BO3JIYX

JloGuThCs MIABHOTO MepeABMKEeHUs (Kak Ha
OOIIECTBEHHOM,  JIMYHOM  aBTOMOOWIIE,
BEJOCUIIE[Ie, TaK U TEIIKOM) BMECTO
HBIHEIIHETO poAHOro ropoaa. Hampumep,
Kynykatry — 310 omnpeneneHHo ajn s
BOJUTENEH aBTOOYCOB!

JIBrokeHre aBTOMOOMIICH IIaBHOE
biaronpusitcTBOBaHUE JIETKOMY JBHKEHUIO
B LIEHTPE TOpoJia

OecriiaTHas MapKoOBKa

BoOmm3u LIEHTpa ropoja Ha3eMHBIE
MapKOBOYHBIC MECTa
Banrakaty OTKPBIT TS JBIDKEHUS

TPaHCIIOPTAa W UMEET OOJIbIIE MaPKOBOYHBIX
MECT.

LlenTp pa3BuBaeTcsi B COOTBETCTBUHM C
PBIHOYHBIMM  yCIHOBUAMHU. ['opon nosmkeH
CIIEUTH 32 TEM, YTOOBI COCTOSIHUE 3€JIEHBIX
HACAKJICHUM U JIETKOTO  JIBUIKEHUS
MOAICPKUBATIOCH WIIH YIIy4YIIAJIOCh.

XBaTUT MycOpa ¥ CKaMeeK BIIOJIb YJIMII.

MHue HpaBuUTCS, KaK CeroaHs. MyCOpHBIX
6axoB MOTJ10 ObITH O0JbIIE. KOTOpBIE MOKHO
COpPTUPOBATH.

bonpme yOIIECTBEHHBIX
paszenbHoOro cbopa Mycopa
HebGonpmmM MarasuHam Hy)KHA TIOJIICPIKKA,
a IEHTP OXKUBJISETCS

Bonbiie 0XMBIEHHOCTH B IIGHTpPE Tropoja,
CHAIOTCSI B apeHAy IyCThle KOMMEpPYECKHE
TUTOTIIAH

Bonpiie KWIBIX TOMOB, YTOOBI
LIEHTpP TOpoJia 6oJiee 0KUBICHHBIM.
Morzo ObITh OoJbIe U OoJiee Ka4eCTBEHHOE
TEXHUYECKOe O0OcmykuBaHue ¢acagoB U

YpH TUISt

CICIaTh

TOCYJapCTBEHHBIE  3aKyNKH  NpPEAMETOB
HCKYCCTBA.
Ouenp crapbie u YPOITUBBIC

cepbie/OecIBETHBIC 3JaHHS Ha 3eMJIe U HOBBIE
0 IEPUMETPY
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Marian aukion elavdittaminen
Elavoittaa

toimintasuunnitelma hiilineutraalisuuden
saavuttamista ja luonnon monimuotoisuuden
sailyttamisestd.  Ulkomaiset  kaivosyhtididen

toiminta pitaé saada kuriin kaivoslakeja kiristaen ja
Saimaa suojaten!

Siten, ettd huomioidaan kaupunkiymparistoa
(esim. erilaisia kaupungin eléin- ja kasvilajeja) ja
ettda pyritddn kehittdmain aluetta Kkestévén
kehityksen toimintatapojen mukaisesti.

Ei ainakaan lisa4 kauppakeskuksia. Ei liian tiivista
rakentamista

Satama

To protect the environment and the climate

In the case of protecting the environment

Pitaisi olla viihtyisampi, on mielestani ihan kuin
pommituksen jaljilta.

liikennejarjestelyt paremmiksi

Keskusta pitad saada elavoitettyd. Kivijalkakaupat
ovat havinneet isojen markettien takia, ne pitaisi
saada takaisin.

Elavoittad keskustaa (marian aution ymparistod)

Ydinkeskustan elavoittaminen

Monipuolistaa eri alueiden kéyttoa

Kuntalaisten tarpeiden pohjalta

Jotain toimintaa keskustaan pitad saada.
Uus-Lavola

Keskustan ja koko kaupungin aluetta tulee tiivistaa.
Parasta ympaériston suojelua on minimoida alue
johon ihminen toiminnallaan vaikuttaa.

Viime vuosien aikana keskusta on taysin
néivettynyt. Jollain tavoin ennen niin vilkas
keskusta olisi saatava elavoitetyksi. Nykyiselldan
keskusta on vain muisto siitd mité se oli -70 - 80 -
luvuilla.

lentokentdstd  tarkennus:  luonnolle  erittdin
merkittéva, lentoliikenne puolestaan marginaalista
ja voisi loppuakin (mutta kentta ei pid4 kaavoittaa
rakentamiseen tai muuhun «vadraan»)

OxxuBnenue mwiomaau Mapuun

OXuBUTD

IIJIaH IEHCTBUM 110 JOCTHKEHHUIO YIIIEPOIHON
HEUTPaIbHOCTU u COXPAHEHHUIO
Ooropa3zHooOpasus. JlesITenbHOCTh
MHOCTPaHHBIX TFOPHOAO0OBIBAOIINX
KOMITaHUH HE00X0JMMO 00y3/1aTh,

y>)KECTOUMB 3aKOHBI O JOOBIYE TOJE3HBIX
HCKoMaeMbIX U 3auuTuB Caitmy!

[IpuHrMast BO BHUMaHHE TOPOJACKYIO Cpeny
(Hanpumep, pazuyHbIe BUABI KUBOTHBIX U
pacTeHuii B TOpoje) U CTPeMsiChb pa3BUBATH
TEPPUTOPUI0O B COOTBETCTBUM C METOAAMH
YCTOMUYMBOIO pPa3BUTHSL.

