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The attitude of young people of the Far East to the working migrants

This article presents some historical features of relationships between the "indigenous" and "alien" population, and also presents the results of the regional sociological researches, allowing characterize prevailing modern attitude of the Far-Eastern youth to the working migrants. The results of sociological researches testify about the state of social tension in the society. A greater degree of intolerance characteristic for the representatives of Chechnya, Dagestan, Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan. Willingness to accept higher against the representatives of Viet Nam, Korea. More desirable are the immigrants from Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstan.

В статье представлены некоторые исторические особенности взаимоотношений «коренного» и «пришлого» населения, а также результаты региональных социологических исследований, позволяющих охарактеризовать складывающееся современное отношение дальневосточной молодежи к трудовым мигрантам. Результаты проведенных социологических исследований свидетельствуют о состоянии социальной напряженности в обществе.   Большая степень интолерантности характерна в отношении представителей Чечни, Дагестана, Армении, Грузии, Азербайджана. Готовность принятия выше в отношении представителей Вьетнама, КНДР, Кореи. Более желательны переселенцы из Украины, Республики Беларусь и Казахстана.
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The specificity of the relationship of "indigenous" and "migrant" population in the Far East of Russia has its historical roots and peculiarities. Living here the population is characterized by diversity of ethnic composition. At the same time, according to the 2010 census of the nearly 6.3 million residents of the Russian Far East, the largest group by its ethnic composition is Russian (78,88 percent). Among the ten most numerous nationalities in the Russian Far East after the Russians Yakuts stand out (7,47 percent), Ukrainians (2,46 percent), Koreans (0,91 percent), Tatars (0,64 percent), Evenks (0,43 percent), Belarusians (0,39 percent), evens (0,35 percent), Uzbeks (0,31 percent), Armenians (0,3 percent) and Azerbaijanis (0,26 percent). The cohabitation of a great number of nationalities here today and accompanied by a more friendly relationship, than in other areas of the country, serious conflicts on ethnic grounds are virtually absent. the absence of ethnic conflicts in the constitutional, political and armed levels. At the same time the potential social tensions associated with the increasing influx of labor migrants, especially from Central Asia, the Northern Caucasus, is growing. As evidenced by the results of the regional sociologic research. 

According to historians, on the joining to Russia the territories of the Far East, the explorers met with the indigenous tribes who were on the degree of Patriarchal-tribal system. There is evidence that in the XVII century in the Amur region, Primorye and Sakhalin, they lived about 41 thousand people. Russian relations with them have been largely peaceful, however, and conflicts, sometimes armed.

During historic settlement of the territory of the Far East turnover and the impermanence of its inhabitants was intensified by the presence in its composition of large groups of immigrants. To the XX century they became one of the major sources of the urban population. So, in 1913 – 1915 in some cities of the Far East, foreign nationals accounted for almost half of the population. The growth of immigrants in the cities of the Far-Eastern territory of Russia was achieved largely due to the Asian migrants: Chinese, Japanese and Koreans. In this respect, each representative of the Asian immigration of the period found in the far Eastern edge of the corresponding field of activity: Koreans settled on earth, the Chinese was the main depot and a labor force, the Japanese rushed mainly in handicraft and petty trade.
The appearance of citizens of other States on the territory of the Russian Far East contributed to the formation of polyconfessional, transforming urban communities in the colorful world of the mixing of traditions and customs. According to the census of 1897 in the far Eastern cities were home to followers of world religions and of the ways: Christianity (Orthodox, including the old believers, Catholics and Protestants), Islam and Buddhism. In addition, the structure of urban population, Jews were widely represented. At the same time, Orthodoxy dominated (50 – 70 percent). Such historical peculiarities of the social structure of the population of pre-revolutionary Russia in the Far East, associated with the coexistence of different nationalities and religions, has had a significant impact on religious tolerance, particularly conflict on a national basis, played a distinctive feature of the Far East.

