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Dear readers!

The next issue of the analytical bulletin "IISEPS News" offers to your attention materials reflecting the most interesting results of the institute’s studies in the final quarter of 2002. 

The beginning of that period was marked by strengthening anti-Russian propaganda from the side of Belarusian authorities and official mass media. And if the tragedy at the Dubrovka theater center could not stop that campaign, the suspension of natural gas supplies by Russia’s gas monopoly Gazprom cooled off "Belarusian hot heads" and made A. Lukashenko to hurry to Moscow with apologies. Nonetheless, the relations between Moscow and Minsk have remained rather chilly. 

There has been no improvement in the relations between official Minsk and European states and international organizations during the given period. In particular, the Czech government denied the Belarusian president an entry visa to attend the NATO summit in Prague, and 14 EU member-states decided to ban A. Lukashenko and the key figures in the Belarusian leadership from entering their territories. To all appearance, that decision forced the Belarusian authorities to agree to a resumption of the OSCE mission in Minsk. At the same time that is one of possible reasons for A. Lukashenko’s renewed "flirt" with Russia’s leadership. 

The above mentioned events found proper reflection in public consciousness and we recorded it during our studies. The information-analytical materials presented in this issue contain the data of regular sociological monitoring of public opinion and opinion of the elite, commentaries from our experts on the most important findings of our sociological procedures as well as information without commentaries, which is traditionally presented with regard to the basic social-demographic groups and in the form of trends. Of course, this information provides not a full, but a reliable picture of the current state of the Belarusian society, characterizes the dynamics of processes taking place in public consciousness and also allows predicting possible tendencies of socium’s development in the near future. 

This time our traditional rubric "Open Forum" is given to the former head of the Union of Belarusian Writers, prominent writer O. Ipatova, who has recently, unexpectedly for herself, happened to be at the edge of the relations between the writing community and the authorities. As we know, she had to quit her post at the Writers’ Union under the pressure from officials, whose offhand attempts to thrust upon the writing community their vision of writer’s role and place in the modern life were likely to result in a public confrontation between the brightest and the most talented representatives of creative intellectuals and apologists of the regime. In this respect, in our opinion, the reader will be able to appreciate her article about the problems creative intellectuals face in the modern Belarusian society. 

The issue is crowned with the rubric "Bookshelf" in which we introduce a new book to our readers – a book by an expert for IISEPS, candidate of economic science L. Zlotnikov, which includes analytical articles devoted to ideology, politics and economics in independent Belarus and published in press over the recent years. 

We hope that the current issue of our bulletin would be interesting and helpful to you and your colleagues. We are awaiting your comments and requests!

IISEPS Board

STRENGTHENING ROLE OF INDEPENDENT SOCIAL RESEARCH AND EXPERTS' NETWORKS IN BELARUS
In late October – early November 2002 in the framework of planning research IISEPS conducted a survey among public opinion leaders and experts – 60 persons (policymakers, businessmen, analysts and mass media leaders) almost equally representing public and private structures. 

In December 2002 a nation public opinion poll was conducted (those face-to-face interviewed – 1478 persons aged 18 and over, margin of error does not exceed 0.03).

The questionnaire, as usual, covered a wide range of problems related to the most pressing and most topical aspects of life in Belarus on the threshold of an election campaign to local Councils of deputies. 

Below you will find commentaries to the most important findings of these sociological procedures prepared by IISEPS experts. All the materials are placed in the chronological order. "No answer" and "Find it difficult to answer" alternatives are not available in the most points of the questionnaire. In several tables the total amount may be different from 100% as the interviewees could choose more than one alternative. 

Certain findings of the poll were traditionally represented with regard to the basic social-demographic groups and without commentaries.

NOVEMBER – 2002

Nomenclature is against the third presidential term for A. Lukashenko But it is ready to support his intention of remaining the head of the country

From time to time disputes about A. Lukashenko’s third presidential term flame up and abate being overshadowed by more important events, but they do not disappear from political agenda. According to the poll findings, today Belarus’ elite is almost unanimous in the opinion that A. Lukashenko will press for the third presidential term – more than 80% of the respondents gave a positive answer to such question, whereas only 3% answered in the negative (See Table 1).

Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will A. Lukashenko press for prolongation of the presidential powers for the third term?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
83
79
87

No
3
7
–

Table 2

Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to a possible abolition of the constitutional norm which does not allow A. Lukashenko be elected the president for more than two consecutive times?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the 

private sector

Positive. I think this norm shall be abolished
10
17
3

Negative. I think this norm shall be kept
83
69
97

Most probably, such certainty is based on a good knowledge of A. Lukashenko’s political philosophy as well as real practice of governing the country over the last 8 years. Today retaining power becomes a forced step for the president, rather than a free choice. At present it is almost impossible to imagine that he quits power voluntarily. Also it is hard to name a politician who would have guaranteed the head of state after his resignation a calm political pension and who, what is much more important, A. Lukashenko would believe. 

At that experts and public opinion leaders express a rather cold attitude towards practical realization of the idea of the third presidential term, abolition of the constitutional norm preventing A. Lukashenko from being elected the president for more than two times consecutively (See Table 2).

The same 83% spoke out against abolishing the norm (69% among representatives of public structures, and almost all representatives of private structures), and only 10% for the abolition (17% and 3%, respectively). An explanation of such attitude is obvious – the elite, as none of other social strata, knows the real state of affairs in the country and realizes that the present political and social-economic course offers no prospects. Its vivid outcomes – the international isolation from the West, deteriorating relations with Russia, growing non-competitiveness of the domestic economy –are likely to worry the Belarusian establishment. 

Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will the nomenclature support A. Lukashenko’s initiative to abolish the constitutional norm which does not allow him be elected the president for more than two consecutive times?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
43
52
35

No
17
7
26

DA/NA
40
41
39

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will the population support A. Lukashenko’s initiative?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
38
62
16

No
32
10
52

In this respect, the respondents’ estimation of a possible reaction from a part of the elite, in particular, nomenclature, to the initiative of the third term is quite expressive. There is no unanimity in opinions, bare interests dominate here. More than half of representatives of public structures, i.e. the nomenclature itself, answers in the affirmative, a little more than one third of the respondents from the private sector shares this point of view (See Table 3.) Although there are many those who gave no definite answer to this question, in general, one can draw a conclusion that, in the opinion of Belarus’ elite, so far the nomenclature has been more likely to support the idea of the third presidential term than to oppose it. 

The mood in the ranks of the nomenclature seems impressive. Obviously, many of its representatives directly bound up their political future with A. Lukashenko’s future. Therefore, for them changing power means not so much an inevitable end to the political career of the president, as of their own career. Such high degree of identification can be considered as an unconditional credit of A. Lukashenko. An official who "ensures" the necessary result at an election for fear of punishment can be relied on to a smaller degree than his colleague doing the same because he realizes his prosperity fully depends on prospects of the head of state. We shall admit – no matter what, so far A. Lukashenko has managed "to curb" the nomenclature, to make it obedient and support his policy, as well as understanding their fates are interdependent. 

However, experts and leaders of public opinion from public and private structures have a directly opposite opinion of common voters (See Table 4.) More than 60% of the respondents from the public sector are certain that the population will support the initiative of the third term for A. Lukashenko (will not support 10%). Among their colleagues from non-state organizations the given ration is mirror-like – 16% and 52%, respectively. 

It is hard to say what their certainty is based on, on their factual knowledge of voters’ moods or on their own vision of such moods. Here we can draw a parallel with an estimation of the future results of the local election from representatives of public structures. Perhaps, their certainty of the population’s support of the initiative by A. Lukashenko, as well as in the case of the election – such certainty of the victory of A. Lukashenko’s supporters, is based on the following – it is not so important how people vote, as who and how counts these votes. However, the position of the respondents from the private sector looks much more persuasive because it almost totally coincides with voters’ stance on the issue (See Table 5).

Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question: "If there were a referendum to change the Constitution of the Republic of Belarus to allow A. Lukashenko be elected the president again (in compliance with the present constitutional norm he cannot be elected the president for more than two consecutive times), how would you vote?"*



Variant of answer
%

Would vote for such amendment to the Constitution 
15.5

Would vote against such amendment to the Constitution
50.6

Do not know yet, will judge by circumstances
25.4

Would not take part in such referendum
7.2

NA
1.3

*Data of the nation public opinion poll conducted by IISEPS in September 2002

We shall remind that in September half of the respondents claimed that at a possible referendum they would vote against introducing amendments to the Constitution to allow A. Lukashenko be elected the president for the third consecutive time. Considering a presumable reaction from the undecided (the overwhelming majority of whom, as a rule, joins the dominating group at the moment of voting), if such a referendum took place, from 52% to 60% of Belarusians, most probably, would have voted against changing the Constitution. In fact, over the past year the public’s negative attitude to the idea has intensified. 

Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will A. Lukashenko be able to stay in power until the end of his presidential term?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
70
79
61

No
18
7
29

To sum it up we shall note that regardless of growing difficulties on the foreign and domestic fronts, the respondents say the president has had rather high chances of retaining his post until the end of the present term (See Table 6). 

Elite does not believe the local election will be free and fair
The upcoming local election will become the first mass political campaign after the 2001 presidential election and is likely to be an examination of public moods and efficiency of political parties. The society, as our September nation public opinion poll shows, looks at the local election with a reserved optimism. In September 60% of the respondents said they were ready to take part in it, and by the spring 2003 the figure is most likely to grow. 

Political parties, most of which boycotted the previous local election under the pretext of unacceptable conditions for conducting the election in Belarus, most probably, are not going to evade the race for deputies’ mandates. With regard to electoral activity public opinion leaders and experts can be considered as a positive example for common citizens. However, the number of leaders and experts from public structures willing to participate in the election is one third higher than the number of their colleagues from private structures (See Table 7).

The given circumstance can be explained, first of all, by fears of the latter regarding the character of the future election. However, the stance of representatives of the private sector, 100% of whom (!) are certain the local election will not be free and fair, cannot be qualified in a soft way – these are not just fears, but a rare assurance based, obviously, on the negative experience of the past election campaigns. It is no secret that they gave rise to severe criticism from such respected organizations as the ODIHR OSCE. In fact, representatives of the public sector – they have to know well the practice of conducting elections, because some of them might have been members of district election commissions, cherish no illusions in this respect – 28% of them believe that the election is unlikely to be free and fair, less than one fourth sticks to an opposite opinion. 

Table 7

Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you going to take part in the election of deputies to local Councils in March 2003?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
80
96
65

No
18
4
32

Before shifting to experts’ estimation of possible results of the future election, we shall remind how common citizens answered these questions in September. On the basis of the data of that opinion poll we drew a conclusion that over the last six months the public support for those who stand out for changes in the country has jumped. Previously the supporters of changes believed the majority would vote for the candidates supporting A. Lukashenko (i.e. that they were in the minority), today the picture is different (See Table 8). In other words, "the spiral of silence" IISEPS has repeatedly referred to has become untwining. 

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question: Question on the nature of the future voting, %*



Variant of answer
What candidate would you prefer to vote for 
What candidate, do you think, 

the majority of voters would vote for


04'02
09'02
04'02
09'02

Candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko
29.2
27.9
49.5
35.0

Candidate-opponent of A. Lukashenko
28.3
30.8
16.5
25.3

Other candidate
15.2
16.5
6.6
7.4

DA/NA
27.3
24.8
27.4
32.3

*Data of the nation public opinion polls conducted by IISEPS in April and September 2002

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question: Question on the nature of the future voting, %



Variant of answer
What candidate would you 

prefer to vote for
What candidate, do you think, 

the majority of voters would vote for


Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko
24
3
59
29

Candidate-opponent of A. Lukashenko
48
84
3
26

DA/NA
28
13
38
45

As we see from Table 9, today public opinion experts and leaders, including form the public sector (48%) are mostly going to vote for the candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko (that means, against the current course as a whole) to a higher degree than common citizens. There is nothing to be surprised at because serious differences, if not an abyss, in the values of Belarus’ elite and the society as a whole have been known for a long time. Besides, under the present regime the elite is mostly deprived of the possibility to realize its interests, and it causes certain concern. Also it is concerned about its steady skeptical attitude regarding the society, and some experts often view the society as something frozen and sluggish. In reality, as we see from the above data, serious changes are underway in the society. Ironically, today voters are ready to support democratic candidates at the local elections to a higher degree than non-state leaders of public opinion and experts expect them to! Also today there is almost no gap in estimations of how the majority will vote, between the majority and non-state experts. 

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "If you vote for a candidate from a political party, which party in particular?", % (closed question)


Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the 

private sector

United Civic Party
37
14
58

Belarusian Popular Front "Adradzhennye"
5
–
10

Belarusian Social-Democratic Party "Narodnaya Gramada"
3
–
6

Liberal-Democratic Party 
3
7
–

Belarusian Party of Communists 
3
3
3

Women’s Party "Nadzeya"
2
3
–

Conservative-Christian Party of BPF
2
–
3

Labor Party
–
–
–

Belarusian Social-Democratic Gramada
–
–
–

Other
17
24
10

It is noteworthy that the respondents from public structures have an inadequate estimation of political convictions of Belarusians. It is hard to say what dominates in such estimations – lack of knowledge of true moods of voters or certainty that regardless of them voting results mostly depend on other factors. Anyway, we can conclude that today the corridors of power in Belarus are dominated by, to put it mildly, incorrect, not corresponding to the reality opinions about Belarusians. If the upcoming local election is free and fair, its results will seem surprising to many representatives of the nomenclature. 