[To kpaitneit mepe, He OOJBIIE TOPTOBBIX
LEHTPOB. He CJIMILIKOM IJIOTHAS
KOHCTPYKITHUS

ITopt

J171s1 321U THI OKpY>KarOLIeH Cpesibl U KJuMmaTa
B ciiydae 3ammThl OKpy Karomiei cpesl
JlomxHo ObITh yioOHee, s AyMato, MPsSMO Kak
nociie 60MOEKKH.

Jydliasi TPAaHCIOPTHAs: OpraHu3anus

LlenTtp HY>XHO OXUBUTb. MarasuHsl ¢
KaMEHHBIMH HOTaMH UCUYE3JIU U3-3a OOJIBIINX
CyNEepMAapKETOB, UX HaJ0 BEPHYTh.

OxuBUTE LIEHTp ropoja (IMyCThIHHAas cpena
Mbpn)

OxuBneHue 1eHTpa ropojaa

Pa3nooOpa3ut ncnonp30BaHue pa3HbIX 30H
Hcxonst u3 moTpedHOCTEM MECTHBIX JKUTENEH
Ut0-TO, 4TOOBI IOJIYYUTH B IIEHTPE TOpOJIa.

Vyc-JlaBona

Lleatp ropoma ®  BCHO  TOPOACKYIO
TEPPUTOPUIO  HEOOXOAWMO  YIUIOTHHTb.
Haunyumein 3amuroi OKpy»Karouied cpesbl
SIBJISIETCS MUHHUMH3ALUA TUIOILA/H,

3aTPOHYTOMU JCSATEILHOCTBIO YeIOBEKa.

B mocnegHwe TOABI IEHTP MOJTHOCTHIO
3arpyeH. B HEKOTOpoM cCMbIcie, Mpexe
CTOJIb OKUBIICHHBIA LIEHTP TOPOJAA TOJKEH
ObITh OuBJIeH. CeromHss LEHTp — 3TO
MIPOCTO BOCTIOMUHAHKE O TOM, 4TO ObLTO B 70-
x 1 80-x romax.

OT a’3pOoJIpOMHOTO (hoKyca: OUYeHb 3HAYUMO
IUTS TIPUPO/IBI, aBHacoO0OIIeHNE
MapruHagbHOE U MOXET MPEeKpaTUThCS (HO
a’pOTIOPT HE JIOJDKEH OBITh 30HUPOBAH IO
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78 Lentokentdn toiminnan voisi lakkauttaa ja alueen

julistaa  luonnonsuojelualueeksi
kasviensa vuoksi.

harvinaisten

CTPOUTENBCTBO 17001 npouee
«HETIPABUIIHLHOECY)

Adponopr  MOXeT  OBITh  3aKpBIT, a
TEeppUTOPUS OOBSIBIIEHA 3aIIOBEAHUKOM H3-3a
PEOKHUX PACTEHMIA.

Question 29. How satisfied are You with Your life as a whole in Lappeenranta?

45

i
1 5 6 7 8 9 10

40
35
30
25
20
15

10

5
0

Z0 Total number

The most popular answer is an estimate of 9 points (39.7%, 41 people), the second

most popular answer is an estimate of 8 points (24.2%, 25 people), in third place is an
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estimate of 10 points (14.4%, 15 people). On average, respondents rate satisfaction with
their life in Lappeenranta at 8.1 points.

It should be noted that only 8.6% (9 people) of respondents rate their satisfaction with
5 or less points. The majority of respondents highly appreciate this indicator.

Question 30. It is important for You, that Saimaa ringed seal is protected, allthough it
means restrictions for fishing possibilities and other leisure activities at the same time?

Total number

Yes

I can not say

The majority of respondents (90.3% of 94 people) agree to restrictions on fishing and
other leisure activities on the coast in order to protect the Saimaa ringed seal. 9.6% (10

people) find it difficult to answer. Not a single respondent spoke out against the restrictions.

QUESTIONS FOR CITIZENS OF LAHTI

The study involved 182 respondents living in the city of Lahti. By age composition, the
percentage of respondents is:

* Under 14 - 4.6% (5 people)

* 15-24 - 22.2% (24 people)

* 25-34 - 34.3% (37 people)

* 35-54 - 66.7% (72 people)

* 55-64 - 32.4% (35 people)

* 65 and older - 8.3% (9 people)
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Question 22. How important do You consider that Lahti is the leading environmental
city in Finland?

Total number

1

The most popular answer is an estimate of 8 points (24.7%, 45 people), the second
most popular answer is an estimate of 10 points (21.4%, 39 people), in third place is an
estimate of 9 points (17.0%, 31 people). On average, the importance of Lahti being Finland's
leading eco-city is rated 7.4 points by the respondents.

It should be noted that only 20.3% (37 people) of the respondents evaluate the
importance of this fact as 5 points or less. The majority of respondents (79.7% of 145 people)

highly appreciate this indicator.
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Question 23. In Your opinion, is the amount of environmental work in Lahti...

Total number

Sufficient

Not enough
Too big

| can not say

In response to this question, 53.6% of respondents (97 people) noted that
environmental work in Lahti is carried out in sufficient volume. 32.0% of respondents (58
people) indicated that the volume of such work is insufficient, 8.3% (15 people) consider

the volume to be excessive, and 6.0% (11 people) find it difficult to answer.

Question 24. What actions would You like to be taken in the environmental city Lahti?
When answering this question, respondents could choose from 1 to 3 options from

those offered, as well as offer their own options.
The final distribution of responses in accordance with popularity:

Increase guidance on waste sorting - 20,6% (98)

Increase the number of natural sites - 19,9% (95)

Increase guidance on natural sites - 11,8% (56)

Increase the amount of vegetarian food in schools - 11,6% (55 )
Increase the number of bus shifts - 10,9% (52)

Improve bicycle infrastructure - 9,5% (45)

More second hand markets - 6,7% (32)

No o~ whE

The most popular answers are options «Increase guidance on waste sorting» and
«Increase the number of natural sites». The difference between these options is less than
1%.
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amount of vegetarian food

The

Next most popular options are «Increase guidance on natural sites», «Increase the

in  schools»,

difference between these

options s

«Increase the number of bus shifts».

also less than 1%.

