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Codebook for Disaggregated Event Data:

“Mass Demonstrations and Mass Violent Events

in the Former USSR, 1987-1992”

This codebook refers to the coding of two event databases compiled by Mark Beissinger under the auspices of grants from the National Council for Soviet and East European Research, the National Science Foundation, and the Graduate School of the University of Wisconsin-Madison.  The databases contain information on 6,663 protest demonstrations and 2,177 mass violent events across the entire territory of the former Soviet Union from January 1987 through December 1992.   The databases come in two files in Excel worksheet format and can easily be loaded into most spreadsheet programs.  Further information on any aspect of the data can be obtained by writing to: Mark R. Beissinger, Department of Politics, 001 Fisher Hall, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544 (email: mbeissin@princeton.edu).  Special appreciation goes to the following individuals who provided research assistance in the creation of the databases:  Daniel Geller, Rob Moser, Jeffrey Gayton, Terry McKenna, and Kate Weaver.  Any use of the data in published works must make proper reference to the source of the data.  


Event analysis is a method of tracking systematically over time the rise and fall of particular types of occurrences and the features associated with them.  It is considered an essential tool for the study of waves of mobilization, primarily because it allows us to identify the contexts in which people engage in various forms of collective action, as well as to pinpoint those key moments in which the forms of action and the discourse associated with them shift--a characteristic feature of most cycles of mobilization. 


Event analysis in the social sciences first emerged in the 1960s as part of the behavioral revolution.  At that time, it was primarily used for studying collective violence, wars, and military coups and was strongly oriented towards cross-sectional statistical analysis of events aggregated at the level of states.
  Studies of strikes, by contrast, had always been drawn toward temporal analysis, attempting to link the rise and fall of strike behavior to broader social, economic, and political trends in society.  Charles Tilly’s work marked a turning point in the application of the method to the study of collective action, refocusing it toward analysis of temporal trends and linkages, comparing forms of contention, and purging it of some of the narrow behavioralist orientation that characterized its early use.
  One of the chief advantages of the method has been its great flexibility.  Events can be segmented by their particular characteristics.  They can be aggregated at almost any meaningful level of analysis (states, subunits of states, regions, towns, social groups, etc.) for cross-sectional comparison.  They can be studied temporally for exploring trends and relationships within a single unit.  Panel designs can compare trends among multiple units over time, and event-history designs can study the exact timing and sequencing of disaggregated events.  Event analysis can harness the power of statistical generalization.  But it can also combined with thick description to explore the impact of specific events on larger trends and the role of transformative events in history.
  This flexibility has allowed the method to be applied to such diverse phenomena as lynchings, race riots, and the civil rights movement in the United States; industrial strikes in France, Italy, and among advanced industrial countries more generally; political violence in eighteenth- and nineteenth-century England and France; the protest activities of new social movements in contemporary Italy, Germany, France, the Netherlands, and Switzerland; secessionist demonstrations in Quebec; anti-apartheid protests and intergroup violence in South Africa; rural uprisings in Latin America; popular disturbances in both Tokugawa Japan; protest in Poland, East Germany, Hungary and Czechoslovakia in 1989 and after; and strikes in pre-revolutionary Russia and during the 1917 revolution.


Indeed, it is a misnomer to speak of a single methodology of event analysis.  While certain common practices have emerged to ensure methodological rigor, the method has been operationalized differently in practically every case of its use.  Standardization of categories, definitions, and approaches across objects of analysis has remained elusive, and for good reason.  The advantage of the method has precisely been its adaptability to a wide variety of circumstances, depending on the researcher’s purposes.  For instance, the events that scholars have taken as objects of study has varied widely.  Tarrow included strikes, demonstrations, petitions, delegations, and violence in his study of the Italian protest cycle.
  Tilly’s studies of “contentious gatherings” in France and Great Britain included not only riots, disturbances, and disorders, but also meetings, processions, and assemblies.
  The forms of collective action have evolved radically over time and differ considerably from one context to the next.  Researchers must ultimately make decisions about which forms of action deserve to be analyzed, what features of those actions are worthy of attention, what sources should be used to gain information about these events, and how one should organize the process of recording this information.  In a well-formulated study, both theory and context must interact to inform these choices.


While certainly other modes of collective action existed in the protest repertoires of Soviet citizens during the glasnost’ period, demonstrations, mass violent events, and strikes comprised the most political salient forms of collective action during this time.  The rise of the demonstration, the strike, and the mass violent event as widespread forms of mobilization was closely linked with the liberalization of Soviet politics under glasnost’.  Indeed, in the repressive atmosphere of the 1960s and 1970s in the USSR, these forms of contention were rarely utilized, and less confrontational forms of contention, such as the petition and the hunger strike, were more often used by dissident groups.  This shift in protest repertoires was one of the more spectacular changes that accompanied Gorbachev’s reforms.  As one Soviet author wrote in 1988:

Several years ago we knew exactly what a rally was and what a demonstration was.  The 

former was when we gathered together in one place to hear someone speak.  The latter 

was when, on a holiday, we passed by a reviewing stand in an orderly column . . . [But 

now] there has been a real explosion of social activeness.

Ideally, in this study information on other acts of contention (such as petitioning, hunger strikes, and terrorist actions) should have been collected to obtain a more complete picture of how protest repertoires evolved over time.  However, given the sheer number of these events and the fact that the focus of this analysis is not protest repertoires per se but rather nationalism, there were good theoretical and practical justifications for omitting them.  Also, although I collected information on strikes, I chose to exclude them from the current study for several reasons.  The great variation in the units of analysis to which the descriptions of these events referred--ranging from small enterprises and shops within enterprises to entire regions and republics--made a simple event count meaningless.  Moreover, information on the number of enterprises participants or, better yet, the number of participants (both more meaningful measures of strike mobilization than a simple event count) was sporadic in press sources.  I attempted to estimate systematically the number of participants in these events, but the accuracy of these estimates as a basis for comparison open to question, especially in comparison with the relatively robust information on participation that was usually found in press coverage of demonstrations.  It is possible that by omitting strikes from this study, analyses of the relationship between violent and non-violent repertoires and the evolution of ethnic consciousness over particular issues may be inaccurate, for they do not reflect one of the major forms of mobilization during this period.  While this may be possible in some cases, both preliminary analysis of the strike data collected and examination of official Soviet strike statistics from the glasnost’ era (also not entirely accurate) indicate that strike participation by and large was concentrated in the areas of greatest ethnic unrest and was often accompanied or preceded by major waves of demonstration activity.
  In other words, it is unlikely that the omission of strikes from this study seriously distorts the findings.


For the purposes of this study, a demonstration was defined as an event that met the following five criteria:  1) it was a voluntary gathering of persons with the purpose of engaging in a collective display of sentiment for or against public policies;
 2) it involved a minimum of 100 persons; 3) it was bounded by space and time (i.e., occurred in a specific location during a limited time period); 4) the number of participants was not restricted by the organizers of the event (i.e., was not a conference, convention, or other restricted organized meeting);
 and 5) it did not have as its primary purpose the infliction of violence by its participants (i.e., was not a mass violent event).  The Russian vocabulary for events of this type is rich, including such terms as demonstratsiia (demonstration), miting (meeting), protest (protest), manifestatsiia (manifestation), and panakhida (funeral procession). Significantly enough, most Russian words used to described demonstrations are of foreign origin--indicative of the extent to which such behavior within the Russian context was learned from the examples of analogous behavior abroad, particularly in the early twentieth century.  Demonstrations which did not involve voluntary participation but which rather were mobilized by the political authorities and were ritual in character (i.e., official May Day or Revolution Day parades) were excluded from analysis, for not only were such events not voluntary, but the participants were also carefully selected, and participation was not open to anyone who desired to participate.  By contrast, mass demonstrations sponsored or encouraged by the political authorities that were voluntary and non-ritual in nature were included.


Source coverage of events before and after a mobilizational wave is likely to be radically different than source coverage of events during a wave of mobilization.  Before and after a mobilizational cycle, very small events tend to obtain considerable coverage, while during a mobilizational wave, when it is not uncommon for protest events to attract tens and hundreds of thousands (even millions) of participants, very small events are covered poorly.  In a study of 321 demonstrations by Soviet ethnic groups from 1965 to 1978, David Kowalewski found that most demonstrations during those years were small, with 58 percent having had less than a hundred participants, and most of these having less than fifty.
  Similarly, as Table 1.1 indicates, during the 1987-1992 period the bulk of protest demonstrations were small.  After examining the first 100 demonstrations, it became evident that the source coverage of events with less than 100 participants was extremely spotty.  Given the sheer number of demonstrations and the poor coverage of smaller events during this period, it became necessary to impose a minimum size of a hundred participants for demonstrations analyzed for this period.  Since I was primarily interested in the relationship between mobilizational attempts and their resonance withing populations and less in cataloguing small events, this restriction was a reasonable given the goals of the study.


Demonstrations, like all events, are unique in space and time.  However, multiple events often do occur in the same city on the same day.  For instance, on May 28th, 1989 four separate and largely unrelated demonstrations took place in Moscow.  A thousand Armenians gathered to commemorate the independent Armenian republic of 1918-1920;
 a hundred Crimean Tatars gathered outside the Bulgarian embassy to protest against the treatment of Turks in Bulgaria;
 150 thousand Muscovites participated in a demonstration sponsored by the Moscow Popular Front and Memorial concerning the USSR Congress of People’s Deputies, then in session;
 and a thousand Muscovites participated in a demonstration sponsored by the more radical Democratic Union calling for democratization of the USSR.
  Each of these events took place in separate locations in the city and were organized by disparate movements with different purposes in mind.  In such cases, every effort was made to untangle occurrences as independent events and to count them separately.  At the same time, in large demonstrations, particularly those organized by coalitions of groups, often a portion of the participants break off from the main crowd and hold separate marches or protests.  Alternatively, small groups that hold separate demonstrations later join large crowds.  In instances when either of these conditions were detectable, these cases were counted as parts of one large and related event rather than a series of separate events.


I defined a mass violent event as a mass political action whose primary purpose was to inflict violence, either in the form of an attack on people or on property.  A minimum size of 15 persons was used to distinguish these events from terrorist, criminal, or other small-scale acts of violence.  The possibility that demonstrations and mass violent events might overlap was recognized in compiling the data.  Violent events can (and often do) involve non-violent mass demonstrations, and non-violent mass demonstrations can (and at times do) evolve into violent mass mobilization.  In such cases, the relevant dimension of these events was included in both the demonstrations database and the mass violent event database.  All mass violent events analyzed in this study fell into six categories: riots, pogroms, brawls, communal violence, armed combat, and insurrections.  A riot was defined as mob violence against established social or political authority (in the form of property or the institutions of the state).  The term pogrom was limited to ethnically-based mob actions with clearly defined aggressor and victim groups.  Brawls were defined as street fights among groups or individuals.  Communal violence referred to mass violence between members of different ethnic or other culturally-based groups.  Armed combat referred to sustained mass armed struggle between two groups. Insurrection was defined as a mass revolt with the aim of seizing power.  The Russian words used to describe mass violent events include the terms besporiadki (disorders), pogrom (pogrom), drak (fight), volneniia (disturbances), stychki (clashes), boi (battles), and miatezh (insurrection).


Event databases for demonstrations and mass violent events were constructed over a six-year period from July 1989 through June 1995.  The data were based on a multiple-source media sample of protest events, described in considerable detail in Appendix 1.  Over 150 different news sources were examined by myself and a team of assistants for accounts of these events.  The sources included not only Western newspaper, wire service, and U.S. government sources, but also a wide variety émigré publications, central and local Soviet newspapers, and unofficial samizdat sources, including Russian-language newspapers of opposition political movements throughout the former Soviet Union, source material drawn from unofficial libraries and archives in Moscow, unofficial wire services, and source material drawn from Radio Liberty’s Arkhiv samizdata in Munich.  Accounts of these events were first assembled in the form of an archive of files containing all the various media descriptions collected for each event and organized by the date and place of the occurrence.  This archive was then analyzed and coded.  Certain sources, because of the richness with which the reported events, could not be easily be placed into the archive.  Instead, they were coded concurrently with the materials from the archive.
  An initial trial coding of the first 100 files allowed for adjustment of data categories and for ironing out difficulties in the coding process.  The coding of all material, involving the combination and at times reconciliation of diverse accounts of an event and their entry directly into a database program, was accomplished by myself and an assistant fluent in Russian for each event entered.  Thus, the coding of each event was essentially reviewed by two pairs of eyes, and I was involved in the coding of every event.  This practice was followed in large part because of the difficulties involved in combining and reconciling information from disparate sources and in relying on coding teams for complex Russian-language material.  While it minimized issues of coder reliability, it obviously placed a heavy burden on the researcher.


In all, 40 categories of information were collected and coded for each demonstration, and 30 categories for each mass violent event.  The following is a list of categories for which information was coded.