The settlement policy of the 20 – 30's of the XX of the XX century also brought about changes in the social structure of the Far-Eastern population. At the same time it mostly was associated with the arrival of the inhabitants of Central Russia (about 55 percent), Ukraine (about 24 percent). The proportion of other nationalities was not significant. At the same time "local" population not always friendly toward the settlers, and sometimes by demonstrating a negative attitude towards him: "ridicule, suspicion, distrust, a common mood – "to drive the settlers from the farms".

In General, the demographic policy of the Russian state in the Far East throughout the historical period was similar. It is based on reproduction was a positive experience for encouraging the flow of population through a system of incentives, grants, loans and other preferences . At the same time, the weakening of these mechanisms, again leading to considerable outflow of the population, which is especially observed in the 90s of the XX century, and continues today. 

At the same time, the peculiarity of the migration processes in the far East of Russia of the last decade, along with the continued Exodus of local population, is the increase in the number of labor migrants coming from countries near and far abroad. 

According to experts: "The Khabarovsk’s area is a dynamically developing entity of the Russian Federation. Geographical position, developed social infrastructure, opportunities for employment and stable income, traditionally high level of tolerance makes the Khabarovsk’s area attractive for the migrants".

In General, the migration service in the Khabarovsk region set 131181 foreign citizen from the place of stay of foreign citizens 129349. Removed from 101368 migration registration of foreign citizens in 2014. 29813 citizens of foreign countries continue to legally stay on the territory of the Khabarovsk’s area. The subjects of irregular migration is uncontrolled and irregular migrants.

It should be noted that some structural changes in migration flows. So, to 2011 in the Khabarovsk territory came mainly citizens of the former Soviet republics, their share in overseas migration in 2000 was 87,0 percent, while in 2012 it amounted to slightly less than half – 42.4 per cent. The Khabarovsk’s area was attractive for the inhabitants of Central Asia (32.4 per cent or 1955 people) and for residents Phone base (30.1 per cent or 1808 people). 

In the first quarter of 2015 in the Khabarovsk territory to work and drove up on the migratory account of 15.5 thousand foreign citizens, including 5.3 thousand from Uzbekistan, 3.4 thousand from China, 1.9 thousand from Tajikistan. Which is 20 percent lower than the same period last year, due complicate and increase the cost of registration of labor migrants for the employer, and with the current dollar exchange rate. 

The experts stressed that without the foreign workforce in the next five years Khabarovsk territory be able to do, since about 40 percent of migrants in the Khabarovsk region working in the construction industry, 30 percent in forest, fish, mining sectors, another 30 percent in the service sector. The reduced labor supply by 20 percent can stop half of all construction industry of the region. In 2015 in the Khabarovsk territory is planned to attract 27 – 28 thousand labor migrants, yet this is enough for the regional economy.

As noted by E. L. Motrich, the specifics of migration flows in the far East of Russia is significantly different from the national trends. So, if in the Russian Federation the large-scale labor migration flows are from the member States of the CIS (53,03 percent), in the Far East of Russia, the proportion is only 23,21 percent, the others – representatives of the far abroad.

The main areas to employ foreign nationals, are Khabarovsk, Khabarovsk territory, Verkhnebureinsky and Komsomolsk areas. This is due primarily to development areas, as the Khabarovsk and Komsomolsk areas attractive to migrants for its economic development, availability of production infrastructure. The least interest among migrants to such areas as: Bikin, Okhotskiy, Tuguro-Chumikanskiy, Polina Osipenko. 

At the same time one of the serious problems of labour migration is illegal migration. In 2014, the Management conducted 9750 measures to identify violations of migration legislation, both on the part of citizens of the Russian Federation and foreign citizens (in 2013 – 9962). As a result of the activities 37478 identified violations of migration legislation (2013 – 38234). The largest number of offences in the field of migration identified in relation to the citizens of Uzbekistan – 2843, citizens of Tajikistan – 1152, China – 1130 and Kyrgyzstan – 649.
Illegal migration and illegal employment of migrants negatively affect various aspects of society and the state. They are a threat to national security, lead to the growth of the shadow economy and corruption, exacerbated social tension. Illegal migration is a source of replenishment of the ranks of ethnic gangs specializing in the smuggling of drugs, human trafficking, the organization of channels of illegal migration. The negative consequences of uncontrolled migration today is the growth of crime among migrants, non-compliance with tax legislation, a massive outflow of funds in the country of permanent residence.

