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Dear readers!

The next issue of the analytical bulletin "IISEPS News" offers to your attention the materials reflecting the most interesting results of the Institute’s studies in the first quarter of 2003.

Generally, the given period has been characterized by escalation of the crisis, particular the socio-economic crisis. Apart from almost regular for the Belarusians backpays of wages and pensions (over half of the population faces this problem), the people have encountered a sharp increase in tariffs for public utilities (this above all concerns 53.2% of the respondents), growth of prices for staples (51.2%) and unemployment (30.5%). The social and political crisis has been turning more evident. Although the majority of the respondents witnessed no mass violations at the election to the local Councils about which the opposition spoke much, only 45.7% of them consider they "can believe the announced results" and merely 33.8% are satisfied with the election. Foreign policy of the Belarusian government doesn’t encourage either. Mass anti-Western and, first of all, anti-American propaganda that has untwined at the background of a defiant support of Saddam Hussein’s regime looks not only inadequate after the Iraqi war but can even threaten the national interests of Belarus. The recent report of the State Department and the resolution of the UN Human Rights Committee on the situation in our country as well as the initiated discussion of the "Belarus Democracy Act" in the US Congress are the first alarms of the process able to confront Belarus with serious problems. Particularly obvious becomes the "development in the wrong direction" (this is how 63.4% of the respondents evaluate the policy of the Belarusian authorities) at the background of quite flexible and balanced Russia’s policy. Therefore, over half of the Belarusians claim "Russia has achieved greater progress in building a democratic state and a civil society" and 42.2% are ready to vote for V. Putin as Russia-Belarus president in case the two countries unify (for A. Lukashenko - 18.1%).

The chances for promoting alternative variants of the country development grow at the background of the crisis tendencies. Unexpected but impressive appeared to be attitude of the Belarusians to the activity of the Deputy group "Republic" of the Belarusian parliament. The analysis reveals that the "Union of Citizens" forming around it can become that very new force and General V. Frolov – that very alternative presidential contender long awaited by those aspiring to changes in Belarus.

The bulk of the materials represented in this issue contain the data of regular sociological monitoring of public opinion (March-April) and opinion of the elite (January-February) studied by the IISEPS for many years already. Comparing the results the readers will notice that the gap between the opinions of the elite and the electorate very characteristic of Belarus during the recent years has been steadily bridging up: not mirror-like discrepancy but similar standpoints are found on many acute issues. Apart from the information-analytical materials, we as usual present thought-provoking information without commentaries with regard to the basic social-demographic groups and also the most essential trends of public opinion.

This time our traditional rubric "Open Forum" is given to the leader of the new public association "Perspective" Anatoly Shumchenko representing the interests of the Belarusian "vendors". Although private entrepreneurs have been under formation as an independent social and political force of Belarus and some ideas of their leader may look disputable or even naive, we consider that they have a real perspective and are noteworthy (three fourths of the participants of people’s march "For Better Life! " held on March 12 were private entrepreneurs; 46.6% of the respondents know of the spring strikes of entrepreneurs while only 4.4% know of the all-Belarusian Congress of the intellectuals).

There are two new books on our "Bookshelf" undoubtedly worthy of attention of both experts and general public. The first is the "Formation of Soviet Totalitarian System in Belarus (1917 – 1941)".  Minsk: Tesei, 2002. It has been written by Associate Professor of the History Institute at the Belarus National Academy of Sciences and Chairman of the Belarusian Helsinki Committee Dr. T. Protko and is fully unique. The second book is "Trade Unions of Belarus: Transformation and Perspectives". Its authors and compilers are V. Golubev and A. Khadyka. Minsk: Fund of F. Ebert, 2003. It is presented by President of the Belarusian Congress of Democratic Trade Unions A. Yaroshuk who based on his wide experience substantially studies complicated problems and the trade union development perspectives in Belarus.

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

STRENGTHENING ROLE OF INDEPENDENT SOCIAL RESEARCH AND EXPERTS' NETWORKS IN BELARUS
In February of 2003 within the framework of the planned survey the IISEPS conducted an opinion poll among public opinion leaders and experts – 66 persons (policymakers, businessmen, analysts and mass media leaders) almost equally representing public and private structures. 

A nation public opinion poll was conducted in late March – early April 2003 (those face-to-face interviewed – 1488 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. 

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.

FEBRUARY – 2003

Belarusian elite does not believe in the improvement of Socio-economic situation in the country

The fact that the current socio-economic situation in Belarus is, to put it mildly, far from ideal has been recently admitted at the highest official level. Leaders of public opinion and experts well aware of the real state of affairs in economics and who have long ago acknowledged that the so-called "Belarusian economic model" has no future consider further prospects really gloomy. About three thirds of the respondents expect deterioration of the socio-economic situation in the coming years (See table 1). Respondents from the private sector have unanimously rejected the probability of any changes to better life while the cautious stance of every fifth representative of the public sector resembles the professional optimism.

Table 1

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, will socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the near future?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees of  the public sector
Employees of  the private sector

Will improve
9
19
–

Will remain unchanged
15
16
15

Will deteriorate
71
65
76

Prevailing of the pessimistic viewpoints in the ranks of the experienced elite raises the natural desire to compare them to the viewpoints of the general public. It is no secret that the estimations of the Belarusian elite and the public in general seriously diverge on many topical issues. However, there is no discrepancy as regards this issue (See table 2).
Table 2

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Do you think socio-economic situation in Belarus will change in the near future?", %*



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02

Will deteriorate
34.7
43.9

Will remain unchanged
31.6
29.1

Will improve
16.9
13.6

* Data of the national public opinion poll conducted by IISEPS

Although negative estimation of the country’s development prospects expressed by general public hasn’t yet grown to the elite’s pessimism (the latter possesses more information and have deeper understanding of the happening events), the tendency is obvious – most Belarusians don’t expect any positive changes from the current authorities. It is worth mentioning that our latest data concerning the electorate in general dates December of 2002. The "New Year present" in the form of new tariffs for public utilities will undoubtedly bring closer the stands of the general public and the elite. The issue in question is solely the degree of this approximation. Apparently, the president sharing elite’s pessimism and resolved to "defend his people from the native government" has found in this regard a vast field of activity.

IISEPS’s earlier opinion polls demonstrated that a considerable part of the Belarusians would like to move to another country for permanent residence, or emigrate (See table 3).
Table 3

Distribution of answers to the question "Would you like to move to another country for permanent residence?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Employees 

of the public sector
Employees 

of the private sector
General public 

(12'02)

Is not likely to move anywhere
70
70
70
53.3

Germany
6
9
3
15.3

United States
5
9
–
9.5

Poland
4
3
6
5.6

Russia
2
–
3
5.7

Baltic States
2
–
3
1.5

Other country
4
3
6
3.5

The emigration potential has in all times and in all countries been regarded as an indicator of the country’s ill-being, especially since the highest emigration potential is, as a rule, inherent to the most dynamic and educated part of the society – the youth. Germany has been attracting our fellow countrymen the most for several years already. However, experts and public opinion leaders are mostly the people who, first, have reached certain professional heights in their native country and, second, who quite well realize that the way of an emigrant even in the richest and democratic country is paved with more thorns than stars. Therefore, emigration due to the financial hardships or a professional uselessness is an uncommon event in this stratum. It is no wonder that 70% of the respondents said they won’t move anywhere. They would resolve to seek for better part abroad only in an extraordinary situation. However, a quarter of the respondents from the public sector is ready to move to another country, the majority saying to Germany. Their desire seems to have been imposed by the attitude of the Belarusian authorities that in all possible ways emphasize "the constructive stance of Berlin towards Minsk" vs. the American stance (how far this corresponds to reality is another issue) as well as the general image of Germany as the country with high social warranties.

It is interesting to compare the reaction of the electorate and the elite at the decision of the European Union to impose visa restrictions on President A.Lukashenko and the high-ranking officials. Although the decision has in no way affected the Belarusian citizens, only one fourth of the respondents was positive about it while over 40% negatively treated the decision (See table 4).

Table 4

Distribution of answers to the question "The European Union has forbidden the Belarusian president and the top-level officials entering the EU countries. What do you think of the decision?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Employees of

 the public sector
Employees of 

the private sector
General public  (12'02)

Positive
49
16
79
24.0

Do not care
9
9
9
14.7

Negative
42
75
12
42.5

Heard nothing about this
–*
–*
–*
11.1

*Given variant of answer wasn’t offered to experts

The reasons for such attitude are different. President’s followers have always opposed the actions against their hero, some consider the policy of sanctions and restrictions generally neither justified nor effective and others feel simply "hurt for the homeland". Every second expert and public opinion leader supported the decision, yet the viewpoints of the representatives of public and private sectors turned to be almost "mirror viewpoints". In our opinion, such "mirror" reflects the controversy within the Belarusian elite concerning estimation of the Western strategy towards the current authorities. The opposition bloc mainly stands for toughening the position of the international community so as to force A.Lukashenko to change his policy. Representatives of the public sector take a negative stance on all kinds of sanctions and give their preference to the closer contacts with the West that will, in their opinion, foster mitigation of the current political regime. And although less than a dozen of high-level officials were imposed visa restrictions, the nomenclature is negative about the fact, as if the measure is applied to every state official.

Elite believes in the success of independent candidates. But it doesn’t expect the official results of the election campaign to match the original results 

Although this time the authorities didn’t pay much attention to the election campaign into the local Councils of deputies, the polling data steadily points out that the Belarusians are ready to demonstrate high election activity (According to the IISEPS’s public opinion poll carried in December, about 64% of the respondents noted they would participate in the election.) If suggest that most of those who hadn’t made up their minds on voting in December (they were almost 20%) would come to polling stations, the optimism of experts and public opinion leaders (who claimed a month before the election that the campaign would be effective in most constituencies) turns quite reasonable (See table 5).
Table 5

Distribution of answers to the question "Will, in your opinion, voters’ attendance be sufficient for the spring election to the local Councils of deputies to be valid?", %


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

Yes
77
78
76

No
12
6
18

High degree of electorate predictability appeared to be the ground for a rare unanimity of the public and private sectors.

