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“LIQUIDATION SALE”: ISRAELI MEDIA COVERAGE OF EVENTS IN WHICH PALESTINIANS WERE KILLED BY ISRAELI SECURITY FORCES
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FOREWORD
 
 
The research carried out in this brochure is a part of the “Souh Caucasus relations and civil accord” project financed by the European Commission (project 99/0355). 

 

The sociological survey has been executed by a group of sociologists led by Rasim Musabayov. The group included Rahmil Shulman, Yuliya Adilova, Kenul Karimova, Ilham Rzayev, etc. 

 

The content-analysis of Azeri mass media was also supervised by Rasim Musabayov. The content-analysis group included Haji Hajili, Dadash Ahmadov, Alovsat Bayramov, Nizami Rzayev, Nargiz Bagirova and Naila Jafarova.

 

Similar researches as part of the mentioned project were undertaken in the other South Caucasus countries. The results are available at the Entrepreneurship Development Foundation. 

1. Sociological survey on “Multicultural differences and regional unity in the South Caucasus”.
 
 
1.1. Introduction
 
In May-June 2003, the Entrepreneurship Development Foundation conducted a nationwide survey among 1,000 people on “Multicultural differences and regional unity in the South Caucasus”.
 
The survey aggregate made up 3,462,000 people, which is the total number of the population in eight administrative districts covered by the survey (Lankaran, Guba, Khachmaz, Zagatala, Balakan, Gazakh, Shamkir) and four cities (Baku, Sumgayit, Mingachevir and Ganja). The determination of the districts and cities was explained by the specificity of compact settlements of ethnic minorities on the territory of Azerbaijan.
 
A representative sample of the survey is 1,000 people, or 0.029 percent of the survey aggregare.
 
The type of the representative sample is random. Respondents, aged above 18, were selected at their residence areas. At the same time, when respondents were being selected attention was paid to proportionate representation of key demographic characteristics (sex, age, education, social status).
 
Below are the final results of the survey in percentage (%), diagrams and commentaries.
 

 
1.2. Social and demographic characteristics of respondents
 

1)      Sex:                 
(a)    Male                                                    48,9
(b)   Female                                                 51,1
 
2) Age:
(a)    18-29 years                                          24,6
(b)   30-44 years                                          36,4
(c)    45-59 years                                          27,0
(d)   above 60 years                                     12,0
 
3) Education:
(a)    Elementary                                             3,4     
(b)   Secondary                                            36,9
(c)    Vocational                                            22,3
(d)   Higher and uncompleted higher             37,4
 
4) Social status: 
(a)    Worker                                                11,1
(b)   Serviceman                                           16,1
(c)    Intelligentsia                                         11,1
(d)   Student                                                   6,9 
(e)    Housewife                                            17,4
(f)     Pensioner                                             12,2
(g)    Business person / entrepreneur   3,6 
(h)    Military serviceman                                 0,6
(i)      Farmer                                                   2,3
(j)     Unemployed                                         18,7
 
5)      Nationality:
(a)    Azeri                                                   87,8 
(b)   Armenian                                                0,0 
(c)    Georgia                                                  0,0
(d)   Russian                                                   4,5
(e)    Lezgin                                                    3,7
(f)     Avarian                                                  1,3
(g)    Tatar                                                      0,7
(h)    Talish                                                     0,3
(i)      Kurd                                                      0,3
(j)     Jew                                                        0,1
(k)   Other                                                     1,3
 
6)      Religion:
(a)    Christianity (Orthodox)               5,4
(b)   Muslim (Sunni)                         12,6
(c)    Muslim (Shiite)                         36,5
(d)   Muslim (general)                                   44,4
(e)    Other                                                    1.0
 
7)      Marital status:
(a)    Married                                                72,6
(b)   Divorced                                                1,7
(c)    Widow (widower)                                  5,6
(d)   Unmarried                                            20,1
 
8)      Average monthly income per family member (in national currency): 
(a)    Less than $50                                       75,8
(b)   Between $50 and 100                          16,9
(c)    Between $100 and 300                          3,1
(d)   More than $300                                     0,2
(e)    Don’t know                                           4,0

 

 

The analysis of the data shows that the composition of respondents agrees with the main social and demographic proportions existing in Azerbaijan. The share of people with higher or uncompleted higher education is a little bigger. In terms of the ethnic composition, the share of Lezgins and Russians is almost twice as high as the latest population census showed, while the share of Talishes in, conversely, smaller. However, considering the fact that these figures are within the allowed frames of statistical error (4.5, 3.7 and 0.3 percent against 1.8, 2.2 and 1.0 percent respectively), this did not have a noticeable impact on the general picture. 
 
A high share of the unemployed, 18.7 percent, in worthy of note. If we add 17.4 percent of housewives to this figure, we will see that more than a third of the able-bodied population is unable to materialize itself. It is also noteworthy that the income of over three quarters of respondents is below the established subsistence minimum. 
 
The share of Orthodox Christians (5.4 percent) turned out to be bigger than the share of the Russians mainly due to the Ukrainians and Belorussians. The proportion of Shiite and Sunni Muslims was 3 to 1, similar to the general assessment in Azerbaijan. At the same time, there are 44.4 percent of people who, owing to poor religiousness, consider themselves Muslims in general and do not attribute themselves to any particular movements.
 