The experts in the overall structure of the far Eastern crime in a foreign account for less than two percent. With regard to its geographic spread, the most criminogenic of the nine regions of the district are traditionally the Primorsk and Khabarovsk territories, and the least - the Jewish Autonomous region and the Chukotka region. By the end of 2013 in the national ranking in the number of crimes of foreigners among the Far-Eastern regions undisputed leader became Primorye, took 13th place. For comparison, the Khabarovsk territory has appeared in the 37 place, the Amur region took the 51st line, Sakhalin - 54th, the Republic of Sakha (Yakutia) – 55th, Kamchatka territory – 70th, Jewish AO – 75th, Magadan region – 78th, and Chukotka – 80th. Thus for the last seven years, the number of registered crimes committed by the foreigners in the Far-Eastern Federal district increased from 1005 in 2007 to 1317 in 2013.

However, labor migration is an essential element of socio-economic development of the Russian Far East. According to some regional sociologists "in the near future the Russian economy will be dependent on the inflow of labor migrants exactly the same as today, depend on the economies of developed countries. Especially sharply the situation in the far East of Russia. Owing to a sharp decrease in population in the 90's and early this century, the migrant labor is vital. It is not a possibility, but an essential condition for the existence of the region".

Migration processes mentioned above and their characteristics in the Far East of Russia and on the territory of the Khabarovsk’s area in particular influence the formation of public opinion, form certain vectors of social relations "indigenous" population and "the visitor". Emerging trends affecting the unwillingness of society, including young people, to the perception of new, contradictory in many respects and unfortunate realities in this area. The lack of objective information on migration prevalent in the minds stereotypes, adverse daily life, myths and prejudices, expand the space of social anxiety. New groups of migrants from the Caucasus, Central Asia, China, Korea, Vietnam are viewed as unfavorable for the life of the locals. This assessment, as shown by the results of the research, shape the perception that immigrants pose a security threat for local residents. Agreed more than half of respondents (53,3 percent). In this case, the rejection of "immigrants" in General, regardless of group differences, typical for 29.7 percent. Such position testifies to a negative, intolerant attitude to migrants, their rejection. Attitude to migration presented by the different groups of immigrants, differentiated. Some young people (13,6 percent) will allocate only a certain group (s), which can be a source of insecurity. Positive evaluation of migrants as not threatening the security of the local population was given only to 26.7 percent of the respondents. 

As it was emphasized by J. A. Zavalishin, after a regional poll of student's youth of the Khabarovsk territory, the acute was the question of the relation to migrants (regardless of the nationality of students): almost 40 percent of respondents said that migrants are "tolerable", 30,4 percent - "intolerant" and 26.1 percent said "not care" the results indicate the presence of a certain ethno-political tensions of the social environment in the settlements of the region: only 19.4 percent of respondents emphasized that in their view in the city (village) in which they reside, develop friendly relations between representatives of different nationalities; 52,9 percent indicated neutral about the relationship and 22.6 percent reported about the presence of unfriendly relations. 

By two parameters: a threat for local residents comes from the immigrants who threaten the security of only a certain group (or groups) of immigrants is the highest level of anxiety was detected in the Kamchatka region respondents (76 percent) and the lowest (29 percent) of the respondents from EAO. Among the respondents of the Khabarovsk territory this belief is characteristic of the 61.8 percent of young people.

What does the youth see the far Eastern manifestation of the security threat? This question was asked to those who responded positively to the question about the threat from migrants. The ranking of responses is presented in table 1.
Distribution of answers to the question: "If You answered that the threat is coming from all migrants to or from a specific group (s), what the threat is, in your opinion, is?"