Sources (SOURCE1, SOURCE2, SOURCE3).  Published sources of information used in compiling the data.  For further information, see Appendix 1. [Data type:  C60, C60, C60]

Starting date (STARTDATE).  The beginning date of a demonstration.  Events for which a specific date could not be determined from the source material were excluded from the analysis.
  In the rare cases when the precise date of an event was not available but the month in which the demonstration occurred was known, such events were included in the database at the beginning, end, or middle of the month--whichever seemed the most probable from the source description. [Data type: D8]

Duration of event (DURATION).  The number of days which an event lasted.  In essence, this is a multiplier, since this variable was at times used to cover periods of protest that could not be broken down into smaller units for lack of information.  Moreover, since a one-day demonstration hardly represents the same mobilizational effort as a seventeen-day continuous occupation of a square, any event-count needs to be weighted by the duration of events, as was done regularly throughout this book.  All protests that occurred on a particular day were considered to have lasted a day in duration, even though in most cases they lasted only for several hours rather than a full day. [Data type: N3.0]

Location of event (PLACENAME, PROVINCE, REPUBLIC).  The city, town, or village in which the event occurred, as well as the province and republic in which this is located.  Events for which a specific place could not be determined from the source material were excluded from the analysis.
 In the few cases in which the event literally stretched across a geographic unit (such as the “human chain” of protest that was organized across the Baltic on August 23rd, 1989),
 this was indicated by including the end-points of the protest action within a specific province or republic.  Descriptions of events which could not be placed in a specific location at a specific time in accordance with the decision-making rules described here were excluded from the databases. [Data type: C30, C30, C12]

Numeric codes for location (REPNUMBER, ZONENUMBER,  PROVNUMBER).  These correspond to the geographic categories above.  Zone here refers to the official economic zone of the USSR.  The detailed codes can be found in Attachment 1. [Data type:  N2.0, N2.0, N3.0]

Population size of event location (PLACESIZE).  The population of the city, town, or village in which the event occurred, according to data from the 1979 Soviet census (the last currently available at the time the study began), in thousands.  If an event location had a population of less than 50 thousand (and therefore was not reported in census data), the location was examined in various atlases to differentiate between locales of less than 10 thousand in size and those ranging between 10 thousand and 50 thousand in population. [Data type: N5.0]

Type of event (EVENTTYPE) [mass violent events only].  All mass violent events were classified into six categories:  pogroms, riots, brawls, communal violence, armed combat, and insurrections (coded 1-6 respectively).  For definitions, see the text above. [Data type: N1.0]

Estimates of number of participants (EST1PARTIC, EST2PARTIC, EST3PARTIC) [demonstrations only].  The number of participants in the demonstration, at the moment of its largest size.  The number of participants in a demonstration can often fluctuate drastically over the course of a single event.  Crowds of 10 thousand, for instance, may gather on a square in the morning; by evening, the same demonstration may have tens or hundreds of thousands of participants.  The variables here all reflect reported information on the peak number of participants mentioned in each description of the event.  In all, specific information on the number of participants was available for 68.4 percent of the demonstrations recorded.  Since estimating the size of crowds is an art rather than a science, divergent estimates were recorded whenever available.
  Extremely deviant estimates were eliminated in cases of multiple figures.  In those cases in which multiple estimates existed but did not diverge, they were not recorded.  Two divergent crowd estimates were recorded for 14.8 percent of demonstrations, and three divergent estimates were recorded for 3.3 percent of demonstrations.  The phrase “several” (nemnogo) was always interpreted to mean “3.”  [Data type: N6.0]

Size category (CATGPARTIC) [demonstrations only].  A categorical variable ranging from 1 to 10 and reflecting a range of number of participants.  The following categories were used:  (1) 100-999 participants; (2) 1,000-4,999 participants; (3) 5,000-9,999 participants; (4) 10,000-19,999 participants; (5) 20,000-29,999 participants; (6) 30,000-49,999 participants; (7) 50,000-99,999 participants; (8) 100,000-199,999 participants; (9) 200,000-499,999 participants; and (10) 500,000 or more participants.  For those events which had precise estimates in their sources, this range was determined simply by averaging these estimates.  But in the 31.6 percent of demonstrations for which no precise size was given in sources, a size category was estimated based on two types of information.  If the number of participants was listed in a source as being in the hundreds (sotni), the thousands (tysachi), or the many-thousands (mnogotysachnyi), these were generally assigned size categories 1, 2, and 3 respectively.
  In those cases in which information on the size of a demonstration was still missing, a search was made in the database for the closest similar events in time that occurred in the same city, were organized by the same group, and put forward the same demands.  The size category of that event was used as the basis for the size category of the demonstration in question.  Given the size and scope of the database, analogous events were almost always available for comparison.  In the very rare case when no information whatsoever was available, a size category of “1" was assigned. [Data type: N2.0]

Participation score (PARTIC) [demonstrations only].  This figure was used for final calculation of participation rates in demonstrations.  For those events which had precise estimates in their sources, it was calculated simply by averaging these estimates.  For those events which had no precise estimate but only a size category, the low end of the range of the size category was used.  The variable was weighted by the duration of a demonstration. [Data type: N8.0]

Estimated participants in mass violence (TOTALPART) [mass violent events only].  Estimates of participants cited in sources concerning the number of participants in mass violent events.  Accounts of participation in mass violence differ significantly from those of demonstrations, justifying a separate count for these types of events.  Only in 20.9 percent of all mass violent events recorded were specific group sizes mentioned in sources.  Coded -1 if data were missing.  [Data type: N6.0]

Nationality of Participants  (NATPART1, NATNUMPT1, NATPART2, NATNUMPT2).  The nationality of the bulk of participants.  In some instances, a second nationality was in evidence, in which case this information was also recorded.   If the demonstration was clearly non-national in character and the participants recruited from multiple groups, this variable was coded as “pan-national in character.”  In the overwhelming majority of cases the nationality of participants was self-evident from the social movement that organized the event and the demands put forth.  However, in rare cases it was less easy to determine the nationality of participants.  Here, 1979 census data (broken down for urban and rural areas by oblast’, and sometimes even for the cities in question) was used to pinpoint the probable ethnic distribution of the population in which the protest occurred.  For violent events, these categories refer to the nationalities of the specific parties involved.  In pogrom events, the attacking group was listed first and the victimized group was listed second.   The full code list for the numeric codes appears in Attachment 2.  [Data type: C30, N2.0, C30, N2.0]

Ethnofederal subunits of nationality of participants (FEDAFLAG, FEDBFLAG).  The ethnofederal units of the nationalities involved.  FEDAFLAG refers to the federal unit associated with NATPART1 and FEDBFLAG refers to the federal unit associated with NATPART2.  The following coding was used: A--non-Russian group with union republic; B--non-Russian group with autonomous republic or lower unit; C--non-Russian group with no federal unit; D--groups that are unclassified; E--no second nationality (for NATPART2 only); and F--Russians. [Data type: C1]

Demonstration demands (DEMAND1, DEMAND1NUM, DEMAND2, DEMAND2NUM, . . . DEMAND5, DEMAND5NUM) [demonstrations only].  The issues over which the demonstration occurred.  These were either voiced in speeches at the event, were implicit in the nature of the event itself, were listed in a formal list of demands presented by the demonstrators, were displayed on placards or banners, or were implied by the behavior demonstrators at the event itself.  In all, 491 different demands were coded (a detailed list is found further in the codebook in Attachment 3), with every attempt made to keep these categories as specific as possible.  This allowed for flexibility in responding to the evolution in the character of demands over the course of the cycle.  These 491 demands were subsequently aggregated into broader categories of protest (secessionist, anti-secessionist, etc.).  Only for two demonstrations was nothing known about the demands of demonstrators. [Data type: C60, N3.0, C60, N3.0, C60, N3.0, C60, N3.0, C60, N3.0]

Ostensible causes of mass violence (CAUSE1, CAUSE1NUM, CAUSE2, CAUSE2NUM, CAUSE3, CAUSE3NUM) [mass violent events only].  Mass violent events do not have formal “demands” in the same way as demonstrations do.  Yet, obviously there are issues or causes that stand behind them.  An effort was made to classify the ostensible causes of violent events.  These causes are “ostensible” is the sense that they are mentioned in sources.  Causes were linked to events by sources, not by extensive ethnographic research.  Multiple causes (up to three) were assumed to exist, and in cases where more than three were mentioned, those mentioned in more authoritative sources (or, in the absence of a more authoritative source, mentioned with greatest frequency) were selected.  Of course, the causes of violence are often implicit rather than explicit, with aggression being displaced (i.e., focused on surrogate objects)
 or recursive (i.e., aggression leading to further aggression, with earlier violence becoming the main cause of further violence).  These factors are practically impossible to code using event analysis and push us towards qualitative research strategies by which to probe more deeply the causes of violence.  Also, waves of violence often evolve over time in their rationale, although these waves remain connected in a broader sense by their precipitating events.  Should, for instance, an attempt by Uzbeks in the Fergana valley in June 1989 to free Uzbeks arrested by local police for trying to drive Meskhetian Turks from their town be said to be caused in part by the economic issues that drove Uzbeks to attack Meskhetian Turks in the first place?
  The violence recorded in these events was directed against the police, and not against Meskhetian Turks directly; but the situation was created by a wave of violence that had preceded it, a wave precipitated in part by the economic grievances Uzbeks harbored against Meskhetian Turks and the difficult economic conditions characteristic of the Fergana valley, as well as by the previous violence that had occurred between the two groups.  Given the frequency of thorny coding issues such as these, I made no attempt to differentiate between primary, secondary, or implicit causes of violence, accepting only those causes mentioned in sources as valid for coding purposes.  Some effort was made to link events that deserved to be considered as a single wave of violence.  For a detailed list of the codes, see Attachment 4. [Data type: C60, N3.0, C60, N3.0, C60, N3.0]

Organizer of event (ORGAN1IZER, ORGAN2IZER, ORGAN3IZER) [demonstrations only].  Up to three social movements that acted as organizers of a demonstration were recorded.  This data remain uncoded numerically. [Data type: C45]

Social groups associated with participants (PARTCAT1, PARTCAT2) [mass violent events only].  As noted in sources, information on other social groups (besides ethnic groups) from which participants drawn.  The data remain uncoded numerically. [Data type:  C30]

Target of event (NATTARGET, LOC1TARGET, LOC2TARGET, ETHTARGET, ENTTARGET,  PROPTARGET, OTHTARGET).  Recorded the targets of mobilization.  These were coded as Y, R, L, or N and categorized in the following manner:  NATTARGET--central Soviet state or party institutions, coded as Y or N; LOC1TARGET--the actors’ own republican state or party institutions--coded as R--or local (defined as federal units below the union republican level) state or party institutions, coded as L (if both were targeted, the case was coded as Y and if neither were targeted--as N); LOC2TARGET-- republican state or party institutions of another republic or local state or party institutions of another local unit  (coded Y or N); ETHTARGET--an ethnic group (coded Y or N); ENTTARGET--enterprise management (coded Y or N); PROPTARGET--property (coded Y or N); and OTHTARGET--other target (coded Y or N). [Data type: C1]

Authorization by authorities (PERMITTED) [demonstrations only].  A variable reflecting whether permission was given by authorities to conduct the demonstration.  The data are not reliable, as this information often was not given in sources.  Coded as Y or N. [Data type:  C1].

Degree of coercion by authorities (VIOLEVEL) [demonstrations only].  A categorization summarizing the coercive measures taken by the authorities against demonstrators. The following coding was used:  0) no known coercion; 1) physical harassment of demonstrators by police or summoning of participants to police before or after event; 2) low-level coercion (sporadic arrests and/or injuries, defined as less than 10; 3) substantial coercion (defined as 10 to 75 arrests or 10 to 40 injuries); and 4) major violence by authorities (defined as more than 75 arrests or more than 40 injuries). [Data type: N1.0]

Number of arrests (ARRESTNUM).  The number of participants detained by the police or subjected to sanctions by the authorities in any way (either before, during, or after the event) for their participation in the event.  For demonstrations information on arrests appeared systematically in sources; for mass violent events it was reported sporadically.  Coded -1 in cases in which arrests appeared to have taken place but the number was unknown. [Data type:  N4.0]

Punishment of those arrested (SANCTIONS) [for demonstrations only].  A four-level categorization of the sanctions imposed by the state against those arrested, coded in the following way:  0) no known sanctions imposed (quickly released); 1) fines imposed, or participant fired from work or expelled from city; 2) minor imprisonment (less than 60 days); 3) major imprisonment (60 days or more). [Data type: N1.0]

Number of injured at event (INJUREDNUM, DEMINJURED, POLINJURED).  The number of injuries (both to participants and to law-enforcement personnel) as a result of the event.  For demonstrations only, an attempt was made to separate injuries to participants and to police, although in most cases it was not possible to separate the two.  Thus, the DEMINJURED and POLINJURED variables are inaccurate, whereas the INJUREDNUM variable is more reliable, though reported measures of injuries in sources often consisted of only those injured participants who subsequently asked for medical assistance rather than all participants who were injured.
 Coded -1 in cases where injuries were reported but precise numbers were missing.  [Data type: N4.0, N4.0, N3.0]

Number of deaths at event (DEATHSNUM, DEMDEATHS, POLDEATHS).  The number of deaths  (both among participants and law-enforcement personnel) as a result of the event.  For demonstrations only, an attempt was made to separate participant deaths from police deaths, though again the separated data were not accurate enough to utilize.  Coded -1 in cases where deaths occurred but precise numbers were missing.  [Data type: N3.0, N3.0, N2.0]