 

1.3. Results of the sociological survey
 
 
Below are the final results of the survey in percentage (%) and commentaries.
 
 
1)      What languages, in addition to your native language, do you speak?
(a)    Azeri                                                                97,5
(b)   Armenian                                                            1,5
(c)    Georgian                                                            1,6
(d)   Russian                                                             79,8
(e)    Lezgin                                                                6,4
(f)     Avarian                                                              2,2
(g)    Talish                                                                 2,4
(h)    Kurdish                                                              0,2
(i)      English                                                  12,7
(j)     Other (specify)                                     13,6
 
As is evident from the answers, almost all respondents speak the state language, Azeri, and almost four fifths of them speak Russian. Of course, the level of real knowledge of these languages is different, but apparently it is sufficient for interethnic contacts. It is worthy of note that the share of people who claim to speak Lezgin (6.4 percent) is almost twice as big as the share of Lezgins and three times bigger than the share of this ethnicity in the Azerbaijani Republic according to the latest population census. Even more striking is the picture with the Talish language as 2.4 percent of respondents claim to speak it whereas only 0.3 percent identified themselves as Talish and the share of this ethnicity according to the latest population census made up only 1.0 percent. As for the 12.7 percent who said they speak English, this figure most likely reflects the fact that the language is taught at schools and universities, not the fact that these people speak the language.
 
 
2)      What is your assessment of interethnic relations in the republic? 
(a)    Positive                                                                        62,6
(b)   Satisfactory                                                                  29,1
(c)    Negative                                                                         7,8
(d)   Don’t know                                                                    0,5
 
The vast majority of respondents gives either a positive or satisfactory assessment to interethnic relations in Azerbaijan. The number of people who had difficulty answering this question is minimal. Apparently, the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh is seen as an inter-state, not interethnic one, therefore it was not taken into account by respondents.
 
 
3)      What is your assessment of inter-religious relations in the republic?
(a)    Positive                                                                        59,1
(b)   Satisfactory                                                                  34,0
(c)    Negative                                                                         6,2
(d)   Don’t know                                                                    0,7
 
The assessment of inter-religious relations is overwhelmingly positive. However, if we compare it to the assessment of interethnic relations, the assessment will seem rather reserved and is made up largely of satisfactory comments. This may step from the media publications concerning the impending clash of the Christian and Muslim civilizations, as well as the attempts of some states to exert pressure on Azerbaijan by using religious missionaries.
 

 

4)      Have you heard insulting remarks about the people of your nationality, its traditions, customs and language from citizens of your country? 
(a)    Often                                                                15,0
(b)   Rarely, but I have                                             25,2
(c)    I haven’t, but I heard of such cases                   10,7
(d)   I haven’t                                                           49,1
 
Almost half of respondents have not personally encountered signs of disrespect for their language, traditions and customs. But if we take into account the fact that ethnic minorities constitute a little over 12 percent, while the latest population census put their share at around 10 percent, it means that many Azeris are the object of ethnic intolerance. Over 40 percent said they had encountered such cases personally.
 
 
5)      What is your attitude towards the following ethnic communities? 
 
	 
 
	Neighbors and friends
	Rivals and competitors
	They don’t concern me
	Don’t know

	1. Azeris
	99,3
	0,1
	0,6
	0,0

	2. Armenians
	1,1
	92,1
	6,3
	0,5

	3. Georgians
	63,0
	4,8
	31,4
	0,8

	4. Russians
	68,5
	8,2
	22,8
	0,5

	5. Lezgins
	77,3
	2,1
	19,4
	1,2

	6. Avarians
	64,9
	1,9
	26,2
	7,0

	7. Talishes
	80,3
	1,4
	16,8
	1,5

	8. Kurds
	58,5
	6,4
	29,5
	5,6

	9. Jews
	57,6
	5,7
	33,8
	2,9

	10. All Christians
	52,8
	5,6
	39,1
	2,5

	11. All Muslims
	80,8
	0,6
	17,4
	1,2


 
As is seen from the table, more than half of respondents see almost all ethnic minorities in Azerbaijan as their neighbors and friends. First on the list are the Talish and Lezgins. The main rivals and competitors, as the overwhelming majority of respondents think, are the Armenians (considering the “neither peace nor war” status, this is not surprising at all). The Russians and Kurds are also seen (though not as unequivocally as the Armenians) as rivals and competitors. Evidently, the imperial arrogance of Moscow with regard to Azerbaijan and the confrontation between fraternal Turkey and the Kurdish terrorist organization PKK could not but leave a trace on people’s conscience. Signs of isolation were particularly evident with the Jews and Georgians (about a third of respondents). The highest indicator in favor of isolation is observed in inter-religious relations. But even here the proportion of respondents who consider the Christians their neighbors and friends against those who prefer to be isolated from them is 5 to 4.