Respondents consider «Improve bicycle infrastructure» and «More second hand markets»

as the least important options (less than 10% of the choices of each option of the total).

Additional comments of respondents are presented in tab. 20.

Table 20.

Additional comments of respondents to the question « What actions would You like to
be taken in the environmental city Lahti?»

Ne
1

2

o Ol bk Ww

10

11

12

13

14

OTBeT pecnioHeHTa

heikennetddn autoilukulttuuria ja autoilun
mahdollisuuksia keskusta-alueilla

jarjestetaan kouluille pkollisia
ympéristosuivouspéivié esim 4 kertaa vuodessa

Lasketaan bussilippujen hintoja.

lisad sdhkodautoja fossiilista kdyttavien sijaan
Lis&té kierratysroska-astioita
lisatdan turvavayla
talvikunnossapito paivittain

jalankulkijoille

Lis&tdan viheralueita ja tehddan rumasta torista
vihreampi istutuksilla ja puilla!
Alennetaan julkisen liikenteen maksuja

Edistetddn puhdasta (lue: ei polttoon perustuvaa)
energiantuotantoa

edullisempi  ja ystavallisemmin
julkinen liikenne

erilaisia jatteen lajittelupisteita I&hi6ihin, ei vain
isojen kauppojen viereen

palveleva

Huolehditaan kaupungin siisteydestd, nurmien
leikkuu, puistojen siisteys ja viihtyisyys tarkeaa
Itse piti ostaa auto,kun linja-auto ei kulje enaa
Ala-Tonttilan  kautta  Ahtialaan.  Lé&hetin
sdhkopostia ja pyysin edes yhtd vuoroa
kulkemaan klo seitseman jalkeen Ala-
Tonttilankatua pitkin. Ei k&ynnyt. Eipd olisi isoa
mutkaa tehnyt linjalle 2 tai 3

Keskustan alueen autoliikenne pienemmaksi

IHepeBon

YMeHbIlIeHHEe aBTOMOOWJIBHOTO JBUXKEHHUS U
BO3MO>XHOCTH BOKIEHMSI B LIEHTPE ropoJia

B IIKOJAaX OpPraHU3ylTCs  00s3aTelbHbIC
HKOJIOTHYECKHE CyOOOTHUKH, HaIpuUMep, 4 paza
B IOJ

Pacuet ctoumocTu aBTOOYCHBIX OMIIETOB.
00JIbI1Ie AIIEKTPOMOOMIIEH BMECTO HCKOMAEMBIX
JloGaBbTe MycopHbIe Oaku

I[O68.BJ'IeHa I10JI0Ca 0e30macHOCTH JIA
nemexoaos it 3MMHETO O6CJ'IY)KI/IBaHI/I$[
CXKCIHCBHO

JloGaBbTe 3€JIeHH U O3€JIEHUTE YpPOAJIUBBIE
KBaJIpaThl C IOMOILBIO PACTEHUH U JepEBHEB!
CHU3HUTH CTOMMOCTH IIPO€3/1a B OOLIECTBEHHOM
TpaHCIopTe

CopelicTBOBaTh MPOU3BOJCTBY YUCTOW (UMTA:
0e3 CXKUraHMsl) SHEPTuu

Oonee nemeBbld M YIOOHBIA OOIIECTBEHHBIN
TPaHCIIOPT

pa3aNyYHble MYCOPOCOPTUPOBOYHBIE MYHKTHI B
IPUTOPOJIaX, @ HE TOJIBKO PSJIOM C KPYHHBIMH
MarasuHamMu

Baxna 3a00ota 0 4YMCTOTE TOpOJA, CTPHXKKA
ra30HOB, YUCTOTA U YIOT MMAPKOB.

MHe npunuioch caMoi KynuTh MalluHy, KOTAa
aBTOOYC nepecTan XoAuTh yepe3 Ana-ToHTTUITY
B AxTnany. I oTnpaBui 2IEKTPOHHOE MUCHMO U
MOMPOCHJT XOTs Obl OJJHY O4epeab MPONTHUCH MO
Ana-ToHTTHNaHKaTy mnocie ceMu vacoB. He
pabortaer. He cmenam Obr OGonbmioit m3rub® Ha
nuHUU 2 uiu 3

VYMeHbIlIeHHe aBTOMOOWJIBHOTO JIBMJKEHHUS B
LIEHTPE IropoJa.
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24
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Lisad roskiksia

Lisataan helppokulkuisiin
kierratyspisteitd (esim. SER)
Lisataan jat./roska-astioita. Siivotaan
ympéristoa. Kaikkia mahdollisia kaytannon
toimenpiteta

Lisataan kartonkien,
Kierratyspisteitda  ja
omakotialueille.
Lisatadan kierratyspaikkoja eri alueille, jotta ne
olisi helpommin saavutettavissa

paikkoihin

muovien
biojatteen

jne
kerdysta

lisatddn  ympadristotietoisuutta  ja
luonnon merkitysta

LOPETETAAN KOULUTOIMESSA
VALITTOMASTI JATKUVA
PAPERILOMAKESHOW!!!! Ei odoteta jotain
Digionea, me olemme ymparistopadkaupunki
NYT!

Opetetaan  kouluissa  ilmastonmuutoksesta
enemman ja miten sita voidaan hidastaa
Osallistetaan ja tiedotetaan kaupunkilaisia
ymparistbkaupungin asioista mm. &lypyoratien
toiminnasta ja sen hyodyista

Panostetaan monipuolisesti energian kulutusta
vahentdvdadn ja luonnon monimuotoisuutta
tukevaan infrastruktuurin ja tehddin pienten
eleiden sijaan ratkaisuja, joilla on ison
mittakaavan vaikutuksia.

puhtaan

Parannetaan  pusikoista  puistoja,  esim.
Mukkulassa  Merrasojan  varrella.  Tulisi
erimittaisia (lyhyita ja pidempid) ulkolureitteja
niille, jotka eivat padse kauemmaksi
retkeilykohteisiin.