Degree of intensity of mass violence (VIOLEVEL) [for mass violent events only].  A 5-point interval scale adapted from other studies of mass violence
 that reflects the human and property damage inflicted by mass violence.  The following guidelines were used in coding.  A score of 1.0 was given to an event in which a group materialized with clear intention to inflict violence but was demobilized before any violence was committed.  A score of 1.5 was given to an event in which violence was committed but incurred no human casualties and little property damage.  In coding all other cases information about human casualties was given first priority.  Scores of 1.6 through 2.5 corresponded to events involving 1 to 10 casualties, 2.6 to 3.5 to events involving 11 to 15 casualties, 3.6 to 4.9 to events involving 16 to 39 casualties, and 5.0 to events involving 40 or more casualties.  If no information on the number of human casualties was available, information on damage to property was used to scale the event, with scores of 1.6 to 2.5 referring to various levels of minor property damage, 2.6 to 3.5 to serious property damage, 3.6 to 4.9 to major property damage, and 5.0 to significant destruction over a wide area. [Data type: N3.1]

Technological level of weaponry (WEAPONLEV) [mass violent events only].  The sophistication of weaponry was classified into four levels, based on the highest level of weaponry utilized in an event:  1) rudimentary (fists, sticks, knives, stones, etc.); 2) small firearms and homemade explosives; 3) automatic weapons; and 4) sophisticated weaponry (rockets, tanks, helicopter gunships, armored personnel carriers, etc.). [Data type: N1.0]

Categorization flags (ETHNOFLAG, SECFLAG, CONSECFLAG, REPSEPFLAG, EXPANDFLAG, NOEXPFLAG, OTHTERFLAG, LINGFLAG, NOLINGFLAG, NATSOCFLAG, NONATFLAG, OPENFLAG, ECONFLAG) [demonstrations only]. These represent flags used for aggregating the data based on the types of demands put forth at demonstrations.  The following list provides a definition of the flag and the demand codes which were utilized for categorization (see the code list for demands in Attachment 3 for the meaning of specific demand codes).  ETHNOFLAG--protest over ethnonationalist issues (demand codes 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 71, 78, 82, 83, 85, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 114, 120, 122, 138, 144, 146, 150, 155, 156, 157, 158, 164, 166, 168, 169, 175, 176, 177, 188, 190, 191, 192, 193, 200, 204, 205, 206, 210, 213, 216, 217, 219, 220, 221, 223, 225, 227, 228, 231, 232, 234, 235, 236, 239, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 255, 257, 259, 273, 274, 275, 278, 279, 281, 282, 283, 284, 285, 289, 293, 296, 303, 304, 305, 306, 310, 311, 315, 316, 317, 318, 322, 325, 326, 327, 330, 334, 336, 342, 347, 348, 352, 354, 355, 359, 360, 361, 362, 368, 371, 375, 376, 378, 381, 382, 383, 386, 388, 389, 399, 400, 401, 413, 415, 416, 419, 420, 421, 422, 423, 424, 425, 429, 432, 433, 437, 443, 453, 454, 456, 458, 462, 464, 467, 473, 475, 476, 482, 486, 487, 488, 491).  SECFLAG--protest in favor of secession from the USSR (demand codes 17, 26, 31, 59, 104, 122, 243, 244, 305, 310, 311, 347, 367, 368, 371, 401 [if STARTDATE<=2/31/91]). CONSECFLAG--protest against secession from the USSR (demand codes 20, 32, 95, 177, 200, 315). REPSEPFLAG--protest in favor of separation of a territory from a union republic (demand codes 107, 109, 401, 423, 425, 482). EXPANDFLAG--protest in favor of irridentist claims (demand codes 34, 383, 399, 419, 458, 487).  NOEXPFLAG--protest against irridentist claims (demand codes 35, 82, 330, 443).  OTHTERFLAG--protest over other territorial issues (demand codes  33, 36, 51, 58, 93, 100, 188, 220, 327, 361, 420, 464, 488). LINGFLAG--protest in favor of change in linguistic and cultural policies (demand codes 24, 91, 92, 110, 138, 424).  NOLINGFLAG--protest against change in linguistic and cultural policies (demand codes 25, 90, 150). NATSOCFLAG--protest in favor of other efforts to nationalize society (demand codes 18, 27, 29, 55, 103, 191, 231, 232, 236, 242, 304, 336, 400, 462).  NONATFLAG--protest against other efforts to nationalize society (demand codes 57, 83, 89, 146, 150, 422). OPENFLAG--protest in favor of liberalization of the state (demand codes 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 14, 16, 22, 43, 70, 72, 73, 77, 79, 88, 96, 105, 106, 112, 113, 115, 116, 118, 123, 130, 143, 154, 162, 183, 198, 199, 201, 212, 224, 229, 237, 240, 249, 267, 270, 272, 276, 309, 320, 341, 358, 363, and 74, 215 if STARTDATE<=09/01/91).  ECONFLAG--protest over economic and class issues (demand codes 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 57, 62, 97, 129, 131, 134, 135, 155, 161, 170, 173, 185, 222, 230, 248, 262, 264, 298, 319, 340, 346, 349, 353, 359, 390, 391, 394, 395, 418, 428, 439, 442, 450, 451, 455, 461, 465, 474, 477, 483, 485). 

Categorization flags (ETHNATFLAG, REPBORFLAG, SECFLAG) [mass violent events only]. These represent flags used for aggregating the data on mass violent events based on the ostensible causes of these events.  The following list provides a definition of the flag and the cause codes which were utilized for categorization (see the code list for ostensible causes of mass violent events in Attachment 4 for the meaning of specific demand codes).

ETHNATFLAG--violence over ethnonationalist issues (cause code numbers  501, 502, 504, 508, 512, 518, 519, 523, 524, 525, 529, 531, 533, 534, 537, 541, 542, 543, 547, 549, 552, 553, 558, 560, 572, 581 or EVENTTYPE=1, 4 or ETHTARGET=Y).  REPBORFLAG--violence over the altering borders between republics (cause code numbers 534,  581).  SECFLAG--violence over secession from the USSR (cause code numbers 525, 547, 549).

Table 1.1:  Size of Protest Demonstrations

in the Former USSR, 1987-1992
NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS

# OF EVENTS  
PERCENT
<100





   n.a.


  n.a.

100-999




  2,560   
  
 38.4%

1,000-4,999 




  2,035  

 30.5%

5,000-9,999 




    781 


 11.7%

10,000-19,999 



    402      

  6.0%

20,000-29,999 



    208


  3.1%

30,000-49,999




    211      

  3.2%

50,000-99,999




    189      

  2.8%

100,000-199,999



    122      

  1.8%

200,000-499,999



    118      

  1.8%

Greater than 500,000



     37


  0.6%

TOTAL 




  6,663


 100%
Attachment 1.  Territorial Codes
[]=republics

()=territorial zones

xxx.=province

RSFSR [01]


Northern Region (01)

001. Karelian ASSR


002. Komi ASSR


003. Arkhangel'sk


004. Vologda


005. Murmansk


Northwest Region (02)

006. Novgorod


007. Pskov


Leningrad Region (03) 


008. Leningrad


Central Region (04)

009. Briansk


010. Vladimir


011. Ivanovo


012. Kalinin


013. Kostroma


014. Orel


015. Riazan'


016. Smolensk


017. Tula


018. Yaroslav


Moscow Region (05)

019. Moscow


Volga-Viatsk Region (06)

020. Mari ASSR


021. Mordvinian ASSR


022. Chuvash ASSR


023. Gor'kii


024. Kirov


Central Black-Earth Region (07)

025. Belgorod


026. Voronezh


027. Kursk


028. Lipetsk


029. Tambov


Volga Region (08)

030. Kalmyk ASSR


031. Tatar ASSR


032. Astrakhan


033. Volgograd


034. Kuibyshev


035. Penza


036. Saratov


037. Ul'ianov


Northern Caucasus (09)

038. Dagestan ASSR


039. Kabardino-Balkar ASSR


040. Northern Ossetian ASSR


041. Chechen-Ingush ASSR


042. Krasnodar krai


043. Stavropol krai


044. Rostov


Urals (10)

045. Bashkir ASSR


046. Udmurt ASSR


047. Kurgan


048. Orenburg


049. Perm


050. Sverdlovsk


051. Cheliabinsk


Western Siberia (11)

052. Altai krai


053. Kemerovo


054. Novosibirsk


055. Omsk


056. Tomsk


057. Tiumen'


Eastern Siberia (12)

058. Buriat ASSR


059. Tuva ASSR


060. Krasnoiarsk krai


061. Irkutsk


062. Chita


Far East (13) 


063. Yakut ASSR


064. Primorskii krai


065. Khabarovsk krai


066. Amur


067. Kamchatka


068. Magadan


069. Sakhalin


Other

070. Kaliningrad

Ukraine [02]


Donetsk--Dniepr Region (14) 


071. Voroshilovgrad


072. Dnepropetrovsk


073. Donetsk


074. Zaporozh'e


075. Kirovograd


076. Poltava


077. Sumi


078. Khar'kov


Southwest District (15)

079. Vinnitsa


080. Volynia


081. Zhitomir


082. Transcarpathian


083. Ivano-Franko


084. Kiev


085. L'vov


086. Rovno


087. Ternopol'


088. Khmel'nitskii


089. Cherkassy


090. Chernigov


091. Chernovitsa


Southern Region (16)

092. Crimea


093. Nikolaev


094. Odessa


095. Kherson

Belorussia [03] (17)


096. Brest


097. Vitebsk


098. Gomel'


099. Grodno


100. Minsk


101. Mogilev

Lithuania [04] (18) 102.

Latvia [05] (18) 103.





(18)=Baltic

Estonia [06] (18) 104.

Georgia [07] (19)


105. Abkhaz ASSR


106. Adzhar ASSR


107. Southern Ossetian AO


108. Georgia (non-ASSR/AO)


(19)=Transcaucasus

Armenia [08] (19) 109.

Azerbaidzhan [09] (19)


110. Nakhichevan ASSR


111. Nagorno-Karabakh AO


112. Azerbaidzhan (non-ASSR/AO)

Moldavia [10] (20) 113.

Kazakhstan [11] (21)


114. Aktiubinsk


115. Alma-Ata


116. Eastern Kazakhstan


117. Gur'ev


118. Dzhambul'


119. Dzhezkazgan


120. Karaganda


121. Kzyl'-Orda


122. Kokchetava


123. Kustanai





(21)=Central Asia


124. Mangyshlak


125. Pavlodar


126. Northern Kazakhstan


127. Semipalatinsk


128. Taldy-Kurgan


129. Turgai


130. Urals


131. Tselinograd


132. Chimkent

Uzbekistan [12] (21)


133. Karakalpak ASSR


134. Andizhan


135. Bukhara


136. Dzhizak


137. Kashkadar'in


138. Navoi


139. Namangan


140. Samarkand


141. Surkhandar'in


142. Syrdar'in


143. Tashkent


144. Fergana


145. Khorezm

Kirgizia [13] (21)


146. Issyk-Kul'


147. Naryn


148. Osh


149. Talas


150. Kirgizia--Other

Tadzhikistan [14] (21)


151. Kuliab


152. Kurgan-Tiubinsk


153. Leninabad


154. Tadzhikistan--Other

Turkmenia [15] (21)