 

 

6)      Do you agree with the following statements: 
 
	Statement
	Yes
	Partly
	No
	Don’t know

	1. «Azerbaijan is for Azerbaijanis»
	5,50
 
	12,7
 
	81,3
 
	0,5
 

	2. Azerbaijan is the motherland for all ethnic groups living here 
	79,7
 
	14,8
 
	4,3
 
	1,2
 

	3. Ethnic diversity makes the country culturally richer and more interesting 
	72,4
 
	22,5
 
	3,8
 
	1,3
 

	4. Ethnic minorities create problems and are the source of potential and at times even a real threat to the state.
	8,8
 
	36,0
 
	49,2
 
	6,0
 

	5. When choosing your friends or future family, the main thing is the human nature, while ethnic and religious aspects are of secondary importance 
	57,0
 
	28,9
 
	10,9
 
	3,2
 

	6. It would be better to assimilate representatives of other ethnic groups.
	9,8
 
	24,5
 
	54,0
 
	11,7
 

	7. All those who are not Azerbaijanis should be ousted from the country
	2,6
 
	8,9
 
	83,3
 
	5,2
 


 

Respondents’ answers show that the vast majority of them do not share the extreme ideas of national exceptionality and xenophobia. Almost three quarters of respondents have displayed tolerance towards ethnic and religious diversity of the country. But the manifestation of “mild” nationalism is quite high. For instance, while more than 80 percent of respondents have condemned ethnic cleansing, this majority shrank to a little more than 50 percent in the issue of acceptability of the policy of assimilation. Almost the same is the number of those who place human qualities above ethnic and religious ones.
 
 
7)      What would be your attitude if representatives of the following ethnic and religious communities lived in the vicinity of your town, district or village? 
 
	 
	Positive 
	Neutral
	Negative
	Don’t know

	1. Azeris
	99.5
	0.5
	0,0
	0,0

	2. Armenians
	2,7
	4,9
	92,0
	0,4

	3. Georgians
	59,2
	33,8
	6,5
	0,5

	4. Russians
	66,8
	25,3
	7,5
	0,4

	5. Lezgins
	74,1
	21,2
	3,6
	1,1

	6. Avarians
	64,1
	26,0
	5,1
	4,8

	7. Talish 
	76,2
	20,0
	2,9
	0,9

	8. Kurds
	57,5
	27,2
	11,7
	3,6

	9. Jews
	60,9
	29,1
	8,7
	1,3

	10. Christians
	55,2
	36,1
	7,2
	1,5

	11. Muslims
	75,8
	21,4
	1,5
	1,3

	12. Others
	2,0
	0,4
	0,1
	0,0


 
Tolerance was also confirmed by the answers to the question concerning the possibility and desirability of mixed residence of representatives of different ethnic and religious groups. The only exception is the attitude towards the Armenians. Of other ethnic groups, the most negative attitude was towards the Kurds and Jews (though the share of the mentioned groups of the population and respondents does not exceed a tenth of one percent).
 
8)      What would be your attitude towards your son’s or daughter’s getting married with a representative of one of the following nationalities or religions? 
 
	 
	Son
	Daughter

	 
	Positive
	Neutral
	Negati-ve
	Don’t know
	Positive
	Neutral
	Negati-ve 
	Don’t know

	1. Azeris
	97,5
	2,2
	0,2
	0,1
	97,9
	1,6
	0,5
	0,0

	2. Armenian
	2,4
	2,2
	95
	0,4
	1,9
	1,6
	96
	0,5

	3. Georgian
	18,2
	19,7
	58,9
	3,2
	8,6
	10,7
	78,2
	2,5

	4. Russian
	22,2
	18,9
	56,4
	2,5
	11,9
	8,7
	77,2
	2,2

	5. Lezgins
	31,2
	24,5
	41,2
	3,1
	18,6
	13,6
	64,6
	3,2

	6. Avarians
	24,8
	24,5
	45,3
	5,4
	14,4
	13,7
	67,9
	4

	7. Kurds
	19,2
	23,8
	52,1
	4,9
	10,4
	13
	72,2
	4,4

	8. Talish
	32,7
	28,7
	35
	3,6
	21,8
	17,4
	56,9
	3,9

	9. Jews
	17,9
	21,9
	56,2
	4
	9,1
	11,1
	76,9
	2,9

	10. Christian
	16,5
	21
	57
	4,9
	9,1
	9,1
	78,5
	3,3

	11. Muslim 
	36,7
	29,8
	28
	5,5
	24,8
	23
	47,2
	5

	12. Other
	1,3
	0,4
	0,5
	0
	1
	0,5
	0,6
	0,1


 

Respondents’ attitude towards mixed marriages is largely negative. As a matter of fact, the prospect of wedding a daughter to a representative of a different ethnicity or religion is treated more negatively than the same prospect with regard to a son. Relatively bigger tolerance in this issue is observed in cases when ethnic differences are compensated by homogeneous religions. 
 
9)      Name a few well-known representatives of ethnic minorities who have had a impact on the political, cultural, economic, scientific and sporting life of your country.
(a)    Named                                                             42,0
(b)   Don’t know                                                      58,0
 
A greater part of respondents could not answer this question. Although these names are known to them, the official socialist internationalism, which was practiced in the Soviet times, did not encourage any accentuation of outstanding people’s ethnic affiliation. A total of 103 names were mentioned. Named most often were: football player Anatoliy Banishevskiy, cellist and conductor Mstislav Rostropovich, world champion in chess Garry Kasparov, Olympic champion in skeet shooting Zemfira Meftakhaddinova, singers Muslim Magomayev and Manana, Nobel prize winner Landau, Gen Hazi Aslanov, secret agent Richard Zorge, film director Yuliy Gusman, etc.
 
 
10)  Have you read a book, listened to music, see a play or a film, watch traditional rituals of another ethnicity living in the South Caucasus? 
 