As we know, party membership of candidates is almost of no importance for common voters. Leaders and experts pay more attention to the given aspect and the majority of them favors the United Civic Party (See Table 10). As for the reasons, we can refer to a high intellectual potential of its leadership, as well as membership of prominent politicians and professionals. Aside from that, one shall not overestimate the meaning of these figures. Realistically, the UCP has enjoyed a stable reputation with the elite. Finally, the president, parliamentarians and local councils are elected not by a special collegium of voters formed by means of party, qualification or social delegation, but by all citizens having the right to vote. Unfortunately, all the Belarusian political parties, including the UCP, have a low authority among Belarusians. 

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you support the establishment of a bloc of the opposition parties to participate in the election of deputies to local Councils?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
53
35
71

No
7
3
10

I do not care
25
48
3

What really matters – is the following. Recently, unlike a number of other opposition parties, the UCP has tried to more flexibly react to the political situation within and outside the country. First of all, it is a matter of liberals’ attempts to build contacts with the Russian establishment in order to use its possibilities of influencing the situation in Belarus. And we shall also note that such steps by the UCP irritate not only the authority, but also their colleagues from the opposition camp who expressed concern over the activity of liberals in the eastern direction. 

Although long ago analysts gave up the hopes for a wide coalition of democratic forces which could have formed a single front at the local election, today in the light of the aforesaid there are certain doubts with respect to a possible election alliance on the right flank of the opposition. Its headquarters - the Coordination Council of Democratic Forces – shows no sign of life and differences become stronger and stronger. 

Meanwhile the elite is positive about the idea of establishing an election bloc of opposition parties. (See Table 11). Looking at these figures one is likely to ask – what objective reasons does not allow the leaders of opposition parties to realize the given idea in practice, if almost three fourths of the respondents from private structures, many of whom are not just common members, support the initiative?

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "Over the last several parties many opposition political 

parties have split. For what reason, do you think?", % (more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

This is a consequence of ambitions of some party leaders 
52
35
68

This is a result of activities of Belarusian secret services 
37
24
48

This is a consequence of the fact that there are no objective conditions for existence of political parties in Belarus 
37
59
16

This is a result of inner-party differences
17
10
23

Other
2
–
3

An answer to this question can partially be found in Table 12. Speaking about the reasons for the old splits in the opposition parties, ambitions of some party leaders are rated first (52% of the respondents). The respondents from the private sector – they are absolutely certain of that – believe that in this respect the personal factor is 1.5fold stronger than the so-called subversive activity of secret services in this direction. Obviously, ambitions of party leaders negatively affect not only the inner situation in this or that party but also the relations between such parties and their leaders. And in such situations political blocs are out of the question. 

Attitude of public opinion leaders and experts to the Belarusian-Russian integration 

As the survey shows, almost all leaders and experts are against the idea of unification of Belarus and Russia into a single state (See Table 13). Almost 60% speak out for common good neighborly relations of two independent states, about 40% - for closer relations in the form of a union of two independent states. Clearly, representatives of the private sector prefer the first variant (74%), representatives of the public sector – support the second variant (55%). There are only 3% of those who favor the idea of unification. 

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which variant of Belarus-Russia relations do you consider the best?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the 

private sector 

Good neighborly relations of two independent states 
58
42
74

Union of independent states 
39
55
23

Unification into one state 
3
3
3

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "Is the Union State of Belarus and Russia possible in principle with both countries keeping their sovereignty?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
27
41
13

No
65
45
84

Almost two thirds of leaders and experts (65%) believe that the Union State of Belarus and Russia with both countries keeping their sovereignty, what the Belarusian head of state strives for, according to him, is impossible in principle (See Table 14). Even more respondents (78%) think that it is impossible to guarantee Belarus and Russia will enjoy equal rights in such union (See Table 15). 

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question: "Is the Union State of Belarus and Russia possible when Belarus enjoys the same rights as Russia does?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
18
28
10

No
78
66
90

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question: "Recently in his letter V. Putin suggested A. Lukashenko choosing one from three variants of further integration of Belarus and Russia. Which variant do you prefer?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the 

private sector

Integration on principles of the European Union 
60
41
77

Leave everything as it is 
30
48
13

Accession to Russia 
2
3
–

The majority of leaders and experts (60%) would like the integration of the two countries be based on the principles of the European Union (See Table 16). As one can note, the number of those who are satisfied with the present variant of the integration favored by A. Lukashenko is 2fold smaller (30%). The number of them is higher among representatives of the public sector (48%), 41% prefer the integration on EU principles, in the private sector the picture is opposite – 13% and 77%, respectively. 

There are much more people who would like Belarus to be accepted to the European Union among leaders and experts (See Table 17). As we can notice, this preference is almost of no dependence on the structures they represent. 

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like Belarus to be accepted into the European Union?", %


Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
88
83
94

No
3
–
6

Meanwhile, as we see from Table 18, among leaders and experts there are much more those who would like Belarus to join NATO than those who are against it (43% and 30% respectively). In the private sector 60% are willing to join NATO, whereas in the public sector – the figure is lower – 24%.

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like Belarus to join NATO?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
43
24
61

No
30
31
29

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will A. Lukashenko stand up for Belarus sovereignty, as he claims to, or he can renounce it under certain circumstances?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

He will stand up for the sovereignty under any circumstances
15
24
6

He can renounce the sovereignty under certain circumstances 
78
62
94

Table 19 clearly demonstrates that the overwhelming majority of leaders and experts (78%) does not trust the Belarusian head of state with respect to the integration policy. They have no doubts that under certain circumstances A. Lukashenko is able to renounce Belarus’ sovereignty. Some 94% of representatives of the private sector share this point of view and 62% of representatives of the public sector. Only every seventh upholds the opposite opinion. 

Table 20 shows that even among leaders and experts there is no unanimity with respect to a possibility of conducting an election to the parliament of the Union State of Belarus and Russia. Only 27% believe the election is going to take place, and 38% are certain of the opposite. Almost half of representatives of the public sector (48%) is in the former group, and more than half (58%) of representatives of the private sector is in the latter. Naturally, more than one third of the respondents gave no definite answer to the given question. 

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will an election to the parliament of the Union State of Belarus and Russia take place?", %


Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
27
48
6

No
38
17
58

If such election takes place, 45% of the respondents, regardless of the structures they represent, say democratic opposition shall take part in it (See Table 21). Among representatives of the private sector 32% are against the idea, in the public sector – there are no opponents of it. It is worth noting that 38% of leaders and experts gave no definite answer to the given question (55% in the public sector).

Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question: "Shall democratic opposition take part in an election to the parliament of the Union State of Belarus and Russia?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
45
45
45

No
17
–
32

Thus, we can state that the majority of public opinion leaders and experts are set against the unification of Belarus and Russia into one state. They believe that our countries shall maintain normal neighborly relations. Belarus’ integration into the European Union attracts most of them. And even the number of supporters of the idea of joining NATO is 1.5fold higher than the number of those who are against it. At the same time the majority of the respondents does not trust A. Lukashenko with respect to the integration with Russia, they believe that under certain circumstances he is quite able to betray the sovereignty of our country. 

What do public opinion leaders and experts think about the economic situation in the country

The survey reveals that the overwhelming majority of leaders and experts, regardless of the structures they represent, is not satisfied with A. Lukashenko’s ruling (See Table 22.) Although the number of those dissatisfied is lower among representatives of the public sector, the figure is still impressive – 69%. 

Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you satisfied with A. Lukashenko’s ruling?", %

 

Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
10
21
–

No
83
69
97

What are the reasons for such dissatisfaction? According to the findings, in most cases leaders and experts are not very satisfied with the economic policy of the present authorities and its results. So, the overwhelming majority of the respondents (98.3%) believes that the situation in the country either has deteriorated or remained unchanged (See Table 23). 

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the economic situation in the country has changed over the past year?", % 


Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Has improved
2
–
3

Has not changed
26
52
3

Has worsened
72
48
94

Leaders and experts absolutely disagree with A. Lukashenko’s repeated statements that the economic course of the country is correct and there is no point in adjusting it. As we see from Table 24, 83% of leaders and experts think in the opposite. Among representatives of the public sector – almost two thirds of the respondents. 

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question: "The country leadership has repeatedly claimed the present economic course to be correct. Do you agree with that?", %


Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes, the economic course has been chosen correctly
5
10
–

No, the economic course has been chosen incorrectly
83
66
100

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question: "Does Belarus’ economy need large-scale reforms?", %


Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
88
76
100

No
5
10
–

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question: "Is a "strong social policy", discussed at a recent seminar of local and republic officials, possible in the current economic condition of the country?", %


Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Yes
7
14
–

No
80
62
97

Even more leaders and experts (88%) believe that Belarus’ economy needs large-scale reforms (See Table 25). Although only 76% in the public sector think this way, in the private sector – 100%. 

Obviously, in the current economic conditions the state cannot pursue a strong social policy widely debated at the October seminar of national and local officials. 80% of the respondents think this way (See Table 26). Of course, state-run mass media can tell a lot about advantages of such policy arguing that authorities are mainly concerned about it. But no matter what, things are rights where they started…
DECEMBER - 2002

A. Lukashenko’s rating went up. A little. 

The survey findings show that in October-December 2002 as compared to September voters’ attitude towards A. Lukashenko slightly improved (See Table 1). Such rise in indicators of attitude can be explained by his energetic public activity in the given period. The dynamics of the overall value of all four indicators expressed in the electorate’s typology on its attitude to A. Lukashenko is given in Table 2. As one can see, although the number of his convinced supporters went up (from 10.7% to 14.3%), the number of convinced opponents increased by almost the same number (from 41.3% to 44.7%). That resulted from further polarization of the vacillatory, i.e. those who support A. Lukashenko on certain issues and are against him on other issues. Clearly, the overall tendency of the last five years has developed against the first Belarusian president. 

Table 1

Dynamics of major indexes of attitude to A. Lukashenko, %



Indexes of attitude
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

Would have voted for A. Lukashenko at a new presidential election (open rating) 
44.3
52.2
43.8
38.2
46.0
27.0
30.5

Would have voted for A. Lukashenko at an election of Belarus-Russia president 
35.2
44.7
31.6
27.5
26.4
15.0
20.5

Trust the president 
45.0
48.0
39.8
36.0
44.5
36.1
38.2

Consider A. Lukashenko an ideal politician
50.4
51.5
44.9
37.5
36.8
23.2
28.1

Table 2

Dynamics of electoral types, %



Electoral types
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

Convinced supporters of A. Lukashenko 
26.0
29.3
22.3
18.5
20.2
10.7
14.3

Vacillatory
53.2
53.3
49.5
49.1
43.9
48.0
41.0

Convinced opponents of A. Lukashenko
20.8
17.4
28.2
32.5
35.9
41.3
44.7

Table 3

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think after the 2001 presidential election A. Lukashenko’s rating (i.e. the readiness of the population to vote for him at the next presidential 

election) has increased or decreased?", %



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02

Has decreased  
59.8
66.1

Has increased
17.2
14.1

Meanwhile, two thirds of Belarusians (66.1%) are certain that after the 2001 presidential election A. Lukashenko’s rating dropped (See Table 3). In fact, that is an estimation of the president’s activity over the given period, whether or not he fulfilled his election campaign promises. 

Table 4 characterizes the dynamics of the closed rating of key figures of Belarus public policy. As we can notice, A. Lukashenko tops the list leaving the rest far behind, the rating of most of them does not exceed the margin of error. That is another proof of the fact that so far the population has seen no real competitors to the present head of state. 

Table 5 also proves it and presents answers to the direct question about a possible rival to the president. As we see, only 18.2% of the respondents can name such candidate. But only three fourth of them would vote for him at the next presidential election. 15.1% of those who do not know a worthy competitor to the president can vote for A. Lukashenko. The rest have made no choice yet. 

Table 4

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the following question: "If at a new election the following 

politicians were the candidates for presidency, how would you vote?", % (closed question)


Variant of answer
09'02
12'02

Would vote for A. Lukashenko 
17.8
23.9

Would vote for a candidate whom A. Lukashenko chooses as his successor
7.1
8.2

S. Gaidukevich
7.7
5.2

V. Polevikova
3.5
4.4

S. Shushkevich
–*
3.7

À. Lebedko
2.9
3.3

Ì. Marinich
2.5
3.0

Other politicians (less than 3% of votes each) 
14.8
15.6

* The given name was not offered in the questionnaire

Table 5

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Do you know a candidate who can successfully compete with A. Lukashenko at the presidential election?", %



Variant of answer*
09'02
12'02

Yes, I know
15.8
18.2

No, I do not know
82.1
80.9

Table 6

Dynamics of answers to the question: "For whom did you vote at the 2001 presidential election?", %



Variant of answer
10'01
12'02

For A. Lukashenko
48.2
49.4

For V. Goncharik
21.0
19.0

For S. Gaidukevich
2.9
4.3

Against all 
7.1
10.5

Did not take part in it
12.1
12.2

Will not answer this question
7.0
3.6

Table 6 demonstrates a high recurrence of voting results at the 2001 presidential election. Therefore, it proves that the official election results were reasonably put in question. 

Local election – a steady rise in interest and stability of sympathies

A little more than two months is left before the election to local Councils. Being the first serious political campaign after the 2001 presidential election, it will become a barometer of public moods, a large-scale examination of leading political forces in the country an in a sense will shed light on plans and intentions of the authority. As for the interest of Belarusian voters in local elections, the following fact proves its significant growth. Over the last three months the number of those who know when the voting is to take place has jumped from 20% to 37.5%. Besides, as we see from Table 7, today about two thirds of the respondents, i.e. at the initial stage of the election campaign, say they are ready to cast votes for this or that candidate.