Parannetaan vesiensuojelua

Puiden ja kasvien istuttaminen keskustaan,liian
vahan nykyadan. Kiertotalouden edistdmiseksi
jokin julkinen kuljetuspalvelu jolla saa
esim.kirpputorilta huonekalun kotiin jos ei itse
omista autoa

rajoitettava tdydennysrakentamista.
Sairaalanméakea tuhotaan urakalla

Bosbiie mycopa

Jlo6aBbTe TOUKHM TEepepabOTKH It OBICTPOTO
nocryna (Hanpumep, SER)

Jlob6aBpTe  MycOpHBIE  OaKW/KOP3MHBI IS
Mycopa. [laBailTe OYHCTUM OKpPY>KArOILIYIO
cpeny. Bce BO3MOXKHbBIE IPAKTHUECKHUE MEPHI
VYBenuuHuTh MYHKTHI TepepaboTKU KapToHa,
IJIacTUKA U T. J., @ TaKkKe coOpaTh OMOOTXOIbI
Ha 000COOJICHHBIX TEPPUTOPUSIX.

JoGaBbTe caifTbl 1mo mnepepaboTKe OTXOIO0B B
pasHble paiioHBI, YTOOBI cAeNnaTh WX Oojee
JOCTYITHBIMU

MOBBIIICHUE YKOJIOTUICCKON OCBEIOMIICHHOCTH
¥ BaYKHOCTH YHCTOM MPHUPOJIBI
HEMEJJJIEHHO 3AKPLITb BYMAXHOE
[IPA3JITHUYHOE 11I0Y B HIKOJILHOM
NEATEJIBHOCTU!!!! Hukakoro Digione He
0KMJAETCA, MBI CEMYAC »skonornueckas
cronunal

[IpenogaBath mIkosaM Oosbiie 00 U3MEHEHUU
KJIUMaTa M 0 TOM, KaK ero 3aMeJInTh

Yyactue u nuHGOpMHUpPOBaAHKE TPAKIAH O JIenax
HKOJIOTHYECKOTO Topoja, T.e. paboTra yMHOM
BEJIOCUIIEHON JOPOXKKU U €€ MPEUMYIIECTBA

WNHBecTupoBaHne B WIHUPOKHUHA  CIEKTP
UHPPACTPYKTYPHI, KOoTOpast CHUKAET
noTpebsieHne SHEpPrud U TMOAJEPKUBAET
OouopazHooOpazue, u OyzaeM mpemiaratb

pellieHus, KoTopble OyJIyT UMETh MaclITaOHOe
BO3/ICHCTBUE, @ HE HEOOJIBIINE KECTHI.

N3 kycrapHukoB OyayT O6J1aroyCTpOCHBI MapKH,
HarpuMep B Mykkyne Bnoias Meppacoiu.
JlomxHBI OBITH pa3Hble (KOPOTKHE U JTMHHBIC)
MapLIPyThl HA OTKPBITOM BO3/yX€ IJIsl T€X, KTO
HE MOJKET MTPOUTH JaJIbllIe, K MECTaM JJIsl MEeLINX
IIPOTYJIOK.

Viy4nienue 3aiuuThl OT BOJIbI

ITocanku nepeBbEB M pPACTEHUN B LIEHTpPE
CerofiHs TOXe Maslo. B mensx mpoaBukKeHus
DKOHOMHMKHM  3aMKHYTOTO  LHKJIA  yciIyra
OOILIECTBEHHOT'O TPAHCIOPTa, C IOMOIIBIO
KOTOpPOH BBl MOXETE TIMOJIYy4YUTh MeOellb Ha
OJIOIIMHOM pPBIHKE, HalPUMEp, €CIIU y Bac HET
aBTOMOOMIIS.

OTPaHUYUTh  MOJCOOHOE  CTPOMUTEIHCTBO.
BonbHuYHBIM X0AM OyJdeT YHHMUYTOXEH IO
KOHTPAKTY
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29

30

31

32

Rakennetaan kestdvasti, puretaan vain aivan
pakosta

Siirrytddn aitoon ihmislahtoiseen toimintaan
organisaatiol&dht6isyyden sijaan

Tavaroiden huolto- ja korjausmahdollisuuksia
saataville ja tietoisuuden lisdédminen, lainaamot
Tehdaan vihreamman vaihtoehdon valitseminen
helpoksi mahdollisimman monessa asiassa

ITocTpoeH ycToO4MBO,
J€EMOHTHPOBAH
JlaBaiite nepeneM K IOJJIMHHBIM OIIEpalusM,
OPHUEHTUPOBAaHHBIM Ha JIIOJEHW, a HE Ha
OpraHu3aLuIo.

JloCTyIHOCTD Y MOBBIIIEHUE OCBEIOMIICHHOCTH
0 ToBapax, Kpenurasle koMmanuu
MakcumanabHO — ynopocTuTe — BbIOOp
HKOJIOTMYHOI'O BapuaHTa

TOJBKO IIOJIHOCTBIO

OoJtee

Question 25. Which of the following goals would You like to be improved in Lahti?
When answering this question, respondents could choose from 1 to 3 options from

those offered, as well as offer their own options.
The final distribution of responses in accordance with popularity:

Water protection - 19.5% (99.)

Promoting circular economy - 16.9% (86.)
Nature concervation - 16.7% (85.)
Climate change mitigation- 15.6% (79.)
Preserving quiet areas - 14.8% (75.)
Improving air quality - 8.3% (42.)

Noise abatement - 7.0% (36.)

No ok whE

Respondents consider «Water protection» to be the most important option.

Answers "Promoting circular economy”, "Nature concervation”, "Climate change
mitigation™ and "Preserving quiet areas" are considered by respondents to be approximately
equal in importance (difference within 2%).