Besides the high electoral activity, negative experience of the campaign on boycotting election into the House of Representatives was another reason why an overwhelming majority of the polled experts negatively regarded the idea of boycott recurrence (See table 6).
Table 6

Distribution of answers to the question "What do you think of boycotting the upcoming March election to the local Councils of deputies, as some opposition politicians call to?", %



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

Negative
86
88
85

Don’t care
12
12
12

Positive
–
–
–

We shall remind that, according to the IISEPS’s data, only 8% of the respondents polled in November of 2000 claimed the boycott was effective (45% spoke out an opposite opinion). And it is no wonder that the leaders of those political structures that earlier ignored the parliamentary election (and nowadays – not without reason – state the election into local Councils can be hardly called free and fair) believe the election campaign is a nice opportunity for spreading their viewpoints, seeking new potential leaders, trying workability of the regional structures, etc. In our opinion, the fact that no polled expert spoke for the boycott is an indicator that the Belarusian political elite is getting mature. Its representatives, first of all of the opposition, have understood that it is possible to expect any changes in the country only when they really participate in the political struggle, even at unfavorable conditions.

The most interesting changes occurred in experts’ estimations of the electorate’s viewpoints. While in November public opinion leaders were rather pessimistic of the chances for president’s opponent candidates, three months later their estimations changed considerably (See table 7).
Table 7

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



Variant of answer
Which candidate, do you think, will  enjoy support  of the majority 


Employees of the public sector
Employees of  the private sector


02'03
11'02
02'03
11'02

For candidate-supporter of A. Lukashenko
31
59
15
29

For candidate-opponent of A. Lukashenko
0
3
18
26

Other candidate
27
–*
38
–*

DA/NA
41
38
29
45

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

Certainly, a new variant of answer "another candidate" (not offered in the previous poll) couldn’t but influence the experts’ opinions. The employees of the public sector believing most voters will support A.Lukashenko’s followers have decreased twofold. The decrease has become possible not due to experts’ re-estimation of the opponent candidate’s perspectives (on the contrary, no polled employee of the public sector believes in the victory of the latter) but due to better chances of the candidates who don’t take tough stances towards either the authorities or the opposition. Similar dynamics is observed in the answers of the respondents from private sector. Their answers should be apparently interpreted in the sense that the voter is more likely to prefer the candidates who won’t first talk of their love to the president (the election is into the local Councils) but speak of the more pragmatic things like improving the public transport system, cleaning streets, overhauling schools, etc.

In the eyes of elite, the reason to a sudden fall in the chances of A.Lukashenko’s supporters, as we see it, lies in the fact that the growth of tariffs for public utilities is so extremely an unpopular action (A.Lukashenko has publicly denied his being privy to the measure) that even the most ardent follower of the official course wouldn’t mention his support of the governmental policy in this respect. It is no secret that the opposition, by certain objective and subjective reasons, doesn’t enjoy high prestige with the Belarusian citizens, therefore showing off during the election campaign to the local Councils of deputies, according to the experts from the private sector, will hardly bring up the victory.

Thus, experts and public opinion leaders (from the public sector– to a lesser degree and from the private sector – to a greater degree) generally agree that the public is ready to actively support another candidate – neither a follower of the current authorities nor an ardent supporter of the opposition.

It is worth mentioning that during the presidential election the independent candidate (not a certain political figure but a variant of answer) related not to A.Lukashenko or to the opposition appealed to a considerable part of the voters. Of course, the issue of true independence and the very possibility of an independent candidate have always been and still remain disputable. Many are fully convinced that in the current political situation any sane and decent independent candidate will sooner or later oppose the current authorities. And the fact that black-and-white perception of the world has no future becomes obvious for the elite. For what common voters think about this (as regards the election to local Councils of deputies) – see table 8.
Table 8

Dynamics of answer distribution  to the question on the nature of future voting , %*


Variant of answer

Which candidate would you prefer to vote for
Which candidate, do you think, will  enjoy support  of the majority


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

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

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

Other candidate
12.4
16.5
15.2
8.0
7.4
6.6

*Data of the national opinion polls

As we see, in December the electorate didn’t fully share the elite’s current expectations. However, the increase in tariffs for public utilities didn’t take place then. How the negative reaction to this measure will influence the choice of the voters and how truthful are the suggestions of the elite that the public is ready to support another, independent candidate, will become known only after the voting. 

Observers of the ODIHR OSCE characterized the previous election campaign (in March of 1999) as the authorities’ campaign targeted at not finding the will of people but simulating authorities’ support by the public. Since then attitude of the authorities to election campaigns of any level didn’t change fundamentally. The degree of control and the use of the notorious administrative resource directly depend here on the level of the election campaign. Consequently, during the presidential election the high stakes urge the authorities to commit more apparent and more frequent violations than during the election to regional Councils. At the same time, the election procedure, if consider past experience and the current election campaign, won’t basically change: the point is not how people vote but who and how will count the votes.

Table 9

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



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

Yes
23
28
18

No
50
25
73

Therefore, pessimism of the private sector employees concerning the official outcome of the election and, naturally, unwillingness of the public sector to answer this question are quite reasonable: it is not improbable that some of them will have to "ensure" these results (See table 9).

Russia-Belarus relations in the eyes of elite
As seen from table 10, almost all polled experts and public opinion leaders (94%!), regardless the structures they represent, stand against the idea of Russia-Belarus unification into a single state. Half of them supports the idea of a close political and economic union between the two countries. Another half believes the relations should not differ from those with the other CIS countries. Representatives of the public sector prefer the first variant, while representatives of the private sector support the second variant.
Table 10

Distribution of answers to the question "Which variant of Russia-Belarus integration would you 
personally prefer?", %


Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Employees 

of the public sector
Employees of the private sector

Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states with close political and economic relations
47
56
38

Relations between Belarus and Russia should resemble those between other CIS member-states
47
38
56

Belarus and Russia should become a single state with a common 

president, government, army, flag, currency, etc.
3
6
–

About three fourths of the respondents (73%) express reserved optimism as regards maintaining Belarusian sovereignty in the near future (See table 11). Reserved in the sense that they predict steady increase in the dependence from Russia. This opinion is especially widely spread in the public sector. There are only 11% of those who look at the issue with deep pessimism, representatives of the public sector prevailing among them. And 9% of the polled (all from the private sector) expect Belarus’ independence from Russia to increase within the next ten years.
Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question " Will, in your opinion, Belarus in the near ten years:", %



Variant of answer
All 
respondents 
Employees 

of the public sector
Employees 

of the private sector

Remain a sovereign state but its dependence from Russia will grow
73
81
65

Incorporate into Russia 
11
16
6

Remain a sovereign state but its independence from Russia will grow
9
–
17

Table 12 clearly demonstrates how, according to the polled, incorporation of our country into Russia will affect the living of the Belarusian people. As we see, over half leaders and experts (55%), almost regardless the structures they represent, are convinced in the negative outcomes of incorporation for the Belarusians. 18% more say it won’t at all affect the life of the people. And only 12% see the perspective as positive. Among the latter the majority are representatives from the public sector.
Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question "Will, in your opinion, incorporation of Belarus into Russia have a positive or a negative impact on the lives of people?", %



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

Negative
55
50
58

Will have no impact
18
22
15

Positive
12
19
6

What were the respondents guided by in their estimations of the incorporation? Those who positively regard the event are convinced incorporation into Russia will improve the state of affairs in economics (12% of answers), promote the improvement in the standard of living (12%) and foster democracy (8%) in the country (See table 13).
Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question "If you believe Belarus’ incorporation into Russia will have a positive impact on the lives of people, then how positive?", % 

(open question, more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Employees of 

the public sector
Employees of 

the private sector

Standard of living will improve
12
16
9

State of affairs in economics will improve
12
16
9

State of democracy will improve
8
3
12

Other
3
6
–

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question "If you believe Belarus’ incorporation into Russia will have a negative impact on the lives of people, then how negative?", % 

(open question, more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Employees 

of the public sector
Employees 

of the private sector

Loss of national morale and national culture
26
12
40

Growth of criminal activity and corruption
25
29
21

Decline in the standard of living
21
22
21

Necessity to fight in  Russia’s hot spots
20
22
18

Deterioration of the state of affairs in economics
15
19
12

Deterioration of the relations with the West
12
3
21

Growth of tension within the society
8
6
9

Other
4
–
8

Other motives dominate among those who see the outcome of the incorporation in the negative. (See table 14). In their opinion, it will, first and foremost, result in the loss of national morale and national culture (26%), growth of criminal activity and corruption (25%), decline in the standard of living (21%), necessity to fight in hot spots (20%), deterioration of the state of affairs in economics (15%) and of the relations with the West (12%) as well as growth of tension within the society (8%). There is a considerable, though expected, controversy in the viewpoints on some issues depending on the represented structures. Thus representatives of the public structures are, first of all, concerned with the possible growth of crime activity and corruption (29%), while respondents from the private structures – with the loss of national morale and national culture (40%). At the same time, there’s absolute unanimity among representatives of different sectors in some other positions. In particular, both are alarmed with the possibility of decline in the standard of living as well as participation of the Belarusians in such "activities" like the war in Chechnya.