Table 7

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Are you going to participate in the election to local Councils?", %



Variant of answer
03'99
09'02
12.02

Yes
45.0
60.3
63.6

No
20.0
20.3
16.6

Do not know yet
34.0
–*
–*

DA/NA
1.0
19.4
19.8

*In this opinion poll the given variant of answer was omitted

Traditionally, when asked about their participation on the upcoming election campaign A. Lukashenko’s supporters demonstrate a higher degree of civil responsibility. 78.7% of them are going to take part in the election whereas the number among his opponents is lower – 57.0%. In the March 1999 election, according to IISEPS data, 60% (64% according to the Central Election Commission) of those who have right to vote took part in the election. Taking into account the influence of the election campaigning, we can suppose with certainty that this spring the turnout in Belarus will be rather high. 

But who will benefit from it to the maximum? What can such high turnout result in? Having no sufficient information on programs of the candidates and often willing to receive no such information, as a result many voters make their choice judging by the concrete candidate’s attitude towards A. Lukashenko and his policy. The latter serves as an indicator here which helps voters to separate "alien" candidates. We shall remind that in September IISEPS documented "an untwining" of the so-called "spiral of silence". In other words, confidence of Belarusians who speak out for democratic changes in the country that they are not lonely in their opinion and that the majority of the population supports it, has considerably increased. However, so far we have seen no further "untwining" of the "spiral of silence". As compared to September, there has been no serious change in selection of candidates and estimation of the voting by voters (See Table 8).

Table 8

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question about the nature of the future voting, %



Variant of answer


What candidate would you prefer to vote for 
What candidate, do you think, 

the majority will support


04'02
09'02
12'02
04'02
09'02
12'02

For candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko
29.2
27.9
31.1
49.5
35.0
36.5

For candidate-opponent A. Lukashenko
28.3
30.8
31.2
16.5
25.3
24.7

Other candidate 
15.2
16.5
12.4
6.6
7.4
8.0

In the choice of candidates whom voters are going to support their sympathies between candidates-supporters and candidates-opponents of the president divide in two almost equal parts: about one third of the respondents believes that the majority will vote for candidates-supporters and about one fourth – for candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko. As usual, supporters of A. Lukashenko are more consolidated than his opponents: 90% of the supporters are going to vote for candidates-supporters of the president, whereas only 58.2% of A. Lukashenko’s opponents are ready to support candidates-opponents (14.6% - other candidates). 

There is no change regarding the influence of party membership of candidates upon voters’ choice. Party membership of candidates remains, to put it mildly, a secondary factor in this respect (See Table 9). 

Table 9

Dynamics of answers to the question about support for party candidates, %



Variant of answer 
04'02
09'02
12'02

Women’s party "Nadzeya" (V. Polevikova)*
4.3
6.9
5.8

Social-Democratic Party (S. Gaidukevich)
5.5
7.6
5.8

Belarusian Party of Communists (S. Kalyakin)
2.7
3.3
4.8

United Civic Party (А. Lebedko)
3.8
3.6
3.9

Belarusian Social-Democratic Gramada (S. Shushkevich)
3.8
2.9
3.5

Belarusian Popular Front "Adradzhennya" (V. Vecherko)
2.0
3.1
2.5

Conservative-Christian Party of BPF (Z. Poznyak)
1.9
2.9
2.2

Belarusian Social-Democratic Party "Narodnaya Gramada" (N. Starikevich)
2.6
2.7
2.1

Communist Party of Belarus (V. Zakharchenko)
1.7
–**
–**

Labor Party (А. Bukhvostov)
1.4
1.6
1.9

Other 
6.2
2.9
4.6

DA/NA
64.1
62.3
62.9

* The survey was conducted before the final decision about the new leader of the party 

** In these opinion polls the given variant of answer was not offered 

Here we can suppose that aside form objective reasons contributing to a relative low authority of political parties in the society (an extremely negative, sometimes even hostile attitude of the authorities, scanty financial resources for development of party structures, lack of minimum political culture in wide masses), subjective reasons also play their role. The latter includes a series of splits in several leading parties which often resulted from personal relations of their leaders, a gradual washing out of the opposition consolidation achieved during the presidential campaign, etc. 

In this respect local elections, and now it is absolutely obvious, are unlikely to promote mutual understanding in the ranks of the opposition. Probably, the truth is that local elections do not necessarily mean creating a rigid common opposition, especially if formed from the top without paying attention to the opinion of regional structures. Of course, local elections can solve some local tasks which presuppose a high degree of autonomy of parties and movements. In the given case, however, the process of division of yesterday’s partners seems to be of great importance. 

The recent events (a number of parties left the Coordination Council of Opposition Political Parties, instead another structure with vague functions was created without the participation of some parties) give no grounds for optimism. We cannot exclude that during the upcoming election we will see a struggle between candidates from opposition parties, who used to forget about existing differences for the sake of the common goal. 

In turn, the authorities, in all appearances, are not going to change anything in their approach to elections. The fact that public organizations and opposition parties are insignificantly presented in district and constituency election commissions, undoubtedly, affected the respondents’ estimation of reliability of official data on the future voting results. The number of those who believe that the official voting results will correspond to the real returns is almost equal to the number of those who doubt it (See Table 10). As usual, in similar situations opinions of supporters and opponents of the president are almost mirror opposite. 

Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question: "Will, in your opinion, the official results of the election of deputies to local Councils correspond to voting results?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents 
Supporters A. Lukashenko
Opponents A. Lukashenko

Yes
40.1
63.7
23.7

No
33.6
4.4
70.6

Fears and doubts of voters could have been easily relieved through an active cooperation with the corresponding OSCE structures, having balanced the election commissions and provided observers from non-state organizations with a possibility to work. The participation of such observers, according to 57.7% of the voters (and almost half of the president’s supporters), would have allowed to ensure a free and fair election. 

While the future of the OSCE AMG remains a subject of protracted talks, voters appreciated the activity of the group, which helped to monitor the previous parliamentary and presidential campaign. About 60% of the respondents approve of this activity (and only 15.2% disapprove of it).

Confidence in the voting results under the condition that the election commissions included representatives of all political forces, in the opinion of 70% of the respondents (and almost half of the president’s supporters) would have been much higher (See Table 11). In this respect it would have been logical if the president heeded to the opinion of his supporters. As we know, the election commissions were formed on a different criterion. 

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question: "Many Belarusians do not believe election results, because election commissions do not include representatives of the opposition. What do you think in this 

respect?"



Variant of answer
%

Confidence in election results would have been higher if election commissions included representatives of all political forces 
70.4

Election commissions shall include only those who defend interests of the present authorities 
9.3

We shall note that regardless of such readiness of a considerable part of the population to take part in the local election, common voters express a paradoxical attitude toward local Councils. The overwhelming majority of the respondents (82%) claim that local Councils and their deputies have almost no influence on their life (less than 10% believe they influence it considerably). That is a natural outcome. Today the competence of local Councils is very limited. And if the present state of affairs suits the authorities, the voters shall, as we see it, think in a different way. However, a little more than one fourth stands up for broadening their powers (See Table 12). 

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think powers of local Councils shall be 

broadened?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents 
Supporters A. Lukashenko
Opponents A. Lukashenko

Yes
26.1
25.1
25.3

No
51.6
47.9
55.7

At that A. Lukashenko’s opponents are even more skeptical than his supporters. It turns out that the situation when almost nothing depends on the closest [to the voters] representatives of the authority suits Belarus’ voters. It is hard to say what’s more here – traditional distrust to local government or power representation as such, or rejection of the idea of local government. The matter is that today the majority of Belarusians believes that their problems must not be solved on places or by authorized representatives. Then why shall they go to voting polls? 

As we know, democracy as an efficient form of governing derives from the natural desire to put in order the simplest and the most basic needs, which we face daily. To repair a road, to organize public transportation and cleaning streets from snow, to build a sports yard – who can deal with such tasks better than local authorities which you elect yourself and which are responsible to you? If there is no such desire and also understanding of the importance of the functioning of democratic institutions on the local level, there is no point in expecting voters to act more reasonably when it comes to electing the president. 

Belarusians trust no one? 

As Table 13 reveals, the voters feel almost no confidence in most state and public institutions. Only in the first four cases the number of those who trust them is higher than the number of those who distrust them. Orthodox Church tops the list leaving other institutions far behind. Clearly, 72.6% of the adult population consider themselves supporters of the Orthodox denomination. The second place on the basis of index of trust, which takes into account the number of those who trust and distrust, is given to independent research centers beating the army. Thus, the traditional Slavic triad of trust "God, tsar and military commander" is broken: if Church and Army are placed among the top three, the president takes only the 9th place, lagging behind research centers, mass media, unions of entrepreneurs and the Constitutional Court. 

Protestant Church "leads" the lower part of the Table, the index of trust is even lower than that of police – which traditionally enjoys little support from the population. A high level of distrust to Protestantism in the mainly Orthodox country (according to the survey, we have only 1.2% supporters of Protestant denominations) is quite explainable. However, all institutions of the state authority, beloved and formed by the president, are also in the end of the list. Perhaps, the population and the president have different tastes and preferences. 

The population does not trust political parties – no matter whether they support or oppose the president. In our opinion, that is because so far parties have had no place in the political system of power created by A. Lukashenko in compliance with his own vision of democracy. 

Concrete statesmen and public figures enjoy even less trust than such institutions, including the institutions they head. As we can see from Table 14, quite expectedly A. Lukashenko tops the list with 37%, followed by Premier G. Novitsky with 21.2% (lagging behind by 15.8%). Then L. Yermoshina (18.7%) and M. Myasnikovich (16.8%) go.

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you trust the following state and public institutions?", %



Institutions
Trust
Distrust
Trust index

Orthodox Church 
65.7
22.4
+0.435

Independent research centers 
43.9
26.4
+0.177

Army
49.8
37.2
+0.126

State-run research centers 
38.6
35.5
+0.032

State-run mass media
40.4
44.2
–0.039

Non-state mass media
37.1
42.4
–0.054

Unions of entrepreneurs
31.3
38.5
–0.073

Constitutional Court
36.4
43.9
–0.076

President
38.2
48.3
–0.101

Roman Catholic Church 
32.9
43.2
–0.103

Free and independent labor unions
29.4
42.1
–0.128

Labor unions of the Belarusian Federation of Labor Unions
27.8
45.4
–0.176

Government
29.5
53.6
–0.243

KGB
26.7
51.7
–0.252

Courts
28.7
54.9
–0.263

Central Election Commission
26.6
53.7
–0.272

National Assembly 
23.1
50.7
–0.278

Political parties, which support the authorities
21.7
55.1
–0.337

Local Executive Committees
23.2
58.7
–0.357

Opposition political parties
18.4
55.0
–0.370

Local Councils of Deputies
22.5
59.8
–0.375

Police
24.6
63.4
–0.390

Protestant Church
13.4
58.4
–0.454

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you trust the following Belarusian politicians and public figures?", %



Person
Trust
Distrust 
Do not know him/her
Trust index

Alexander Lukashenko 
37.0
45.3
2.9
–0.086

Mikhail Myasnikovich
16.8
25.1
44.9
–0.155

Gennady Novitsky
21.2
35.0
26.4
–0.189

Lidia Yermioshina 
18.7
35.5
27.5
–0.236

Leonid Kozik 
13.9
28.8
42.6
–0.263

Grigory Vasilevich 
10.2
20.7
58.9
–0.264

Ural Latypov 
13.3
30.3
43.6
–0.307

Piotr Prokopovich
11.2
28.0
47.9
–0.330

Valentin Sukalo 
8.9
23.1
56.2
–0.333

Anatoly Lebedko 
11.5
31.1
40.6
–0.340

Alexander Voitovich
7.7
23.4
55.4
–0.364

Nikolai Starikevich 
9.1
29.3
45.6
–0.380

Valery Frolov 
5.7
20.1
62.3
–0.396

Viktor Sheiman 
10.4
32.0
44.8
–0.397

Vadim Popov 
7.0
25.1
55.1
–0.407

Stanislav Shushkevich
15.5
51.2
15.1
–0.424

Sergei Gaidukevich 
13.4
48.3
19.9
–0.440

Vintsuk Vecherko 
9.6
35.2
41.9
–0.448

Sergei Kalyakin 
9.4
40.8
35.3
–0.492

Zenon Poznyak 
9.3
58.9
17.2
–0.607

However, the level of distrust to A. Lukashenko is rather high (45.3%), and in this respect he is a little ahead of S. Gaidukevich (48.3%), S. Shushkevich (51.2%) and Z. Poznyak (58.9%).

Surprisingly enough, the following well-known parliamentarians have the lowest index of trust – V. Frolov (5.7%), V. Popov (7%) and A. Voitovich (7.7%). The two latter head the parliament. These politicians as well as V. Sukalo, G. Vasilevich and M. Myasnikovich have the lowest index of distrust (20.1-25.1%).

If the respondents are aware of the existence of proper state institutions, many people know almost nothing about the aforementioned politicians! The less known are V. Frolov, G. Vasilevich, V. Sukalo, A. Voitovich and V. Popov. In fact, 3% of the respondents know nothing about A. Lukashenko!

Judging by the index of trust, Z. Poznyak, S. Kalyakin, V. Vecherko, S. Gaidukevich and S. Shushkevich – have the lowest index. Only A. Lebedko and N. Statkevich are in the middle of the list.

In general, none of the above mentioned statesmen and public figures of the country received a positive index of trust. That means people distrust more than they trust them. 

Interest in the integration decreases

As the survey findings show, during the last three-four years integration moods have gradually grown in the Belarusian society, and in the first half of 2002 they reached its apogee. But after V. Putin’s summer attempt to clear up the Belarus-Russian relations to what A. Lukashenko reacted with open irritation, the growth was replaced by a noticeable cooling of "unionist" moods among officials and then in the whole socium. Today the ratio of supporters of Belarus’ independence and those who speak out for the unification with Russia is 3.4:1, whereas nine months ago it was only 1.9:1 (See Table 15).