The least important answers are " Improving air quality ", " Noise abatement™ (less

than 10% of the choices of each option).
Additional comments of respondents are presented in tab. 21.

Table 21.

Additional comments of respondents to the question « Which of the following goals
would You like to be improved in Lahti?»

Ne  Answers Translation
1  Py0ré&- ja kavelyteiden parantaminen muuallakin ~ Viyumienne BETOCHIEAHBIX M MENMIEXOJHBIX
kuin keskustassa. JIOPO’KEK 3a MpeieNaMu [eHTpa ropo/a.
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Y mpéristokasvatus

Siirtyminen aitoon kevytliikenne lahtoiseen
liikennejarjestelmaén nykyisestd autokeskeisesta
jarjestelmasta/

lIma on makea, ilmeisesti hiivatehtaan tai
leipatehtaan ansiosta. llman tulisi olla raikas

Keskikaupungissa voisi hillitd  valaistusta

hyvinkin paljon

DKoJ0ruuecKoe 00pa3oBaHue

Ilepexon K HacTOsIIEW CHCTEME JIETKOTO

IBUKCHUS oT HBIHEILIHEN CUCTEMBEI,
OPHUCHTHPOBAHHON HAa aBTOMOOIIH /
Boznmyx CIIaIKUH, BHIUMO, onmaromaps

TPOXKKEBOH pabpuke uimm xaedo3aBoay. Bo3ayx
JIOJKEH OBITh CBEXKUM

B menTtpe ropoma ocBemeHHEM MOXKHO OBLIO
OYEHb CWJIbHO yNPABIIATh

Question 26. The geological heritage is internationally significant in Lahti. Have You
heard about Salpausselkd Geopark? (Salpausselka Geopark)?

Total number

Yes

No

| can not say

69.8% of respondents (127 people) noted that they were aware of the Salpausselka

Geopark.
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Question 27. How would You like to improve biodiversity?

Total number

Leaving parks in their natural state

Greening kindergarten and school yards

Removing alien (invasive) species
(plants and animals)

Removing unnecessary asphalt

Adding green roofs

When answering this question, respondents could choose from 1 to 3 options from
those offered.
The final distribution of responses in accordance with popularity:

Leaving parks in their natural state - 27.1% (123 marks)

Greening kindergarten and school yards - 26% (118 marks)

Removing alien (invasive) species (plants and animals) - 20.3% (92 marks)
Removing unnecessary asphalt - 13.4% (61 marks)

Adding green roofs - 13.2% (60 marks)

O E

The respondents consider the options “Leaving parks in their natural state” and
“Greening kindergarten and school yards” as the most important actions. The number of
choices of these options differ by less than 2%.

Respondents consider the answer " Removing alien (invasive) species (plants and

animals) " to be the third most important.
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Respondents consider “Removing unnecessary asphalt”, “Adding green roofs” as the

least important answers. The number of choices of these options differ by less than 0.5%,

while the share of choices of each of these options is more than 10%.

Question 28. Gravel removal in the Renkomaki is ending. What would You like from
the future of Renkomaki?

Total number

Create habitats for butterflies, collision swallows
and so on

Reforest the area, but build also a toboggan run,
mountain bike trail and so on

Restore the area in addition to the surrounding

nature

Create more parks and other built recreation

area or something like that

Preserve steep exposed areas of land where

glacial deposits can be seen

Other

In this question, respondents could choose from 1 to 3 different answers.

The final distribution of options looks like this:

1.
2.

w

Create habitats for butterflies, collision swallows and so on 24.8% (98 marks).
Reforest the area, but build also a toboggan run, mountain bike trail or something
like that in part of the area 23.8% (94 marks).

Restore the area in addition to the surrounding nature 20.3% (80 marks).

Create more parks and other built recreation area or something like that 16.7% (48
marks).

Preserve steep exposed areas of land where glacial deposits can be seen 12.2% (48
marks).

1% of respondents (4 people) indicated that they were at a loss to answer this question,

5 people offered their solutions, presented in Table. 22.

Table 22

Additional comments of respondents to the question « What would You like from the
future of Renkomaki?»

Ne Answers Translation
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Moottorirata. Tasapuoliset Astoxpom. [loimKHBI ObITH 0OOECTICUEeHBI PABHBIC

1 harrastusmahdollisuudet on turvattava BO3MOKHOCTH JJIs1 paOOTAOIIETO HACCIICHUSI.
tyovaestolle.

2  Kaikki vaihtoehdot kannatettavia [Toamep:KkUBarOTCS BCE BAPHAHTHI

3 Kaoirapuisto Cobaunii mapk

4 Pieni rakennettu virkistysalue HeGoubIas mocTpoeHHast 30Ha OT/IbIXa

5 Uimapaikka Mecto I KynaHust

Question 29. How do You consider the public transport works in Lahti?

Total number

The most popular answer is an estimate of 8 points (27.5%, 50 people), the second
most popular answer is an estimate of 6 points (15.9%, 29 people), in third place is an
estimate of 7 points (14.3% , 26 people). On average, satisfaction with public transport in
Lahti is estimated by respondents at 6.6 points.

It should be noted that only 25.8% (47 people) of respondents rate their satisfaction
with public transport at 5 or less points. The majority of respondents (74.1% of 135 people)
highly appreciate this indicator.
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Question 30. How satisfied are You with Your life as a whole in Lahti?

Total number

The most popular answer is an estimate of 8 points (29.7%, 54 people), the second
most popular answer is an estimate of 9 points (25.8%, 47 people), in third place is an
estimate of 10 points (12.6% , 23 people). On average, satisfaction with their life in Lahti is

estimated by respondents at 7.7 points.