155. Ashkhabad


156. Krasnovodsk


157. Maryi


158. Tashauz


159. Chardzhoi

Attachment 2.  Coding for Nationality of Participants

 0.  Pan-national in character


 1.  Russians


 2.  Ukrainians


 3.  Uzbeks


 4.  Belorussians


 5.  Kazakhs


 6.  Volga Tatars


 7.  Azerbaidzhanis


 8.  Armenians


 9.  Georgians


10.  Moldavians


11.  Tadzhiks


12.  Lithuanians


13.  Turkmens


14.  Germans


15.  Kirgiz


16.  Jews


17.  Chuvash


18.  Latvians


19.  Bashkirs


20.  Mordvinians


21.  Poles


22.  Estonians


23.  Chechens


24.  Udmurts


25.  Mari


26.  Ossetians


27.  Avars


28.  Koreans


29.  Lezgins


30.  Crimean Tatars


31.  Buriats


32.  Yakuts


33.  Komi


34.  Kabardinians


35.  Karakalpaks


36.  Uighurs


37.  Ingush


38.  Gagauzy


39.  Tuvinians


40.  Kalmyks


41.  Karelians


42.  Karachai


43.  Kurds


44.  Meskhetian Turks


45.  Abkhaz


46.  Peoples of the North


47.  Other


48.  Unknown


49.  Only one nationality involved

Attachment 3.  Demands Codes for Non-Violent Demonstrations
  0.  Unknown

  1.  For End of Monopoly of CPSU (For Multi-Party System)

  2.  Violent Overthrow of Political System (USSR)

  3.  Freedom of Expression (Rights of Speech/Press/Demonstration)

  4.  Freedom of Association and Organization

  5.  Release of Political Prisoners

  6.  General Legal Reform

  7.  For Alternative/Local or Boycott of Military Service

  8.  Against Police Repression

  9.  Reform of Electoral Processes

 10.  Democratization of Political Institutions

 11.  Election of Specific Candidate

 12.  Removal of Specific Officials

 13.  Protest Against Corruption by Specific Officials

 14.  Commemoration of Victims of Stalinism

 15.  Commemoration of National Events of the Past

 16.  Commemoration of Constitution Day or Human Rights Movement

 17.  Protest of Annexation of Territory to USSR or Russia

 18.  Preservation of Historical Monuments

 19.  Restoration of National Symbols of Past

 20.  Preservation of Soviet State Symbols

 21.  Ecological Demands

 22.  Religious Freedom

 23.  Return of Church Property

 24.  Preserve or Extend Non-Russian Linguistic or Cultural Rights   

 25.  Maintenance of Status of Russian Language

 26.  Redefinition of Citizenship Along National Lines

 27.  Racist or Violently Nationalist Demands

 28.  Protection of Ethnic Group Against Physical or Verbal Attack

 29.  Limit Migration to Region

 30.  Creation of National Military Units

 31.  In Favor of Secession from USSR

 32.  Against Secession from USSR

 33.  Sovereignty for Union Republic

 34.  In Favor of Irridentist Claims

 35.  Opposed to Irridentist Claims

 36.  Upgrade Federal Status of Administrative Unit

 37.  Unspecified or Other Nationalist Demands

 38.  Raise in Wages

 39.  Improve Working Conditions

 40.  Decentralize Economic Administration

 41.  Provide More Consumer Goods

 42.  Provide Better Housing

 43.  Democratize Selection of Administrative Bodies

 44.  Curb Rising Prices

 45.  Provide Employment

 46.  Place Restrictions on Private Enterprise or Cooperatives

 47.  Greater Development of Cooperative Movement

 48.  Other Economic or Social Demands

 49.  Right of Emigration from Country

 50.  Right to Return to Homeland

 51.  Creation of Autonomous Federal Unit

 52.  For Punishing Violent Actions Against Ethnic Group Members

 53.  Mourning for Victims of Interethnic Violence

 54.  Solidarity with Separatist Demands of Other Nationalities

 55.  Representation of Nationality in Elite Posts

 56.  Against Punishing Those Involved in Interethnic Violence

 57.  Against Ethnic Discrimination in Workplace

 58.  Greater Economic Autonomy for Republic

 59.  Right of Republic to Separate Representation Abroad

 60.  Right of Local Residence (propiska) 

 61.  Speed Pace of Reform

 62.  Against Special Privileges for Bureaucracy

 63.  Coverage of Issues in Media

 64.  Mourning for Victims of Recent Regime Violence

 65.  Withdrawal of Soviet Troops from Afghanistan 

 66.  Against Youth Gangs 

 67.  Call for General Strike

 68.  Continue Strike

 69.  Declare End to General Strike

 70.  General Human Rights Demands

 71.  Commemoration of Victims of Nazi Atrocities

 72.  In Support of Andrei Sakharov

 73.  In Support of Gdlian and Ivanov

 74.  In Support of Boris Yel'tsin

 75.  Religious Service

 76.  Call for Boycott of Elections

 77.  Rehabilitation of Those Repressed Under Brezhnev

 78.  Against Neo-Nazis

 79.  Solidarity With Victims of April 1989 Tbilisi Massacres

 80.  Solidarity with Armenian Demands on Nagorno-Karabakh

 81.  Improve Disaster Relief

 82.  Against Separation of Territory from Republic

 83.  Against Discrimination Against Members of Ethnic Group

 84.  Resignation of Entire Local/Republican Government

 85.  Withdrawal of Soviet Army from Republic

 86.  Against Proposed Changes to USSR Constitution

 87.  Change Place Names

 88.  End Martial Law

 89.  Against Restriction on Migration to Republic

 90.  Against Making Language of Other Group the Official Language

 91.  Make Language of Group the Official Language

 92.  For Change of Alphabets

 93.  Eliminate Autonomous Status of Territorial Subunit

 94.  Improve Conditions for Refugees

 95.  Against Redefinition of Republican Citizenship Rights

 96.  Legalize Uniate Church

 97.  Improve Social Conditions

 98.  Other Anti-Military Demand (Close Military Base or Training)

 99.  Against Anti-Semitic Russian Nationalists

100.  Against Creation of Autonomous Federal Subunit for Minority

101.  Against USSR Special Administration in Nagorno-Karabakh

102.  Commemoration of Victims of 1933 Ukrainian Famine

103.  Expulsion of Exiled Caucasian Nationalities

104.  Publication or Renunciation of Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact

105.  Punish Those Responsible for April 1989 Tbilisi Massacres

106.  Return of Citizenship to Paruir Airikian

107.  Siberian Regional Separatism

108.  End Blockade of Group's Territory

109.  For Separation of Territory from Republic

110.  Increase Russian Influence Over Institutions of Culture

111.  Against Factory-Based Elections

112.  End to Party and Political Controls Over Education

113.  Speed Pace of Destalinization

114.  Free Movement Across Borders

115.  In Memory of Andrei Sakharov

116.  Protest of Crackdown in China

117.  Recall of Deputies to Congress of People's Deputies

118.  In Support of Yuri Afanas'ev

119.  Attention to Problems of Afghan Veterans

120.  Commemoration of Murder of Tsar

121.  Commemoration of Victims of Red Terror

122.  Destruction or Denigration of Soviet State Symbols

123.  Dissolution of Komsomol

124.  In Support of CPSU

125.  In Support of Soviet Army

126.  End to Nuclear Testing

127.  For Nuclear Disarmament

128.  For Introduction of Martial Law

129.  For Introduction of Private Property and Market Reforms

130.  For Right to Strike or Independent Trade Unions

131.  Improve Work Benefits

132.  Restrict Consumption or Sale of Alcoholic Beverages

133.  Against Racketeers

134.  For Greater Income Equality

135.  Greater Representation for Working Class in Legislatures

136.  Investigation into Local Accident, Poisoning, or Disease

137.  Commemoration of War Veterans                         

138.  Other Linguistic/Cultural Demands

139.  Other Foreign-Policy-Related Protest

140.  Solidarity With Demands of Other Group

141.  Other Conservative Demands

142.  Other Territorial Dispute

143.  Other Liberal Demands

144.  Against Rukh

145.  Admission of Soviet Role in Katyn Massacres                 

146.  Against Azerbaidzhani Assimilationist Policies              

147.  Against Cancellation of Rock Concert                        

148.  Against Combining Local Party and Government Posts

149.  Against Coverage of Issues by Foreign Media

150.  Against Creation of Georgian Division of University         

151.  Against Creation of Vigilante Groups Aiding Police          

152.  Against Destruction of KGB or Party Archives

153.  Against Domination of Legislature by Conservative Forces

154.  Against Falsification of Electoral Results

155.  Against Foreign Workers

156.  Against Formation of Interfront                             

157.  Against Gorbachev's Reaction to Baltic Separatism           

158.  Against Greater Economic Sovereignty for Republic           

159.  Against Independent Republican Communist Party

160.  Against Influence of Former Communists Within Government

161.  Against Introduction of Market Reforms

162.  Against Introduction of Martial Law

163.  Against Leadership of Rival Social Movement Organization

164.  Against Legalization of Uniate Church                       

165.  Against Lenin and Leninism                                  

166.  Against Meeting Between NKAO and Azerbaidzhani Deputies     

167.  Against Military Mobilization

168.  Against Opening of Polish Consulate                         

169.  Against Participation in Foreign Festival with RSFSR        

170.  Against Party Privileges

171.  Against Perestroika                                         

172.  Against Persecution of Meskhetian Turks                     

173.  Against Private Ownership                                  

174.  Against Reassignment to Area of Interethnic Conflict

175.  Against Resettlement of Meskhetian Turks in Georgia         

176.  Against Resettlement of Refugees to Area

177.  Against Reunification with Romania

178.  Against Revival of Fascism

179.  Against Selection of CP First Secretary as Repub. President

180.  Against Soviet Troops Seizing Property/Premises

181.  Against Special Presidential Powers

182.  Against Split in Lithuanian Communist Party                 

183.  Against the CPSU

184.  Against the Democrats

185.  Against Transfer of Property to Conservative Forces

186.  Against Treatment of Turkish Minority in Bulgaria           

187.  Against U.S. Policy Towards Immigration                      

188.  Against Upgrading Status of Federal Subunit                 

189.  Against Use of Violence by Members of Movement

190.  Against Violence Against Ethnic Group Member Within Military

191.  Against Western Influence in Russia

192.  Aid for Refugees from Interethnic Conflict

193.  Aid to Russians in the Baltic                               

194.  Anniversary of Birth of Nestor Makhno                       

195.  Appeal for International Assistance

196.  Boycott of Fall Cotton Campaign                             

197.  Call for Convening Constituent Assembly

198.  Call for Elections for USSR President

199.  Call for Elections to Republican/Local Government

200.  Call for Military Intervention Against Republic Authorities 

201.  Call for New Elections to the USSR Legislature

202.  Call for New Government of Opposition Forces

203.  Call for Strike

204.  Celebration of Armenian Deaths in Earthquake                

205.  Celebration of Release of Karabakh Committee Leaders        

206.  Change Economic Plans for Republic                          

207.  Change in Leadership and Policies of Rustaveli Society      

208.  Change Leadership of CPSU Central Bodies

209.  Commemoration of 1962 Novocherkassk Massacres            

210.  Commemoration of Death of Nationalist Leader

211.  Commemoration of Khrushchev's Birthday                     

212.  Commemoration of Recent Regime Repression

213.  Commemoration of Self-Immolation by Nationalist             

214.  Commemoration of Victims of Chernobyl Accident              

215.  Commemoration of Victims of Communist Regime

216.  Commemoration of Victims of Feb. 1988 Sumgait Massacres     

217.  Commemoration of Victims of Nationalist Movements of Past

218.  Concerning Religious Views of Newly-Elected Mufti           

219.  Concerning Situation in Southern Ossetia                    

220.  Control over Local Water or Land Resources                  

221.  Creation of Alternative National Legislature

222.  Curtail Export of Goods from Region

223.  Defense of Republican Government Against Overthrow

224.  Disband the KGB

225.  Discussion of Abkhaz Situation                              

226.  Discussion of Congress of People's Deputies                 

227.  Discussion of Problems of Small Nations                     

228.  End Aid to Other Republics                                  

229.  Eliminate Party Committees in Workplace or Govt Institutions

230.  Examine Issues of Quality of Production at Plant            

231.  Expulsion of Armenians

232.  Expulsion of Other Ethnic Group

233.  For a Meeting with Ryzhkov                                  

234.  For a New Agreement of Union for the USSR                   

235.  For a Referendum on Republican Independence

236.  For a Renaissance of Russian Civilization

237.  For Access to Media

238.  For Construction of Church by Local Government

239.  For Creation of New USSR Government on Confederal Principles

240.  For Direct Election of President

241.  For Discipline and Order in the Country

242.  For Encouraging Russian Emigration from Republic

243.  For Exit of Russia from the USSR

244.  For Foreign Recognition of Republican Independence

245.  Against Foreign Interference in Republic's Affairs

246.  Against Cotton Monoculture in Republic

247.  For Independent Communist Party Around Territorial Unit

248.  For Introduction of Rationing Cards for Food

249.  For Liquidating Local Party Committees                      

250.  For Military Reform

251.  For Openness in Police Investigation

252.  For Police Protection Against Violent Crime

253.  For Power-Sharing Between Regime and Opposition

254.  For Resignation of Ryzhkov Government

255.  For Restoring Diplomatic Relations with Israel

256.  For Transfer of CPSU Property

257.  For Transfer of USSR Property to Republican Government

258.  For Unity of Opposition Forces

259.  For Unity of Turkic Peoples                                 

260.  Forbid Sale of Pork

261.  Greater Economic Development of Region

262.  Implementation of July 1989 Agreement with Miners           

263.  Improve Care for Victims of April 1989 Tbilisi Massacres    

264.  Improve City Transport                                       

265.  Against Specific Candidate in Election

266.  In Defense of Lenin and Leninism

267.  In Support of Democratic Russia

268.  In Support of Gagauz Demands for Autonomous Republic        

269.  In Support of Gorbachev                                     

270.  In Support of Interregional Group of Deputies               

271.  In Support of Islamic Revolution in Iran

272.  In Support of Novodvorskaia

273.  In Support of Rukh

274.  In Support of Sadam Hussein

275.  In Support of Stalin

276.  In Support of the Democratic Platform

277.  In Support of the Ryzhkov Government

278.  Increased Ties with Iran                                    

279.  Inter-national Harmony                                      

280.  Introduce Obligatory Religious Education in Schools

281.  Investigation into Death of Nationalist Activist            

282.  Legalization of Ukrainian Autocephalous Orthodox Church     

283.  Local Control Over Economic Resources

284.  Mourning for Cardinal Sheptitskii                           

285.  Mourning for Merab Kostava                                  

286.  Mourning for Troops Killed in Interethnic Violence

287.  Mourning for Victims of 1988 Armenian Earthquake            

288.  Other Religious Protest

289.  Prevent Orphans from Being Sent Beyond Republic's Borders   

290.  Protection Against Physical Attack

291.  In Support of the Police

292.  Protest of Regime Violence Against Fellow Muslims

293.  Protesting Armed Forces Actions Against Ethnic Group Members

294.  Protesting Armed Forces Behavior in Territory

295.  Punish Those Engaged in Strikes                             

296.  Punish Those Fanning National Hatred                        

297.  Punishment of Those Involved in Stalin's Crimes             

298.  Raise the Price of Cotton                                   

299.  Recall of Republican Supreme Soviet Deputies                

300.  Recognition of Strike Committee

301.  Release of Hostages

302.  Removal of Gorbachev                                        

303.  Removal of Republican Armed Forces from Territory

304.  Remove Monument to Yakov Sverdlov                           