Table 15

Dynamics of selection of the best variant of relations between Belarus and Russia, %


Variant of answer
03'99
04'00
04'01
04'02
12'02

Good neighborly relations or a union of two independent states 
73.7
72.6
72.1
61.6
75.6

Unification into one state 
24.1
25.3
26.5
31.9
22.0

Table 16

Voting at a hypothetical referendum on the unification of Belarus and Russia, %



Variant of answer
03'99
04'00
04'01
04'02
12'02

For unification
41.8
55.7
56.6
53.8
53.8

Against unification 
40.4
27.6
28.4
23.0
26.3

Will not take part in the voting
14.7
15.6
14.6
11.6
7.8

Although today 2fold more Belarusians are ready to vote for the integration of Belarus and Russia than against it, the interest in the integration is falling (See Table 16).

The integral result of the given tendency is presented in Table 17. As we can see, since April 2002 the number of supporters of the unification has dropped almost by one third, while the number of its opponents has increased by more than 20%. 

Table 17

Dynamics of the number of supporters and opponents of the unification with Russia, %



Social types*
03'99
04'00
04'01
04'02
12'02

Opponents of the unification
40.0
27.3
27.6
21.5
25.8

Supporters of the unification
23.5
24.0
25.8
28.3
19.8

* Convinced supporters are those who at a referendum would vote for the unification of Belarus and Russia and consider the unification into one state the best variant of bilateral relations. Convinced opponents are those who at a referendum would vote against the unification and consider good neighborly relations of two independent states the best variant of bilateral relations.

What are the reasons for such a sharp change of moods in the Belarusian society? Quite recently, only eight months ago, we saw an opposite trend, enumerating the major factors which contributed to the growth of integration moods of the electorate. These factors are present today, but nonetheless, the moods change into the opposite. In our opinion, the reason is a rapid change of the contents of official propaganda with respect to Russia. We shall emphasize – propaganda, not policy, the essence of which, as before, is boiled down to the usage of integration rhetoric in order to receive political and financial assistance from the eastern neighbor. 

As for the propaganda, since September 2002 state-run mass media, especially television, have assumed an anti-Russian stance, as if ordered to. Sometimes we had an impression that our TV is guided by the most radical Belarusian nationalists! As a result, a considerable part of A. Lukashenko’s electorate was confused. Some people still support the old policy of integration, others – more oriented at the personality of their ideal than the integration – joined the camp of opponents of the integration of the two countries. In particular, over the past eight months the number of supporters of Belarus’ independence in the convinced electorate of A. Lukashenko increased 3.7fold!

Which variant of the integration do Belarusians consider the best? First of all, it is noteworthy that three fourth of the respondents (74.9%) answered in the negative to the direct question about possible variants of the integration as a result of which our country loses its sovereignty and independence. The most attracting, as Table 18 shows, - a union of independent states with close political ad economic relations. More than half of the respondents (51.7%) chose this variant. Almost the same variant which presupposes common CIS relations between our countries received support of 19.7%. In other words, three fourth of Belarusians (71.4%) support the variants of good neighborly relations of independent states or a union of them, whereas the variant when Russia and Belarus unite into a single state attracts only 21.2% of the respondents. 

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question: "Which variant of the integration of Belarus and Russia would you personally prefer?"



Variant of answer
%

Belarus and Russia shall form a union of independent states with close political and economic relations 
51.7

Belarus and Russia shall become a single state with a common president, army, flag, currency, etc. 
21.2

Relations between Belarus and Russia shall be as between other CIS member-states 
19.7

As for the present Union of Belarus and Russia, the population is pessimistic about it and there are no trends for improvement (See Table 19). The majority of Belarusians believe that this Union either has remained a mere declaration having no influence on the life of common people (more than 40% of the answers), or has turned into a sinecure for officials (more than 30% of the answers).

Table 19

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question about the Union of Belarus and Russia, %



Variant of answer
04'01
04'02
12'02

The union has remain a mere declaration of intentions having no influence on the life of Russians and Belarusians 
35.1
49.0
43.0

The Union has improved the life of officials who work in its administrative bodies 
27.9
30.9
33.0

The Union is a really functioning structure, which has improved the life of common Belarusians and Russians 
9.8
6.1
9.0

Heard nothing about the union
2.7
2.7
2.5

At the same time, out of three variants of possible development of the relations between the two countries suggested by V. Putin Belarusians would have opted for the integration on the principles of the European Union (See Table 20). Almost half of the respondents (46%) spoke out for that. And only 17.7%, i.e. 2.6fold less, choose the option of joining Russia as one of its subjects! 

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question: " Recently in his letter V. Putin suggested A. Lukashenko choosing one from three variants of further integration of Belarus and Russia. Which variant do you prefer?"



Variant of answer
%

Integration on the principles of the European Union 
46.0

Belarus joins Russia as one of its subjects 
17.7

Everything shall be left as it is
22.1

Meanwhile, we can easily state that among Belarusians there are more and more supporters of Belarus joining the European Union (See Table 21). Almost 61% of the respondents think this way. 

As the survey findings show, a considerable part of the adult population of our country is confident that - as for democratic transformations – our eastern neighbors have achieved greater results. Table 22 proves it. 

Table 21

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question about voting at a hypothetical referendum on Belarus joining the European Union



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02

Yes
53.4
60.9

Against
8.1
10.9

Would not vote
13.0
10.0

Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question: "After the collapse of the USSR leaders of the most Soviet republics pledge to build democratic states and civil societies. Do you think Russia and Belarus has made much progress in this respect in this 

respect?"



Variant of answer
%

Russia
56.4

Belarus
16.4

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question: "In what spheres there are more unsolved problems in Belarus and in Russia?", %


Variant of answer
Belarus
Russia

Freedom of mass media
71.0
20.6

Free and fair election
66.8
25.3

Human rights
65.7
26.2

Independence of judicial branch 
63.6
28.2

Distribution of powers between legislative, executive and judicial powers
61.6
29.3

Discrimination for political, religious, etc, reasons 
51.5
36.9

Table 23 is another proof. As one can notice, in most cases more than half of Belarusians believe that we have much more problems in all spheres of public life defining the level of democratization of any society than Russia does. In Belarus these problems are deeper and more serious than in Russia. 

In the opinion of 44% of Belarusians, common Russians live better than common Belarusians. Only 35.1% of the respondents think in the opposite. 

The survey findings show that there are different opinions on the modern relations between Belarus and Russia (See Table 24). As we can see, the number of those who are positive about these relations is 5.4% higher than the number of those who are negative about them. And all that is regardless of many years of integration propaganda! Thus, we can conclude: the present integration – is no more than a source of incomes for pseudo-patriotic officials. 

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question: 

"What do you think about the present relations between Russia and Belarus?"



Variant of answer
%

Warm
42.3

Neutral
16.8

Cold
36.9

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question: "What do you think about the relations between A. Lukashenko and V. Putin?"



Variant of answer
%

Warm
34.1

Neutral 
17.6

Cold
42.8

The population is much more pessimistic about the present relations between the heads of our countries (See Table 25). The common estimation seems more negative: the negative estimation surpasses the positive – by 8.7%. 

Thus, the further the integration of Belarus and Russia develops, the colder, in the opinion of the population, the relations between the allies and their leadership become. May be the integration shall be slowed down until the relations turn hostile? 

Third presidential term for A. Lukashenko: Support grows, chances don’t get bigger

Today the issue of the third presidential term for A. Lukashenko can be compared to a time-bomb. All people know it is planted (there is a constitutional norm which does not allow to be elected the president for more than two consecutive times) and sooner or later it must blow up (practically all policymakers are certain: there are few chances that in the current situation A. Lukashenko will voluntarily quit). Differences in estimations of the situation limit only to technical questions – when and how the project "the third term" will be realized. 

At present, more often there are two opinions on this issue. The first is like follows – the president has already made up his mind to run for presidency for the third time and now he is looking for the most convenient time to realize the repeatedly and publicly voiced scenario – a referendum to abolish the given constitutional norm and then a new presidential election. The second opinion is boiled down to the following: so far the head of state has not made up his mind, everything will depend on the correlation of a number of common factors – positions of Russia and the West as well as moods of the nomenclature and common voters. 

As for outside factors, everything is more or less clear. The West is unlikely to support this project. Russia’s official stance on the issue has not been made clear yet. However, taking into account numerous information leakage from the Kremlin administration and the nature of the relations between V. Putin and A. Lukashenko, we can suppose that today the possibility of Moscow’s negative reaction is higher than positive one. 

The overwhelming majority of the Belarusian nomenclature is dissatisfied with the present regime, because it does not allow it to realize its interests, first of all property interests. According to IISEPS data, the nomenclature does not want A. Lukashenko to remain the president for another term (in case the constitutional norm is abolished – for uncertain period). But during a possible referendum and an election its behavior will in many respects be determined by moods of common voters. Today they are like follows. 

The number of the respondents who believe that Belarus develops in a wrong direction (54.0%) is twofold higher than the number of those who think in the opposite (26.6%). Over the last three months the number of respondents who gave no definite answer to the question has dropped by 10 points. In fact, both points of view are equally popular. 

A similar picture can be revealed if we look at the dynamics of major indicators of the population’s attitude to A. Lukashenko (See Table 1 on Page 12).

The rise in positive estimation of the head of state levels at 2-5%. The number of those who are rather dissatisfied with A. Lukashenko’s ruling crept up also by 5% (those who are satisfied – by 6%). It is important to note here that along with a rise in absolute figures from September through December a balance between convinced opponents of the president (41.3% in September and 44.7% in December) and convinced supporters (10.7% and 14.3%, respectively) has remained (see Table 2 on page 12). In other words, we can state that during the given period a polarization of the "vacillatory" (those who previously found it difficult to answer such questions) has taken place. It turns out that having determined its preferences the "vacillatory" split in two equal parts – half of them consistently supports the present head of state and his political course, another half joined the camp of his opponents. Besides, the ratio of those who say after the presidential election A. Lukashenko’s rating increased to those who think in the opposite has changed in favor of the latter (See Table 3 on Page 12).

Naturally, sociologists would like to explain the given situation by the fact that data of different public opinion polls, which indicated that A. Lukashenko’s rating dropped since the 2001 presidential election, has finally reached voters. However, we believe this explanation insufficient. Aside from the information factor, other factors have played certain role – disappointment with the promised [after the election] liberalization of the social-economic course, cutting down social privileges and preferences to the population, etc. 

What are the reasons for this polarization? Generally speaking, over the last three months no serious events affecting the life of common voters have taken place. As for the domestic political life – suppression of the opposition, attacks on the civil society, especially independent press, continue. Besides, a decrease in real wage was noticed in November. 

We believe that the above described result form foreign political activity of A. Lukashenko. As we know, this activity has brought almost no dividends to him in the East (as a result of the "gas" dispute A. Lukashenko had to go to Moscow to make it up with V. Putin, and judging by the behavior of both presidents – on V. Putin’s conditions), and in the West (the Belarusian head of state did not only managed to attend the Prague NATO summit, but shortly after it most EU member-states and the USA banned the president and several other top Belarusian officials from visiting these countries). However, an analysis of the given consequences is mainly for those who are interested in politics. It seems that common citizens reacted to the fact of heightened activity of the head of state. Such activity contributed to the formation of a more definite attitude from the vacillatory majority to the president. 

The only, but a very significant exception from the aforementioned process of an even polarization of the "vacillatory" is the voters’ attitude to the project "the third term" for A. Lukashenko. In this case the growing number of supporters of the idea was not accompanied by a twin rise in the number of its opponents (See Tables 26 and 27). As we can see, compared to September there are 4% more respondents who are positive about abolishing the constitutional norm which does not allow A. Lukashenko to be elected the president for more than two consecutive times, and 7% more those who are ready to support such abolition at a referendum. 

Table 26

Dynamics of attitude towards the abolition of the constitutional norm which does not allow 

A. Lukashenko be elected the president for more than two consecutive times, %



Variant of answer
10'01
09'02
12'02

Positive. I think the given norm shall be abolished 
23.4
23.7
27.6

Negative. I think the given norm shall be kept 
52.7
58.0
57.0

Table 27

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "If there were a referendum to change the 

Constitution of the Republic of Belarus to allow A. Lukashenko be elected the president again 

(in compliance with the present constitutional norm he cannot be elected the president for more 

than two consecutive times), how would you vote?", %



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02

Would vote for such amendment to the Constitution
15.5
22.4

Would vote against such amendment to the Constitution
50.6
50.7

Do not know yet, will judge by circumstances
25.4
21.0

Would not take part in such referendum
7.2
5.5

Therefore, which social groups contributed to this growth? In our opinion, there have been no sweeping changes in the Belarusian socium with respect to he third term. In fact, in September part of A. Lukashenko’s supporters (mostly people with a low level of education and aged people living in rural areas), in all appearances, did not know how to answer this question. But if the president’s opponents (mostly people with higher education) saw the point and did not change their opinion on this issue, the supporters became more inclined to vote for changing the Constitution (61.7% in September and 73% in December). At that the ratio of the vacillatory among A. Lukashenko’s supporters diminished. The given explanation is proved by the fact that among rural residents, who traditionally support the present head of state, the ratio of those who are going to vote "in favor" on both issues rose by 13%. 

The aforesaid means that regardless of a certain rise in the number of those who agree to change the Constitution "for A. Lukashenko", the authority has no reasons for optimism. All it has managed to achieve is to mobilize its traditional electorate. At the same time the majority of the Belarusian society consistently speaks out against changing the Constitution (57%) and is ready to express this opinion at a referendum (50.7%). Thus, the chances of realizing the project "the third term" have not increased. 