It should be noted that only 12.0% (22 people) of respondents rate their satisfaction
with their life in Lahti at 5 or less points. The majority of respondents (87.9% of 160 people)
highly appreciate this indicator.
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FINAL RESULTS OF THE RESEARCH

The conducted socio-pedagogical study aimed at determining the level of formation
of environmental culture (literacy) among Russian and Finnish citizens allows us to state a
number of general trends and a number of comparative results that take into account the
specifics of environmental education and enlightenment in Russia and Finland.

1. 684 respondents of different ages took part in our study: 121 respondents (18.2%)
were classified as "baby boomers", 282 respondents (41.2%) were representatives of the X
generation, 156 respondents (22.8 %) - representatives of the Y-generation (millennial
generation) and finally 125 respondents (17.7%) - representatives of the Z-generation. We
can state sufficient representativeness of young and mature people, people of the "silver"
age.

Not surprisingly, by gender, 69.1% of female representatives, 27.6% of male
representatives took part in the study, 3.4% did not answer the question.

In total, out of 685 respondents, the following answers were given to the
questionnaire: in Russian - 53.6%, in Finnish - 38.4%, in English - 8.0%.

2. The values of the environment (environmental values), according to the results of
our study, are among the top five human values:

1. Health - 22,0 %.

2. Family — 21,7 %.

3. Environment (nature) — 13,0%.
4. Life — 10,0%.

5. Freedom — 9,4%.

The fact that health and family received the same number of positive responses is
quite natural and coincides with the results of many similar studies conducted in St.
Petersburg and in Russia as a whole.

The top ten values also include: - love (7.4%), (7.5% Russian and 7.6% Finnish
respondents); - friendship (4.8%), (4.1% Russian and 5.8% Finnish respondents); - finance

(4.5%), (6.2% Russian and 2.3% Finnish respondents: oddly enough, the attitude to finances
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among Russians is more attentive and more demanding than among Finnish citizens); - work
(4.4%), (5.1% Russian and 2.8% Finnish: similarly to finance, the attitude of Russians to
work is more demanding than that of Finnish citizens); - creativity (3.0%), (4.1% Russian
and 1.7% Finnish respondents).

3. Nature is perceived by the majority of citizens of both countries:

— as a source of positive emotions (total - 97.6%; 85.2% - Russian and 100% -
Finnish respondents); as a condition for maintaining human health and ensuring one's own
well-being (total - 96.1%; 97.6% - Russian and 94.8% Finnish respondents);

— as a necessary condition for maintaining biological diversity (animals, plants)
(total - 93.4%; 96.8% - Russian and 89.5% - Finnish respondents).

Natural areas are the favorite resting places of citizens. 66.2% of all respondents rest
at least once a week in the parks of their city. The share of such citizens is 10.3% higher
among Finnish respondents.

— citizens of both regions are aware of the value of nature and natural objects
that must not only be preserved, but also developed in the urban environment:

— it is necessary to take better care of the well-being of water bodies (in total -
95.3%; 97.6% - Russian and 92.7% - Finnish respondents);

— it is necessary to reduce forestry activities as much as possible in order to
preserve plants and animals (86.3% in total; 92.1% - Russian and 78.7% - Finnish

respondents).

4. In general, for the entire sample, the responsibility for the state of the environment
and nature is rated by the respondents the highest (5.6 points), then the level of
environmental knowledge is noted: their own - 4.9 points and those of the surrounding
people - 3.6 points. The rating of these indicators for Finnish respondents is approximately
the same level: 3.1-------- 3.9. Russian respondents highly appreciate responsibility for the
state of nature - 7.0, quite highly assess their own knowledge in the field of the environment
(5.7 points) and the ecological knowledge of people around them (4.0 points).
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47.9% of Russian and 54.7% of Finnish respondents answered that they are well
informed about the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) developed by the UN
General Assembly in 2015 and can discuss them with a friend, family member, colleague or
child (agree and rather agree).

5. Respondents expressed their attitude to the global environmental problem of
climate change (score on a 5-point scale):

— the overall level of assessment of concern about this environmental problem is
3.8, i.e. above average (3.7 Russian and 3.9 Finnish respondents);

— Russian respondents rated the contribution of anthropogenic factors at 3.7;
Finnish respondents have this indicator - 4.0 - they note the influence of anthropogenic
factors, human economic activity to a greater extent;

— slightly (+0.3), but still Finnish respondents see the possibility of their own
contribution to climate change mitigation to a greater extent (3.5 Russian and 3.8 Finnish
respondents); Finnish respondents also pay more attention to the choice of transport for their
movement in terms of the impact on climate change (+0.7): 2.7 Russian and 3.4 Finnish
respondents..

6. Among the Finnish respondents (compared to the Russians) there is a better fixation
of knowledge about the cyclical economy, a higher motivation for action and direct activity
as consumers in solving the problems of the cyclical economy at the level of their region
and state. Finnish respondents are more optimistic (82.9%) compared to Russian
respondents (73.8%) regarding the implementation of the principles of the circular economy.
It can be assumed that in Finland the ideas of the circular economy are more widely
disseminated in various forms of formal, non-formal and informal education.

7. Knowledge of the role of the ozone layer for our planet was shown by more than
half of all respondents (59.4% in total; 61.1% of Russian and 55.8% of Finnish respondents).

8. The actions of the population in relation to saving water are generally supported by

more than 95% of all respondents:
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turn off the water when it is not being used by 95.5% of Russian and 94.5% of Finnish
respondents; use the washing machine and dishwasher only when fully loaded (56.6% of
Russian and 56.1% of Finnish respondents).

More environmentally literate behavior of Finnish respondents was reflected in the
following: they take a shower instead of a bath (64.6% of Russian and 88.2% of Finnish
respondents); use water-saving household appliances and devices (63.8% of Russian and
77.4% of Finnish respondents).