(a)    Yes, and I remembered that                              46,3
(b)   Yes, but I can’t remember                                42,0
(c)    No                                                                   11,7
 
As we can see, the vast majority of respondents said they were familiar with the culture and traditions of other nationalities living in the South Caucasus. Half of respondents said they remembered them.
 
 
11)  Are you interested in films, television or radio programs, newspaper materials of Georgian, Armenian authors and other nationalities of the South Caucasus?
 
(a)    Yes, I regularly follow such materials                                         31,4
(b)   I am to some extent, but I use them rather rarely                                    43,9
(c)    No                                                                                                       24,7
 
As we can see from answers, three quarters of respondents are interested in media materials of other South Caucasus nationalities. However, taking into account the rupture of the information and cultural unity which followed the collapse of the USSR, about half of the people involved in the survey can address their interests rather rarely.
 
12)  Is it appropriate for the state to take special measures to support the ethnic minorities in order to preserve their identity? 
(a)    Yes, it would be appropriate                                         53,9
(b)   It may be, but it is not necessary                                    30,1
(c)    It would be inappropriate                                              12,2
(d)   Don’t know                                                                    3,8
 
The absolute majority of respondents approves of the state taking measures to support the identity of ethnic minorities. This shows the fact that in this issue the public opinion is close to a democratic understanding of the situation. 
 
 
13)  What is your assessment of the state policy of the Azerbaijani Republic in the area of interethnic relations?
(a)    Positive                                                            61,1
(b)   Satisfactory                                                      33,3
(c)    Unsatisfactory                                                     3,7
(d)   Don’t know                                                        1,9
 
The absolute majority has given a positive assessment to the state policy in the area of interethnic relations. Such concord is not observed in any other sphere of public life.
 
 
14)  What language do you prefer to use when communicating with representatives of other ethnic minorities in your country? 
(a)    My native                                             79,1
(b)   Russian                                     54,6
(c)    English                                        2,1
(d)   Another                                                  5,2
 
Respondents were allowed to choose several answer options, therefore, they exceed 100 percent in total. Considering the fact that the Azerbaijanis made up 87.5 percent of all respondents, it is logical that their language is used most often in interethnic contacts. The Russian language has also retained its positions, though the number of the Russians even together with the Ukrainians and Belorussians does not exceed several percent. As for English, it is mostly used in communication with foreigners, not with the citizens of Azerbaijan. In settlements of such ethnic minorities as Lezgins, Avarians, Talish and Tats, their languages are used in interethnic contacts even by the Azerbaijanis living together with them.
 
 
15)  Give an assessment, on a 5-point scale, to the impact of the following institutions on your attitude towards representatives of other nationalities and religions: 
 

	 
	Low                                                 High
	Don’t know

	 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1. Family
	4,2
	7,3
	20,1
	28,1
	39,9
	0,4

	2. School, university
	5,7
	11,8
	24,8
	31,7
	24,9
	1,1

	3. Neighborhood 
	8,0
	14,3
	29,5
	28,8
	18,6
	0,8

	4. Newspapers, radio and television
	5,0
	11,0
	27,7
	33,0
	22,0
	1,3

	5. Books, films and theater
	5,2
	9,1
	30,5
	33,5
	20,1
	1,6

	6. State institutions
	16,5
	19,8
	31,6
	18,1
	8,1
	5,9

	7. Religious organizations
	22,7
	20,5
	29,6
	15,0
	6,9
	5,3

	8. Public organizations
	17,9
	20,5
	30,8
	15,3
	7,9
	7,6


 

 

As is evident from the answers, the impact of all public institutions on people’s behavior in the sphere of interethnic and inter-religious relations is quite big. The family, beyond a doubt, plays a leading role in this. Then comes schools and mass media. The lowest assessment was given to religious institutions. Apparently, this is happening as a result of the fact that although representatives of the main confessions constantly demonstrate their adherence to supporting traditional religious tolerance and dialog in the country, the authority of the servants of cult is rather low.

 
 
16)  Give an assessment to the impact of the following foreign states and international organizations on the situation in the area of interethnic and inter-religious relations in the South Caucasus:
 
	 
	Negative                                                     Positive 
	Don’t know

	 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	1. Russia
	17,7
	18,9
	23,4
	22,8
	13,3
	3,9

	2. USA
	11,1
	16,7
	35,7
	22
	9,4
	5,1

	3. EU
	7,5
	16,1
	38,2
	21,4
	9,1
	7,7

	4. Turkey
	6,1
	6,8
	16,2
	32,5
	35,2
	3,2

	5. Iran
	25,4
	26,3
	28,7
	11,2
	4,5
	3,9

	6. UN
	10,4
	18,1
	37,3
	16,9
	7,4
	9,9

	7. OSCE
	10
	20
	37,8
	18,5
	6,6
	7,1

	8. Council of Europe
	6,2
	11,3
	35,2
	27,5
	13,2
	6,6


 

Iran received the biggest share of negative assessments, while Turkey is leading with the most positive assessments. Apparently, this stems from Turkey’s constant support for Azerbaijan’s efforts towards strengthening domestic unity, as well as attempts of the theocratic regime in Iran to spread fundamentalism in Azerbaijan and its latent support for the separatist ethnic Armenians of Karabakh. The assessments of the impact of Russia are rather different. This is the second country both in the number of extremely negative and very positive assessments. The USA and international organizations have received more even assessments, which were mainly positive. Respondents have given a positive assessment to the work of the Council of Europe. As for the EU and the UN, the role of these organizations is barely felt in the sphere of interethnic and inter-religious relations. Therefore, it is not surprising that a considerable portion of respondents could not give an assessment.
 