305.  Renunciation of Soviet Citizenship

306.  Republican Control Over the KGB

307.  Resignation of Ligachev                                     

308.  Resignation of Mufti

309.  Restore Citizenship to Political Exiles                     

310.  Reunification with Iran                                     

311.  Reunification with Romania

312.  Reveal Truth About the Aftermath of Chernobyl Accident      

313.  Solidarity with Palestinians                                

314.  Solidarity with Romanian Revolution                         

315.  Support of Soviet State Symbols

316.  Violent Threats Against Border Guards

317.  Withdrawal of all Troops from Transcaucasia

318.  Against Repeal of Jackson-Vanik Amendment

319.  Against Sale of Land

320.  Against Political Abuse of Psychiatry

321.  For Better Hospital Care

322.  Close Tunnel Connecting Northern and Southern Ossetia

323.  Recall of Deputies to USSR Legislature

324.  Solidarity with East European Anti-Communist Revolutions

325.  Against Activities of Cossack Groups

326.  Against Activities of Foreign Companies in Republic

327.  Against Attempt to Eliminate Ethnic-Based Federal Unit         

328.  Against Banning of Communist Party

329.  Against Barriers to Trade Between Republics

330.  Against Breakup of Territorial Unit Along Ethnic Lines

331.  Against Boris Yel'tsin                                         

332.  Against Democratic Russia

333.  Against Dudaev

334.  Against Economic Union Based on Newly-Independent States

335.  Against Factional Violence

336.  Against Foreign Control of Economy

337.  Against Gamsakhurdia

338.  Against Gavril Popov

339.  Against Independent Armed Groups                               

340.  Against Introduction of Ration Coupons                         

341.  Against January 1991 Crackdown in Lithuania                    

342.  Against Local Government Control of Economy

343.  Against Local Govt Support of State Emergency Committee

344.  Against Military Reassignment to Different Region of Country  

345.  Against Nezvorov                                               

346.  Against Nomenklatura Privatization

347.  Against Novo-Ogareva Agreement

348.  Against Participation in Commonwealth of Independent States

349.  Against Power and Influence of the Rich

350.  Against Prosecution of OMON Troops

351.  Against Removal of Lenin's Body From Mausoleum

352.  Against Republican Control Over Local Affairs                  

353.  Against Return of Property to Former Owners

354.  Against Russian Govt Interference in Local Affairs

355.  Against Russian Govt Interference in Republican Affairs

356.  Against Sadam Hussein

357.  Against Shevardnadze

358.  Against Seizure of Power by State Emergency Committee

359.  Against Transfer of Goods from Russia to Former Republics

360.  Against Transfer of Nuclear Weapons to Russia

361.  Against Transfer of Territory to Foreign Government

362.  Against Treaty with RSFSR

363.  Against Use of Military to Patrol Streets                      

364.  Against Violence by Military in Other Republic

365.  Against Western Support of Gorbachev                           

366.  Arrest Leaders of Other Nationality for Support of Coup

367.  Boycott of March 1991 Referendum on Future of USSR             

368.  Boycott of New Federal Treaty

369.  Boycott of Republican Referendum on Independence

370.  Call for Violence Against Regime Opponents

371.  Call for Vote Against Union in March 1991 Referendum           

372.  Commemoration of 1968 Soviet Invasion of Czechoslovakia        

373.  Commemoration of July 1989 Coal Miner Strikes

374.  Coverage of Issues in Foreign Media

375.  Creation of Presidency for Local Government

376.  Creation of Presidency for Republic

377.  Cut Military Spending

378.  For Participation in a Commonwealth of Independent States

379.  For a New Republican Constitution

380.  For Banning of Communist Party

381.  For Control of Russia Over Armed Forces

382.  For Creation of Russian Presidency

383.  For Defense of Russians Living Beyond Russia's Borders

384.  For Dissolution of USSR Congress of People's Deputies          

385.  For Dominance of Republican Parliament Over President

386.  For Increased Contact with Romania

387.  For Introduction of Islamic Government

388.  For Introduction of National Currency

389.  For Local Control Over Law-Enforcement Agencies

390.  For Lower Taxes

391.  For New Workers' Revolution                                    

392.  For Overthrow of Republican Government

393.  For Predominance of Legislative Over Executive Branches

394.  For Privatization of Enterprise

395.  For Privatization of Land

396.  For Protection or Extension of Islamic Symbols or Culture

397.  For Resignation of the Pavlov Government

398.  For Resignation of Republican President

399.  For Restoration of the Soviet Union

400.  For Russian Domination in Russia

401.  For Secession from USSR and from Republic

402.  In Support of Dudaev

403.  In Support of Gaidar Aliev

404.  In Support of Gamsakhurdia                                     

405.  In Support of General Makashov

406.  In Support of Local Head of Government

407.  In Support of Nezvorov

408.  In Support of Nikolai Ryzhkov

409.  In Support of Republican President

410.  In Support of Shevardnadze                                     

411.  In Support of State Emergency Committee

412.  In Support of Treaty with RSFSR

413.  In Support of Vladimir Zhirinovsky

414.  Mourning for Victims of Intra-ethnic Violence

415.  Other Monarchist Protest

416.  Protection of Ethnic Group Against Foreign Government

417.  Protesting Absence of Air Service

418.  Return Property Confiscated by Soviet Government

419.  Solidarity with Russian Separatists in Non-Russian Republics

420.  Sovereignty for Territorial Unit

421.  Against Discrimination Against Population of Locality

422.  For Full Citizenship Rights of Russian Minority in Republic

423.  For Introduction of Dual Citizenship

424.  Make Russian a Second State Language

425.  For Introduction of Local Citizenship

426.  Against Actions by Terrorist Groups

427.  Against Communist Influence in Post-Soviet Government

428.  Against Defense Conversion

429.  Against Foreign Recognition of Republican Government

430.  Against Gaidar Aliev

431.  Against Concessions Made to Opposition Forces

432.  Against Intervention by CIS Forces

433.  Against Intervention by Russian Military Forces

434.  Against Introduction of Presidential System of Government

435.  Against Islamic-Oriented Political Groups

436.  Against Kravchuk

437.  Against Republican Control Over Former Soviet Armed Forces

438.  Against Removal of Specific Official   
439.  Against Reorganization of Enterprise  

440.  Against Reorganization of Local Government

441.  Against Ruslan Khasbulatov

442.  Against Sale of Property to Foreigners

443.  Against Secession from the Russian Republic

444.  Against Transfer of CPSU Property  

445.  Against Transfer of Weapons from Russia to Former Republic

446.  Against Violence Against Fellow Muslims

447.  Against Violence Within Military

448.  Against Withdrawal of Soviet Army from Territory

449.  Against Yegor Gaidar

450.  Change Management 
451.  Change Pay System 

452.  Commemoration of August 1991 Coup
453.  Commemoration of Independent Statehood for Republic

454.  Defense of Local Government Against Overthrow

455.  For Cancellation of Enterprise Debt

456.  For Closer Ties with Russia

457.  For Continued Influence of Communists Over Local Government

458.  For Creation of New Russian Empire

459.  For Defense Conversion

460.  For Dominance of Executive Over Legislative Branches

461.  For Government Financial Support of Enterprise

462.  For Greater Efforts to Nationalize Post-Soviet State

463.  For Increased Investment in Region

464.  For Introduction of Federalism within Former Republic

465.  For Introduction of New Management Methods
466.  For Overthrow of Fidel Castro

467.  For Overthrow of Local Government

468.  For Punishing Negligence on the Part of Officials 

469.  For Removal of Lenin's Body from Mausoleum

470.  For Resignation of Khasbulatov

471.  For Restricting Activities of Western Religious Missionaries

472.  For Reversal of Court Decision

473.  For Russian Intervention in Other Republican Conflict

474.  For State Support of Cultural Activities

475.  For Use of Russian Ruble as Currency

476.  For Withdrawal of Republican Armed Forces

477.  For Worker-Owned Privatization

478.  In Support of Collective Farming

479.  In Support of Communist Control Over Post-Soviet Government

480.  In Support of Mutalibov

481.  In Support of Yegor Gaidar

482.  Local Control Over Former Soviet Armed Forces

483.  Payment of Wages Due 
484.  Punishment of Mutineers Against Local Government

485.  Raise Prices on Agricultural Goods

486.  Republican Control Over Former Soviet Armed Forces

487.  Territorial Claims Against Foreign State

488.  Against Transfer of Local Govt Territory to Republican Govt

489.  For Banning of Opposition Parties

490.  Against Mutalibov

491.  For Closer Economic Ties with Commonwealth

Attachment 4.  Codes for Ostensible Causes of Mass Violent Events
0.  Unknown

500.  High Prices Charged by Cooperatives1

501.  Discrimination Against Members of Ethnic Group

502.  Reaction to Punishing Those Involved in Interethnic Violence

503.  Reaction to Police Repression

504.  Anti-Armenian Slogans

505.  Anti-Pacifist Sentiments

506.  Arrests of Members of Ethnic Group

507.  Attempt to Prevent Meeting

508.  Attempt to Conduct Pogrom

509.  Blockade of Road

510.  Church Seizure

511.  Control Over Church Property

512.  Conflict over Cultural and Linguistic Policy

513.  Violence at Concert

514.  Shortages of Food/Consumer Goods

515.  Conflict over Prices

516.  Conflict at Marketplace

517.  Desecration of Religiously Sacred Places

518.  Desire for Autonomy from Republican Government

519.  Differences of Wealth Between Ethnic Groups

520.  Dispute over Water Rights

521.  Dispute over Control of Land

522.  Intoxication of Participants

523.  Interethnic Tensions

524.  Arrest of Participants in Interethnic Violence

525.  Ethnic Group Divided Across International Border

526.  Arrest of Participants in Non-Ethnic Violent Action

527.  Gang Fight

528.  Interpersonal Quarrel

529.  Tensions Arising from Migration of Group

530.  Seize Weapons

531.  Retribution for Violence Against Ethnic Group Members

532.  Resentment of Cooperatives

533.  Rumors of Violence Against Ethnic Group Members

534.  Attempt to Separate Territory from Republic

535.  Unemployment

536.  Animosity Towards Democrats

537.  Anti-Semitism

538.  Attempt To Confiscate Weapons

539.  Attempt to Free Hostage

540.  Attempt to Seize Power

541.  Brawl with Belorussian Students

542.  Change in Ethnic Composition of Local Leadership

543.  Attempt to Close Georgian School or Newspaper

544.  Desire for Dissolution of Komsomol

545.  Desire for Multi-Party Elections

546.  Desire for Resignation of Local/Republican Government

547.  Desire for Secession from USSR

548.  Desire to End Compulsory Military Service

549.  Desire to Prevent Secession from USSR

550.  Destruction of Statue of Soviet State Figure

551.  Enforcing Participation in Demonstration

552.  Failure of Government to Protect Ethnic Group Members

553.  Harm Meskhetian Turks Under State Protection

554.  Intimidation of Participants in Demonstration

555.  Poisonings Within Population

556.  Prevent USSR Troops from Intervening

557.  Protection of Statue to Soviet State Figure

558.  Racial Tensions

559.  Reaction Against Party Privileges

560.  Reaction to Violence Against Ethnic Group Members

561.  Retribution for Violence Against Local Residents

562.  Rivalry Between Competing Factions

563.  Shortage of Housing

564.  Treatment of Afghan Veterans

565.  Verbal Assaults

566.  Religious Conflict

567.  Desire to Travel Abroad

568.  Attempt to Prevent Seizure of Power

569.  Attempt to Resist Police Investigation

570.  Living Conditions

571.  Lack of Transportation Services

572.  Activity by Extremist Russian Nationalists

573.  Local Territorial Dispute

574.  Reaction to Price Rises.

575.  Desire for Intervention by Military in Interethnic Conflict

576.  Desire for Withdrawal of Former Soviet Troops

577.  Environmental Issues

578.  Attempt to Cross Border

579.  Coverage of Issues in Press

580.  Unspecified or Other Economic Causes

581.  Desire for Secession from Russia

999.  Other

Appendix I.

Sources Used in the Compilation of the Event Data


The problems presented by data collection about protest mobilization in the former Soviet Union are hardly unique; on the contrary, they are symptomatic of the broader issues involved as we move the relatively fixed framework of the state characteristic of North America and West Europe to apply methodologies of event analysis to the study of mobilizational waves elsewhere in the world.  Most analyses of mobilizational waves have been conducted within a West European or North American context--polities that have been relatively open to contestation in a comparative sense.  When we move to the second or third worlds, however, we walk upon a radically different political terrain.  These are often polities which have experienced massive violent repressions, with extensive restrictions on freedom of expression and internal security bureaucracies whose purpose is to prevent any manifestation of collective action.  This presents special problems for data collection and analysis--problems which make extension of event analysis beyond the advanced industrial democracies an especially demanding effort.


In the first place, police records, even if they were available, are highly politicized documents.  In the communist context, they reflect the mentality and biases of a security apparatus charged with extirpating all acts of dissidence, although an apparatus which ultimately failed in its mission.  Moreover, in the aftermath of regime change these records themselves are at the center of controversy, since they can be utilized too easily as weapons for political compromise and intrigue (not to mention their continued security value to post-communist governments).  Indeed, in the Baltic most local KGB records were transferred back to Moscow on the eve of the collapse of the USSR to prevent the unmasking of informers.  While party archives have been opened throughout much of the former Soviet Union, for the most part KGB records covering the post-Stalin period have not been available for scrutiny.  A report by the KGB to Gorbachev on mass disorders in the former Soviet Union during the 1956-1987 period has been published from the archives; its coverage of violent events was scanty, and it reported on few events not covered in dissident sources.
  By the end of 1990 Soviet researchers working with the civilian police were provided with daily reports on acts of mass protest; the analyses based on these reports covered a small part of the mobilizational cycle, were usually presented in index form rather than as event-counts, and failed to differentiate between types of events.  Of course, even if these records were available to Western researchers they would still raise reliability issues.  Not surprisingly, police estimates of the number of participants in demonstrations differed significantly from those found in the media, with the gap being larger during the early part of the mobilizational cycle.
  As experience elsewhere suggests, this was most likely due not only to police bias but also to overestimation by social movement activists, given the political uses of such figures.  We do know that the police during this period engaged in systematic disinformation efforts not only towards society, but also towards their own superiors.  Moreover, in some of the cases for which we have information police estimates of crowds so differed from those of multiple and independent Western eyewitnesses (not to mention those of social movement activists) as to be implausible.  Analysis of official Soviet strike statistics during the glasnost’ period similarly indicates significant under-reporting of strikes by official bureaucracies, perhaps an artifact of falsification of figures by local statistical collection agencies.
 