Although the majority of the respondents expect only negative outcomes of the Belarus’ incorporation into Russia, it is noteworthy that absolute majority of the respondents (79%) believe Russia’s achievements in building a democratic state and a civil society are weightier than the Belarusian ones (See table 15). And these are mainly respondents from private sector who stick to this viewpoint.
Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, have Belarus and Russia achieved greater progress in building democratic states and civil societies after the collapse of the USSR?", %



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

Russia
79
75
82

Belarus
5
6
3

There are 2.5-fold more people among the respondents believing life is better in Russia than in Belarus (See table 16). And the opinion depends not on the represented structures. Yet, there are more representatives from the public sector among those who claim life is better in Belarus than in Russia.
As it is known, in late summer of 2002 the relations between Minsk and Moscow were characterized by arising tenseness caused by A. Lukashenko’s and V. Putin’s different conceptions concerning further integration of the two countries as well as the principles of settlement in reciprocal trade. Therefore, it is of interest to know the estimations of experts and leaders on the results of the summit talks that took place January 19-20, 2003.

As we see from table 17, the overwhelming majority of the respondents (85%), almost regardless the structures they represent, consider that the relations between the two countries didn’t change after that meeting. But the personal relations between the heads of states, according to table 18, have slightly thawed out: 23% of the respondents claim they have improved and only 7% insist they have aggravated. Two thirds said the relations hadn’t changed.

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question "Do, in your opinion, nowadays people live better in Russia or in Belarus?", %



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

In Russia
42
44
41

In Belarus
18
28
9

Table 17

Distribution of answers to the question "On January 19-20 the presidents of Russia and Belarus had a working meeting. In your opinion, have the relations between our countries improved, deteriorated or 

have remained unchanged after the meeting?", %



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

Improved
9
12
6

Remained unchanged
85
88
82

Deteriorated
3
–
6

Table 18

Distribution of answers to the question "Have the relations between the presidents improved, 

deteriorated or have remained unchanged after the meeting?", %


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

Improved
23
34
12

Remained unchanged
67
63
70

Deteriorated
7
3
12

Table 19

Distribution of answers to the question "In your opinion, has the probability of losing its independence grew stronger, dropped down or has remained unchanged for Belarus?", %



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

Grew stronger
53
50
56

Remained unchanged
42
47
38

Dropped down
3
–
6

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question "During the mentioned meeting of the presidents in Minsk both vehicular and pedestrian traffics were closed for a long period of time in the thoroughfares - out of security but greatly discomforting regular life of citizens. Do you consider those measures justified?", %



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

Yes
21
31
12

No
70
60
79

At that, leaders and experts, equally from the public and private sectors, were alerted with the outcomes of the summit (See table 19). Over half of the polled believes the probability of losing its independence for Belarus grew stronger after that meeting.
By the way, during the above meeting of the presidents in Minsk the unprecedented security measures were taken that greatly discomforted regular life of citizens in the capital. For a long period of time both vehicular and pedestrian traffics were closed in the thoroughfares. This had never happened before. Absolute majority of the respondents (70%) from public and private sectors don’t consider those measures justified (See table 20).

 Finally, let’s have a look at the respondents’ estimation (on a standard 5-point scale) of the role of Pavel Borodin, State Secretary of the Russia-Belarus Union State, in the Russia-Belarus relations. There’s a full unanimity in the viewpoints of public and private sector representatives – 1.85 that is less than 2. As they say, first deserve and then desire…

Third presidential term: elite’s viewpoint

It has been almost 1.5 years of A. Lukashenko’s second presidential cadence. There’s still plenty of time before the new election that is to take place in 2006. Yet, the issue of A. Lukashenko’s third presidential term has already become topical for the educated Belarusian (and not only!) public. Lukashenko himself has many times transparently implied the possibility of such scenario. Knowing power ambitions of the president, it is worth seriously regarding his words. Political scientists also point out to the probability of another cadence and explain the fact mainly with the lack of guaranties (both in the country and outside the country) for A. Lukashenko’s safe retirement to political pension. Eventually, due amendments into the country’s constitution are necessary for the procedure and their introduction by referendum, despite the unconcealed support on the part of the Central Election Commission, would demand considerable organizational efforts and time. Especially since the negative outcomes of the chosen political and socio-economic course in the country are getting more and more manifest.

Average leaders and experts’ estimation (on a standard 5-point scale) of A. Lukashenko’s fulfillment of his pre-election engagements proves the fact. As table 21 demonstrates, it is a trivial "two". Moreover, 42% of the respondents estimated fulfillment of engagements to "one".
Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question "How would you estimate (on a standard 5-point scale) 
A.  Lukashenko’s fulfillment of his pre-election engagements (1 point – very poor, 
5 points – excellent)?", %



Points
All 

respondents
Employees 

of the public sector
Employees 

of the private sector

1
42
19
65

2
30
40
20

3
15
19
12

4
11
19
3

5
2
3
–

In average (points)
2.0
2.5
1.5

Poor is the degree of confidence to A. Lukashenko on the part of leaders and experts as well as general public (See table 22). In the confidence index, only militia, local authorities, national assembly, pro-presidential political parties traditionally ranking the last as well as the Belarusian Trade Unions Federation and the Central Election Commission rank after the president. Among the citizens in general, the number of non-confiding into the president exceeds by 10.1% the number of those confiding into him and the figure is close to a half among the country’s adult population.

Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question on the degree of confidence to A. Lukashenko , %



Variant of answer
Leaders of public opinion and experts
General public  (12'02)


All 

respondents 
Employees of 

the public sector
Employees of 

the private sector


Distrust
80
69
91
48.3

Trust
12
25
–
38.2

Index of confidence*
–0.682
–0.438
–0.941
–0.101

*Index of confidence can range from +1 to –1 and is calculated as a  partial of the total amount of positive («trust») and negative ("distrust") answers against the number of all respondents that answered the question

Therefore, president’s imagemakers should presently exert all efforts to achieve the goals of their boss. In fact, this kind of activity has already taken place. It’s enough to remember the public statement of Leonid Kozik, currently Chairman of the Belarusian Trade Unions Federation, on the necessity to remove any records on the number of president’s cadences from the constitution. Of course, by referendum.

Table 23 demonstrates that at present leaders and experts don’t have a single opinion, as regards this referendum. About one third of the polled (23%) believes no referendum will be carried at all and one third finds it difficult to answer right now. Meanwhile, 44% say the referendum will take place, two thirds of them being certain the event will happen in 2004. It is noteworthy that the respondents from the private sector have lesser doubts on the possibility of the referendum.

According to table 24, there’s a considerably greater part of those who claim they know a candidate able to successfully compete with A. Lukashenko among the leaders and experts than among the general public. There are only 18.2% of them among general public and exactly 50% - among the elite. At the same time, they are about three thirds (74%) among the representatives of the private sector and barely 25% - in the public sector.
Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question "Will the referendum on amending the Constitution of Belarus so that A. Lukashenko can be further elected president be held (in accordance with the current constitution, he cannot be elected for the third term)?", %



Variant of answer
All respondents
Employees of 

the public sector
Employees of 

the private sector

Will be held in 2003 
11
6
15

Will be held in 2004 
30
19
41

Will be held in 2005
3
–
6

Will not be held at all
23
28
17

DA
33
47
21

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you know a candidate able to successfully compete with A. Lukashenko during the presidential election?", %



Variant of answer
Leaders of public opinion and experts 
General public  (12'02)


All 

respondents 
Employees of 

the public sector
Employees of 

the private sector


Yes, I know
50
25
74
18.2

No, I don’t no
48
72
26
80.9

However, the data once again demonstrates that presently neither the general public nor the elite are able to choose a candidate for a national leader able to oppose A. Lukashenko and consolidate the part of the society that strives for the country’s democratization and for changes in its socio-economic and political course.
MARCH-APRIL – 2003

Ice is moving
The press has many times published IISEPS’s survey findings, according to which A. Lukashenko’s rating, i.e. electorate’s readiness to give their votes for him at the next presidential election, dropped down from 46% in October of 2001 to 30.9% in April and 27% in September, though slightly grew to 30.5% in December of 2002. At present the number of those who would vote for the president is 26.2%. Despite marginal vacillations, the negative tendency is obvious. To exclude any discrepancies, a more simple and transparent question was included into the opinion poll: “Do you think in general A. Lukashenko quite well governs the country and he should be again elected president in the upcoming election or another candidate should take this post (receive an opportunity to do this better than him)?” 23.2% of the respondents chose the variant “elect A. Lukashenko anew”, 64.1% - the variant “another candidate should take this post” and 12.7% found it difficult to answer. Answering to the question “If there were a referendum to change the Constitution of Belarus to allow A. Lukashenko be elected president anew, how would you vote?”, 17.1% of the respondents said they “Would vote for such amendment to the Constitution”, 47% said – “Would vote against”, 27.5% - “Do not know yet, will judge by circumstances” and 8.4% - “Wouldn’t take part in such referendum”. As we can see, president’s support within the society steadily goes down. However, to make prognosis and develop certain strategies it is necessary to know not only the dynamics of the process but also its internal structure, peculiarities and reasons. Let’s try to consider them.

Table 1

Determination to elect A. Lukashenko or another candidate at the next presidential election depending on how they voted at the 2001election, %*



At election of  2001 voted:
Elect A. Lukashenko again
Another candidate should take the post

For  A. Lukashenko
39.9
42.6

For  V. Goncharik
0.5
94.9

For  S. Gaidukevich
0
90.9

* Read the table across

The fist conclusion one would drive to while analyzing the latest data is that some fundamental changes are taking place in the internal structure of the presidential electorate. Thus, presently most of the voters that cast their votes for A. Lukashenko at the election of 2001 believe “another candidate should take the post.” (Table 1.)

Table 2

Sociological portrait of A. Lukashenko’s supporters and opponents, %



Characteristic features of electorate’s sociological portrait
Elect again A. Lukashenko

(23.2)
Another candidate should take the post 

(64.1)

Has your financial position changed over the past three months? 

· has improved
10.9
5.5

· has not changed
68.6
45.3

· has deteriorated
18.8
48.3

What concerns you the most in the country’s development?