 
17) What measures do you think should be taken to improve interethnic and inter-religious relations in your country and in the region? 
(a)    To solve existing conflicts                                                                            77,6
(b)   To convene a congress and establish an assembly of the peoples 
of the Caucasus                                                                                                      15,7
(c)    To adopt a law guaranteeing free development of ethnic minorities               23,6
(d)   To set up the government post to deal with the rights of ethnic 
and religious minorities                                                                                            15,8
(e)    To ensure state funding of cultural and educational programs 
for ethnic minorities                                                                                    19,4
(f)     To ensure representation of representatives of all ethnic minorities 
in state and political bodies                                                                         16,3
(g)    To introduce into the historical, geographical and literary curricula 
sections about the contribution of representatives of all ethnic minorities 
to the spiritual and material well-being of the country                                                26,7
(h)    To step up inter-religious dialog in the region                                                           27,1
(i)      Other                                                                                                                       1,3
(j)     Don’t know                                                                                                              1,5
 
Respondents could choose up to five answers but most of them chose only two or three. According to the absolute majority of them, harmonization of interethnic and inter-religious relations can facilitate solution of the existing conflicts. Second came the suggestion to step up inter-religious dialog in the region. This is rather unexpected, because such dialog is always in place. Secondly, respondents did not give a very high assessment to the impact of religious institutions in this sphere. Third was the suggestion to introduce sections on the contribution of all nationalities to the spiritual and material development of the country into school curricula. The fact that the suggestion to adopt a special law to support ethnic minorities received the support only of a quarter of respondents shows that there is not enough public awareness work. At the same time, it is common knowledge that Azerbaijan assumed such obligations when joining the Council of Europe. 
 
18)  What is your view of the future development of interethnic and inter-religious relations in your country? 
(a)    The situation will improve                      53,8
(b)   The situation will not change                  32,3
(c)    The situation will worsen                         8,2
(d)   Don’t know                                            5,7
            
The absolute majority of respondents have shown optimism in assessing the prospects for the development of interethnic and inter-religious relations in the country. If we take into account the fact that almost 60 percent of them have given a positive assessment to the existing situation, then the choice of this answer is quite logical. However, despite this, almost half of respondents hope that these relations will improve. Apparently, this is explained by possible progress in resolving the Karabakh conflict.
 
19)  What does the notion of a Caucasian mean for you?
 
(a)    Nothing, I don’t feel anything in common with other nationalities 

of the Caucasus region                                                                                            15,2
(b)   This notion is used in post-Soviet countries, especially in Russia, to 
express a negative attitude towards everyone who comes from 
the Caucasus                                                                                                           7,5
(c)    This notion carries some meaning but the main thing for me 
is my own ethnicity and national affiliation                                                   24,2
(d)   The notion of a Caucasian reflects a deep historical, cultural and 
psychological proximity of regional peoples and this is very important 
for me                                                                                                                   48,4
(e)    Other                                                                                                                      0,3
(f)     Don’t know                                                                                                             4,4
 
Almost half of respondents have said that the notion of a Caucasian is important for them as a deep expression of interests shared by local peoples. A quarter of respondents have said that this notion carried some meaning for them. Therefore, the proportion of examples of positive reaction against negative one was 3 to 1. This allows us to make a conclusion that even after 12 years after the South Caucasus republics became independent, the feeling of over-ethnic and over-religious regional proximity is still dominant in public consciousness. 
 
 
20) How do you foresee interethnic, inter-religious and inter-state relations in the South Caucasus in the future? 
 

(a)    Conflicts, confrontation and distrust will continue dividing 
the peoples and states of the region for many years to come                                    23,4
(b)   The South Caucasus will turn into the frontline, where the 
Christian and Muslim civilizations will  clash                                                 6,8
(c)    It will be possible to partly resolve conflicts and relations between 
peoples and states will be developing, but they will no longer be as 
friendly as before                                                                                                    46,8
(d)   Interethnic consolidation will be strengthening within each South 
Caucasus state based on a civil foundation but not on the regional level        17,5
(e)    The realization of the common historical past and regional unity will 
lead to the implementation of major integration projects in the form 
of the Common Caucasus House                                                                            16,5
(f)     The unity of the South Caucasus will take place in parallel with 
regional states’ integration into European security systems, political, 
economic and cultural cooperation                                                             19,2
(g)    Don’t know                                                                                                            3,9
 

Respondents could mark no more than three answer options. Almost half of them can be conditionally described as :moderate optimists”, because while expecting a solution of the conflicts in the South Caucasus in the foreseeable future and a further development of relations, they don’t believe in a return of the “unshakable future”. There are also quite a few pessimists who think that conflicts and distrust will continue dividing regional peoples for a long time, but they are half as many as moderate optimists. As the breakdown of answers has shown, respondents do not believe in the prospect of major regional integration projects to establish a Common Caucasus House. They have strongly supported the idea of strengthening regional unity through joint and coordinated integration into European security systems, political, economic and cultural cooperation. 
 