As a result, any analysis of mobilizational cycles in these societies must rely to a great extent on the press.  But press-based analysis within such a context presents special problems.  As the literature on social movements tells us, cycles of contestation are conditioned by shifts in the political opportunities facing populations--the opening of previously closed polities or the closing of previously open polities.  These are transitional societies.  The shift from repression to contestation, which in itself involves an explosion in the possibilities of public expression, makes it extremely difficult to base an analysis of mobilization on any single press source and necessitates casting a broader net of information gathering.  In the early stages of a mobilizational cycle in such societies, foreign, émigré, and underground (in the former Soviet Union, samizdat) publications are likely to be the most accessible and reliable sources of information about protest events.
  These, of course, contain their own biases.  But they do afford extensive coverage of events in this part of the mobilizational cycle.  Even in a country with the size and diversity of the former Soviet Union, extensive informational networks developed among dissident groups, fostered in part through acquaintance in the GULAG and in part through struggle against a common enemy. 


The attention of individual media sources to acts of protest changes over the course of a mobilizational cycle, and the explosion of events that characterizes a cycle makes it difficult for any single media source to cover events consistently.  The example of the newsletter Vesti iz SSSR, published from 1978 through 1990 by Kronid Liubarskii, demonstrates well the inability of any source to encompass the record of protest mobilization in a revolutionary period.  After his forced emigration from the USSR, Liubarskii was approached by several human rights organizations about establishing a central collection point for information about the human rights movement in the USSR.  This project eventually turned into Vesti iz SSSR, a bimonthly newsletter based in Munich on the human rights movement in the Soviet Union.  Relying on established networks of dissidents throughout the USSR, Vesti reported systematically on any act of protest that came to public attention during the late 1970s and early 1980s.  With these same networks in place, Vesti was well situated to report on protest events in the early part of the glasnost’ mobilizational cycle and became an outstanding news source on mobilizational acts of all kinds.  But in January 1990 Liubarskii decided to cease reporting on mass events entirely and to focus instead on bringing individual cases of human rights abuse to light.  As Liubarskii explained:

The geography of events has broadened, their scale and tempo increased.  Over the last few years the editor has tried to keep up with events, attempting to give, albeit in a condensed form, a full picture of what was going on in the country.  The bulletin has been constantly expanding.  More and more often the quantity of information has made it impossible to process the news quickly, meaning that we have had to put out double issues and forego the periodicity that we started out with. . . . It has become clear that to continue publication on the previous basis was simply physically impossible.  In any case the point of doing so has to a great extent disappeared.  A significant proportion of such information about events in the USSR has started appearing in numerous other publications, both samizdat and official, as well as in the foreign press.

As one Soviet journalist observed in the fall of 1989, “We are living in an extremely condensed historical period.  Social processes which earlier required decades now develop in a matter of months.”
  In such times events are extremely compact; they overwhelm and overtake the media, making it impossible to rely on any single source.


Moreover, throughout a cycle of mobilization the press (like the rest of the polity) is itself undergoing radical change.  Hundreds of publications of newly-emerging social movements spring up, and over the course of the cycle sources continue to emerge and die.  Whereas studies of protest mobilization in advanced industrial societies deal with an institutionalized press, making a single source study feasible,
 these conditions are absent in contexts where an independent press emerges concurrently with mobilization.   In the former Soviet Union the glasnost’ cycle of contention and the break-up of the country are associated with the death, transformation, and emergence of major news sources.  Figure A-1 portrays some indicators of the development of an independent press sector in the former Soviet Union during the glasnost’ years drawn from the holdings of the Arkhiv samizdata at Radio Liberty
 and a recurrent survey of the independent press conducted by the unofficial trade union SMOT.
  It shows how the evolution of the independent press sector followed broadly the patterns of the mobilizational cycle itself.  An independent press sector in the former Soviet Union emerged by the end of 1987, before the first major explosions in protest activity in early 1988, but did not develop on a significant scale until early 1989.  The relatively smooth rise in the number of independent publications in 1988 contrasts with the uneven development of protest activity, and the specific contours of publishing activity do not match those of media-covered protest events.  Both the organization of demonstrations and the organization of publications are elite activities that are strongly influenced by the openness of the political order.  While both followed much the same trajectory in the early part of the mobilizational cycle, closer examination reveals that independent press activity and the number of demonstrations varied independently of each other.  The heyday of the independent press was in 1989 and 1990, when hundreds of publications burst into existence, with many of these fly-by-night operations run by social movements.  Here again, while overall trends in publishing and protest activity were similar, the smooth rise of independent publishing contrasts sharply with the jagged profile of demonstrations.  The number of independent publications peaked at about the same time as the number of demonstrations in the mobilizational cycle (mid-1990).  Much like the fluidity within the social movement sector, the independent press sector was highly unstable, with publications appearing with great irregularity and, in many cases, disappearing as quickly as they had appeared.  By early 1991 the number of independent press publications began to decline sharply--due in part to financial and organizational difficulties, in part to a plaguing shortage of paper.  Indeed, on the eve of the breakup of the USSR in June 1991, there were fewer independent press publications than had been in existence in January 1989, with a sharp shift away from party and social movement publications toward commercial publications.  Although not covered in these figures, the drop in independent publishing activity did not alter significantly after the breakup of the USSR.  This shake-out within the independent press and the growing institutionali​zation of the press developed well after the institutionalization of protest mobilization in the wake of the 1990 elections.  Moreover, the organization of protest demonstrations largely continued apace despite the decline in independent publications. 

[FIGURE A-1 HERE]


While most scholars prefer a single set of newspaper sources that are available throughout the entire period of study to ensure consistency in coverage when constructing event data, the reality is that in a transitional or revolutionary society these conditions are rarely met.  Indeed, in a transitional society the best strategy available to a researcher is likely to be a “blanketing” strategy, utilizing multiple sources and multiple types of information whenever they are available.  Tarrow speaks of the “fetish of thoroughness” in event analysis.
  This obsession may be irrational within a context in which a free press is institutionalized.  But within a transitional society some attempt to simulate thoroughness is a necessary condition of event analysis.  In the former Soviet Union, for instance, coverage of protest events by any single source was confined to a particular part of the mobilizational cycle.  As Table A.1 indicates, even the best sources of information report on only a fraction of the events that we know about in the periods that they cover, and most cover only limited parts of the mobilizational cycle.
  Of the events studied for this book, only 43.3 percent of demonstrations and 33.3 percent of mass violent events were reported on in more than one source; this highlights the lack of duplication in press coverage across sources for a significant number of events and the need to use multiple and disparate types of sources in order to gain a reasonably accurate record of what occurred.  In those cases in which duplication of reporting occurred, disparate news sources often added significant information about an event that otherwise would have been lost, allowing in the end for a greater consistency of analysis across cases.  For this project, over 150 different news sources were examined, including not only Western newspaper, wire service, and U.S. government sources, but also a wide variety émigré publications, central and local Soviet newspapers, and unofficial samizdat sources, including Russian-language newspapers of opposition political movements throughout the former Soviet Union, source material drawn from unofficial libraries and archives in Moscow, unofficial wire services, and source material drawn from Radio Liberty’s Arkhiv samizdata in Munich.  

[TABLE A.1 HERE]


We can get some idea of the gains in accuracy obtained from a multiple-source media sample by comparing the sample used in this study with others based on subsets of sources.  Philip Roeder based a cursory examination of nationalist mobilization in the early glasnost’ period (September 1985-August 1989) on a reading of The New York Times and Radio Liberty’s Report on the USSR.  Excluding Russians within the RSFSR from his analysis, he found a total of 84 demonstrations with over 10 thousand participants, 45 of which had over 100 thousand participants.
  By contrast, the multiple-source media sample used for this study includes 386 events with at least 10 thousand participants that fit these criteria during the same period, 150 of which had at least 100 thousand participants.  Of course, for some kinds of analysis one might not care about missing so many large demonstrations, particularly if one is interested in tracking protest over years and decades rather over months.
  But if we are interested in comparing patterns of mobilization among subgroups of a population or tracking the rise of protest within a mobilizational cycle, Roeder’s two-source sample becomes grossly inadequate.  Table A.2 presents a comparison by nationality between the Roeder sample and the multiple-source sample used in this study.  As is evident, patterns of demonstrations with over 100 thousand participants by nationality are not that radically different, with the exception of the Georgians, whose mobilization is underestimated in the Roeder sample.  When we examine demonstrations with 10 thousand or more participants, however, the samples are drastically dissimilar.  If we were interested only in patterns of very large demonstrations among subgroups of a population, then a single- or two-source sample might be sufficient for some purposes.  Most studies of protest, however, do not limit themselves to events with over 100 thousand participants.

[TABLE A.2 HERE]


Figure A-2 illustrates some of the time-dependent biases that emerge from relying on a single-source sample of Soviet protest--in this particular case, Foreign Broadcast Information Service, Daily Report [FBIS].  This source is published by the U.S. government and provides extensive coverage of events in the former Soviet Union.  It is probably the most accessible source to Western researchers, and one which provides considerable coverage of protest events.  However, the picture one would obtain by relying solely on this source is significantly different than what one receives when using multiple sources.  Using FBIS,
 one would conclude that the number of demonstrations increased steadily over the glasnost’ period and peaked after the breakup of the USSR, whereas using a multiple-source sample the peak in demonstrations occurs in 1990.  Not surprisingly, coverage of smaller demonstrations in FBIS was worse than coverage of larger demonstrations; whereas 33.9 percent of demonstrations with less than 30 thousand participants covered in the multiple-source sample were also covered in FBIS, 44.4 percent of those with 30 thousand or more participants were.  Still, FBIS provided coverage of only 37.7 percent of demonstrations with 100 to 199 thousand participants, 40.7 percent of those with 200 thousand to 499 thousand participants, and 45.9 percent of those with 500 thousand or more participants that were recorded in the multiple-source sample.  Moreover, coverage of the early part of the protest cycle is almost completely absent in FBIS (both for demonstrations and mass violent events).  As one might expect, it took some time before FBIS selectors began paying attention to protest activities.  Indeed, by the account that one would glean from a careful analysis FBIS materials, significant mass violence did not begin in the USSR until mid-1989, whereas using other sources we know that several major waves of violence had already occurred by that time.  Finally, mass violent events are poorly covered in 1991 and early 1992 by FBIS as other events came to attract the attention of selectors; this would lead a researcher to underestimate mass violence during this critical period of the breakup of the USSR.  These patterns of coverage are largely explicable by bureaucratic routine, the difficulties of news gathering from this part of the world, and the demands for particular types of news coming from government agencies.  They demonstrate once again the hazards of relying on any single source to analyze a mobilizational cycle in a transitional society. 

[FIGURE A-2 HERE]


Another dimension of the Soviet context which strongly affects efforts to analyze protest events is the multinational and multilingual character of this society.  Numerous Russian-language publications from all regions of the former Soviet Union (including official and unofficial publications from nearly all the union republics and from remote regions of Russia) were used in this study, as well as occasional materials in Ukrainian, Belorussian, and Romanian.  However, in a country in which 127 different ethnic groups were officially recognized by the state, it is obvious that a considerable amount of important source material appeared in languages that would be inaccessible to any researcher or, for that matter, research organization, causing potential problems of coverage bias.  Of course, cultural pluralism is a condition found in most states around the world, and given the prominence of ethnic cleavages in conditioning and motivating protest, the issue of the language of source material and the accessibility of sources reporting on acts of protest is hardly a problem confined to the former Soviet Union.


To some degree, this problem was offset by the extensive ties that existed within the dissident community across national groups.  Indeed, widely recognized central informational collection points for acts of protest throughout the former Soviet Union operated for large portions of the period studied and published regular accounts of events (for instance, Radio Liberty’s Report on the USSR, Vesti iz SSSR, Ekspress khronika, Yezhednevnaia glasnost’, and Informatsionnyi biulleten’ SMOTa).  A number of these publications maintained their own extensive networks of native correspondents throughout the country who reported systematically on protest events.  Other groups throughout the USSR attempted to create similar networks over large portions of the country, but many of these existed for a short time only.
  Unofficial archives of ephemeral material also appeared and acted as collection points for social movement publications.  This study benefitted from access to the archives of the Moscow Library for Information Exchange (MBIO), which attempted to act as a repository for unofficial publications from the entire territory of Russia, including publications from other republics as well.  It also included a collection of leaflets from major demonstrations in Moscow and other cities.  The collection is now housed at the Russian State Humanities University.
  I also worked extensively with unofficial publications collected at the Radio Liberty’s Arkhiv samizdata, then located in Munich and now part of the Open Media Research Institute’s holdings.  In addition, archivists at Radio Liberty’s Arkhiv samizdata kept ongoing files of newspaper clippings and wire service reports on early protest events that covered a broad scope of sources.  A number of Russian-language newspapers reported on protest events throughout the USSR with some regularity, although these operated primarily in the middle and latter parts of the mobilizational cycle.
  Some of the more significant events of the period (such as the August 1991 coup) received lengthy book treatments which provide systematic chronological accounts of protest events throughout the USSR.
  In addition, several organizations compiled chronologies of events during this period, some of which proved useful in providing supplementary information.