9. From the point of view of household waste management, Finnish respondents
generally showed a greater level of environmental behavior than Russians. This conclusion
is confirmed by the predominant indicators of Finnish respondents in the following
positions:

— sorting of waste at the household level is carried out (95.5% - Finnish and
77.6% - Russian respondents; waste sorting at the household level has already become a
habit (34.8% - Finnish and 9.0% - Russian respondents);

— the household has sufficient facilities for sorting and premises for this purpose
(87.5% - Finnish and 41.8% - Russian respondents);

— residents strive to reduce the amount of waste generated in the house (85.3% -
Finnish and 76.2% - Russian respondents);

— residents take care of hazardous waste, as well as electrical and electronic waste,

delivering it to the appropriate collection point (difference 9.2%).

In general, the attitude towards waste sorting as concern for the environment is
considered dominant (52.0%). At the same time, the share of choosing these options among
Russian respondents (51.0%) is less than among Finnish respondents (54.7%).

10. In general, the idea of developing ecological transport is supported by 90.2% of
Russian and 89.3% of Finnish respondents, which indicates their knowledge of the problem

of environmental pollution due to vehicle emissions.
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11. Respondents in Russia, Finland and other European countries are well aware of
the sign indicating that the product (packaging) is made from recyclable material and / or
suitable for further processing (total 94.3% of respondents; 95.2% Russian and 95.1 Finnish
respondents). Most respondents from non-European countries do not know this sign well
and, accordingly, a small number of people from these countries use this sign in everyday
life.

12. From the point of view of responsibility for the quality of the environment in the
city, the understanding of the responsibility of authorities at various levels and public
services (Local authorities, Federal authorities and Special state environmental services)
prevails. The total share of these options was 46.7%. In the answers of Russian respondents,
options from this category were much more common (54.6%) than respondents from Finland
(37.6%).

The share of answers reflecting personal responsibility (Directly each resident; |
myself/myself) is 27.7%. At the same time, Finnish respondents place responsibility on
themselves to a greater extent (32.1%) than Russian respondents (24.6%).

The share of responsibility of environmental organizations (Special State
Environmental Services, Public Environmental Organizations and Commercial
Environmental Organizations) is 22.7% (26.8% Russian and 15.8% Finnish respondents).

The total share of responses related to commercial organizations (Industrial
enterprises; business and Commercial environmental organizations) is 16.2% (19.2%
Russian and 13.0% Finnish respondents).

13. More than 80% of respondents in general show some interest in the environmental
strategy of their city.

Among Finnish respondents, compared to Russians, there are 25.8% more of those
who have some idea about the development strategy of their city, however, among Russian
respondents there are 29.5% more than those who are not familiar with, but would like to

learn about the environmental strategy of your city.
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Only a tenth of all citizens who took part in the survey are well aware of the
environmental strategy of their city. Approximately the same number of respondents are not
interested in this issue.

14. An analysis of the rating of answers shows that there are both similarities and
differences in the opinions of Russian and Finnish respondents on what an environmentally
cultured person should be.

The top positions of the overall ranking are quite important for respondents from both
countries. The answer “I am not indifferent to everything that happens to nature and the
environment”, which received the largest number of votes, is in 1st place among Russian
respondents and 3rd among Finnish ones. The answer “He monitors the saving of water and
energy in the house” is in 2nd place in the rating among Russian and 1st among Finnish
ones. “Promotes the idea of sorting waste among their friends” is more important for Finnish
respondents (2nd place), while for Russian respondents it ranks only 4th due to the fact that
at present there is no separate waste collection system in the Russian regions. At the same
time, the point “Complies with sanitary and hygienic standards of behavior” (3rd place),
which is important for Russian respondents, is only in 6th place in the rating of Finnish
respondents.

There are complete matches in positions in the rating only for 2 qualities: “Participates
in environmental campaigns, community work days, etc.” and “Works in an environmental
organization” — 5th and 8th respectively.

It is noteworthy that low places in the overall rating were given to items related to the
availability of environmental knowledge and work in environmental organizations. This
may indicate that, according to the respondents, an environmentally cultured person, first of
all, should show appropriate behavior at home, at school and at work, while on vacation in
nature.

15. Among activities to raise environmental awareness, the most popular response
among Russian respondents is “Excursions to sewage treatment plants, waste treatment

plants, etc. (enterprises that are usually open to organized groups)” —1 8.7%, while the share
110



of this answer among Finnish respondents is 15.8%. The option “Volunteer cleaning of
coastal/forest areas”, accounting for 17.6% of the total share of all answers, is the most
popular among Finnish respondents (18.9%), while among Russians it is the 2nd most
popular one (17.6 %). Option "Practical exercises on separate collection of waste, making a
birdhouse, etc." (16.6% of the total share) in third place in popularity among Russian
respondents (17.4%) and second among Finnish (15.8%). Finnish respondents (8.8%) chose
low indicators for such an answer option as “Scientific conferences, forums” twice as often
as Russian (4.2%), and the option “Interactive gaming events (quests, board games, etc.))”
Russian respondents (9.4%) chose twice as often as Finnish (4.3%).

It is worth noting that 4.6% of Finnish respondents indicated that they do not consider
any of the proposed options attractive, while the share of Russian respondents who indicated
this answer is only 0.8%.

16. All variants of sources of environmental information proposed for respondents are
popular among respondents and did not receive values less than 50%. Rating of the most
popular sources among respondents:

— websites and social networks of public organizations (84.4%);

— information channels in social networks (83.1%);

— watching TV (81.9%);

— websites and social networks of official environmental organizations (79.9%);

— websites of scientific and popular science magazines (77.2%).

Only 42.9% of Russian respondents named such a source of information as printed
materials (newspapers and magazines, booklets, etc.) to obtain fresh and relevant
environmental information, and 48.1% of Finnish respondents indicated blogs and accounts
of eco-activists/eco-specialists.