Conclusion 
            

            Thus, the survey has allowed us to give generally positive characteristics of the situation in the area of interethnic and inter-religious relations in Azerbaijan. The public opinion is dominated by sentiments in favor of supporting the efforts towards preserving the identity of the existing ethnic minorities and the, rejection of forcible assimilation plans. Perception of European democratic standards in the area of the human rights of minorities and readiness to follow them is laying the foundation for further progress. A positive assessment of the state’s work testifies to the absence of any disagreement over this issue between the authorities and society. 
Ethnic and religious tolerance intolerance is expressed rather rarely, mainly towards Armenians. Taking into account the unresolved status of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, this is quite understandable. The highest level of ethnic compatibility is observed between the Azerbaijani, Talish and Lezgins. Some wariness is observed in the relations between the Azerbaijanis on the one hand and the Russians and Kurds on the other.
            Although answers do not reflect any inter-religious feud or tensions, the spreading fears of an impending clash of civilization in the world have urged respondents to support efforts towards stepping up inter-religious dialog. 
            The survey has shown that the feeling Caucasus commonness is dominant in the public conscience of the Azerbaijani citizens. However, the ideas of purely religious integration are less attractive than the aspiration of the South Caucasus peoples to be closer to Europe by maintaining political, economic and cultural cooperation with it.
 
2. Content analysis of the Azerbaijani mass media on the problem of multi-cultural differences and regional unity in the South Caucasus 
 
Eight daily newspapers selected on the basis of a latest popularity rating were monitored. These are pro-government Khalg gazeti and Yeni Azerbaijan, opposition newspapers Azadlig and Yeni Musavat, independent Sharg, 525-ci qazet, Zerkalo and Ekho (the last two in Russian). Selected from amongst electronic media outlets were the state-owned television channel AzTV-1 and radio station Araz, independent television channels ANS and Space. The monitoring lasted from December 1 to 31, 2002 and from January 15 to February 15 2003. 
            
The units of measure and analysis were newspaper articles and television and radio programs pertaining to the subject matter of the survey. For newspapers this included: news, reports, anal;ytical articles, essays, interviews, statements, addresses, news conferences, etc. For TV channels and radio this included: information and analytical, legal, political, historical, cultural programs, press overviews, etc.
 
The number and topics of newspaper publications, television and radio programs concerning the multi-cultural differences and regional unity in the South Caucasus are provided in Tables 1 and 2 below:
                                                                                                                         Table 1
	 
	 
	Including:

	 
Newspaper
 
	Total number of materials
	Theoretical and histori-cal mate-rials 
	On current condi-tion of ethnic and religious mino-rities 
	On cases of violation of the human rights of ethnic and religious mino-rities 
	Reports on deci-sions and activities of official bodies and institu-tions
	Reports on activities of public organi-zations 
	Reports on religious prob-lems

	“Khalg gazeti ”
	21
	4 
(20%)
	4
(20%)
	2 
(10%)
	1 
(5%)
	4
(20%)
	2 
(10%)

	“Yeni Azerbaijan ”
	7
	  2 
(29%) 
	  2 
(29%)
	1 
(14%)
	1 
(14%)
	0
	1
(14%)

	“525-qazet”
	36
	5 
(15%)
	4
(12%)
	5
(15%)
	5
(15%)
	11 
(31 %)
	12 (33%)

	“Sharg”
	19
	3
(18%)
	6
(32%)
	5
(26%)
	0
	0
	5
(26%)

	“Ekho”
	43
	9 
(20%)
	8
(18,6%)
	3 
(7%)
	2 (4,7%)
	8
(18,6%)
	8
(18,6%)

	“Zerkalo”
	21
	3 (14,3%)
	10 
(48%)
	3 (14,3%)
	0
	0
	4 
(19%)

	“Yeni Musavat ”
	31
	0
	10
(32%)
	13
(42%)
	1 (3,2%)
	0
	4 
(13%)

	“Azadlig”
	19
	2
(10,5%)
	6
(32%)
	7
(37%)
	0
	2
(10,5%)
	2
(10,5%)

	Total:
 
	197
	28 
(14%)
	50 
(25%)
	39 (20%)
	10 
(5%)
	25
(13%)
	38 (19%)


                                                                                                                        
 
Table 2
 

	 
	 
	Including:

	 
TV and radio channels
	Total number of programs
	Theore-tical and histori-cal mate-rials 
	On current condi-tion of ethnic and religious mino-rities 
	On cases of violation of the human rights of ethnic and religious mino-rities 
	Reports on decisions and activities of official bodies and institu-tions
	Reports on activities of public organi-zations 
	Reports on religious prob-lems

	Radio “Araz”
	39
	3(7,7%)
	22(56%)
	3(7,7%)
	1(2,5%)
	4(10,3%)
	1(2,5%)

	AzTV-1
	36
	23(64%)
	6(16,7%)
	0
	5(14%)
	0
	2(5,5%)

	ANS – TV
	10
	5 (50%)
	1(10%)
	1(10%)
	2 (20%)
	1(10%)
	0

	SPACE – TV
	33
	1(3%)
	11(33%)
	3(9%)
	7(21,2%)
	7(21,2%)
	9(28%)

	Total:
 
	118
	32 (27%)
	40 (34%)
	7 
(6%)
	15 (13%)
	12 (10%)
	12 (10%)


 

As is seen from Tables 1 and 2, the problem of ethnic, religious and cultural differences is not a priority one for Azerbaijan. For comparison, the total number of newspaper publications and television and radio programs on the theme was three to four times smaller than that on the problem of conflicts in the South Caucasus or human rights in the region. Of the newspapers, independent Ekho (in Russian) and 525-ci qazet (in Azeri) were paying the greatest attention to ethnic and religious problems. The activity of electronic media outlets was largely the same and only private television channel ANS did not take any interest in this topic. All mass media focused on the contemporary state of ethnic and religious communities. But while newspapers regarded the issue of violation of these communities’ rights as the second most important issue, electronic media chose historical aspects of the problem as such.
 