The following is a listing of press sources consulted in compiling the event data used in this book.  Sources marked with an asterisk (*) were examined systematically during the relevant period of their publication, while other sources were consulted occasionally or appeared as clippings in file collections used by the author.

Western News Sources and Publications

AFP Wire Service


AP Wire Service

*
Arkhiv samizdata (Radio Liberty)


The Boston Globe

*
Center for Democracy Bulletin


Central Asia and Caucasus Chronicle


Chronicle of Human Rights


CMD Wire Service

*
Current Digest of the Soviet Press (after 1991, Current Digest of the Post-Soviet 

Press)


DPA Wire Service

*
Foreign Broadcast Information Service Daily Report:  Soviet Union

Foreign Labor Trends: USSR (US Department of Labor)


Le Monde


NCA Wire Service


Newsweek


Radio Free Europe Background Reports

*
Radio Free Europe Baltic Area Report
*
Radio Liberty Research Bulletin
*
Report on the USSR (Radio Liberty)


Reuters Wire Service

*
RFE/RL Daily Report

The Baltimore Sun


The Financial Times


The Guardian


The London Independent


The London Times


The Los Angelos Times

*
The New York Times

The Wall Street Journal


The Washington Post


The Wisconsin State Journal

UPI Wire Service

Official Soviet or Post-Soviet News Sources and Publications
*
Bakinskii rabochii (Baku)


Chelovek i zakon (Moscow)


Dnestrovskaia pravda (Tiraspol’)


Ekonomika i zhizn’ (Moscow)


Gudok (Moscow)

*
Izvestiia (Moscow)

*
Kazakhstanskaia pravda (Alma-Ata)

*
Kommunist (Yerevan)

*
Kommunist Tadzhikistana (Dushanbe)


Komsomolets Uzbekistana (Tashkent)


Komsomol’skaia pravda (Moscow)

*
Kuranty (Moscow)


Kuzbass (Kemerovo)


Leningradskaia pravda (Leningrad)


Leninskaia smena


Literaturnaia gazeta (Moscow)


Molodezh Estonii (Tallin)


Molodezh Gruzii (Tbilisi)

*
Moskovskie novosti (Moscow)


Moskovskii komsomolets (Moscow)


Novosti Wire Service


Pravda (Moscow)


Pravda severa (Severoural’sk)

*
Pravda Ukrainy (Kiev)

*
Pravda vostoka (Tashkent)


Rabochaia gazeta (Moscow)


Radio Vil’nius (shortwave broadcasts to North America)

*
Rossiiskaia gazeta (Moscow)


Rossiiskie vesti (Moscow)


Sobesednik (Moscow)


Sotsialisticheskaia industriia (Moscow)

*
Sovetskaia Belorussiia (Minsk)

*
Sovetskaia Estoniia (Tallin)

*
Sovetskaia Kirgiziia (Frunze)


Sovetskaia kul’tura (Moscow)

*
Sovetskaia Latviia (Riga)


Sovetskaia molodezh (Riga)

*
Sovetskaia Moldaviia (Kishinev)


Sovetskaia Rossiia (Moscow)


TASS Wire Service


Trud (Moscow)

*
Turkmenskaia iskra (Ashkhabad)


Uchitel’skaia gazeta (Moscow)


Ural’skii rabochii (Sverdlovsk)


Vesti (television news program, Moscow)


Vremia (television news program, Moscow)

*
Zaria vostoka (Tbilisi)

Émigré News Sources and Publications

*
Chronicle of Current Events
*
ELTA Information Bulletin

*
Glasnost’

*
News from Ukraine

*
Russkaia mysl’ (Paris)

*
The Samizdat Bulletin

Turkistan Today

*
Vesti iz SSSR
Unofficial Soviet or Post-Soviet Sources News Sources and Publications
*
Agentsvo novostei i informatsii (Moscow)


Almanakh

*
Al’ternativa (Moscow)

*
Atmoda (Riga)

*
Baltiiskoe vremia (Riga)

*
Belorusskaia tribuna (Minsk)


Cheliabinskii Esdek (Cheliabinsk)

*
Demokraticheskaia gazeta (Moscow)


Demokraticheskaia platforma

*
Demokraticheskaia Rossiia (Moscow)


Den’ (Moscow)

*
Diena (Riga)


Domostroi

*
DS-Inform (Moscow)

*
EKhO
*
Ekspress-khronika (Moscow)


Ekspress (Zheleznodorozhnogo raiona Moskvy)


Golos (Kiev)


Golos izbiratelia (Moscow)

*
Info-20 (Murmansk)


Informatsionnyi biulleten’ Aziia-Press

*
Informatsionnyi biulleten’ KAS-KOR (Moscow)


Informatsionnyi biulleten’ Smolenskogo narodnogo fronta (Smolensk)

*
Informatsionnyi biulleten’ SMOTa (Moscow)


Informatsionnyi biulleten’ ural’skikh Sotsial-demokratov (Sverdlovsk)


Informatsionnyi biulleten’ “Vozrozhdenie” (Nizhnii Tagil’) 


Interfax Wire Service


Istoriko-Literaturnyi Klub, Informatsionnyi biulleten’


Izvestiia OSTK


Kauno aidas (Kaunas)


Khronika matsne (Tbilisi)

*
Kommersant’ (Moscow)


Moskovskie vedemosti (Moscow)

*
Nabat (Khar’kov)

*
Nasha gazeta (Kemerovo)


Nevskii kur’er (Leningrad)

*
Nezavisimaia gazeta (Moscow)

*
Novosti Sotsial-Demokratii (Moscow)


Obshchaia gazeta (Moscow)


Obshchina (Moscow)

*
Panorama (Moscow)


Posleslovie (Tambov)


Postfaktum Wire Service


Pozitsiia (Moscow)


Rech’


Russkii vestnik


Saratovskii listok (Saratov)

* 
Sibirskoe Informatsionnoe Agentstvo [SibIA] (Novosibirsk)


Sibirskii kur’er (Novosibirsk)


Slovo (Apatity)


Smena


Sodeistvie

*
Soglasie (Vil’nius)


Soobshchaet informatsionnoe rabochee agentsvo


Svoboda

*
Svobodnoe slovo (Moscow)


Svobodnyi Ural


Tartuskii kur’er (Tartu)

*
The Baltic Independent (Riga)


Trudovoi Tiraspol’ (Tiraspol’)


Ural’skaia respublika


Vechernii Yekaterinburg (Sverdlovsk)


Vestnik Gruzii (Tbilisi)

*
Vestnik Interdvizheniia (Tallin)


Vestnik narodnogo fronta (Tallin)


Vestnik rabochego dvizheniia

*
Vozrozhdenie (Vil’nius)


Vozrozhdenie Rossii

*
Yedinstvo [Interfront] (Riga)

*
Yezhednevnaia Glasnost’ (Moscow)


Obviously, as is true of any event analysis, coverage of the actual number of protest demonstrations that took place was incomplete.  Nevertheless, coverage was quite substantial.  As Table A.3 shows, according to official police statistics in 1989 there were 5,300 demonstrations of all sizes throughout the entire Soviet Union.  The multiple-source media sample includes information on 1,496 of these, or about 28.2 percent of those reported by the police.  Coverage of demonstrations recorded by the police in 1988 was the same.  According to police statistics, there were 2,328 protest demonstrations throughout the Soviet Union in 1988; information was found for 665 of these, or 28.6 percent.  The parallel between trends in the multiple-source media sample and those in police statistics during these years is striking.  Considering that the police statistics also included demonstrations and instances of picketing that were less than a hundred in size (as noted above in the codebook, likely to be a large proportion of all events), the coverage of demonstrations with a hundred or more participants in the multiple-source media sample can be said to be extensive.  But as Table A.3 shows, the proportion of events recorded by the police that were also covered in the multiple-source media sample dropped in early 1990.  Whether due to a significant rise in the number of demonstrations with less than 100 participants, an explosion in the number of events that outstripped the capacity of the media to report them, or a decline in media attention to protest, the multiple-source sample covered only 19.3 percent of the events recorded by the police for the first 54 days of 1990 (still a quite respectable figure).  The regional statistics in Table A.3 suggest that the proportion of events recorded by the police which were also covered in the multiple-source media sample was lower in areas of the former Soviet Union where participation in demonstrations was lower (such as in Uzbekistan) or where there was an explosion of small demonstrations (as implied by the statistics on demonstrations and participation rates for Moscow during the first three months of 1991).  The shifting proportions of events in the multiple-source media sample that were recorded by the police are certainly in part a function of the size limit imposed on the sample and the shifting mobilizational capacities of social movements.  But shifts and variations in media attention cannot be ruled out, and a definitive answer obviously will require detailed analysis of the police records when they become available.

Table A.1: Coverage of Demonstrations and Mass Violent Events in the

Former USSR by More Commonly Used Sources








PROPORTION OF EVENTS  ANALYZED





   DATES

DURING PERIOD THAT CONTAINED

SOURCE


OF COVERAGE
SOME COVERAGE BY SOURCE









Demonstrations
Mass Violent












Events
Foreign Broadcast Information
12/1/86-12/31/92
  34.8%

 52.7%

  Service, Daily Report

  (English language, U.S.

   government publication)

Vesti iz SSSR



12/1/86-12/31/89
  61.9%

 51.3%

  (Russian language, émigré

   publication, Munich)

Ekspress khronika


11/1/88-12/31/92
  42.9%

 48.9%

  (Russian language, samizdat)

Yezhednevnaia glasnost'

5/1/89-5/31/91

  32.2%

 10.2%

  (Russian language, samizdat)

Table A.2:  A Comparison of Coverage of Demonstrations in Two-Source

and Multiple-Source Media Samples, September 1985-August 1989
(number of events covered)

	    Nationality
	Greater than 100 thous. participants
	Greater than 10 thous. participantsb

	
	   Two-source

     samplea
	 Multiple-source

     sample
	   Two-source

     samplea
	 Multiple-source

     sample

	Armenians
	       25
	      102
	       30
	      175

	Azeris
	        9
	       18
	       19
	       27

	Lithuanians
	        4
	        7
	        9
	       50

	Latvians
	        3
	        7
	        7
	       17

	Georgians
	        2
	       10
	        4
	       25

	Estonians
	        2
	        4
	        4
	       11

	Moldavians
	        1
	        1
	        6
	       17

	Uzbeks
	        1
	        0
	        1
	        3

	"Exclave" Russians
	        0
	        0
	        3
	       17

	Belorussians
	        0
	        0
	        1
	        5

	Ukrainians
	        0
	        1
	        0
	       39

	Kazakhs
	        0
	        0
	        0
	        0

	Kirgiz
	        0
	        0
	        0
	        0

	Tadzhiks
	        0
	        0
	        0
	        0

	Turkmen
	        0
	        0
	        0
	        0


aData based on a reading of The New York Times and Radio Liberty's Report on the USSR, as presented in Philip G. Roeder, "Soviet Federalism and Ethnic Mobilization," World Politics, vol. 43 (January 1991), pp. 196-232.

Table A.3:  A Comparison of Published Police Statistics on Demonstrations

with Coverage in a Multiple-Source Media Sample
	Location
	Dates
	    Number of demonstrations
	Number of participants (thous.)

	
	
	 Police
	 Sample
	Percent
	 Police
	 Sample
	 Percent

	USSR
	1/1/88-12/31/88
	 2,328
	   665
	  28.6%
	
	
	

	USSR
	1/1/88-8/2/88
	   600
	   390
	  65.0%
	
	
	

	Latvia
	1/1/88-12/31/88
	    83
	    37
	  44.6%
	    220
	    924
	  420.0%

	Moscow
	5/26/88-6/10/88
	    40
	     8
	  20.0%
	      2
	      3
	  150.0%

	USSR
	1/1/89-12/31/89
	 5,300
	 1,496
	  28.2%
	 12,600
	 30,047
	  238.5%

	Ukraine
	1/1/89-9/30/89
	   724
	   226
	  31.2%
	
	
	

	Ukraine
	10/1/89-10/20/89
	   125
	    31
	  24.8%
	
	
	

	Uzbekistan
	1/1/89-10/30/89
	   200
	    32
	  16.0%
	
	
	

	USSR
	1/1/90-2/23/90
	 1,500
	   289
	  19.3%
	  6,400
	  5,100
	   79.7%

	USSR
	2/25/90
	   311
	    61
	  19.6%
	    982
	    888
	   90.4%

	Moscow
	1/1/91-3/31/91
	   180
	    19
	  10.5%
	  1,000
	  1,735
	  173.5%

	RSFSR
	3/15/92
	    73
	    22
	  30.1%
	     35
	     17
	   49.4%


Sources for police statistics:  Kommunist (Yerevan), December 24, 1989, p. 1; TASS, August 2, 1988; Radio Moscow World Service, in FBIS, June 13, 1988, p. 62; Brianskii rabochii, February 9, 1989, p. 3; Pravda, March 26, 1990, p. 1; Radianska Ukraina, in FBIS, November 30, 1989, p. 69; Reuters, October 30, 1989; Pravda, in FBIS, March 26, 1990, p. 59; Demokraticheskaia platforma, June 1990, p. 1; Izvestiia, in FBIS, April 4, 1991, p. 51; Interfax, in FBIS, March 16, 1992, p. 58.
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A-1a: Number of Issues of Samizdat Material in Radio Liberty's

Arkhiv Samizdata 

by Month of Publication, 1987-1991

A-1b: Number of Independent Publications in Existence

in USSR, 1987-1991 (SMOT Samizdat Census)

Figure A-1:  Development of an Independent Press

Sector in the Soviet Union, 1987-1991
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Figure A-2: Coverage of Protest Events by Foreign

Broadcast Information Service Daily Reports

Versus Coverage by All Sources

A-2a:  Protest Demonstrations

A-2b:  Mass Violent Events

Coverage by All Sources

Coverage by FBIS


�As representative of these works, see D. W. Bwy, “Political Instability in Latin America:  The Cross-Cultural Test of a Causal Model,” Latin American Research Review, vol. 3 (Summer 1968), pp. 17-66; Harry Eckstein, “On the Etiology of Internal Wars,” History and Theory, vol. 4 (1965), pp. 133-62; Ivo K. and Rosalind L. Feierabend, “Aggressive Behaviors within Polities, 1948-1962,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, vol. 10 (September 1966), pp. 249-71; Ted Robert Gurr, Why Men Rebel (Princeton, NJ:  Princeton University Press, 1970); Douglas A. Hibbs, Mass Political Violence (New York:  Wiley, 1973); Philip M. Burgess and Raymond W. Lawton, Indicators of International Behavior:  An Assessment of Events Data Research (Beverly Hills, CA:  Sage Publications, 1972); D. G. Morrison and H. M. Stevenson, “Cultural Pluralism, Modernization, and Conflict:  An Empirical Analysis of Sources of Political Instability in African Nations,” Canadian Journal of Political Science, vol. 5, no. 1 (March 1972), pp. 82-103.