· increase in tariffs for public utilities
26.8
62.8

· increase in prices for staples
25.6
62.6

· unemployment 
12.8
39.6

Lukashenko have recently accused the government of "having picked citizens’ pockets without putting anything into them". Some agree with this, others claim he is responsible himself as the government only follows his instructions. What is your opinion?

· government  is responsible
71.4
18.2

· president is responsible
8.6
70.4

How will socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the coming years?

· will improve
42.9
6.2

· will not change
26.6
32.4

· will deteriorate
12.6
55.5

To which extent are you satisfied with the development of democracy in Belarus?

· fully/rather satisfied
67.1
12.4

· rather/absolutely dissatisfied
17.1
81.4

Are the human rights observed in Belarus?


· yes/rather yes
74.5
15.6

· rather no/no
15.9
81.7

Are you satisfied with the results of the recent election to the local Councils of deputies? 

· yes
61.5
24.2

· no
10.0
29.1

Did Belarus or Russia achieve greater progress in building democratic states and civil societies?

· Belarus
48.5
8.1

· Russia
25.9
71.2

If tomorrow we had a referendum on Belarus’ joining the EU, how would you vote?

· for
32.0
67.8

· against
25.8
7.8

Would you like to move to another country for permanent residence?

· yes
16.8
52.5

· wouldn’t like to move anywhere
82.3
43.1

Your age

· under 30
6.3
29.1

· between 30 and 50 
22.2
47.1

· over 50 
71.5
23.8

Your education

· elementary/ incomplete secondary
54.2
13.5

· secondary
27.4
39.8

· secondary vocational /higher
18.4
46.7

Social status

· employee of the public sector
25.5
53.9

· employee of the private sector
4.2
17.2

· student
1.6
7.2

· housewife/unemployed
4.1
7.2

· pensioner
63.8
14.4

We emphasize that these are not president’s opponents or those hesitating this time but those who 1.5 years ago deliberately voted for A. Lukashenko and pinned their hopes for changes to better life with A. Lukashenko.

As Table 2 demonstrates, such traditional social factors like gender, income, place of living, belief, etc. previously greatly dividing Belarusian electorate into the president’s opponents and supporters has lost their differentiating character. In other words, most of men and women, well-to-do and poor, those living in the capital and in small towns, in western or eastern regions, most Orthodox and Catholics claim their readiness to nowadays vote for another presidential contender. This means they are dissatisfied with the current political course. The changes are especially evident among pensioners – “last resort” of A. Lukashenko: only every second of them (51.7%) shows readiness to vote for his past hero and every third (34.1%) believes “another candidate should take his post”.

Another extremely important change, about which we have many times written, is “refocusing” of electorate’s integration views from the Belarusian president to the Russian president (Tables 3 and 4).

Table 3

Determination to elect A. Lukashenko or another candidate at the next presidential election depending on the attitude to Russia-Belarus Union, %*


Attitude to Russia-Belarus integration
Elect again
A. Lukashenko
Another candidate 

should take the post 

Belarus and Russia should become a single state
40.0
52.0

Relations between Belarus and Russia should resemble those between other CIS member-states
12.6
77.8

* Read the table across

Table 4

Determination to elect A. Lukashenko or another candidate at the next presidential election depending on the determination to vote for Russia-Belarus president at a hypothetical referendum in 2004, %*



Will vote for:
Elect again
A. Lukashenko
Another candidate should take the post 

for A. Lukashenko
84.6
8.5

for V. Putin
7.8
88.0

* Read the table across

Furthermore, the pro-European standpoints penetrate deeper into the presidential electorate: there is a dominating number of those who would vote for Belarus’ joining the European Union in this stratum. They no more support the anti-Western politics of their hero. This means A. Lukashenko is losing the most powerful political instrument of influence on his electorate.

The second important conclusion is the quality changes have been found among those who claim their readiness to change the president. Beside the traditional indicator that is a mostly young, educated and economically active part of the society with pro-market and pro-Europeans views, there is a new one. Nowadays, this is not the youth but the voters at the age from 30 to 50 – driving social force of any society – that prevail in this electorate. Mobility plays an important role as well. Those who have in the past years visited the neighboring countries (including Russia, and this is every second Belarusian), let alone other foreign countries, air their deep willingness to change the authorities (“it turns out all neighbors live better than we do!”). The fewer perspectives of such changes the Belarusians can see, the more they think of emigrating: over half of those ready to change the president are also ready to change the country of residence. It is traditionally considered that the main reason of recession in support of the current course is the decline in the living standard and narrowing of the living perspectives. These reasons still remain the major (almost half of those ready for changing the president claim their financial position has deteriorated for the past quarter and 87.9% expect no changes to better living under the current authorities!), yet new reasons have arisen.

Over 80% of the voters ready for an alternative are discontent with the development of democracy and human rights observation in Belarus. The issues that are, from the viewpoints of the authorities, affected with only the interests of the “political frauds” are a matter of concern of about 4m voters, i.e. over half of the Belarusian electorate! The traditional methods of “passing the buck” to others – the opposition, the West or even the government – do not bring the earlier results. 

As for the strengthening pressure of the power over society – political, economic, informational and legal (or, better say illegal), it has had, according to the analysis, the adverse results (See Table 5).

Reasonings of authorities were very plain: scared people will keep silence. And judging by the scale of street marches that dropped down from dozens of thousands during the Chernobyl track in 1996 to several thousands during the recent “Independence Day”, the strategy appeared to be right. This is why all demands of the foreign countries on restoring the climate of political confidence in the country are momentarily denied as “interference into our home affairs”. However, the Table 5 clearly indicates that the more people are afraid of the authorities, the more they are inclined to have them changed. The point is so far these views haven’t sprung up into the beloved by the opposition street actions. But penetrating into the depth of a socium, they increase the chances for changing authorities through election: according to the counting of votes, two thirds of the voters took part in the March election despite the fact that 80% of them consider that the local Councils do not affect their lives at all or affect insignificantly.

Table 5

Determination to elect A. Lukashenko or another candidate at the next presidential election depending on the Belarusians’ readiness to express their political standpoints, %*


Expressing  your political standpoint:
Elect again
A. Lukashenko
Another candidate should take the post 

No one is afraid
57.7
31.9

Some are afraid
32.7
53.9

Many are afraid
11.6
76.2

All are afraid
10.0
78.6

* Read the table across

The third conclusion is that the “Russian factor” now takes an important part in the transformation of the Belarusian electorate. As it has already been mentioned, the integration viewpoints of the Belarusians are no more related to A. Lukashenko and his politics. At present, Russia’s President V. Putin has become… an alternative figure for the millions of voters in our country. As it is seen from Table 3, almost 90% of the Belarusians saying they would vote for V. Putin as Russia’s president in case Belarus and Russia incorporate into a single state (they are 42.2% nowadays, i.e. over three millions voters) at the same time believe “another candidate should take the post” of A. Lukashenko! This truly unique phenomenon for the modern politics can be probably grounded by not only the attractive character of V. Putin’s politics and his very personality but, first of all, by absence of tolerable alternative figure in Belarus. Due to this reason expectation of changes for better life, of worthy and honest living is mostly focused on the figure of the Russian president. This means at present V. Putin has a tremendous potential of influence on Belarus, not via “official instruments” but directly through the Belarusian electorate.

Yet, this potential can, in our opinion, be effectively used only in two cases. First, if V. Putin’s actions towards Belarus will meet these expectations, that is promote worthy and honest living of the Belarusians. Second, if these actions take place in real politics. If he confines himself to making statements directed to “reeducation of the younger brother” only or solving Russia’s problems at our expense, the might-have-been expectations of the Belarusians will switch to another alternative figure (in Belarus or in the West) and V. Putin will lose this potential. It is unlikely to remain for years but will hardly dissolve within a few months, so it will most probably remain for at least a year.

As for the strategy of the democratic forces possibly developed on the basis of new tendencies in the transformation of the Belarusian electorate, this is another topic for discussion. We’ll only note here that among the voters consent to an alternative, there are five times (!) more of those who know a “candidate able to successfully compete with A. Lukashenko” than of those who are ready to vote again for their earlier hero. 

In the analytical material of the IISEPS “At the filmy ice” published in August of 1997, a sociological portrait of the Belarusian electorate was finished with the words: “Figuratively speaking, the presidential electorate that three years ago seemed a glaring and powerful ice field where a skillful figure skater might produce incredible pirouettes is still glaring but at the very bottom of the ice layer there is a steady process of washing out. When the ice breaks, no dances on the ice-floe will be possible; it will take the skater to where the stream goes.” (“BDG”, No.398). Results of the latest research clearly demonstrate that: for the time after the election of 2001 not simply A. Lukashenko’s rating dropped down but the tectonic shifts have started appearing in the Belarusian electorate. The ice has at last begun to break. Where will the stream run? The answer to this question depends on the adequate activity of all forces interested in the democratic changes in Belarus.

New force
Our latest research caused a real sensation. We interviewed people asking “A year ago the deputy group “Republic” was formed in the Belarusian parliament at the initiative of General V. Frolov. It sharply criticized A. Lukashenko’s policy. Some are positive about the fact, others – negative. What is your opinion?” One third of the respondents (33.1%) said “positive”, another third (33.6%) – “I don’t care”, 15.4% - “negative” and 17.9% found it difficult to answer the question. The result is, frankly speaking, unexpected. No more than 1% of the respondents mention the very General (as a probable presidential contender or a politician presenting voters’ interests.) Ratings of the opposition political parties are still low. To the question “Which political party is closer to you in its standpoints?” the most famous and influential parties received from 6.2% (Belarusian Liberal Democratic Party of Belarus) to 3.0% (Belarusian Social Democratic Party “Narodnaya Gromada”). There are three times fewer Belarusians confiding in them (17.7%) than those confiding not (51.2%). As for this spring large-scale mass actions, only 13% of the respondents know of the “Day of Independence”, 9% - of the people’s march “For Better Life!” and 4.4% - of the all-Belarusian gathering of the intellectuals. Only one third of the respondents are positive to such actions, over half are indifferent or negative.