To a certain extent the Azerbaijani media paid attention to the problems of ethnic and religious minorities. They mostly spoke about the Kurds, Lezgins, Jews and Talish. There were one or two mentions of the Avarians, Tats, Tsakhurs, Ingiyls, Georgians, Germans, etc. The Russians were viewed in a broader context of Russian-speaking and Russian culture, while the Armenians were mentioned mainly in connection with the existing conflict and the problems stemming from it. Local newspapers, TV and radio channels were paying serious attention to the issues of security, as well as the social, economic and cultural problems of the Azerbaijanis living in Russia and Georgia. Judging by the number of materials on the activities of state bodies and public organizations relating to ethnic and religious communities, there were either not very many of them or they were not interesting for mass media.
 
The topic of multi-cultural unity and integration of the South Caucasus was almost ignored by the Azerbaijani media. It was directly raised only in an article by master of the State Administration Academy Farid Guliyev, “United States of the Caucasus or Regionalism in the South Caucasus”, published by Ekho. Although the assessments and conclusions made by the author cannot be treated seriously, they show that an intellectual search in this direction is still underway. Another step towards cultural and historical unity in the region was reported by the same newspaper and Radio Araz, which carried materials on preparing a common book on the history of the Caucasus. The project is initiated and sponsored by the Council of Europe. Involved in the preparation of the book are education ministries of Azerbaijan, Russia, Armenia, Georgia and Turkey. Each country has been allowed a 48-page section.
 
Indicators of the orientation of materials relating to ethnic and religious communities in the Azerbaijani mass media are provided in Tables 3 and 4.
                                                                                                                        Table 3
	Newspaper
	Including:

	 
	Positive
	Balanced
	Neutral
	Negative

	“Khalg gazeti ”
	4(20%)
	2 (10%)
	5 (25%)
	10(50%)

	“Yeni Azerbaijan ”
	4 (58%)
	0
	2(28%)
	1 (14%)

	“525-qazet”
	6 (18%)
	2 (6%)
	16 (48.5%)
	12 (36.4%)

	“Sharg”
	0
	0
	1(6%)
	18(94%)

	“Ekho”
	5 (11,6%)
	18(42%)
	15 (35%)
	5 (11,6%)

	“Zerkalo”
	3 (14,3%)
	6(28,5%)
	7(33,3%)
	5(24%)

	“Yeni Musavat ”
	2 (3,2%)
	10(32%)
	3 (9,7%)
	16 (51,6%)

	“Azadlig”
	2 (10%)
	4(19%)
	2 (10%)
	11 (61%)

	Total:
	26 (13%)
	42 (21%)
	51 (26%)
	78 (40%)


 

                                                                                                                           Table 4
	TV and radio
	Including:

	Channel
	Positive
	Balanced
	Neutral
	Negative

	Radio Araz
	15(38,4%)
	3(10,3%)
	17(43,6%)
	3(7,7%)

	AzTV-1
	25(69%)
	1(3%)
	5(14%)
	5(14%)

	ANS – TV
	3(30%)
	4(40%)
	3(30%)
	0

	SPACE – TV
	8(24,2%) 
	2(6%) 
	9(27,3%) 
	13(39,4%) 

	Total:
	51 (43%)
	10 (9%)
	34 (30%)
	21 (18%)


 

As is evident from the tables above, the surveyed media outlets generally have a balanced and positive attitude towards ethnic and religious communities on the territory of Azerbaijan. Most of the negative assessments are given by the stories concerning the status of the Azerbaijanis in the neighboring countries.
 
The most critical editions are opposition newspapers Azadlig and Yeni Musavat. They have paid considerable attention to the problems of the Azerbaijanis living in Georgia and Russia. It was said that kidnappings of people in Dmanisi and Gardabani remain unpunished, that the practice of renaming Azerbaijani settlements was continuing (Azadlig, “Problem of Azerbaijanis in Georgia is the problem of Azerbaijani government”). The newspapers have also published a number of materials on rude treatment, deportation and killing of our compatriots in Russia (Azadlig, “In one month, 19 Azerbaijanis were killed in Russia”). Both these editions published a number of articles about the activities of a terrorist Kurdisk organization PKK in Azerbaijan. At the same time, it was stated that this should not affect the traditions of friendship between the Azerbaijanis and Kurds (“Government warns PKK”). In this connection, an interview of a former national security colonel, Ilham Ismayil, is noteworthy: “we have never said that all Kurds are connected with the PKK. Everyone knows that Azerbaijan has long been home to many Kurds and they are our countrymen. Persecution on national grounds is unacceptable and is considered a crime”.
 