(percentage of respondents)

	Problems
	 percent

	Committing crimes and other illegal actions
	42,8

	Threaten the employment of the resident population of
	32.7

	Threaten the national security of the Far East
	25,6

	Threaten the cultural identity of the population 
	23.9

	Commit crimes in the economic sphere
	17,1

	Another
	1,8


The young people in the Far East the safety of local communities, particularly threatening crimes and other wrongful actions committed by immigrants (42.8 per cent). In the second place concerns related to employment in the labor market (32,7 percent). Third place goes to awareness of threats to the security of the state in the Far East (25.6 per cent). The threat to cultural identity to a lesser extent concerned with the people of the region, but, nevertheless, it is actualized in public consciousness. Crimes in the economic sphere is considered important in the structure of threats to 17.1 percent of the respondents.

The results of the study showed that crime and other illegal activities put the young people of Kamchatka (59 percent), and Khabarovsk (49 percent). For young people from the Jewish Autonomous region is a threat to employment of the resident population (24.7 per cent). 

Negative characteristics of stay on the territory of residence come to work and immigrants are caused primarily by problems in the labor market: lower level of pay of local residents (35 percent), unemployment (31 percent), dominance in trade markets (26.7 percent). This is especially true for young people of the Kamchatka territory: respectively 43, 40 and 37 percent. 

The prospects of living together with those of immigrants who arrive in the region with the intention to find here a permanent place of residence, differentiated. This is due to the perception of the group image of each of the immigrant groups. The most unwanted Caucasian peoples of Russia – natives of Chechnya, Dagestan, etc.: 62,7 percent of the respondents are negative towards the arrival of the permanent residence of these groups. More categorical in this group, the representatives of the Kamchatka territory (72 percent), Khabarovsk region (66,7 percent). The interviewed representatives of the Jewish Autonomous region expressed less hostility to potential immigrants (47,7 percent). 

The reasons for negative attitudes are explained by the predominance of negative traits in the perception of the collective imagination of this group of migrants. It is formed under the influence of many factors, among which in the first place it is possible to allocate Caucasian. The perception in the minds of the youth of the inhabitants of the Caucasus through the prism of negative consequences for Russia for a long period of armed conflict, events of Russian history, stereotypes, rumors, etc. Unfavorable image of this population is clearly dominated by the media. Also affected by the differences in mentality, manifested at the household level and cause rejection. These circumstances were reflected in the attitude to another group of peoples of the Caucasus: the representatives of Azerbaijan, Armenia, Georgia. Moreover, young people of Kamchatka in comparison with respondents from the Khabarovsk territory (52,6 percent), EAO (43,5 percent) are even more intolerant of resettlement of these groups for permanent residence in the region (67 percent).
About as negative young people apply to the term of arrival for permanent residence in their regions of the Chinese (52.2 percent), representatives of the peoples of Central Asia – Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan (50.9 percent). And in these groups most respondents demonstrate the intolerance of the Kamchatka region (accordingly 56 percent and 63 percent), less respondents from the Jewish Autonomous oblast (respectively 45.4 percent and 40,8 percent). The study showed that the above-listed group of potential migrants in the regions of residence of respondents perceived based on dichotomies: "friend or foe". To change such views is very difficult. There should be a definite improvement in many areas of our society. Change the situation and allow more effective implementation of migration policy. Moreover, there is a zone of positive or neutral attitude towards the "unpopular" migrants applying for permanent residence in the Far East. Although it is half or more less than area risks caused by migration intolerance, it is important in the future not decrease. Thus, the area of the adoption of "unpopular" workers in the largest groups, representing Azerbaijan, Armenia, Georgia, Moldova (positively or indifferently respectively 6,6 percent and 34,6 percent), the peoples of Central Asia (6,3 percent and 33,6 percent), China (6,3 per cent and 32,6 per cent).

According to youth among more "favorable" groups of migrants for resettlement to a permanent place of residence in comparison with the inhabitants of the Caucasus, Central Asia and China are the representatives of Viet Nam, Korea, Korea. Negative attitude showed 37,9 percent of respondents, the potential for adoption over 50 percent. At the same time, the Kamchatka citizens less "favorable" to these groups: rejection in 51,5 percent of respondents. Lesser degree of failure associated with the collective image of Koreans in the minds of the far East is endowed by a set of positive characteristics as a consequence of long period of cohabitation in the far East. Vietnamese less well-known facts related to their stay in the far East rarely discussed by the public, less articulated by the media.