Policy of reducing Russian information influence brings first results

It is no secret that independent Belarus has never been cut off from the Russian information space. Belarusian readers and TV audience have got accustomed to such situation to which a low quality of domestic media-products, especially state-run electronic media also contributed. Not surprisingly, today Russian televisions remains the main source of information for Belarusians (See Table 28). 

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question: "What sources do you use to receive information about what is going on in Belarus and abroad?" (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

Russian television 
78.1

Belarusian television 
64.1

From relatives, friends, colleagues, etc.
30.4

Belarusian state-run radio
25.0

Belarusian state-run press
22.0

FM-radio stations (BA, Radio Roks, Alpha-Radio, Radio-Style, etc.
19.9

Belarusian non-state press
12.9

In office (information meetings, political briefings, etc.)
9.9

Western radio stations
3.3

From other sources 
1.7

I do not care
3.8

The given situation suited A. Lukashenko because he could easily find common grounds with the Russian leadership, which has always had and has recently strengthened its influence upon domestic mass media. However, over recent months when the relations between Minsk and Moscow have become cloudy, to put in mildly, the Belarusian authorities have viewed such dependence as a potential danger. During the "gas" conflict the president felt that the power of Russian TV channels, which Minsk could not control, cannot be compared to the possibilities of the Belarusian television. Therefore, at present A. Lukashenko considers it disadvantageous to maintain a common information space with Russia. 

For that reason the Belarusian authorities have recently begun pursuing a persistent policy aimed at reducing the influence of Russian mass media upon Belarusians, at isolation of our media space from negative, in their opinion, information and at replacing Russian mass media with totally controlled domestic mass media including the appearance of a mixed TV channel ONT on the waves of Russia’s ORT in prime-time. The fact that this course will persistently be carried out is proved by sporadic news about a possible replacement of the Russian TV channel RTR (variant - Kultura) with another Belarusian TV channel. 

We shall admit that the authorities can be satisfied with the first results of such policy. When we asked our respondents "What TV channel do you watch most of all?", for the first time most respondents named not a Russian channel, but the Belarusian ONT TV channel (See Table 29). 

Table 29

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Which TV channels do you watch?", % (more than one answer is possible)


Variants of answer
08'00
08'01
04'02
12'02

Second Belarusian channel (ОNТ)
–
–
–
80.5

ОRТ
89.8
93.1
95.1
62.3

Belarusian Television (BT)
71.9
77.1
67.7
77.5

RTR
77.1
80.7
77.0
76.4

NTV
56.1
54.9
50.5
56.9

Local TV (regional, city TV)
37.2
39.0
32.4
40.6

Cable television
–
–
9.3
18.4

ТV-6
–
–
12.3
11.7

Polish TV
–
–
–
11.6

Satellite TV
10.0
9.7
5.3
7.0

Other
7.6
7.4
4.9
4.8

In fact, Belarusians watch programs prepared by the Russian ORT channel. ONT’s own programs are limited to three newscasts. Nonetheless, a considerable part of the Belarusian audience, obviously, views it as ONT mainly because of the new logo instead of the ORT logo. Since April the number of the respondents who said they watched ORT has fallen by one third! Naturally, the Belarusian audiences of two other Russian channels has remained unchanged in their number. 

We can run the risk of making prognosis that gradually the majority of Belarusians will forget which channel they watch in reality. Having kept the entertainment programs of ORT (domestic entertainment programs cannot stand the competition), the Belarusian authorities will replace the information programs with their own. Thus, two goals can be achieved this way – an information control over the TV channel while using the popularity of the popular brand for their own purposes. So far, ORT has lost its top popularity and is now placed only third (56.4% of the respondents trust it), leveling down to BT channel (55.8%). It has reached its record low. However, in this respect ONT is lagging only behind RTR (60% and 63.7%, respectively).

Unlike television, radio audiences have remained almost unchanged. State-run, central and local radio stations have improved their figures (See Table 30). 

Table 30

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Which radio stations do you listen to?", % (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
07'00
08'01
04'02
12'02

Belarusian radio
53.8
49.0
43.3
50.2

FM-stations 
33.1
35.6
42.3
40.5

Local radio
34.2
37.9
32.4
36.6

Russian radio stations 
30.2
31.0
22.5
26.4

Belarusian service of Radio Liberty
7.1
11.3
8.9
7.7

Russian service of Radio Liberty
4.2
6.9
4.4
4.9

Other western radio stations
4.6
3.6
1.4
3.6

Other radio stations
3.3
4.2
2.7
2.0

However, changes can be revealed during the next opinion poll. The reason – Belarus cut off three Russian radios ("Voice of Russia", "Mayak" and "Yunost") within the framework of the above mentioned policy of reducing the influence of the Russian information market. The decision to cut off the radio stations was made regardless of the fact that recently the audience of Russian radio has followed a steady downtrend, although in December it crept up a little. 

No serious change has taken place in the market of printed media. We can still distinguish four leading periodicals, including Komsomolskaya Pravda v Belorussii, Sovetskaya Belorussia and AiF v Belorussii (See Table 31). And that is quite reasonable. So, many are forced to subscribe to local state-run mass media, especially in rural areas, because there is no other periodicals. Sovetskaya Belorussia is an information face of the present authority, that is why all those who are interested in politics must read it, as people read Pravda in Soviet times. 

Table 31

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Which newspapers do you read?", % 

(more than one answer is possible


Variant of answer
07'00
10'01
04'02
12'02

Local newspaper ("Vecherny Minsk", "Brest Courier," etc.)
42.3
–
48.8
41.3

"Komsomolskaya Pravda v Belorussii"
21.0
35.6
39.4
38.7

"Sovetskaya Belorussia"
29.4
37.7
34.8
37.3

"AiF v Belorussii"
25.6
40.5
31.5
30.8

"BDG"
7.4
12.1
11.7
12.5

"Izvestia"
6.4
10.7
6.2
11.8

"Narodnaya Volya"
9.8
12.8
10.5
9.8

"Belorusskaya gazeta"
4.4
8.4
5.3
9.1

"Svobodnye novosti-plus"
6.1*
10.4*
7.1*
7.2

"Belorussky rynok"
4.7
6.6
4.4
6.5

"NEG"
–
–
–
5.3

"Zgoda"
–
–
0.5
0.9

Other
16.6
21.9
17.8
8.5

* In these opinion polls the given newspaper was named "Svobodnye novosti"

Many view the popularity of Komsomolskaya Pravda v Belorussii and AiF v Belorussii not so much as their own merit but as a result of a high popularity of the corresponding Russian periodicals. But we shall admit that the Belarusian editions of the two newspapers has successfully managed to find their market niche. And if Aif has stick mostly to social-economic themes, Komsomolskaya Pravda has also covered political problems. 

Table 32

Dynamics of trust to means of mass media, %



Variant of answer
09'98
06'99
04'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

State-run mass media

– trust

– do not trust
41.8

26.0
39.8

31.0
38.5

31.6
40.4

42.4
34.6

45.2
40.4

44.2

Non-state mass media

– trust

– do not trust
19.6

32.6
19.5

34.9
25.7

31.9
31.7

42.1
32.2

40.8
37.1

42.4

To sum it up we will consider the attitude of readers, radio and TV audience to state-run and independent mass media. As we can see from Table 32, the number of those who trust non-state mass media has been steadily rising. To date it has almost reached the number of those who trust state-run mass media which enjoy a relatively stable support. In fact, the number of those who distrust state-run mass media jumped 1.7fold during the same period, whereas with respect to non-state mass media it went up only 1.3 fold. As a result, for more than a year now state-run mass media have surpassed non-state mass media in terms of distrust. 

We shall remind that the possibilities of state-run and non-state mass media cannot be compared, and economic conditions for their activity are far from being equal. And if we consider that the authority has persistently exerted pressure on non-state mass media using any means, including the closure of newspapers (Mestnoye Vremya) and prosecution of journalists (N. Markevich, P. Mozheiko, V. Ivashkevich), the work of independent mass media seems a success. 

Belarusians and private enterprise

The survey findings show that over the last three years there have been no changes on the front of private enterprise. As we see from Table 33, a little more than half of adult Belarusians have never taken part and are not going to take part in private enterprise. A little less than half of Belarusians - have take part in private enterprise or would like to (the number of those who want to take part in private enterprise is 2.5fold higher than the number of those who are involved in private business). Thus, over the last three years the number of supporters and opponents of private enterprise has been equal. Five years ago there were two opponents against one supporter of private enterprise. 

Table 33

Participation in private enterprise, %


Variant of answer
11'97
11'99
08'01
12'02

Do not participate and do not want to 
69.7
51.1
52.9
51.5

Take part and want to take part
29.2
48.4
47.0
47.3

At the same time, over the last three years the conditions for private business in our country, in the opinion of the respondents, have deteriorated, although as we see from Table 34, the number of those who believe the conditions have improved is almost twofold higher (it rose from 4.8% to 10.4%). However, much more respondents think in the opposite. For example, 38.5% believe that legislative regulation of private enterprise has become stricter, and 26.9% think arbitrariness of state bodies has intensified. Also the survey revealed a drop in consumer power of the population (33.8%), a strengthening competition (24.4% - a 3fold rise), a fall in honesty of business partners (8.5%). Thus, in general the respondents are more likely to believe the conditions for private enterprise have worsened. 

Table 34

Change of the condition for private enterprise in Belarus over the last three years, % 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
11'99
12'02

Condition shave improved
4.8
10.4

Conditions have worsened, because the state has made the legislation regulating private 

enterprise stricter 
36.7
38.5

Purchasing power has dropped
30.4
33.8

Conditions have worsened, because arbitrariness of state bodies (executive commissions, taxation inspections, fire safety, policy, etc.) has intensified 
22.3
26.9

Market competition has become stronger 
7.8
24.4

Obligation and honesty of business partners has dropped 
6.9
8.5

Other
0.2
0.9

Table 35

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Would you like your children to be involved in private enterprise?", %



Variant of answer
11'99
08'00
12'02

Yes
38.1
40.6
46.4

No
26.0
24.5
37.1

Nonetheless, as we see from Table 35, there is a rise in the number of those who want his children to be involved in private business, as well as the number of who do not want it. Although the former group is 1.25fold bigger than the latter, over the last two years the former group has been growing more slowly than the latter one. 

Table 36

The most efficient form of ownership, %



Variant of answer
11'97
11'99
11'00
10'01
04'02
12'02

Private
41.4
55.3
53.1
48.5
54.1
58.4

State
45.5
36.9
39.7
34.6
33.4
34.7

Other
11.3
6.3
5.0
4.2
3.7
5.0

Table 36 demonstrates that over the last three years more than half of voters have considered the private form of ownership more efficient than the state ownership. If we consider that during the give period about one third of the electorate has been certain of the contrary, a growth in the number of supporters of the private form of ownership has taken place due to the "undecided" and as a result their group has been reduced almost to zero. 

Table 37

The most attracting type of job, %



Variant of answer
11'97
11'99
11'00
10'01
04'02
12'02

Private
35.7
43.9
46.0
42.6
47.5
49.5

State
53.5
49.1
47.1
42.3
41.2
43.5

Other
4.5
4.2
3.6
3.1
3.1
4.1

The number of those who would like to work for a private company has been growing over the last three years (See Table 37). Today their number exceeds the number of those who prefer the state sector by 6 points. Shortly we can expect the number of those who prefer to work in the private sector to encompass more than half of the adult population of the country. 

What do Belarusians think about the economic situation in the country

As Table 38 shows, today 54% of the voters believe that our country develops in a wrong direction. The number of those who think in the opposite is 2fold lower. A year ago – right after the presidential election – the groups were almost equal in number. It seems that the expectations of the electorate have not come true, the president could not or has not wanted to fulfil his election promises, and even official statistics prove it. So, a real monthly wage (taking into account the inflation rate) has dropped by more than 10% in January-November 2002.

Table 38

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think our country has been developing in the right or a wrong direction?", %



Variant of answer
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02

Wrong direction
38.1
55.5
49.1
54.0

Right direction
36.7
21.4
21.3
26.6

The authorities have failed to cover up enormous backpays, although severe measures have been promised publicly. In particular, Table 39 shows that in the past year 57% of the respondents have face the problem. And the majority of them (48.2%) – has faced it repeatedly. 

Table 39

Distribution of answers to the question: "How many time over the last 12 months have you faced the problem of backpay?"



Variant of answer
%

Once
8.8

Several times
32.2

Almost monthly
16.0

Never
42.3

The populations has become more pessimistic about its material status. As Table 40 demonstrates, the number of those who believe that their incomes do not allow them to buy necessary food products, clothing and make big purchases has increased over the past year. At the same time the number of those who think their incomes barely or fully allow all that has also dropped. 

Probably, that is why more than half of the voters does not agree with repeated statements by the president about the correctness of the current economic course of the country. Today 56% of the population think this way (and only 20% of Belarusians stick to the opposite).

Even more respondents (64.1%) are certain the Belarusian economy needs large-scale reforms, i.e. decrease of state control, development of private enterprise, improvement of conditions for foreign investments. 

Table 40

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Do you present incomes allow you 

(your family):", %


Variant of answer
Do not allow
Hardly allow
Fully allow


10'01
12'02
10'01
12'02
10'01
12'02

To buy sufficient food products 
11.0
13.6
48.3
47.0
40.1
39.2

To buy clothing, footwear
26.6
29.5
55.6
53.0
17.2
17.0

To make bigger purchases (furniture, car, apartment)
81.0
85.8
14.8
11.6
2.6
2.1

Table 41 shows that there are much more voters who understand that nothing can be expected from state price setting policy, because repeated attempts by the authorities in the given direction have failed to curb inflation and a fall in the consumer power of the population. At least over the last three years the ratio of those who think this way has gone up more than twofold and reached one third of the electorate. 