Table 6

Sociological portrait of the voters who give opposite evaluations to the activity of the group "Republic", %



Characteristic features of electorate’s sociological portrait
Regard in positive

(33.1)
Regard in negative

 (15.4)

Has your financial position changed over the past three months?

· has improved
6.8
8.4

· has not changed
45.9
65.2

· has deteriorated
46.9
23.7

What concerns you the most in the country’s development?

· increase in tariffs for public utilities
60.7
28.2

· increase in prices for staples
62.7
23.4

· unemployment
38.3
11.4

How will socio-economic situation in Belarus change in the coming years?

· will improve
8.5
40.7

· will not change
31.2
28.8

· will deteriorate
58.8
18.6

Lukashenko have recently accused the government of "having picked citizens’ pockets without putting anything into them". Some agree with this, others claim he is responsible himself as the government only follows his instructions.What is your opinion?

· government  is responsible
15.8
70.4

· president is responsible
74.7
13.5

To which extent are you satisfied with the development of democracy in Belarus?

· fully/rather satisfied
14.4
65.2

· rather/absolutely dissatisfied
82.4
24.7

Are the human rights observed in Belarus?

· yes/rather yes
18.1
80.0

· rather no/no
69.5
22.6

I believe that after the election of 2001 A. Lukashenko’s rating:

· has increased
3.5
47.6

· has decreased
88.8
33.3

If there were a referendum to amend the Constitution of Belarus to allow Lukashenko be elected president again, how would you vote?

· Would vote for such amendment to the Constitution
4.8
55.1

· Would vote against such amendment to the Constitution
73.5
11.7

Do you think in general A. Lukashenko quite well governs the country and should be again elected president in the upcoming election or another candidate should take this post (receive an opportunity to do this better than him)?

· Elect again A. Lukashenko
4.0
71.4

· Another candidate should take the post 
92.0
19.0

Did Belarus or Russia achieve greater progress in building democratic states and a civil societies?

· Belarus
7.5
46.0

· Russia
76.2
30.6

If tomorrow we had a referendum on Belarus’ joining the EU, how would you vote?

· for
77.8
35.7

· against
5.6
28.3

Your age

· under 30
31.0
8.0

· between 30 and 50 
47.5
27.0

· over 50 
21.5
65.0

Your education

· elementary/ incomplete secondary
10.2
46.2

· secondary
40.2
27.5

· secondary vocational /higher
49.6
26.3

Social status

· employee of the public sector
55.8
36.6

· employee of the private sector
22.5
2.2

· student
7.7
3.4

· housewife/unemployed
5.1
3.0

· pensioner
11.9
54.8

We have been registering such situation for several years already. Also, this is the foundation which the supreme authorities and their propagandists on the staff – from "serious newspapers for serious people” to “TV analysts” – use to propagate the dignity of personal “choice” and poverty of “political frauds living by foreign alms.” But how one would explain positive attitude of one third of Belarusians to activity of a handful of deputies not yet well-known even among the “old” opposition? To answer the question, let’s compare sociological portraits of the voters that give opposite evaluations to the activity of the group “Republic” (See Table 6).

As we see, the electorate positively treating activity of the group is:

· chiefly young, the most active and well-educated part of the society;

· concerned about the decline in their financial position as well as in country’s economic and political climate in general, and first of all – about regular violations of democracy and human rights;

· well aware that the main cause of this deterioration is neither the mythological “domestic and foreign foes” nor even the government and local authorities but the president himself stubbornly not willing to change his policy;

· convinced that, on the one hand, Belarus should develop mutually beneficial and permanent co-operation with Russia that has achieved greater progress in its economic and political development and, on the other hand, it should closely co-operate with Europe. They would even readily cast their votes for joining the European Union at the referendum;

· convinced that another politician should become president and, if there is a referendum, they are ready to vote against the amendment to the constitution allowing A. Lukashenko be again elected president.

In other words, the Belarusian opposition still relies on that same electorate but by now the electorate “doesn’t respond its aspirations.” The reasons for the lack of “reciprocity” are many and they have already been much spoken about. Among them are: steady discrediting of the opposition by means of the state’s powerful information and propagandist instruments; serious mistakes of the opposition (What the boycott of the parliamentary election alone cost!) and the most important – ousting of the opposition after November 1996 out of not only the governing bodies but the state system in general. Out of system, the opposition lost the instruments of its effective influence at not only the government but also the society and has been since then taken – even by those within the state structures and the society who are discontented with the current policy – as weak and marginal, on which almost nothing depends.

This is a true reason of positive attitude of many Belarusians to the activity of the deputy group “Republic”. Despite the rather modest outcomes of their activity (in most cases they fail to enlist the support of the majority necessary for passing or turning down a decision), the “republicans” have been drawing attention of both the officials and regular voters to what the “old army” of opposition missed – its belonging to the system of state power. Using their status, members of the group have been addressing the government with deputy requests, speaking in the parliament and at other official events (initiating speaker’s dismissal, challenging the General Prosecutor to report on the political disappearances and other), have been maintaining their contacts with the electorate, meeting heads of different governing bodies and not only in Belarus but also abroad (in Russia and Europe). They are not alien for many people working in the current system despite the rapidly acquired image of the “new opposition”. There are even grounds to assume that one of true reasons why OSCE PA has recently recognized the Belarusian parliament is to legalize the “Republic” and thus enter it into the system of co-operation with Europe. Theoretically, the group can become a “point of support” and further – of consolidation and growth of all forces interested in the changes in Belarus.

This theoretic assumption has been turning into reality. Two weeks ago at the initiative of Republic’s founder V. Frolov a new public organization “Union of Citizens” was formed. It incorporated not only the insurgent group but also famous trade union associations (the leaders are A. Bukhvostov, G. Bykov, A. Shumchenko), the influential at the national and international arena the Belarusian Association of Journalists and the Belarusian Helsinki Committee, organizations closely related to the world of business (including Russian) – “Business Initiative” of M. Narinich and “For Renewed Belarus” of V. Leonov as well as a series of regional structures. While participation of trade unions, particular small entrepreneurs from the newly formed “Perspective”, impart the “Union” the features attracting regular voters (13% of our respondents know of the “Independence Day” and 46.6% - of the recent entrepreneur strikes), participation of other organizations impart the features attracting professionals from the public sector, NGOs and business structures at the national and regional levels.

Majority of the political parties “covered with the seams from the long years of combating the regime” are so far suspicious of this initiative and repeat it over and over again that the parliament is not legitimate and the activity of the “republicans” hasn’t brought up any real results. There are also talks that the traders not enlarge the opposition but mostly gain over party members. We’ve already mentioned the outcomes.

As far as the second accusation is concerned, the very fact that “soldiers of the old army” participate in the new structures and initiatives should only be welcome. First, because these people are offered a new motivation of political activity and, second, because the number of political activists in any country doesn’t exceed 10% of its population, so their sharp increase is just a myth. The analysis indicate that the principles stated by the “citizens” in their Declaration are quite compatible with the program principles of the most acting political parties and their co-operation can become the long-awaited new force that will bring forth changes.

We offered the project that, in our opinion, can become a foundation of such co-operation. Answering our question “Do you know a candidate who could successfully compete with A. Lukashenko at the presidential election?”, only 13.1% of the respondents spoke out in the positive and 85.9% - in the negative. Clearly, the figures are not encouraging for those awaiting changes. What encourages is the following ratio: among those who arwe negative to Republic’s activity the ratio is 5.7% vs. 93.8% while among those who are positive to it the ratio is 21.2% vs. 77.4%. This means positive attitude to the activity of disagreeing deputies several times increases president’s awareness of the possible alternative!  Republic’s founder and Union of citizens’ Chair V. Frolov can, in our opinion, become the most perspective presidential contender at the forthcoming election. Besides the advantages he receives having formed these structures, he has undoubtful personal merits in the eyes of the Belarusian electorate. General of tank forces that went through all stages of military career (in the rating of trust the army along with the church steadily ranks the third), grown wise with life experience (most of the Belarusians have already tried what the “young and hot” are able to) and a courageous man (there are few those who dare to openly speak out their disagreement with the “farther” without any political or economic rear) who came from the masses and is not “stained” with his belonging to either the intellectuals-democrats or the officials-bureaucrats greatly disliked by the masses and maintains relations with the Belarusian and Russian establishment – all these traits can win the sympathies of millions of the Belarusians.

Of course, one body is nobody. Members of the 1994 presidential election campaign claim before the second tour A. Luakshenko’s team listed about 2,000 people. Yet, the General is not alone – leaders and activists of the structures incorporated in the “Union of Citizens” can well become the basis of his headquarters at the election and of his administration or government after the victory. The experience of the 2001 campaign showed that the earlier an alternative candidate enters the field, the more chances for victory he has. Therefore, it is no worth waiting up to 2006. If the potential of the leading democratic structures, dissatisfied officials and the electorate manage to consolidate around this figure and become a new force, the chances for victory can become very real.

Many may take the project for a regular head in the clouds or a PR action. But there is already one politician in Belarus that has seriously taken the project. Following is his literal evaluation: “The country should be consolidated. The authorities should be consolidated, especially in our country… A well-known deputy group got involved into political games aimed at destabilizing situation in the society. Under the pretext of “round table discussions” and seminars it attempted to carry political campaigns of anti-state orientation within the precincts of the parliament and pass provocative addresses… What has the president had nowadays from some in the parliament, including those wearing heavy shoulder-straps? Have you forgotten that you are military men? Take off your shoulder-straps and fight hard against the commander-in-chief. I have many times said the people trying to wind up political situation in the country are neither democrats nor reformers but most often – simply demagogues.” 