�Charles Tilly, Louise Tilly, and Richard Tilly, The Rebellious Century, 1830-1930 (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1975); Charles Tilly, From Mobilization to Revolution (Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley, 1978); Charles Tilly, The Contentious French (Cambridge, MA: Belknap Press, 1986); Charles Tilly, Popular Contention in Great Britain, 1758-1834 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1995).


�For a useful review of approaches, see Sidney Tarrow,  “Contentious Event Analysis:  Event-ful History, Event Histories, and Events-in-History,” in Dieter Rucht, Friedhelm Neidhardt, and Ruud Koopmans, eds., Acts of Dissent:  New Developments in the Study of Protest (Berlin:  Sigma Press, 1998), pp. 33-64.


�For these and other usages, see Susan Olzak, The Dynamics of Ethnic Competition and Conflict (Stanford:  Stanford University Press, 1992); Stewart E. Tolnay and E. M. Beck, A Festival of Violence:  An Analysis of Southern Lynchings, 1882-1930 (Urbana, IL:  University of Illinois Press, 1992); Peter K. Eisinger, “The Conditions of Protest Behavior in American Cities,” American Political Science Review, vol. 67 (1973), pp. 11-28; Seymour Spilerman, “Structural Characteristics of Cities and the Severity of Racial Disorders,” American Sociological Review, vol. 41, no. 5 (October 1976), pp. 771-93; Doug McAdam, Political Process and the Development of Black Insurgency, 1930-1970 (Chicago, IL:  University of Chicago Press, 1982); Edward Shorter and Charles Tilly, Strikes in France, 1830-1968 (Cambridge:  Cambridge University Press, 1972); Roberto Franzosi, The Puzzle of Strikes:  Class and State Strategies in Postwar Italy (Cambridge:  Cambridge University Press, 1995); Douglas A. Hibbs, “Industrial Conflict in Advanced Industrial Societies,” American Political Science Review, vol. 70 (1976), pp. 1033-1058; Sidney Tarrow, Democracy and Disorder:  Protest and Politics in Italy 1965-1975 (Oxford:  Oxford University Press, 1989); Hanspeter Kriesi, et al., New Social Movements in Western Europe:  A Comparative Analysis (Minneapolis, MN:  University of Minnesota Press, 1995); Susan Olzak, “Ethnic Mobilization in Quebec,” Ethnic and Racial Studies, vol. 5 (1982), pp. 253-75; Johan Olivier and Antoinette Louw, “Multiple Data Sources in Event Analysis:  Methodological Challenges in South Africa,” paper presented at the Workshop on Collective Action Research, Wissenschaftzentrum-Berlin, June 1995; John H. Coatsworth, “Patterns of Rural Rebellion in Latin America:  Mexico in Comparative Perspective,” in Friedrich Katz, ed., Riot, Rebellion, and Revolution:  Rural Social Conflict in Mexico (Princeton, NJ:  Princeton University Press, 1988), pp. 21-62; James W. White, “Cycles and Repertoires of Popular Contention in Early Modern Japan,” in Mark Traugott, ed., Repertoires and Cycles of Collective Action (Durham, NC:  Duke University Press, 1995), pp. 145-171; Grzegorz Eckert and Jan Kubik, in Rucht,  Neidhardt, and Koopmans, eds., Acts of Dissent:  New Developments in the Study of Protes; Anthony Oberschall, “Opportunities and Framing in the Eastern European Revolts of 1989,” in Doug McAdam, John D. McCarthy, and Mayer N. Zald, eds., Comparative Perspectives on Social Movements:  Political Opportunities, Mobilizing Structures, and Cultural Framings (Cambridge:  Cambridge University Press, 1996), pp. 93-121; Diane P. Koenker and William G. Rosenberg, Strikes and Revolution in Russia, 1917 (Princeton, NJ:  Princeton University Press, 1989).


�Tarrow, Democracy and Disorder, p. 359.


�For Tilly’s more recent ruminations on the notion of repertoire of contention, see Traugott, Repertoires and Cycles of Collective Action, pp. 15-42.


�Konstantin Mikhailov, in Sobesednik, no. 3, January 1988, p. 7.


�See Elizabeth Teague and Philip Hanson, “Most Soviet Strikes Politically Motivated,” Report on the USSR, vol. 2, no. 34 (August 24, 1990), pp. 1-2.


�Demonstrations that failed to materialize because they were intercepted by the police before action could be initiated were not counted.  For an example, see Radio Liberty Research Bulletin, RL 258/88, June 17, 1988, p. 2.


�For this reason, meetings held inside a building were excluded from analysis.


�David Kowalewski, “Protest for National Rights in the USSR: Characteristics and Consequences,” Nationalities Papers, vol. 8, no. 2 (Fall 1980), pp. 179-194.


�Vesti iz SSSR, no. 9/10-2, 1989; Yezhednevnaia glasnost’, May 29, 1989.


�Ekspress khronika, no. 23, June 4, 1989.


�Vesti iz SSSR, no. 9/10-9, 1989; Report on the USSR, vol. 1, no. 29 (July 21, 1989), p. 26; Yezhednevnaia glasnost’, May 29, 1989.


�Vesti iz SSSR, no. 9/10-9, 1989.


�These included Vesti iz SSSR, Ekspress khronika, and Yezhednevnaia glasnost’.


�For examples of cases of reported events that were excluded on the basis of these criteria, see Radio Liberty Research Bulletin, 350/88, August 5, 1988, p. 13; Zaria vostoka, January 4, 1989, p. 2; TASS, in FBIS, February 13, 1990, p. 75.


�For an example of a reported event that was excluded on the basis of these criteria, see Report on the USSR, vol. 1, no. 8 (February 24, 1989, p. 49.


�Vesti iz SSSR, no. 15/16-5, 1989; Atmoda, August 28, 1989, p. 1; Izvestiia, in FBIS, August 28, 1989, p. 35.


�On the controversies that estimates of crowd sizes produced in the former USSR at the time, see Izvestiia, in FBIS, March 12, 1990, p. 76.


�In rare cases the term “many-thousands” was given a higher size category when it appeared to merit this from the context reported in the description.


�See Donald L. Horowitz, “Direct, Displaced, and Cumulative Ethnic Aggression,” Comparative Politics (October 1973), pp. 1-16.


�See, for instance, FBIS, June 14, 1989, p. 44; FBIS, June 9, 1989, p. 42; FBIS, June 8, 1989, p. 23; FBIS, June 12, 1989, p. 40; CDSP, vol. 41, no. 23 (July 5, 1989), p. 18.


�See, for instance, Radio Kiev, in FBIS, November 9, 1989, p. 89 for a case in which many of the injured at a demonstration were not counted because they did not ask for medical assistance.  For a similar issue in the case of a mass violent event, see Rossiiskaia gazeta, April 6, 1992, p. 1.


�See in particular Spilerman, “Structural Characteristics of Cities and the Severity of Racial Disorders,”pp. 773-774.  


�Vestnik, no. 6, 1995, pp. 146-52.


�See Table A1.3 below.


�When, after the end of a strike, enterprises worked overtime to make up for lost time during strikes, this was often factored out of official statistics.  On some of the problems of relying on official Soviet statistics, see Stephen D. Shenfield, “The Struggle for Control over Statistics:  The Role of the Central Statistical Administration within the Inclusive Statistical System of the USSR,” in James R. Millar, ed., Cracks in the Monolith:  Party Power in the Brezhnev Era (Armonk, NY:  M. E. Sharpe, 1992), pp. 89-119.


�In addition to the foreign, émigré, and samizdat news sources cited below, a number of books and reports were used in compiling event data on pre-glasnost’ protest that deserve mention.  The best source on protest events during this period is the unpublished report commissioned by the Pentagon in the early 1980s by Ludmilla Alexeeva and Valery Chalidze entitled “Mass Unrest in the USSR,” Report No. 19, submitted to the Office of Net Assessment of the U.S. Department of Defense (OSD/NA 85-2965), August 1983.  Also useful for the pre-1987 period were:  Ludmilla Alexeeva, Soviet Dissent: Contemporary Movements for National, Religious, and Human Rights (Middletown, CT: Wesleyan University Press, 1985); V. Ponomarev, Obshchestvennye volneniia v SSSR:  Ot XX s”ezda KPSS do smerti Brezhneva (Moscow:  Aziia, 1990); Belotserkovsky, Critique (Winter/Spring 1978-79), pp. 38-41; and Betsy Gidwitz, “Labor Unrest in the Soviet Union,” Problems of Communism (November-December 1982), pp. 25-42.  In a number of instances I also relied on the extensive Western secondary literature on specific nationalities.


�Vesti iz SSSR, no. 1, 1990, pp. 1-2.  Eventually, Liubarskii closed Vesti altogether and emigrated back to Russia.


�Literaturnaia gazeta, September 13, 1989.


�Scholars who study protest in the U.S. have relied heavily on The New York Times as a source of information on protest events.  Others who study European protest usually rely on one or two main newspapers as well, engaging in sampling strategies over time.  In dealing with protest over long periods of time, this may be an effective strategy for capturing variations in mobilization.  But in dissecting a major cycle of mobilization, such a strategy runs the risk of ignoring large mobilizations in ways that could affect the conclusions of a study.


�The data are based on Part 2 of the catalogue to the archive, published in Materialy samizdata, no. 13 (November 4, 1991), pp. 143-155.


�The data come from an examination of the full press run of Informatsionnyi Biulleten’ SMOTa from 1988 through 1991.


�Sidney Tarrow, Democracy and Disorder: Protest and Politics in Italy 1965-1975 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1989), p. 362.


�Indeed, some sources were forced to shut down publication for short periods in the middle of the mobilizational cycle.  As a result of staff conflicts, for instance, Yezhednevnaia glasnost’ ceased publication for several months in early 1991.  See Yezhednevnaia glasnost’, March 11, 1991.


�See Philip G. Roeder, “Soviet Federalism and Ethnic Mobilization,” World Politics, vol. 43 (January 1991), pp. 196-232.


�Roeder was primarily interested in generalizing about the impact of education and the Soviet federal system on patterns of mobilization, although his sample of nationalities was too small and the time period examined too limited to draw firm conclusions.  Also, no attempt was made to control for population size or other factors, and “eyeball” methods rather than statistical inference were utilized as a basis for generalization.


�Actually, FBIS was the sole source of information for only 914 demonstrations in the sample used in this book; the other 1,323 demonstrations pictured in Figure A-2 about which FBIS reported also were reported on in other sources.  The need to use multiple sources is particularly pressing if one seeks to obtain a good sense of the demands put forth, the number of participants, and the reaction of the authorities, not just merely an event count.


�Examples of such publications utilized in this study include:  Informatsionnnyi biulleten’ KAS-KOR, Sibirskoe Informatsionnoe Agentsvo [SibIA] (Novosibirsk), Center for Democracy Bulletin, EKhO, Khronika Matsne (Tbilisi), Sluzhba yezhednevnykh novostei, DS-Inform, and Agentsvo novostei i informatsii.


�Other “informal” libraries known to have emerged during this period appeared in Moscow, Leningrad, and Riga.  See Atmoda, October 23, 1989, p. 6.


�Examples of such newspapers that were utilized in this study are:  Nasha gazeta (Kemerovo), Tartuskii kur’er (Tartu), Atmoda (Riga), Soglasie (Vil’nius), Panorama, Svobodnoe slovo, Nezavisimaia gazeta, and Kommersant’.


�See, for instance, Putch: khronika trevozhnykh dnei (Moscow: Progress, 1991); Krasnoe ili beloe?--Drama Avgusta-91: Fakty, gipotezy, stolknovenie mnenii (Moscow: Terra, 1992).
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