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Research Progress to Date:
The research has progressed very well. We have met our primary goals through March. We have completed the national surveys in Romania and the Republic of Moldova. We have completed the preliminary analysis of this data. We have put in place the components to complete the organizational studies in Cluj (Romania) and Balti (Republic of Moldova). The following sub-sections describe our progress based on our Project Work Plan submitted with the original proposal.

August

Work on the project began shortly before the “pre-program workshop” held in Istanbul. In July, Badescu and Sum met with representatives from Metromedia (the polling firm contracted to conduct the national surveys). Several meetings with representatives from Metromedia produced a formal contract and a list of agenda points for team members to discuss in Istanbul.
After the “pre-program workshop, team members stayed in Istanbul for three days (August 5-7). These meetings took the place of those scheduled in Cluj (August 6-10) noted in the work plan. Badescu and Sum contributed in-kind funds for extending the hotel stay. IREX allowed Pisica to stay two days within the pre-program workshop budget, and the project budget paid for Uslaner’s hotel extension.

During our Istanbul meetings, we finalized the national survey questionnaire. Though we had a working document from the “Citizens, Involvement and Democracy” (CID) project, our research includes components not fully addressed within the CID model questionnaire. We worked on question wording in English and translation to Romanian and Russian. Our discussions revolved around options for question placement and questionnaire length. We also discussed pre-test techniques. After meeting for two full days, we produced a final sample design and a final questionnaire.

Our last day in Istanbul was spent discussing our approach to the organizational studies, as well as ethical considerations for the project as a whole. Additionally, we decided that Sum would gain approval for the project from the Institutional Review Board (ethics board) through the University of North Dakota. Approval includes peer review of the entire project in accordance with U.S. government standards for research.

September-October

The Romanian survey was conducted September 23 – October 3, and the Moldovan survey October 5 - 19. In preparation, Badescu, Marian and Pisica conducted a series of pre-tests of the survey instrument and worked with Metromedia personnel to train operators. Uslaner and Sum provided input into this process through email. Sum completed the IRB approval process on September 21.

After completing the interviews in both countries, Metromedia personnel inputted the data into SPSS files. They “cleaned” the data and translated necessary components into English. Team members received the data sets in late October.

In late October, Badescu and Marian attended a CID conference in Geneva. As team representatives, they discussed the emerging cross-national data set with other project managers and ways in which our team might be further integrated in the larger CID project.

November-December

During the months of November and December, team members each began the process of data analysis. Team members sub-divided areas of interest, for example, Uslaner took a lead on examining “social trust” elements. We shared early results and built upon our findings through regular email communications. 

We reached a decision to not have Sum travel to Cluj in December per the Project Work Plan. The visit was to allow Sum to directly partake in setting up the organizational studies and disseminate our preliminary findings. However, already in late November, Pisica and Marian had started to compile organizational lists and set up the studies. Badescu attended several conferences in Romania and Hungary where he discussed the initial findings in the data set. We felt given the limits in our budget that it would make more sense for Sum to attend the final workshop in Cluj where all team members would be attendance.

In December, Sum traveled to Maryland (in-kind contribution) to meet with Uslaner to discuss the data analysis and implementation of the spring organizational studies.

January

In January, Badescu, Marian and Pisica continued to compile lists of all non-governmental organizations in Cluj (Romania) and Balti (Republic of Moldova) in preparation of “wave 2” of the data collection phase of the project.

Through regular email communications, team members decided to pursue additional funding for the project after the Black and Caspian Sea Collaborative Research Program ends. Taking the lead, Uslaner located several funding sources. He coordinated activities among team members to complete a proposal to the National Council for Eurasian and East European Research (NCEEER). 

February - March

Data analysis continued. Regular email communication among team members refined our interpretation of the national survey data. Uslaner and Badescu began to incorporate the data in a volume on social trust and civil society. Uslaner is editing the volume and Badescu is contributing a chapter.

Team members submitted a proposal to NCEEES, February 15, to continue the research after the IREX grant runs out. The team appreciates the support they received from Franz Ehrhardt of the Peer Advisory Committee of Black and Caspian Sea Collaborative Research Program.

The team identified the Eurasian Foundation as another possible source of continued funding. We are finalizing a proposal to them so that we may continue to fund our collaborative efforts on this project.

In late February and early March, the team scheduled the final meetings of the project in Cluj (May 29 – June 3). Badescu and Marian are taking the lead in arranging accommodations and organizing the workshop. The workshop will include local scholars and members of the NGO community. We plan to conduct the final interviews with community leaders at this time.