Table 41

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "Shall the state set prices for goods and services?", %


Variant of answer
11'99
08'01
12'02

Yes
69.3
69.5
60.1

No
14.9
19.9
30.2

Table 42

Dynamics of distribution of answers to the question: "How is the social-economic situation in Belarus going to change in the years to come?", %



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02

Will worsen
34.7
43.9

Will remain unchanged
31.6
29.1

Will improve
16.9
13.6

We see no optimism in the population about a possible improvement of the social-economic situation in the country. Table 42 clearly demonstrates that. As we can notice, only every eighth respondent believes the situation can improve. Almost every second thinks in the opposite, and every third is certain the situation is not going to change. In other words, the population is rather pessimistic about the economic future. And this pessimism has intensified. 

"Fluctuate together with the party’s line…"

As we have already mentioned, in December, as compared to April 2002, integration moods in the Belarusian socium reduced considerably. In our opinion, this phenomenon can be explained by the events which took place in August-September between our countries and the heads of state. It is very interesting which groups of voters contributed to the process? Table 43 provides certain answers to the question. The attitude towards the unification of Russia and Belarus is considered depending on attitude to A. Lukashenko. 

As one can see, over eight months the number of supporters of the unification with Russia fell 1.4fold (from 28.3% to 19.8%), while the number of its opponents rose 1.2fold (from 21.5% to 25.8%). However, the number of supporters of the Belarusian-Russian unification among A. Lukashenko’s convinced electorate dropped almost 1.5fold (from 50.7% to 34.1%), whereas the number of opponents of the integration jumped 3.7fold (from 5.1% to 18.8%)!

There are some changes in the attitude to the integration in the ranks of A. Lukashenko’s convinced opponents. The changes, however, are no confusing as in the first case. The number of supporters of the integration went down from 19.8% to 14.7%, the number of opponents also crept down from 33.5% to 32%.

Table 43

Dynamics of attitude to the unification with Russia depending on attitude towards A. Lukashenko, % (read horizontally)



Attitude towards A. Lukashenko
Attitude towards unification with Russia


Supporters
Opponents


04'02 (28.3)
12'02 (19.8)
04'02 (21.5)
12'02 (25.8)

Convinced supporters   (04'02 – 10.4,

12'02 – 14.3)
50.7
34.1
5.1
18.8

Convinced opponents (04'02 – 46.9, 

12'02 – 44.7)
19.8
14.7
33.5
32.0

What does it mean? If we consider the negative attitude with respect to Russia and an ardent propaganda of Belarus’ sovereignty actively demonstrated the past fall by A. Lukashenko and state-run mass media, the only conclusion can be drawn: the president’s convinced electorate will support him in any case, regardless of the fact whether or not he is going to "surrender" Belarus to Russia, or, on the contrary, is going to strengthen its sovereignty. In Soviet times people said in such cases: "They fluctuate together with the party’s line". The position is very comfortable – no point in thinking, always in good graces…

Results of the nation opinion poll, 

conducted by IISEPS in December of 2002, %

1. Distribution of answers to the question: "The leadership of the country has repeatedly claimed the current economic course to be correct. Do you agree with that?"
Table 1.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Yes, economic course has been chosen correctly
20.2
9.3
9.3
7.4
10.9
18.6
18.8
40.2

No, economic course has been chosen incorrectly
55.9
65.1
72.7
73.6
69.8
60.9
56.1
26.5

DA/NA
23.9
25.6
18.0
19.0
19.3
20.5
25.1
33.3

Table 1.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher 

(incomplete higher)

Yes, economic course has been chosen correctly
41.0
31.6
15.3
13.1
15.7

No, economic course has been chosen incorrectly
20.4
40.8
61.1
65.4
71.5

DA/NA
38.6
27.6
23.6
21.5
12.8

Table 1.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private 

sector
Employees of the public 

sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, economic course has been chosen correctly
9.4
15.3
7.8
38.2
8.3

No, economic course has been chosen incorrectly
74.3
63.2
70.1
29.5
72.6

DA/NA
16.3
21.5
22.1
32.3
19.1

Table 1.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

Yes, economic course has been chosen correctly
14.9
19.9
26.1
19.0
19.3
21.9
21.2

No, economic course has been chosen incorrectly
59.8
50.6
57.7
52.5
60.0
61.2
50.0

DA/NA
25.3
29.5
16.2
28.5
20.7
16.9
28.8

Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, economic course has been chosen correctly
14.9
22.9
9.2
16.6
28.9

No, economic course has been chosen incorrectly
59.8
60.7
65.3
52.5
49.2

DA/NA
25.3
16.4
25.5
30.9
21.9

2. Distribution of answers to the question: "If there were a new presidential election in Belarus tomorrow, how would you vote?" (open question)
Table 2.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

A. Lukashenko
30.5
6.5
8.2
8.8
16.9
22.2
36.0
65.2

V. Goncharik
5.0
9.5
2.7
7.4
7.9
5.2
2.7
3.0

S. Gaidukevich
3.1
1.5
3.5
5.7
5.1
2.1
2.8
1.6

Other politician (less than 3% of votes each)
9.0
9.5
5.1
10.6
21.9
21.3
9.4
4.9

Other answer
9.0
17.6
15.4
9.3
10.6
9.1
12.5
3.2

DA/NA
43.4
55.4
65.1
58.2
37.6
50.1
37.6
22.1

Table 2.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

A. Lukashenko
67.7
48.1
24.3
19.5
15.9

V. Goncharik
3.6
4.3
6.1
5.2
4.0

S. Gaidukevich
2.1
2.1
3.8
3.2
3.0

Other politician (less than 3% of votes each)
3.3
2.8
9.6
12.1
13.8

Other answer
3.2
7.9
9.6
10.8
10.7

DA/NA
20.1
34.8
46.6
49.2
52.6

Table 2.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

A. Lukashenko
7.2
22.5
8.1
62.8
9.5

V. Goncharik
9.5
5.6
5.2
2.3
3.9

S. Gaidukevich
4.6
3.8
2.1
1.7
3.0

Other politician (less than 3% of votes each)
11.2
10.5
8.3
5.1
10.2

Other answer
14.8
8.9
17.3
3.5
16.4

DA/NA
52.4
48.7
59.0
24.6
57.0

Table 2.4. Depending on place of living

Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

A. Lukashenko
22.4
45.1
26.9
20.2
29.7
30.0
37.3

V. Goncharik
7.5
6.4
9.5
1.9
2.0
5.1
1.8

S. Gaidukevich
2.4
3.3
5.1
2.2
1.4
5.8
1.9

Other politician (less than 3% of votes each)
6.8
8.2
4.0
7.9
10.1
12.9
5.8

Other answer
7.7
7.8
5.4
8.4
15.3
9.2
10.0

DA/NA
53.2
29.2
49.1
49.4
41.5
37.0
43.2

Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

A. Lukashenko
22.4
23.0
27.3
30.6
40.7

V. Goncharik
7.5
2.1
7.5
3.6
5.3

S. Gaidukevich
2.4
2.3
4.3
3.6
3.1

Other politician (less than 3% of votes each)
6.8
8.6
14.4
11.4
5.6

Other answer
7.7
8.7
13.1
9.3
8.7

DA/NA
53.2
55.3
33.4
41.5
36.6

3. Distribution of answers to the question: "In 2004 another group of 10 countries, including Latvia, Lithuania and Poland will be accepted into the European Union. If tomorrow there were a referendum on a possible accession of Belarus to the EU, how would you vote?"
Table 3.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

In favor
60.9
62.9
74.2
73.8
71.1
65.2
57.4
41.2

Against
10.9
5.7
8.7
10.3
8.8
7.3
12.7
16.5

Would not vote
10.0
12.3
6.3
6.3
5.3
10.4
12.2
14.8

DA/NA
18.2
19.1
10.8
9.6
14.8
17.1
17.7
27.5

Table 3.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

In favor
37.5
48.2
65.8
65.5
72.8

Against
17.1
15.4
7.6
9.9
11.6

Would not vote
13.9
14.8
9.0
8.8
6.5

DA/NA
31.5
21.6
17.6
15.8
9.1

Table 3.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

In favor
81.9
64.3
70.7
43.5
59.3

Against
6.0
10.1
7.9
15.0
13.1

Would not vote
3.0
9.9
9.2
14.0
9.1

DA/NA
9.1
15.7
12.2
27.5
18.5

Table 3.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

In favor
58.8
51.4
67.3
60.9
56.9
64.8
66.9

Against
13.6
7.3
8.6
12.5
16.1
11.7
7.7

Would not vote
8.4
7.3
10.8
11.5
11.8
12.5
8.6

DA/NA
19.2
34.0
13.3
15.1
15.2
11.0
16.8

Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In favor
58.8
71.6
61.3
59.5
56.5

Against
13.6
10.6
8.2
8.5
12.6

Would not vote
8.4
8.5
8.0
9.5
13.0

DA/NA
19.1
9.3
22.5
22.5
17.9

4. Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you know a candidate who can successfully compete with A. Lukashenko at the presidential election?"
Table 4.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Yes, I know
18.2
28.5
25.3
12.9
23.0
21.1
14.5
11.5

No, I do not know
80.9
71.5
73.2
86.6
76.2
78.9
84.5
86.7

NA
0.9
0
1.5
0.5
0.8
0
1.0
1.8

Table 4.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes, I know
12.4
10.5
21.2
17.0
24.6

No, I do not know
86.5
88.3
78.1
81.9
74.8

NA
1.1
1.2
0.7
1.1
0.6

Table 4.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, I know
23.3
18.8
32.0
11.5
20.6

No, I do not know
76.7
80.5
68.0
86.7
77.9

NA
0
0.7
0
1.8
1.5

Table 4.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest 

and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk 

and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel 

and region

Yes, I know
23.6
12.5
24.3
19.6
12.2
22.2
13.2

No, I do not know
76.1
87.0
74.3
79.7
86.4
76.7
85.8

NA
0.3
0.5
1.4
0.7
1.4
1.1
1.0

Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, I know
23.6
15.6
21.0
17.5
16.1

No, I do not know
76.1
83.0
77.5
81.9
83.1

NA
0.3
1.4
1.5
0.6
0.8

5. Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you always participated in elections and referenda hold in our country?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Always
48.2
24.5
27.6
35.1
44.1
49.9
57.4
61.9

Not always
46.8
45.4
60.6
61.4
54.1
46.5
39.0
34.8

Never
4.5
30.1
10.6
3.5
1.4
3.6
2.2
2.6

NA
0.5
0
1.2
0
0.4
0
1.4
1.7

Table 5.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Always
57.0
51.6
41.7
45.6
58.4

Not always
36.6
45.4
52.2
49.2
39.0

Never
5.4
2.3
5.6
4.7
2.6

NA
1.0
0.7
0.5
0.5
0

Table 5.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Always
38.8
46.5
32.8
62.7
26.5

Not always
57.7
49.9
46.8
33.6
63.4

Never
3.5
3.2
19.6
2.9
8.7

NA
0
0.4
0.8
0.8
1.4

Table 5.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

Always
44.9
59.4
42.1
54.4
39.3
41.3
55.1

Not always
50.6
36.7
54.3
40.4
52.7
53.8
39.7

Never
3.9
3.1
3.6
5.2
6.6
4.9
4.5

NA
0.6
0.8
0
0
1.4
0
0.7

Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Always
44.9
44.9
48.5
55.6
46.8

Not always
50.6
51.4
44.9
39.3
48.0

Never
3.9
3.4
6.1
5.1
4.2

NA
0.6
0.3
0.5
0
1.0

6. Distribution of answers to the question: "Have you, members of your family, your friends or colleagues fallen victim to a crime?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Yes, several times
19.2
26.2
27.5
23.4
21.6
15.8
16.4
15.6

Yes, once
29.0
32.0
26.9
29.6
34.9
29.0
26.8
25.7

No
51.5
41.8
44.5
47.0
43.5
54.9
55.9
58.8

NA
0.3
0
1.2
0
0
0.3
1.0
0

Table 6.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes, several times
15.2
15.9
18.4
24.0
20.0

Yes, once
24.8
26.8
30.6
27.9
32.7

No
60.0
57.3
50.7
47.6
46.8

NA
0
0
0.3
0.5
0.5

Table 6.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes, several times
26.3
17.7
26.9
15.1
28.5

Yes, once
31.6
29.8
30.2
26.3
31.3

No
42.1
52.0
42.1
58.6
40.2

NA
0
0.5
0.8
0
0

Table 6.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

Yes, several times
19.8
18.4
22.1
10.6
17.1
18.8
25.2

Yes, once
27.3
30.6
34.2
18.7
32.6
35.9
23.9

No
52.5
51.0
43.7
70.7
49.8
45.3
49.8

NA
0.4
0
0
0
0.5
0
1.1

Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes, several times
19.8
23.5
21.5
16.5
17.2

Yes, once
27.3
36.9
31.5
25.7
26.7

No
52.5
39.4
46.5
57.5
55.9

NA
0.4
0.2
0.5
0.3
0.2

7. Distribution of answers to the question: "If there is a referendum on adoption of the Constitution of the Union State of Belarus and Russia, how will you vote?"

