-

e -

SC
JASCP WOH&@'{HOP IN POLITICAL THEORY
AND POLICY ANALYSIS
513 NORTH PARK
INDIANA UNIVERSITY

BLOOMINGTON, INDIANA 47408-318¢
Attitude of the citizens towards the privatizatio%% lal{acz?n <R

Latvia
Baiba Rivza - Latvian University of Agriculture

1. The process of land privatization has two aspects - its objective necessity and
the subjective attitude of the population.

2. The point of view of the society about the fact, that the change of the
property is necessary was created already before 1990, when on June 3 the
Supreme Soviet the Republic of Latvia adopted the decision "On the Agrarian
Reform in the Republic of Latvia ". Thus our investigations carried out in 3
different rural districts of Latvia during the late 80-ies proved that the attitude
of the people was mainly positive. Regarding Latvians the positive attitude
varied from 67.8 to 81.7 percent , but from 57.3 to 73.4 percent for other
nationalities. 25.0 to 31.5 percent of Latvians were ready to start farming , 19.8
to 39.8 percent of the people of other nationalities. It was planed by the people
of all ages.

3. While continuing the investigations regarding the problems of land
privatization 658 people working in agriculture were questioned in all districts
of Latvia. Approximately only every fifth of the inquired had a definite point of
view about the privatization. The main reason was the contradictory character
of law of privatization.

4. In January 1995 there were 56748 farms. There are two large groups of
population in Latvia countryside at present-

1) real and potential land owners; 2) hired workers or the people having no
land. There are pagasts where 70 percent from the total number represent the
second group. The attitude towards the land privatization of both groups is
completely different. The potential land owners consider that the land
privatization process is too slow. The second group - that it is too quick.

The last group say that the main reason is that old economical structures have
been often destroyed in a very short time, but the development of new
structures is to slow. The result is a high level of unemployment that reaches
20% in some rural districts in Latvia.

The people of the 2 groups questioned consider that an explanatory work as
regards the official legislation bills has not been sufficient by the mass media.
There are many proposals as regards the improvement of the legislation.
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LATVIA AGRICULTURAL STRUKTURE
AND POLICY, 1918 - UP TO DAY

Period

Land reform

Rural development

I

1918 - 1940
The independence of
the Republic of Latvia

individual farmsteads

e The establishment of

e Private family farm

(about 275 thousand
individual farms .

J1f

1940 - 1941
The soviet occupation

» Land ownership was
restricted to 30 ha,

 The nationalised land
was given to the land less

with the remainder and small farmers, with
nationalised the first state and
collective farms being
established

I

1944 - 1990
The soviet occupation

« Land ownership was
restricted to 20 ha.

* 1948 - 1950 The total
forced colleetivisation

« The economical

physical lignidation of
the Tand ownerg, The_

deportation best farmers

to Siberia.
 The establishment of
the large centralised state
/ collective farms: from
1000 to 7000 ha.
« The establishment of
personal home farms:
-land 0.3 -0.6 ha
-cow -1
-calf -1
 The creation of a new
large centralised
settlement,

Problems of the land reform: 19 0.

IV Upto day of the

Republic Latvia.

Restitution or reform?

The individual farm
steads or villages?

The evolution or the
revolution?

The rutal part?




o O @ PN
Groups |Nationa-
of the |lity
farms +— [+ + —
1 L 43.3 10.0 21.3 0.0
O 11.1 | . 11.8 3.7
11 L |5 1.8 | 165 0.0
Q) 37.5 8.2 34.5 0.0
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AGRICULTURAL REFORM

15.03.1992

60 % share compenie
6 % stock companies

35 % Lid companies

VUEMOODTD

[678)
Fermers

[ 5602 farms ) ) farms
Farmers ferms . [45.000]
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ATTITUDE TO THE RURAL PRIVATIZATION PROCESS ( %)

. Manual o
Evaluations labour Specialists
workers

Pozitive 137 13.7
More pozitive | 56,9

than negative 23.2 25.3
More negative

than pozitive 28.1 56,8 34.3







THE PERSPECTIVE FIELDS OF ACTIVITIES
UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF PRIVATIZATION PROCESS, ( % )

] o Manual
Fields of activities labour Specialists
workers
Forming of farms 20.4 5.3
Occupation with ’ ' -
handicraft 2.9 3.4
Working in agricult.
services 8.3 0.6
Going to towns 1.0 2.3
Retiring | 8.2 9.1
Forming of private
enterprises 3.4 6.1
Have not made up
their mind 10.7 10.1
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Jaunsvirlauka parish
September, 1993

Outlook of future
of them
Localty Numberof Having peasant Having a cott;go and plot  Without rights to
familie farms of land for personal use land property
Staigene 627 42-67% - 198-31.6 % 387 -61.7 %
Dzimieki 21 5-23% 16- 7.2% 200-90.5 %
Salkas 57 1-18% 19 -33.3 % 37 -64.9 %
Together 905 48-5.3 % - 233-25.7% 624 - 69.0 %
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Sidrabene p. - " Salgale "
May,1993

Guarantee to job

During 1989 - 1991 the employed people - 100 per cent
In 1993 of them:;
11.4 % - left the parish for another place of residence
16.0 % - formed a peasent farm
18.3 % - have a plot of land for personal use
13.7 % - found a job in the production structures formed lately
40.5 % - have found no employdment up to now

of them 8.5 % - retired on a pension - receives a pension

31.99

&23.4 % - have children under 16 - receives children allowance
unemployed

8.5 % - have no income