As far as the author of these lines knows better than many others what rabble-rousing is and how the politics is done but reckons with the force only, we believe there’s sense in his words.

Honesty of count of votes raises doubts

While evaluating the recent election into local councils, ODIHR OSCE observers noted that the official Belarusian authorities turned it into a campaign on support of their political course among population. We should admit few changes have taken place for the past four years in this regard. There was an impression during the election that the interests of the authorities came up to two things – make the election campaign at once mass and inconspicuous (not to awake people’s political activity) and maintain control over the local Councils called by the president a support of the regime.

The truth is that he ensured the appearance. Yet, certain problems we’ve spoken about arose in this respect. We shall remind that 60.2% voters took part in the prescheduled local election and 64% of the respondents declared their decision to vote three months before the election (about 20% found it difficult to answer or gave no answer). Two weeks after the election two thirds of the respondents confirmed their participation in the election. The figure also supported by the answers to other questions slightly differs from the official data of the Central Election Commission (73.4%).

Therefore, let’s consider voters’ evaluation of the voting results. Over half of the respondents stated they knew the results. In addition, 45.7% trust the official data (a quarter distrusts). And only one third of the respondents are satisfied with the results (less than a quarter is dissatisfied). Thus, there is an obvious dependence between trust to the results and satisfaction with the results – majority (66.7%) of those believing they can trust the results of voting are satisfied with these results and only 9% are dissatisfied. Among those distrusting the results of the Central Election Commission the situation is mirror-like: 55.6% are dissatisfied and only 4.9% are satisfied with the results.

There’s a connection between their satisfaction with the results and the candidates the voters voted for. Among those who voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko 70.4% are satisfied with voting results (14.3% are dissatisfied). Among those who voted for candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko the situation is opposite - 30.6% and 42.2% respectively. The given connection is easy to explain: it is enough to remember who finally received the overwhelming majority of the deputy mandates.

It was quite easy to curtail the number of those distrusting the official data. They only needed to bring representatives of the entire political stratum into the election commissions (See Table 7). 

Table 7

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


Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Voted for 

candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko
Voted for 

candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko

Confidence in election results would have been higher if election commissions included representatives of all political forces
59.1
43.9
81.6

Election commissions should include only those who defend interests of the current authorities
13.6
30.5
7.5

There is nothing surprising that over 80% of those voting for candidates-opponents of the president stand for representation of the entire political stratum in the election commissions. In fact, the candidates they supported spoke the most about non-transparency of commissions’ work and about violations of the law during the procedure of counting of votes. Remember how many lances were broken over this issue. What’s more, upholding their viewpoints the discussion participants generally referred to voters’ opinions and interests. It is quite obvious that voter’s interests lie nowadays in establishing such rules of the game when honesty of “referees” (members of election commissions) is ensured by control on the part of their colleagues with other political standpoints. Due to this reason among those voting for pro-presidential candidates there was 1.5-fold more of those who support the idea of wide representation in the election commissions than of those who prefer to see their the people of the authorities. And this is another strong argument in favor of the necessity to democratize the election legislation.

Why has a considerable part of the Belarusians – over a quarter – declined from its civil duty? The dominating reasons are traditional but this is first of all due to the credibility gap (See Table 8). It is supported by the fact that in the list of leading state and public institutions the local authorities with their negative index of trust (–0.295) rank at the bottom of the list.

Table 8

Distribution of answers to the question "If you didn’t take part in the voting, then due to which reason?" (more than one answer is possible), %



Variant of answer
%

Whoever is the deputy, he won’t anyway stand my interests
9.2

I don’t trust to any of the candidates
8.1

I was busy and couldn’t come to the voting station
7.6

Deputies of the local Councils have too narrow powers to solve my problems
3.7

This election wasn’t free or fair
3.2

Other reason 
5.4

If considering the socio-demographic factors of those who didn’t go to the election, this is mainly the group represented by 25-29-old citizens living in the capital and working in private companies. Apparently, in view of their activity and related experience they mostly count on themselves and are not used to relying on the government.

We are often said that our voters come to the voting stations at the very latest minute. However, the survey findings show that only a third of the respondents undertook to fulfill their civil responsibility on the last week or on the last day of the voting (See Table 9). Supporters of the current authorities traditionally surpass their opponents in discipline and determination.

Table 9

Distribution of answers to the question "When did you resolved to participate in the voting?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents
Voted for 
candidates-supporters 
of A. Lukashenko
Voted for 
candidates-opponents of 
A. Lukashenko

Long before the voting
34.5
63.2
49.0

Right before the voting (5-6 days)
20.6
25.5
36.7

On the voting day
11.7
9.3
13.6

Didn’t take part in the voting
26.1
–
–

As we know, very few democratically-minded candidates became deputies of the local councils. Furthermore, both the candidates who failed and the independent observers gave a lot of examples and evidences proving that voting results were fabricated. Therefore, it is twice interesting to know who citizens voted for. (See Table 10).

Table 10

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question on the nature of voting, %



Variant of answer
Which candidate would you prefer to vote for
Which candidate have you voted for


04'02
09'02
12'02
03'03

Candidate-supporter of 

A. Lukashenko
29.2
27.9
31.1
21.6

Candidate-opponent of 

A. Lukashenko
28.3
30.8
31.2
9.9

Other candidate
15.2
16.5
12.4
10.2

Didn’t take part in the voting
–
–
–
25.7

At the first sight one can think the data disproof the statements of violations during the procedure of counting of votes. Comparing to December, candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko truly received almost threefold lower voter’s support. However, it is necessary to remember that many popular and famous democratic candidates didn’t manage to pass the registration. Consequently, their electorate was simply deprived of the very possibility of choice. But their votes didn’t go to candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko. Moreover, the candidates that didn’t have problems with the registration, campaigning, etc. finally received 1.5-fold lower support from voters comparing to that they expected in December.

And now the main point: 9.9%of the respondents stated they voted for candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko. This is twice less than the number of those who reported their support of candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko. Among those who said they took part in the election 32% noted they cast their votes for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko and 14.7% - for candidates-opponents. But, as we well know, the ratio is, to put it mildly, not observed among those who receive deputy mandates. This gives grounds to questioning fair and just character of the procedure of counting of votes.

The opposition parties participating in the election had two targets: entering their people into the Councils and also publicizing their standpoints. Effectiveness of the first task is hard to judge in view of hardly fair procedure of counting of votes. We can talk more specifically about the second task. Shortly before the election we pointed out that party belonging of a candidate insignificantly influences voters’ preferences. In December most voters spoke of their willingness to support candidates of the party “Nadzeya” and the Liberal Democratic Party (5.8% each). In March 87% found it difficult to answer or didn’t answer the open question “If you have voted for a candidate of a party, then of which party?” and 7% said they supported a non-party candidate. None of the political parties received over 1% of votes. It is no secret, the opposition parties have to work under very hard conditions. Yet, the above figures shouldn’t be disregarded by their leaders that need to understand that the current image of parties among voters is far from being the best. Thus, their index of trust (–0.340) is one of the lowest among public and state institutions.

All we have previously said allows concluding that so far the official authorities does not intend to introduce certain changes into the developed technology of managing mass political campaigns. We should admit, the technology still brings necessary results to the authorities. Under such conditions it is much harder for their opponents to achieve considerable success, for apart from the notorious administrative resource, the acting legislation allows the election commissions maintain non-transparent the procedure of counting of votes.

And this fact gives, in its turn, grounds for questioning reliability of voter’s declaration of intention, as its figures are used by the authorities to advertise personal success.

The situation can also change if voters become more responsible in their attitude to elections demanding control over the procedure of counting of votes and, then, if the status of the very local governing bodies changes. The acting model reveals low degree of influence of the local representative bodies on the lives of citizens: 81% of the polled believe the local Councils and their deputies influence their lives insignificantly or do not influence at all (only 13.4% spoke of the considerable influence).

Secrecy of prescheduled voting
Now, the election to the local Councils has been held. Attitudes of the official authorities, opposition and the international community have been spoken out and widely spread by the mass media. The authorities are satisfied with the election; lawyers and opposition claim there were a lot of violations of the election legislation and democratic character of the election raises many questions. To complete the picture, we need to know what voters think of how the election campaign was carried. As we see, only one fifth of the respondents confirmed that there were many violations of law during the election, and among them there are 4-fold more respondents who voted for candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko than those who supported candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko (See Table 11).

Table 11

Distribution of answers to the question "The opposition and the independent observers claim there were plenty of violations or arbitrary rule within the election commissions during the recent election to the local Councils. Do you agree?", %


Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko
Voted for candidates-opponents of 

A. Lukashenko

No
36.0
69.3
32.4

Yes
19.6
9.3
37.2

And 36% of respondents believe there weren’t any violations or arbitrary rule of the election commissions. Such figures can be apparently explained by the fact that the opposition and the independent observers (about 40% of respondents saw them present at the voting stations) spoke more of the violations inconspicuous for a general voter and happening in their absence. Thus, the institute of prescheduled voting raised, as usual, the greatest claims. However, only 6.4% of the respondents noted they were forced to cast votes ahead of schedule (See Table 12).

Table 12

Distribution of answers to the question "Did anyone force you to vote ahead of schedule at the recent election to the local Councils or not?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko
Voted for candidates-opponents 

of A. Lukashenko

No
88.2
96.0
87.8

Yes
6.4
3.7
12.2

Table 13

Distribution of answers to the question "When did you vote?" (more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer
%

Ahead of time (February 25 – March 1)
12.5

In the first round on March 2
53.2

In the second round on March 16 
6.5

Didn’t take part in the voting
22.2

And although among those who gave preference to candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko this indicator is nearly twofold higher that isn’t enough to say the compulsion had a mass character. In addition, among those who voted ahead of schedule only 10.2% said they were forced to vote for particular candidates. Yet, the election did well without the North Korean crowding. And here is why without: according to data of the Central Election Commission, 20.7% took part in the pre-scheduled voting. This indicator almost twice differs from what the very respondents said (See Table 13).