Almost all newspapers, television and radio channels commented on Armenian President Robert Kocharyan’s statement concerning ethnic incompatibility of the Armenians and Azerbaijanis, as well as the reaction to the statement by Council of Europe Secretary General Walter Schwimmer: “The repetition of dark pages of European history can never be a good election strategy. I am urging all candidates, in both Armenia and Azerbaijan, to refrain from rhetoric capable of inciting hatred. When joining the Council of Europe, both countries expressed their commitment to a peaceful resolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict and we treat these commitments very seriously.” According to him, “Europe, of which Armenia and Azerbaijan are members, begins with European diversity – ethnic, cultural, religious and linguistic. Our dream is to preserve and enjoy this diversity.”
 
The materials concerning inter-religious relations in Azerbaijan are presented largely in positive light. For instance, the interview of Klaus Glevlich (525-ci qazet, “Head of the Evangelistic-Lutheran community to start work shortly”) underlines the traditional religious tolerance in Azerbaijan. As for missionary organizations, it has been unequivocally condemned by local mass media (525-ci qazet, Zerkalo, AzTV-1, ANS, Space, etc.).
 
Most newspapers and television and radio channels have provided the following statement by co-rapporteur on Azerbaijan for the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, Martinez Cassan, which he made at a news conference: “During my meetings I was fully convinced  that Azerbaijan’s ethnic minorities fell fully-fledged citizens of the country. They are happy with their status. The example of the Udins is very graphic, as they cooperate with the Azerbaijani government in an effort to preserve their cultural heritage. The Azerbaijani government has allocated funds for the development of their culture.” A report about a meeting of Sokhnut organization with historian, writer and journalist Vladimir Fromer is also quite positive. It was said during the meeting that Azerbaijan is one of the safest and most tranquil countries in the world for the Jews, and representatives of this and the native nationalities have always been respectful of each other. The statement, “Azerbaijan is a favorable country for the Jews”, made by the World Jewish Agency, Gior Romm, has become a headline in Zedrkalo newspaper. According to Romm, Azerbaijan’s Guba District is home to the most ancient Jewish community, which is 1,600 years old. “I traveled to Guba to see what the Jewish state could do to preserve the Jewish identity of local Jews.”
 
Pro-government newspaper “Khalg Gazeti”  was paying a lot of attention to the historical aspects of Armenian-Azerbaijani relations, as well as important elements of ethnic identity, such as folklore and geographical names (“Place-name study of Turkic origin in western Aszerbaijan”, January 29, “Protection of cultural heritage – focus of MPs’ attention”, 14 December, etc.). State-owned radio Araz was also paying constant attention to these problems. It systematically broadcasts news in different languages:
        in Russian – daily
        in Georgian – Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays;
        in Kurdish – Tuesday and Thursday;
        in Talish – Tuesday and Thursday;
        in Armenian – Monday and Saturday.
 
The independent television channel Space drew attention to its weekly program “Intersection”. This international project, being implemented by journalists from Internews for several years, is intended to familiarize TV viewers with important political, economic, social and cultural events taking place in the three South Caucasus republics.            
 
Ekho newspaper attracted attention by a discussion on the modern role and prospects for the Russian language in Azerbaijan. Initiated by S. Musabayov’s article “Once more about Russian and Russian-speakers”, the topic was picked up by four other articles by: journalist Elmira Akhundova (“Both Azeri, and Russian!”); cinema critic Rahman Badalov (“Once more about Azeri and Russian languages in Azerbaijan”); playwright Kamal Aslanov (“Countdown”); and president of Baku Slavic University Kamal Abdullayev (“Why is Russian in the sphere of our national interests?”).
 
According to Musabayov, the Russian language is learned and used quite well in Azerbaijan. Even 11 years after Azerbaijan regained its national independence, there are still 29 purely Russian schools, while 363 others have a Russian section in them. The number of people studying in Russian stands at 130,000 people, or 13 percent of the total number of students. Almost all universities and vocational schools have a Russian section, where 20,000 people, or a quarter of all students of the country, are receiving education. There are more than 10 Russian-language newspapers in Azerbaijan, a Russian drama theater is quite successful and two Russian television channels are broadcast. 
 
E. Akhundova, on the contrary, is alarmed at the reducing role of the Russian language and the implications of it for Azerbaijan’s cultural and scientific level. The discussion of the problem was continued at a roundtable conference at the Russian Embassy in Baku, which was covered in detail by the newspaper. The sides recognized the positive role of the Russian language in Azerbaijan and the importance of preserving it in the country. However, as K. Abdullayev said in the end, in an independent Azerbaijan the Russian language, with all due respect, cannot retain its previous privileged status of a state language and will from now onwards have to compete with English and other foreign languages. 
 
Although most local media outlets tried to avoid being critical when discussing the life and problems of ethnic and religious communities, such materials did come out nonetheless. For example, Ekho newspaper published an article called “Stagnation”, giving a comprehensive picture of the problems existing in the largely Lezgin-populated Gusar District. Zerkalo newspaper, in its turn, published an exclusive interview with the deputy chairman of a banned radical Lezgin organization Sadval, Abdulgafar Ahmadov. The same newspaper, in an effort to counter the negative reports about persecution of the Azerbaijanis in Russia, published an interview with the deputy chairman of the Justice Party, Ilham Rahimov, called “Russia does not need Azerbaijan, we need Russia”.
 
The thematic content-analysis of local media outlets has revealed an ambiguity in their attitude towards different ethnic and religious minorities. Both support for and propaganda of the traditional tolerance and elements of xenophobia can be observed in them at the same time.
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