Table 7.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

In favor
46.1
24.9
42.6
38.8
39.9
46.3
44.6
59.2

Against
20.4
29.7
24.3
30.4
26.6
17.8
22.0
10.4

Will not take part 
13.7
17.6
10.6
12.4
13.9
13.1
16.4
13.8

DA/NA
19.8
27.8
22.5
18.4
19.6
22.8
17.0
16.6

Table 7.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

In favor
52.3
52.0
43.5
43.7
45.7

Against
12.5
17.6
18.7
24.3
28.1

Will not take part 
17.9
13.4
15.9
12.5
7.1

DA/NA
17.3
17.0
21.9
19.5
19.1

Table 7.3. Depending on status

Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

In favor
44.0
42.8
30.8
57.7
36.1

Against
26.9
22.3
27.1
11.8
26.9

Will not take part 
17.9
13.3
12.1
14.3
26.7

DA/NA
11.2
21.6
30.0
16.2
10.3

Table 7.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

In favor
35.9
44.2
52.8
34.1
53.2
56.2
47.9

Against
24.9
29.8
20.6
27.0
14.2
13.4
11.9

Will not take part 
17.4
8.9
9.8
21.1
12.7
16.2
11.7

DA/NA
21.8
17.1
16.8
17.8
19.9
14.2
28.5

Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In favor
35.9
56.6
37.1
39.4
54.3

Against
24.9
15.7
30.7
24.9
13.1

Will not take part 
17.4
9.3
11.2
13.5
15.6

DA/NA
21.8
18.4
21.0
22.2
17.0

8. Distribution of answers to the question: "Where, in your opinion, do people live better today, in Belarus or in Russia?"

Table 8.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

In Belarus
35.1
20.3
24.5
20.6
26.6
26.8
37.0
59.1

In Russia
44.0
50.7
51.1
57.0
54.2
46.3
46.9
24.3

DA/NA
20.9
29.0
24.4
22.4
19.2
26.9
16.1
16.6

Table 8.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

In Belarus
66.9
47.7
28.2
26.6
27.7

In Russia
20.6
32.4
49.9
51.4
48.1

DA/NA
12.5
19.9
21.9
22.0
24.2

Table 8.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

In Belarus
22.6
27.6
21.5
56.6
30.6

In Russia
53.2
51.1
48.6
26.6
47.9

DA/NA
24.2
21.3
29.9
16.8
21.5

Table 8.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

In Belarus
26.2
55.9
47.2
25.9
21.7
30.5
34.9

In Russia
48.0
36.1
35.2
48.9
54.2
53.1
36.3

DA/NA
25.7
8.0
17.6
25.1
24.2
16.4
28.8

Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

In Belarus
26.2
35.3
23.1
33.0
46.6

In Russia
48.1
42.1
53.4
50.3
34.5

DA/NA
25.7
22.6
23.5
16.7
18.9

9. Distribution of answers to the question: "After a recent conflict between A. Lukashenko and V. Putin because of the Belarus-Russia integration many expected Belarus to attempt to restore its relations with the West. Instead the Belarusian authorities in fact suspended the activity of the OSCE AMG in Belarus and began actively establishing ties with Arab countries. Do you approve of such politics?"
Table 9.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Yes
18.1
9.7
8.0
10.8
16.2
13.9
20.9
29.4

No
57.2
61.2
68.2
74.3
64.1
62.4
54.8
38.0

DA/NA
24.7
29.1
23.8
14.9
19.7
23.7
24.3
32.6

Table 9.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes
27.5
22.5
17.4
14.1
14.6

No
35.2
46.9
58.0
67.3
67.7

DA/NA
37.3
30.6
24.6
18.6
17.7

Table 9.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
14.1
14.6
8.1
28.8
13.0

No
69.9
62.4
70.6
38.7
64.6

DA/NA
16.0
23.0
21.3
32.5
22.4

Table 9.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

Yes
16.1
16.8
20.0
14.6
15.3
13.1
29.1

No
63.4
54.6
63.4
55.6
60.8
65.0
39.4

DA/NA
20.5
28.6
16.6
29.8
23.9
21.9
31.5

Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
16.1
15.9
12.4
15.6
24.8

No
63.4
65.3
59.9
55.8
49.0

DA/NA
20.5
18.8
27.7
28.6
26.2

10. Distribution of answers to the question: "What candidate would you prefer to vote for at the election to local Councils?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
31.1
5.9
11.3
9.4
17.9
24.5
36.5
63.6

For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
31.2
52.7
48.5
42.0
40.7
32.6
25.5
11.5

For other candidate
12.4
17.3
9.0
16.6
14.6
16.2
13.8
5.9

DA/NA
25.3
24.0
31.2
32.0
26.9
26.7
24.1
19.0

Table 10.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

For A. Lukashenko's supporter
59.7
52.0
26.5
19.3
17.7

For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
14.0
17.9
34.0
37.4
41.1

For other candidate
1.8
8.7
15.0
13.3
16.8

DA/NA
24.5
21.4
24.5
30.0
24.4

Table 10.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
9.1
22.9
9.7
61.7
16.1

For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
49.5
33.8
56.3
12.0
38.6

For other candidate
15.3
15.1
10.3
7.6
10.0

DA/NA
26.1
28.2
23.7
18.7
35.3

Table 10.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
25.0
40.2
34.7
19.6
32.4
31.3
32.7

For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
29.4
26.6
37.3
38.2
29.9
39.6
21.2

For other candidate
15.3
13.1
8.8
11.6
14.1
10.3
12.7

DA/NA
30. 3
20.1
19.2
30.6
23.6
18.8
33.4

Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

For A. Lukashenko’s supporter
25.0
26.7
20.7
33.6
39.9

For A. Lukashenko’s opponent
29.4
41.8
37.3
27.8
25.7

For other candidate
15.3
7.4
16.2
8.9
14.5

DA/NA
30.3
24.1
25.8
29.7
19.9

11. Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the official voting returns of teh local election will correspond to real voting results?"
Table 11.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Yes
40.1
23.4
26.1
31.1
29.5
38.8
44.9
58.3

No
33.6
41.2
45.8
43.1
43.4
36.3
29.0
16.7

DA/NA
26.3
35.4
28.1
25.8
27.1
24.9
26.1
25.0

Table 11.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
52.7
47.7
38.6
33.4
36.6

No
17.1
26.0
34.0
41.5
41.0

DA/NA
30.2
26.3
27.4
25.1
22.4

Table 11.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
27.5
35.5
26.1
58.5
29.9

No
44.0
37.8
44.4
17.4
44.4

DA/NA
28.5
26.7
29.5
24.1
25.7

Table 11.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno 

and region
Vitebsk 

and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

Yes
37.5
31.6
49.5
32.1
48.4
33.6
46.1

No
35.3
33.0
31.2
38.5
26.4
41.9
30.8

DA/NA
27.2
35.4
19.3
29.4
25.1
24.5
23.1

Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
37.5
51.4
31.4
24.8
49.2

No
35.3
28.0
46.2
39.5
26.3

DA/NA
27.2
20.6
22.4
35.7
24.5

12. Distribution of answers to the question: "The OSCE AMG has rendered assistance to non-governmental organizations and public associations in monitoring the latest parliamentary and presidential election. Do you approve of this activity?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

Yes
58.3
57.9
68.0
74.1
69.0
61.9
56.6
38.6

No
15.2
6.9
10.0
9.0
7.6
14.1
22.1
24.0

DA/NA
26.5
35.2
22.0
16.9
23.4
24.0
21.3
37.4

Table 12.2. Depending on education

Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

Yes
31.9
45.5
60.0
68.7
71.5

No
23.0
23.7
12.4
12.1
14.9

DA/NA
45.1
30.8
27.6
19.2
13.6

Table 12.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

Yes
74.4
63.6
69.5
39.8
60.4

No
9.2
12.2
8.3
23.9
15.7

DA/NA
16.4
24.2
22.2
36.3
23.9

Table 12.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

Yes
61.1
50.0
69.5
57.8
52.9
71.1
48.1

No
14.6
11.2
10.9
17.6
20.8
10.3
20.9

DA/NA
24.3
38.8
19.6
24.6
26.4
18.6
30.9

Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
61.1
66.5
56.1
55.9
54.6

No
14.6
15.6
13.2
10.7
19.2

DA/NA
24.3
17.9
30.7
33.4
27.2

13. Distribution of answers to the question: "Recently a new resolution of the Belarusian government on state control over the procedure of conducting public opinion polls and publishing their results in mass media has come into force. Do you support the introduction of state control over the procedure of conducting public opinion polls?"

Table 13.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, years old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60+up

I support: authorities shall control studies and formation of public opinion
21.5
6.6
11.1
16.8
15.2
19.2
25.7
34.2

I do not support: studies and formation of public opinion shall be free
57.7
75.8
71.6
68.1
66.7
63.1
54.9
36.0

DA/NA
20.8
17.6
17.3
15.1
18.1
17.6
19.4
29.8

Table 13.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete secondary
Secondary
Secondary vocational
Higher (incomplete higher)

I support: authorities shall control studies and formation of public opinion
30.5
31.2
19.2
19.8
13.0

I do not support: studies and formation of public opinion shall be free
28.7
47.3
61.3
62.1
76.1

DA/NA
40.8
21.5
19.5
18.1
10.9

Table 13.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees of 

the private sector
Employees of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed, housewives

I support: authorities shall 

control studies and formation 

of public opinion
10.7
19.2
9.8
34.4
11.7

I do not support: studies and formation of public opinion 

shall be free
75.5
62.2
74.8
36.5
69.2

DA/NA
13.9
18.6
15.4
29.1
19.1

Table 13.4. Depending on place of living


Area

Variant of answer
Minsk
Minsk region
Brest and region
Grodno and region
Vitebsk and region
Mogilev and region
Gomel and region

I support: authorities shall control studies and formation of public opinion
22.7
27.3
24.6
17.1
11.4
20.8
24.0

I do not support: studies and formation of public opinion shall be free
55.1
45.9
62.2
59.4
75.0
64.7
46.3

DA/NA
22.2
26.8
13.2
23.5
13.6
14.5
29.7

Table 13.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

I support: authorities shall control studies 

and formation of public opinion
22.7
21.0
23.9
20.1
20.9

I do not support: studies and formation 

of public opinion shall be free
55.1
62.2
48.6
57.3
60.9

DA/NA
22.1
16.8
27.5
22.6
18.2

Trends of change in Belarusian public opinion 

about some socio-economic and political problems 

(based on results of IISEPS’s national opinion polls, %)

Table 1. Structure of aggregated index of attitude towards A. Lukashenko

Indexes of attitude
Mentioned А. Lukashenko 

(Option А)
Did not mention А. Lukashenko (Option В)


11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

Trust the president
45.0
48.0
39.8
36.0
44.5
36.1
38.2
22.5*
22.1*
32.5*
37.6*
39.5*
44.2*
48.3*

Consider A. Lukashenko an ideal politician
50.4
51.5
44.9
37.5
36.8
23.2
28.1
49.6
48.5
55.1
62.5
63.2
76.8
71.9

Would vote for A. Lukashenko at a new presidential election
44.3
52.2
43.8
38.2
46.0
27.0
30.5
55.7
47.8
56.2
61.8
54.0
73.0
69.5

Would vote for A. Lukashenko at an election of Russia-Belarus president
35.2
44.7
31.6
27.5
26.4
15.0
20.5
64.8
55.3
68.4
72.5
73.6
85.0
79.5

* Do not trust the president
Table 2. Dynamics of electoral types

Electoral types
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

Convinced supporters of A. Lukashenko (chose option A while answering all four questions)
26.0
29.3
22.3
18.5
20.2
10.7
14.3

Vacillatory
53.2
53.3
49.5
49.1
43.9
48.0
41.0

Convinced opponents of A. Lukashenko (chose option B while answering all four questions)
20.8
17.4
28.2
32.5
35.9
41.3
44.7

Table 3. Do you think our country has been developing in the right or a wrong direction?
Variant of answer
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02

In the right direction
36.7
21.4
21.3
26.6

In a wrong directions
38.1
55.5
49.1
54.0

Table 4. Are you satisfied with A. Lukashenko’s ruling?
Variant of answer
11'00
04'01
08'01
09'02
12'02

Rather dissatisfied
36.3
33.8
15.5
36.5
41.6

Partially satisfied, partially dissatisfied
42.9
46.9
40.5
46.9
36.2

Rather satisfied
20.3
18.3
26.5
12.9
18.8

Table 5. The most attractive, corresponding to an ideal politicians

Politician**
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

V. Putin
–*
–*
–*
51.8
65.2
66.9
61.9

А. Lukashenko
50.4
51.5
44.9
37.5
36.8
23.2
28.1

G. Schroeder
–*
–*
16.0
9.1
12.6
13.2
16.8

G. Bush 
–*
–*
–*
–*
7.7
8.5
11.7

J. Chirac
9.5
9.9
–*
11.3
8.6
9.4
8.6

A. Blair
–*
2.3
6.7
6.8
8.0
8.8
7.1

А. Kwasneiwski
2.9
5.3
7.9
5.8
4.6
5.6
6.8

F. Castro
8.3
10.8
14.7
9.7
9.4
9.5
6.4

V. Havel
3.6
4.7
8.0
4.3
4.3
3.3
3.8

L. Kuchma
2.2
2.7
5.6
2.9
2.4
2.2
3.6

* Names of the given politicians were not offered in the polls indicated

** Other politicians received less than 3% of votes 
Table 6. Readiness to take part in street actions 

Actions
11'99
11'00
10'01
04'02
12'02

Meetings, demonstrations, pickets:

– ready to take part 

– will not take part
11.4

53.6
17.9

60.2
15.5

74.4
16.9

68.3
19.5

68.6

Strikes:

– ready to take part 

– will not take part
14.5

61.4
13.5

67.1
14.5

78.8
14.8

75.5
19.3

73.4

Armed struggle:

– ready to take part 

– will not take part
7.0

70.4
5.6

77.6
4.8

86.2
5.9

86.3
5.7

85.7

Table 7. Choice of measures with respect to the groups which cause dislike

Variant of answer
06'96
09'98
06'99
11'00
12'02

To ban such groups
41.0
41.0
22.5
23.8
21.4

To limit their possibilities to promote their views in mass media 
16.9
19.2
10.0
9.5
11.5

To limit their possibilities to organize public actions, meetings, demonstrations, rallies 
11.3
15.4
8.9
9.3
12.1

To allow functioning within the framework of law 
24.8*
32.5
60.9
60.9
60.2

*The  questionnaire of 1996 offered the respondents the variant of answer "To give rights equal to those of other forces"
Table 8. The best variant of the relations between Russia and Belarus

Variant of answer
06'97
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
04'02
12'02

Union of independent states
24.5
26.2
28.1
33.4
29.2
45.0
32.0
49.1

Good neighborly relations of two independent states
41.4
34.5
50.8
42.4
40.6
36.1
29.6
26.5

Unification into one state
16.3
27.5
20.1
21.8
27.5
16.5
31.9
22.0

Table 9. Voting at a hypothetical referendum on the unification of Russia and Belarus 

Variant of answer
11'99
11'00
10'01
04'02
12'02

For unification
47.0
54.4
51.3
53.8
53.8

Against unification
34.1
28.9
26.4
23.0
26.3

Would not take part
15.6
15.9
12.2
11.6
7.8

Table 10. Shall the state set prices for goods and services? 