Such discrepancy supports accusations of the independent observers and opposition who claim it was during the period of pre-scheduled voting – when control over ballot boxes is hindered – that they threw in the ballots that would ensure victory to “proper” candidates. It is interesting that the difference between the data of the Central Election Commission and IISEPS data on participation in the voting (73.4-65.8=7.6%) and in the pre-scheduled voting (20.7-12.5=8.2%) practically coincides. This drives to the idea that the increase in appearance rate was provided exactly during the period of pre-scheduled voting.

If the assumption is true, this means the authorities needn’t take more pains promoting their candidates by some other, more open and detectable means. The fact that such support occurred and wasn’t quite evident is demonstrated in Tables 14 and 15.

Table 14

Distribution of answers to the question "Did all candidates have, in your opinion, equal chances at the recent election to the local Councils?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko
Voted for candidates-opponents 

of A. Lukashenko

Yes
40.4
73.2
31.1

No
25.0
10.6
47.3

The number of the respondents who said all candidates had equal chances exceeds 1.5-fold the number of those who stick to the opposite viewpoint. Yet, the situation is mirror-like among those who voted for candidates-opponents of A. Lukashenko. But if considering the answers on the situation in particular voting districts, majority of the respondents noted that the authorities still supported their candidates. Standpoints of those who voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko and their opponents are mirror-like on this issue.

Table 15

Distribution of answers to the question "Did the authorities support any candidate in your voting district?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko
Voted for candidates-opponents 

of A. Lukashenko

Yes
24.7
39.8
41.5

No
20.1
28.9
20.4

Table 16

Distribution of answers to the question " Did anyone force you to vote for a particular candidate at the recent election to the local Councils or not?", %



Variant of answer
All 

respondents 
Voted for candidates-supporters of A. Lukashenko
Voted for candidates-opponents 

of A. Lukashenko

No
90.3
96.3
90.5

Yes
3.9
3.4
8.1

However, in accordance with Table 16, voters were quite free in their choice – over 90% of respondents said they weren’t forced to vote for a particular candidate. This time answers given by representatives of the compared groups of voters do not have any discrepancy. But as for those who were forced to vote ahead of schedule, one third of them did vote ahead of schedule.

Summarizing the said above and based on voters’ opinion, we can conclude that during the election campaign the authorities supported their candidates, although this hadn’t become a crucial factor. A regular voter might think all candidates were in equal terms. As we could see, it wasn’t so. But the disparity seems hadn’t played a crucial role either. The major claims against the official results of the voting concern non-transparency of the data on participation in prescheduled voting. The disclosed discrepancy gives validity to the accusations of those who consider the voting results were ensured by the authorities exactly during that period.

Spring aggravation of integration moods

The survey findings show that the autumn crisis of integration moods within Belarusian electorate caused by the tenseness in relations between A. Lukashenko and V. Putin seems has finally wound up this spring. As we see from Table 17, the number of those who support the idea of Russia-Belarus’ unification into a single state has increased 1.2-fold for the past three months (from 21.2% to 25.6%) whereas the number of those who support the integration variants that presuppose maintaining independence of both countries has decreased by 4.1 points. And although at present there are 2.6-fold more supporters of independence than the “unionists”, the tendency is obvious.

Table 17

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Which variant of Russia-Belarus integration would you personally prefer?", %



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03

Belarus and Russia should form a union of independent states with close political and economic relations 
51.7
48.0

Belarus and Russia should become a single state with a common president, army, flag, 

currency, etc. 
21.2
25.6

Relations between Belarus and Russia should be like between other CIS member-states 
19.7
19.3

Slightly increased (by 3.7 points) a rather high level of hypothetical voting at a hypothetical referendum for unification of two countries while the number of those against have decreased (by 2.5 points) (See Table 18). And a similar tendency, with certain fluctuations, has been observed during the past three years.

Content contradiction of data in Tables 17 and 18 observed for already a long period time is most likely explained by respondents’ misunderstanding of the term “unification” of two countries: from forming a single state to joint production of energy resources in the Tiumen region or joint maintenance of the pipeline “Druzhba”.

Table 18

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



Variant of answer
04'00
10'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
12'02
03'03

For unification
55.7
52.6
56.6
51.3
53.8
53.8
57.5

Against unification 
27.6
23.2
28.4
26.4
23.0
26.3
23.8

Would not take part in the voting
15.6
18.6
14.6
12.2
11.6
7.8
8.6

Table 19

Voting at a hypothetical referendum on Belarus’ joining the European Union, %



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02
03'03

For
53.4
60.9
56.4

Against
8.1
10.9
11.9

Would not vote
13.0
10.0
14.2

Table 20

Distribution of answers to the question "If there were a referendum on adopting Russia-Belarus Union State’s 
Constitution, how would you vote?", %



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03

Would vote for 
46.1
50.3

Would vote against 
20.4
16.2

Would not vote
13.7
16.6

Growth of the Eastern integration moods within the electorate seems has brought up certain decrease in the number of those who supported the idea of Belarus’ joining into the European Union. Thus, Table 19 shows that for the past 6 months supporters of this idea went down from 60.9% to 56.4%, i.e. nearly by 8%. Due to this very reason a possible support of the Russia-Belarus Union State’s constitution increased by 4.2 points (See Table 20). Opponents of the idea have decreased by exactly the same number.

Such fluctuations in the integration moods, as the survey findings show, are hard to explain with certain objective reasons initiating adequate dynamics of the public opinion. In particular, there have been few changes in the comparative evaluation by the respondents of the each country’s “achievements” in the sphere of democratic transformations (See Table 21). General evaluations of the living conditions in both countries haven’t become much closer (See Table 22).

Table 21

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think Belarus or Russia achieved greater progress in building democratic states and civil societies?", %


Variant of answer
12'02
03'03

Russia
56.4
56.3

Belarus
16.4
17.8

Table 22

Distribution of answers to the question "Do you think people live better in Belarus or in Russia nowadays?", %



Variant of answer
12'02
03'03

Russia
44.0
39.5

Belarus
35.1
34.2

There is certain answer to this question, as we see it, in Table 2. As one can notice, integration moods usually grow stronger in spring and grow weaker in autumn. We assume this dynamics is stipulated by the season character of CIS citizens’ employment, including the Belarusians, in Russia. Of course, such a conclusion needs more thorough analysis but spring aggravation isn’t yet a reason to order a prayer service for Belarus’ peace of soul.

What the Belarusians expect from integration with Russia

Survey findings reveal that nine of the ten adult Belarusians (89.1%) have already come to some conclusions on what they will have in case of our country’s incorporation into Russia (See Table 23). As one can see, 45.5% of the respondents expect to see positive results and 1.5-fold less people (30.1%) expect negative results. Another 13.5% of the respondents don’t expect any outcomes.

Table 23

Distribution of answers to the question "Will, in your opinion, Belarus’ incorporation into Russia have positive or negative impact on the lives of the Belarusians?"


Variant of answer
%

Positive
45.5

Negative
30.1

Will have no impact
13.5

Table 24

Distribution of answers to the question "If you believe 

Belarus’ incorporation into Russia will have a positive impact on the lives of people, then how positive?" 

(more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

State of affairs in economics will improve
34.8

Standard of living will improve
20.7

State of democracy will improve
8.8

Other
1.0

Table 25

Distribution of answers to the question "If you believe Belarus’ incorporation into Russia will have a negative impact on the lives of people, then how negative?" (more than one answer is possible)



Variant of answer
%

Necessity to fight in  Russia’s hot spots
24.3

Growth of criminal activity and corruption
16.1

Loss of national morale and national culture
12.8

Decline in the standard of living
11.9

Growth of tension within the society
8.7

Deterioration of the state of affairs in economics
5.6

Deterioration of the relations with the West
3.9

Other
0.6

Among hypothetically positive results of Belarus’ incorporation top the improvement of the economic state (34.8% of answers) and improvement in the people’s standard of living (20.7%). Only 8.8% expect improvement of state of democracy. No other positive outcomes will happen, according to the respondents (See Table 24).

The list of hypothetically negative outcomes of this event is essentially more various. It is led by the perspectives for the Belarusians to fight in the “hot spots” of the old new “Homeland” (24.3%), growth of criminal activity and corruption (16.1%), loss of national morale and national culture (12.8%) and decline in the standard of living (11.9%). Yet, other negatives outcomes also have many votes (See Table 25). If judging by the number of answers to the questions from Tables 24 and 25, the citizens are above all concerned about negative outcomes of the integration.

Such negative expectations and absence of clear conception of which type of integration the citizens need, seems, have resulted in voter’s obvious confusion on the perspectives of Russia-Belarus relations. Nearly third (28.8%) of the respondents does not share the views of our countries’ leaders on the integration perspectives; the views of the latter, as it is known, essentially diverge (See Table 26). The support of A. Lukashenko’s and V. Putin’s standpoints is rather low (slightly over a quarter of respondents) and isn’t at much variance (less than a margin of error).

Table 26

Distribution of answers to the question "There are different opinions on the future of Russia-Belarus relations. Do you support the opinion of Russia’s President V. Putin or Belarus’ President A. Lukashenko?"