Summary of Findings: 

The project has two substantive goals: 

· To investigate the social, societal and organizational factors that contribute to the strengthening of democracy through citizen attitudes and action.

· To provide a detailed description of civil society associations in select localities in the Republic of Moldova and Romania.

The primary aim of our research design is to use the national surveys as benchmarks for levels of participation and various attitudinal orientations against the same survey applied to activists in our two cities: Cluj (Romania) and Balti (Republic of Moldova). Through a comparison of the two populations, national and activists, we will be able to identify unique characteristics among activists. We will also be able to evaluate the effect of different types of organizations since it all elements of civil society may not have a pro-democratic impact. Finally, the design allows us to make cross-national comparisons across our two cases.

We have completed the national surveys and are beginning to implement the organizational studies. The organizational studies will include the application of the questionnaire to civil society activists. Therefore, until the organizational studies are complete, we are not in a position to comment on findings that speak directly to the stated goals. Nevertheless, the national surveys provide a rich set of benchmark findings. We include some of these findings below. 

· In terms of frequencies, 20.1% of Romanian respondents report that they are members of any non-governmental organization. Of these, 7% are members of more than one organization. Approximately one-fifth of members are fully “active” in their organizations, meaning they regularly participate in the organization’s activities. Of the 28 types of organizations considered, unions, political organizations, sports clubs, housing associations, parent groups, and religious organizations are the six most common organizations to which Romanians belong.

· In the Republic of Moldova, 20.1% of the sample reported that they are members of a non-governmental organization. Of these, 5.5% belong to more than one organization. Approximately one-eighth of members consider themselves to “active” in their organizations. Of the 28 types of organizations considered, unions, farming associations, parent groups, political organizations, religious organizations and cultural organizations are the six most common organizations to which Moldovans belong.

· There is no significant association between membership in any organization and generalized social trust (Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted or that you can’t be too careful in dealing with people?) in Romania or the Republic of Moldova. The numbers for any individual category are too small to draw firm inferences. However, in both Romania and the Republic of Moldova, members of housing associations and humanitarian aid/human rights groups tend to be more trusting than non-members of these organizations.

· In both the Republic of Moldova and Romania, members of organizations tend to be older and have higher levels of education and income. In Romania, gender is also a significant characteristic with males more likely to be organization members.

· In Romania, younger people are less trusting overall and less optimistic (except for life satisfaction) as well as less participatory.  In Moldova, the differences are generally not significant, except that young people do participate a bit more in civic organizations (and are more satisfied with life).  In neither case is there evidence that younger people are more optimistic for the future or more satisfied with their institutions.
Challenges & Lessons Learned:

The primary challenge that the team has confronted is not an unexpected one: money. The proposal included a thin budget relative to the amount of research. We have enough to complete the goals of the project. However, the team agrees that additional funding is needed to pursue this research. We actively are seeking money to continue to meet as a team, and have release time, after the Black and Caspian Sea Collaborative Research Program is complete. Toward this end, we submitted a proposal to the National Council for Eurasian and East European Research and the Eurasian Foundation. We will keep IREX posted on the results of these and other related proposals.

We have learned from each other through the research experience. For example, our early discussions on sampling techniques and questionnaire design were instructive for all involved. Our regular email exchanges concerning the analysis of the survey data also has been instructive to all. Although our communication patterns are informal, members contact each other generally once a week. Our mutual work on the project has spilled into collaborative efforts to seek additional funding. These efforts have extended to a variety of discussion concerning our work and interests beyond the scope of the project. For example, our working relationship has evolved toward commenting upon each other’s writing, even when papers are not directly related to the project. This is a very positive, and unanticipated, by-product of the collaborative research.

All of the team members have been involved to a certain extent with East-West collaborative scholarly activities. For this reason, as well as a good mix of personalities among team members, collaboration has been conflict-free. Logistical problems have been minimal, and related to the busy schedule everyone keeps. Methodological problems have not been present. Team members came to the project with a solid research design reflected in the proposal. All team members have methodological skills that allow each to fully participate in the project. In particular, Badescu and Marian in Romania, and Pisica in the Republic of Moldova have worked hard to keep the project on schedule.

Next Steps:


We anticipate completing the project according to the Project Work Plan submitted with the original proposal. We will complete the organizational studies in the remaining weeks of March and April. We will analyze the results in May leading up to our conference in Cluj. At the conference, we will discuss the preliminary findings with local scholars and representatives from the NGO community. We will also finalize our plans to continue the project after the Black and Caspian Sea Collaborative Research Program concludes.