Variant of answer
11'97
09'98
11'99
10'00
08'01
12'02

Yes
79.7
74.3
69.3
62.9
69.5
60.1

No
9.5
9.0
14.9
15.3
19.9
30.2

Table 11. Change of personal material status over the past year 

Variant of answer
12'93
11'94
06'95
06'96
11'97*
09'98*
11'99
10'00
12'02

Has improved
9.4
9.5
9.4
5.4
20.2
14.7
7.8
5.3
9.8

Has remained unchanged 
22.8
17.3
25.7
36.7
41.8
36.7
31.3
34.3
44.3

Has worsened
67.6 
72.1
64.7
57.8
37.6
48.1
60.6
59.9
44.1

*In the questionnaires of November 1997 and September 1998 lines "has improved" and "has worsened" included also answers "rather has improved, than worsened" and "rather has worsened, than improved," respectively
Table 12. Would you like to emigrate to a different country

Variant of answer
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

Would not like moving anywhere
61.2
60.1
52.0
54.6
53.3

Germany
15.2
14.1
18.5
13.3
15.3

USA
11.5
11.1
6.1
8.6
9.5

Russia
1.3
3.2
3.6
4.3
5.7

Poland
3.9
3.1
5.8
5.7
5.6

Baltic states
1.8
1.3
1.8
1.7
1.5

Other country
4.7
7.1
6.3
4.7
3.5

Table 13. Average income (including wages, pensions and other incomes) for one family members last month

Variant of answer
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02

Below the living wage budget
68.2
65.8
54.2
44.9
49.9
49.5
45.8

From the living wage budget to the minimum consumer budget
20.6
22.1
32.3
34.7
31.1
32.7
35.3

From the minimum consumer budget to $100
7.4
9.3
10.8
14.0
14.8
12.2
12.9

From $100 and up
1.8
1.6
1.8
5.8
4.2
5.6
5.5

Table 14. Language of everyday use

Variant of answer
06'95
11'97
09'98
11'99
11'00
10'01
09'02
12'02

Russian
37.3
40.6
39.2
39.0
37.6
46.3
44.2
50.9

Belarusian
4.5
5.7
2.9
4.1
4.2
1.7
5.4
2.9

Both Russian and Belarusian
7.8
20.3
22.7
23.1
25.7
20.9
21.2
17.4

Mixed 
50.0
32.5
33.6
33.3
31.3
30.0
25.4
28.5

Other
0.4
0.8
0.5
0.2
0.7
0.1
0.2
0.1

The section was prepared by Prof. O. Manaev, A. Sasnow, V. Dorokhov, I. Burina
OPEN FORUM
INTELLECTUALS AND AUTHORITY
Olga Ipatova, writer

Obviously, there is a certain distance intellectuals and authority shall uphold for the society to use to the maximum ideas put forward by intellectuals and the force able to realize them. The distance is determined by efficiency of such cooperation, but it is like a double-edged sword: as a rule, authority tries either to coax or enslave intellectuals what is fraught with loss of freedom and, therefore, degradation. If intellectuals lose their influence upon authority, they lose in terms of realizing ideas.

In Soviet times a simple idea proved by the entire history of the civilization that absence of freedom and degradation go side by side, that initially intellectuals oppose authority, was actively washed out from the consciousness of creative people and intellectuals in generals. The exile of intellectuals by Lenin was just the beginning, when ignorance quickly became dominant and determined the common level of socium’s consciousness. During all these Soviet years the habit of feeling ourselves "driving belts of the party" took deep roots in subconsciousness of the majority, and until now any authority can be confident: until this syndrome exists, suffice it to raise one’s voice – and the necessary result is guaranteed. 

We often say that intellectuals have no rights, that any teacher, engineer, doctor can be easily fired if he/she freely speaks out and that is why few dare raising their heads today. But facing high morality and justice, the authority has always had problems in manipulating "opinion of a collective". I will refer to my own experience: in 1971 the general meeting of Komsomol members of the Grodno television studio was to consider the issue of "driving me out of the ranks", with a consequent dismissal from the position of an editor. My guilt was grave: at a republican seminar of young writers I declined to accept a diploma from the Central Committee of Komsomol and protested against Russification and absence of democracy in Belarus. The Regional Executive Committee sent a "back up", but our Komsomol members proved steadfast and I did not lose my job. I remember my colleagues with warmth, I remember that spirit of resistance and free-thinking which was later expelled from the studio and that is proved by a recent (just two years ago) dismissal of one of the best journalists in Grodno – Ekaterina Shrubeiko. 

Unfortunately, our country prefers not to hear intellectuals, their ideas are replaced with the establishment of "general order", under which creative forces vanish away and the nation receives no energetic potential and spiritual buildups of many today’s creators – writers and scientists, artists and philosophers. 

Today the authority actively uses the deeply seated, subconscious fear and obedience of intellectuals, adding the layers of new experience: the disappearance of politicians without trace, attacks at prominent figures of literature and art -–Adam Maldis, Artur Volsky, Alexander Tkachenok, Yevgeny Kryzhanovsky, member of the Belarusian and Russian Academies Radim Goretsky, and many other examples, including an exhaustion of intellectuals with everyday problems. So, for example, for several months Sergei Zakonnikov has visited different state bodies trying to register and "launch" a new independent journal instead of "Polymya", in fact, seized from the Union of Writers. I know a hard birth story of the independent newspaper of "Novy chas", which shall replace "Litaratura i mastatstva" - helpless before violence.

At present every creative collective goes through the stage of relations with the authority and, unfortunately, most of them "gave in" to pressure and threats. The authority has many levers – from raising or cutting rent for an artist’s studio to state awards, which seem attractive not only as money, but for many creators they are important as the appreciation of their activity, a growing respect in the society. As a rule, people do not reject awards, although there are such examples: professor, poet Oleg Loiko rejected a title and publicly explained why. By the way, out of all creative unions only writers have remained relatively independent regardless of the repression against them – a violent seizure of two buildings in downtown Minsk (the Literary House and a former policlinic), an illegal forfeiture of rights from the founder of literary-artistic publications and many other things, including a long-term n o n – r e w a r d i n g of writers with titles and prizes, excluding the State Prize, which has recently reached only those "devoted…" "Devoted without flattery", although they have always been in the minority, took a revenge this year: observing no law they were appointed the editors-in-chief of all the literary-artistic publications and we are only to see how mean they can be in their new service. 

I shall admit – regardless of my experience and a knowledge of the level of my colleague writers – it turned out I did not realize how deep the slave syndrome took roots in the mind of a small number of "engineers of human souls". When in the early 2002 I brought to "Litaratura i mastatstva" one article after another, in which I analysed the state of affaires in the writers’ organizations (I wrote five articles on the issue), I was surprised to hear phrases such as: "You are not going to let us celebrate the 70th anniversary of the newspaper!" Those who made such statements continued working for the editorial board after the creation of the holding. Those who were not afraid and praised freedom and independence – left to find no job. Today they face serious problems, because the sphere of Belarusian-speaking intellectual is narrowing. Teachers of the Belarusian language and literature leave "nowhere" because Belarusian schools are being closed, lessons of the native language and literature are being limited, young teachers find no employment. 

Writers are facing especially hard times because as none of the groups of intellectuals they convey two ideas which can hardly take root in the society – in particular, a democratic and a national idea. The fact that the majority of writers uphold the democratic idea was proved by the 14th Congress of the Union of Belarusian Writers adopting a sharp and an irreconcilable resolution regarding violence and attempts, as before, to turn the sphere of free creation into a servant of officially promoted values. That means regardless of a heavy ideological pressure Belarusian intellectuals keep their "face" and struggle. They struggle for their own power – power of spirit, high morals and moral values without which the human civilization cannot survive. 

BOOKSHELF
Leonid Zlotnikov. "In the noose of populism: ideology, politics and economics in independent Belarus". Minsk, Encyclopedics, 2002, 512 p.

The author of the book – Leonid Zlotnikov, a candidate of economic science, a prominent Belarusian independent economist. Our readers know him as an analyst-observer for the weekly "Belorussky Rynok" (Belarusian Market) and a permanent expert for IISEPS. The book comprises analytical articles by the author published in the press over the last several years – in independent Belarus. They are written in a popular language and are easy to understand for readers without special education. In his articles the author tries to find the reasons why Belarus is lagging behind the neighboring countries in terms of economic and political development, he also makes prognoses and offers solutions to overcome the crisis. 

We shall remind that L. Zlotnikov graduated from the faculty of economic cybernetics at the Moscow State University and knows well the methodology of the system analysis. As we know, one of the principles of the system analysis – nature, unlike universities, does not divide into faculties. Thus, searching for the truth L. Zlotnikov’s researches go beyond the boundaries of economy, in which he is said to be an expert, and apply the conclusions of other social sciences. Therefore, the book is divided into three parts: "Ideology", "Politics", and "Economics". Another important methodological principle of the system analysis – to solve a problem it is more important to look at the subject of studying as a whole, even loosing some details. Thus, separate articles, as a mosaic, form a wide picture of public life during the period of transition. 

It is no secret, one and the same facts of the reality suit different pictures. In one of the articles by L. Zlotnikov there is the following example. Readers of the textbook "Introduction to cognitive psychology" (by Normann and Linden) are suggested to look at a colorful insert where they will see a picture by prominent artist S. Dali – a portrait of an old man. In fact, they see a portrait of a real man (the portrait of Voltaire). Later readers are suggested to look at the same picture to see two nuns who walk in the yard of a monastery. On one and the same page they see not just a portrait of the old man, but details of the monastery yard. In other words, depending on inner directive an individual can see different images. 

What image of Belarus is the true one? As for the systems of values (to live 30 years eating living blood, or 300 years - eating carrion?) the author’s answer is simple – there is no truth in the last instance in the book. Each one is free to believe in his God and not to interfere with other people. This position of the author is reflected in many articles, especially in the part of "Ideology", where he openly speaks out against thrusting on the society a national idea behind which there are always interests of some groups. His liberal understanding of "national interests", "national security", L. Zlotnikov consecutively opposes to conservative positions from the right and from the left, putting priority of human rights above the interests of nation or state. 

The part "Economy" is the largest one. It reflects almost all problems of the development of the country’s economy. An analysis of development trends, prognoses (in fact, in 1996 L. Zlotnikov received the first Soros Foundation prize for his accurate prognosis in the competition for the best economic observer), criticism of economic policy of the authorities, proposals to carry out economic reforms – all that is based on the economic theory and experience of many countries. In the opinion of the author, there is no place for pluralism in the sphere of economics. If the society decides it wants to increase the level of prosperity of its members (so far, that has been the case), there is only one way to do it and the author suggests it in his articles. 

The book concludes with a liberal concept for development of Belarus in the 21st century – "Belarus: Alternative – 21". The given article sums up all the author’s researches and is still topical. 

Experts have already appreciated the book. Below is the review from Russian academician, ex-minister of economy of Russia Yevgeny Yasin: "The book by Leonid Zlotnikov is interesting not only with a competent analysis of the processes in the neighboring country, which is close to Russia in its culture and historic fate. This is the book which supports hope. Even in difficult, to put it mildly, social-political conditions in Belarus an independent liberal thought is alive, and that is a further proof that eventually the country will return to the path of world and European development". It is impossible to say better about it! 

Summing up our review, we join the conclusion from V. Khodosovsky, editor of the Belorussky Rynok weekly, he draws in the foreword: "I hope having read this book the reader will not waste time. Even if he disagrees with some conclusions by the author – anyway, he is likely to have a broader vision and to better understand what is going on in modern Belarus".

Alexander Sasnow, Ph.D. 
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· Olga Ipatova – a Belarusian writer, the author of 20 books, an honorary member of the International Academy of Science of Euroasia, the former head of the Union of Belarusian Writers

ON IISEPS PRIZES
IISEPS 2002 annual prize "For best journalistic publications using results of independent studies" was awarded to 

Konstantin Skuratovich, 

a correspondent for the "Belorussky Rynok" weekly. 

The prize was instituted in 2002 and prominent journalist Alexander Koktysh, who has fruitfully cooperated with IISEPS for quite a long time, became the first laureate. 

Starting from 2003 IISEPS Board has instituted an annual prize for a leader of a printed publication, which uses materials of independent studies most often 

and in the best way.