Practically does not cause rejection of the move as a permanent resident of such groups of immigrants, as the representatives of the Russians from the former republics of the USSR, the representatives of Belarus, Ukraine, Kazakhstan (41,2 positive attitude, indifferent to 45,2). It is more similar in cultural foundations of groups that are not perceived as "strangers". At the same time indifferent attitude shows a degree of indifference of youth to the above-mentioned groups of migrants, characterized by indifference, lack of empathy for fellow citizens, unwillingly found themselves outside the country. Characteristically, indifference under certain adverse conditions, the interactions can escalate into a confrontation, however, is less of a risk than rejection, fraught with conflict. 

In the structure of ideas about the usefulness of migrants in the Russian Far East is dominated by the characteristics of the migrants as cheap labour (51,7 percent), ready to work where you do not want to work the locals (48.7 per cent). Area of distrust to the positive results of the stay in the regions of new groups of residents-migrants is 25.6 percent, which is less data, showing the relation to the prospects of the move to "unpopular" groups of migrants for permanent residence in the Far East. The positive potential of migrants for the regions young people see in filling alleviate labor shortages (23,8 percent), ensuring the requirements in the trade: "hold the trade" – 13 percent, bringing income to local residents who rent to 7.8 percent, the creation of new jobs – 7,1 percent., ensuring country construction (6,2 per cent).

The data reflect the actual characteristics of migrants in terms of their qualifications, knowledge of language, local customs and traditions of the host country. 

It should be noted that young people do not consider it necessary to limit the influx of immigrants from other regions of the country for permanent residence. Think of 59,2 percent of the respondents. At the same time agreeing to limit the influx of immigrants from other regions (20,6 per cent), and lack of position on this issue (20,3 percent) suggests that some young people remain skeptical about the replenishment of the population of their regions. Apparently, a common adverse effect painting with numbers of migrants that affect the General attitude towards immigration. 

In addition, local residents youth may experience concerns about competition in the labor market, fear of not advantages in their favor in obtaining social housing and other items. To some extent this explains the opinion 17,8 percent of the respondents about limiting the influx of visitors – Russians from the near abroad, as well as those who found it difficult to answer the question (23,1 per cent.). Agree to limit the influx of Russian immigrants 22 percent of respondents – representatives of the Kamchatka’s residents, 21,7 percent of residents of JAR. Somewhat less categorical in this respect the inhabitants of the Khabarovsk territory (16 percent). At the same time, more than half of respondents disagree with limiting the influx of newcomers from other regions of the country for permanent place of residence, Russians from the former republics of the USSR, that is, the zone of acceptance is greater than the restricted area. Another picture for the newcomers from the CIS countries. To limit the inflow of immigrants to a permanent place of residence agree or 33,7 percent, including respondents Kamchatka’s area thinking more (54 percent). 

However, the youth demonstrates a willingness for inter-ethnic communication, cultural exchange, cooperation in solving common problems. Not coincidentally, A. Zavalishin Yu stresses that as practice shows, the most effective means to form positive attitudes towards representatives of various nationalities is a common work, joint participation in activities aimed at achieving common goals. 

Overall, the study shows a negative perception of the youth prospects of inflow to the permanent residence of inhabitants from regions of the Caucasus, Central Asia, China, considering that they are a threat to security for local residents. A greater degree of intolerance characteristic for the representatives of Chechnya, Dagestan, Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan. Your willingness to accept higher against the representatives of Viet Nam, Korea, Korea. More desirable immigrants – representatives of ethnic Russians from former Soviet republics, especially Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstan.
The shift in public opinion in favor of the adoption of immigration as an important condition for enhancing the socio-economic potential of the country requires considerable effort on the part of government and society. Otherwise, ignoring this risk increasing potential of social tension in society, possible conflicts. Therefore, an important factor should be the effective implementation of state migration and national policies in the subjects of the Russian Far East, aimed at stable development through the civil and interethnic harmony.
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