17. 16.1% of the respondents in the “Employed” category are aware of the activities
of the International Independent Non-Governmental Organization “Greenpeace”. So far,

none of the Russian public environmental organizations has reached such popularity among

111



the respondents, for example, from Russian organizations, respondents noted the Public
Movement "Separate Collection” (3.7%), the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) - 6.3%, the
Ecological human rights center "Bellona" - 2.1%, Public Movement "Clean Games" - 1.1%.
All other public organizations scored less than 1.8%. There is no clear leader among
scientists, politicians, and public figures; there are often single mentions of the names of
leaders of public organizations or environmental professionals who carry out their activities
in those regions where social research has been carried out. 14.3% of respondents do not
know among scientists, politicians, public figures, or among the leaders of public
environmental organizations, those who are leaders in the environmental movement and the
movement for sustainable development. Among scientists, politicians and public figures, the
respondents noted, for example, Greta Thunberg (Swedish schoolgirl - 4.2%), Nikolai
Drozdov (Russian scientist - zoologist - 1.4%).

18. To the question “Do you take into account the requirements of international
environmental standards in your professional activities?” 35.1% of respondents from the
“Employed” category answered positively, while among Finnish respondents these figures
are higher - 72.2% (among Russian respondents only 30.1%).

39.4% of respondents found it difficult to answer this question. At the same time,
these figures are higher among Russian respondents - 41.8% (among Finnish respondents -
22.2%).

24.0% gave a negative answer to this question - "They do not take into account the
requirements of international environmental certificates in their professional activities"
(Russian respondents - 25.9%, Finnish respondents - 5.6%).

Thus, in general, only more than 1/3 of the respondents (35.1%) take into account the
requirements of international environmental certificates in their professional activities.

19. To the question “Are you aware of environmental responsibility when making
decisions in your production area?”” 47.0% of respondents believe that "Yes, and I'm trying
to influence it", thus about half of the respondents are environmentally conscious while

working in the manufacturing sector, and, most importantly, consider it necessary to
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personally try to influence the adoption of environmentally oriented decisions in the
performance of their professional duties (among Russian respondents - 47.4%, among
Finnish - 33.3%). 7.2% believe that “No, this is not my responsibility”, taking either a
passive position on this issue, or insufficient knowledge in the field of environmental
protection does not allow them to correctly navigate this issue (among Finnish respondents,
these figures are higher - 22.2 %).

In general, about half of the respondents believe that they are aware of environmental
responsibility in their decision-making in their production area and are trying to influence
this, which is not a good enough result for people working in various fields in the 21st
century.

20. Analyzing in general the answers of the respondents in the “I am studying”
category, we can draw a number of conclusions.

Young people consider it important to acquire environmental knowledge and skills
not only for their future profession, but also for their use in everyday life (97.1%); are
interested in environmental issues and read publications in the media (75.3%).

More than 60% of respondents are familiar with the concept of an ecological footprint,
but only 23.2% are familiar with the assessment methodology. Also, almost half of the
respondents do not have a clear understanding of the contribution of various life activities
to the ecological footprint.

Students among the forms of environmental education and enlightenment that had the
greatest impact on them put social networks in first place (86.9%). 72.4% of respondents
noted the positive impact of environmental projects, 66.6% - environmental studies and
various excursions.

When choosing the most promising energy sectors, the largest number of respondents
(53.6%) named solar energy. This answer indicates that their ideas about the real picture and
the prospects for the development of modern energy are not well formed.

The environmental component is clearly present in the professional plans of young

respondents: more than half of young people (55.1%) want to connect their future profession
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with nature, nature protection and the environment. 69.6% of respondents pay some
attention to the discussion of environmental problems among friends.

There is a certain potential for involving young people in environmental campaigns,
such as bookcrossing: only 18.8% of respondents participate in the book exchange, but
58.0% of the students surveyed are ready to join this movement. In general, readiness for
public (volunteer) environmental activities was expressed by 49.3% of respondents.

21. It is interesting to note that in the “I do not work and do not study” category,
almost all respondents noted the importance of meeting quality standards when choosing
food products; to a lesser extent, people know and use environmental labeling of goods
(41.2%), 31.4% know, but do not use in practice, environmental labeling of goods.

22. Respondents who are free from study and work often discuss environmental
problems in their families (35.3%); sometimes they discuss environmental problems -
47.1%. Thus, environmental problems are in the field of family discussions - 82.4%.

23. Despite the fact that respondents from Laapenranta noted their awareness of the
terms "Greenreality" and "Green Leaf" (79.8% of respondents indicated that they had heard
of one or two terms), only a small part of the respondents were able to accurately describe
what these terms mean. (3.8%). At the same time, 49.0% of respondents visited at least one
Greenreality or Green Leaf event in the last year.

24. Among the actions necessary for the development of the center of Lappeenranta,
respondents-residents of this city highlight areas related to the improvement and landscaping
of territories (17.3% of respondents), the addition of various public spaces, including for
young people (11.5%), the development of accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists
(10.5%), transport infrastructure improvements (6.7%)

25. Respondents living in Lahti consider it important that Lahti is Finland's leading
eco-city (average score 7.4 out of 10). At the same time, only half of the respondents (53.6%)
believe that environmental work in this city is carried out in sufficient volume. Respondents
indicate waste sorting (20.6%) and increasing the number of natural objects (19.9%) as the

main areas of necessary environmental work in Lahti. The main goals, according to
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respondents, should be "Protection of water areas" (19.5%), "Promotion of the circular
economy" (16.9%), "Preservation of nature" (16.7%). Respondents propose to improve
biodiversity by preserving the natural state of parks (27.1%) and planting greenery in the
yards of kindergartens and schools (26%).

26. In general, respondents-residents of the Finnish cities of Laapeenranta and Lahti
quite highly assess the work of public transport (7.0 points out of 10 - Lappeenranta, 6.6 -
Lahti), leisure (7.6 - Lappeenranta) and satisfaction with life in their city (8 ,1 -
Lappeenranta, 7.7 - Lahti).

More detailed conclusions and recommendations on the further development of the
system of formation of environmental culture (literacy, awareness) will be presented in the

Analytical report on the project.
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