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@he Washington Post

Monkey Cage - Analysis

The U.S. and Europe didn’t get what they wanted
from Putin. But Putin didn’t get what he wanted
from them.

Russia’s president made threats without offering assurances

By Andrew H. Kydd
February 22, 2022 at 11:14 a.m. EST

¢ Listen to article 4 min
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“the two Nordic democracies have avoided NATO membership, because of historical
factors unique to each. In Finland’s case, those reasons included bloody mid-20th
century wars with the Soviet Union — and a postwar settlement that left Finland neutral
and subject to its next-door neighbor’s influence. As recently as 2021, Finnish public
opinion was cool to NATO membership, with only 24 percent in favor, according to
an annual government survey. Russian cross-border aggression against Ukraine — and
the prospect of more — has changed Finnish attitudes dramatically. Now, support for
NATO membership exceeds 60 percent in unofficial surveys.”(7 L >k -7RXk 4/13
#ER) https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2022/04/13/finland-sweden-belong-nato/
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Figure 1: The results of regression analysis.
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Fig1. Support for Japan's Acquisition of Nuclear Weapons, 2020

0.35 A N
0.30 0.3
)
= 0.24
0.23
0.20
0.154
Placlebo Sb W(;rst

US-High US-Low
NK-Low NK-High
SK-Low SK-High

-




EAIAEDH 3 : BEREOEELOLBEHAELY (B

Figure 3:Descriptive Statistics of Support for Nuclear Weapons Use: Subgroup Analysis
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