Variant of answer
%

None 
28.8

A. Lukashenko
28.4

V. Putin
25.5

Table 27

Distribution of answers to the question "In which manner do the Belarusians differ from the Russians?" (more than one 

answer is possible), %



Variant of answer
09'02
03'03

Differ with the language
39.1
38.1

Differ with culture and traditions
27.3
33.6

Differ with the history
22.3
26.3

Differ with the psychology
20.5
20.1

Differ with their appearances
2.6
2.5

Do not differ
44.0
37.5

Table 28

Distribution of answers to the question "In the ten years to come Belarus will, in your opinion:"


Variant of answer
%

Remain a sovereign state but its dependence from Russia will grow stronger
34.9

Incorporate into Russia
33.4

Remain a sovereign state but its independence from Russia will grow stronger
9.6

Such uncertainty of integration perspectives and fear of its negative outcomes have, in our opinion, strengthened self-identification of an average Belarusian citizen and have led to a deeper comprehension of their clear social and ethnic distinctions from the Eastern neighbors (See Table 27). In particular, the number of those who cannot see such distinctions has decreased by 6.5 points for six months (from 44% to 37.5%), the number of those who believe the Belarusians differ from the Russians with their culture and traditions increased by 6.2 points (from 27.3% to 33.6%) and with their history – by 4 points (from 22.3% to 26.3%).

This tendency indicates that the Belarusians are not willing to lose their identity and “dissolve” in the vast expanses of the “great” country among hundreds other national minorities. Especially since the respondents are rather pessimistic about the perspectives of the Belarusian independence - 68.3% are convinced that within next ten years Belarus will either incorporate into Russia or its dependence from Russia will grow stronger. (See Table 28).

The Belarusians are mostly concerned over economic problems 

As the survey findings show, the Belarusians are mostly concerned about the economic problems. This is proved by a long list of respondents’ answers to the open question on the pressing internal problems of our country (see Table 29). As one can see, the economics dominates in the list. In this regard people’s viewpoints greatly differ from those of A. Lukashenko who have recently for several hours tried to prove the topicality of not economic but ideological problems.

Table 29

Distribution of answers to the question "Which topical problems within the country demand, in your opinion, an urgent solution?" (open question, more than one answer is possible)


Variant of answer*
%

Problems of economic development
53.9

Low standard of living
53.8

Unemployment 
26.6

Poor level of medical services and their inaccessibility
13.0

Backpays of wages, pensions,  allowances, etc.
12.5

Political problems
10.4

Violations of human rights
7.5

Poor level and inaccessibility of education
5.9

Collapse of the collective farming
5.4

Crime
5.2

Alcohol and drug addiction
4.6

Environmental problems
2.8

Low level of people’s culture
2.0

Poor work of the public transport system
1.3

Consequences of the Chernobyl disaster
0.6

Other 
3.7

Furthermore, many of the problems, according to the respondents, are solved wrong. This regards, for instance, the increase of tariffs for public utilities (53.2% answers), rise in prices for staples (51.2%), growth of unemployment (30.5%) and expansion of paid medical services (24.1%).

At present about two thirds of the respondents (63.4%) are convinced the state of affairs in our country is developing in the wrong direction (See Table 30). And they are threefold more than those who are convinced in the opposite. In autumn of 2001 – right after the presidential election – they were approximately equal. The ratio has sharply jumped for the past three months.

Table 30

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "Do you think in general the situation in Belarus is developing in the right or in the wrong direction?", %



Variant of answer
10'01
04'02
12'02
03'03

Wrong direction
38.1
55.5
54.0
63.4

Right direction
36.7
21.4
26.6
21.3

Table 31

Dynamics of answer distribution on the average monthly per capita income (including wages, pensions, allowances and other incomes), %



Variant of answer
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
12'02
03'03

Below the living wage budget
68.2
65.8
54.2
44.9
49.9
45.8
60.3

From the living wage budget to the minimum consumer budget 
20.6
22.1
32.3
34.7
31.1
35.3
26.4

From the minimum consumer budget to $100
7.4
9.3
10.8
14.0
14.8
12.9
9.1

From $100 and up
1.8
1.6
1.8
5.8
4.2
5.5
3.7

Table 32

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question "How often over the past 12 months have you faced backpays of wage or pension?", %



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02
03'03

Never
30.6
42.3
44.3

Once
12.0
8.8
11.0

Several times
35.8
32.2
26.8

Monthly 
19.6
16.0
16.2

Table 33

Dynamics of answer distribution to the question on the perspectives of socio-economic situation in Belarus  in the coming years, %



Variant of answer
09'02
12'02
03'03

Will deteriorate
34.7
43.9
43.7

Will not change
31.6
29.1
30.2

Will improve
16.9
13.6
15.2

Nine of ten respondents said their financial position have either aggravated for the past three months or hasn’t changed. Negative dynamics of per capita incomes is supported by data in Table 31. Especially striking is the increase in the first quarter of this year of those who live below the poverty line by one third.

The authorities still cannot solve the old problem of the backpays. Over half the respondents (54%) in this or that degree face the problem (See Table 32).

Deterioration of the life conditions inflicted growth of the emigration potential: over 40% of the respondents said they wish to move to another country for permanent residence. And that’s excluding any social, ethnic and religious reasons.

The respondents display no optimism on the future improvement of socio-economic situation. This proves Table 33. As one can notice, only every seventh respondent believes in the improvement of the situation. Nearly every second sticks to the opposite viewpoint and every third claims the situation won’t change.

Nowadays most respondents have a right understanding that A. Lukashenko makes attempts to shift off his responsibility for aggravating social problems in the country from himself and to the government. Over half of the respondents blame the president and not the government in a sharp increase of tariffs for public utilities. Less than one third of the respondents stands to the opposite viewpoint.

In the opinion of adult citizens, the president hasn’t fulfilled his election campaign promises. Therefore, on the standard five-point scale his activity is evaluated to 2.5. Six months ago this mark was 2.8.

Results of the nation opinion poll, conducted by IISEPS in April of 2003, %

1. Distribution of answers to the question: "Lukashenko have recently accused the government of "having picked citizens’ pockets without putting anything into them". Some agree with this, others claim he is responsible himself as the government only follows his instructions. What is your opinion?"
Table 1.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Government is responsible
31.9
20.2
15.7
17.1
21.8
27.2
36.5
54.2

President is responsible
52.0
59.3
65.9
67.9
65.0
59.2
47.9
25.8

DA/NA
16.1
20.5
18.4
15.0
13.2
13.6
15.6
20.0

Table 1.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Government is responsible
58.9
45.4
27.2
22.3
23.5

President is responsible
22.9
36.7
57.0
61.1
63.4

DA/NA
18.2
17.9
15.8
16.6
13.1

Table 1.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Government is responsible
14.5
26.7
14.7
52.5
23.9

President is responsible
67.2
60.6
65.9
27.1
61.0

DA/NA
18.3
12.7
19.5
20.4
15.1

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

Government is 

responsible
25.6
32.0
34.2
36.4
36.0
38.4
24.0

President is responsible
53.6
52.3
46.3
49.8
58.3
46.4
55.5

DA/NA
20.8
15.7
19.5
13.8
5.7
15.2
20.5

Table 1.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Government is responsible
25.6
32.1
26.8
28.4
40.0

President is responsible
53.6
48.7
59.2
51.4
49.4

DA/NA
20.8
19.2
14.0
20.2
10.6

2. Distribution of answers to the question: "To which extent are you satisfied with the development of democracy in Belarus?"
Table 2.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Absolutely satisfied
6.3
1.0
1.0
1.1
2.4
4.5
6.4
15.4

Rather satisfied
20.4
10.1
12.2
13.5
15.3
20.3
20.7
31.7

Rather dissatisfied
37.9
46.8
44.0
36.9
45.8
39.8
40.3
25.4

Absolutely dissatisfied
25.1
32.3
35.0
44.8
31.9
27.9
18.8
8.6

DA/NA
10.3
9.8
7.8
3.7
4.6
7.5
13.8
18.9

Table 2.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Absolutely satisfied
11.5
13.1
4.7
3.3
4.1

Rather satisfied
23.2
33.8
20.6
14.9
13.8

Rather dissatisfied
25.1
27.9
39.3
47.0
39.8

Absolutely dissatisfied
11.7
11.2
26.4
29.0
40.0

DA/NA
28.4
14.0
9.0
5.8
2.3

Table 2.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Absolutely satisfied
1.1
3.5
1.5
14.5
4.2

Rather satisfied
15.4
17.6
12.7
29.2
15.7

Rather dissatisfied
41.7
43.4
41.3
26.7
39.1

Absolutely dissatisfied
37.8
29.5
37.5
8.8
30.5

DA/NA
4.0
6.0
7.0
20.8
10.5

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

Absolutely satisfied
7.1
9.2
11.5
6.1
1.1
7.0
1.7

Rather satisfied
19.1
24.4
32.5
21.9
16.0
17.9
11.0

Rather dissatisfied
33.1
29.1
25.6
41.9
53.5
47.8
38.6

Absolutely dissatisfied
28.7
26.7
27.3
25.1
22.0
18.2
25.6

DA/NA
12.0
10.6
3.1
5.0
7.4
9.1
23.1

Table 2.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Absolutely satisfied
7.1
4.8
1.2
5.6
10.0

Rather satisfied
19.1
12.8
17.6
18.4
28.6

Rather dissatisfied
33.1
43.0
44.5
33.7
36.0

Absolutely dissatisfied
28.7
31.7
29.1
19.0
20.3

DA/NA
12.0
7.7
7.6
23.3
5.1

3. Distribution of answers to the question: "What is your attitude to such actions like political mass-meetings, marches, mass demonstrations, etc.?"

Table 3.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Positive
32.7
56.8
49.0
42.9
42.9
38.9
23.6
11.0

Indifferent 
38.9
32.3
33.0
41.5
36.2
37.3
43.8
42.3

Negative
16.7
5.2
8.3
7.0
10.8
17.3
20.6
27.5

DA/NA
11.7
5.7
9.7
9.6
10.1
6.5
12.0
19.2

Table 3.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Positive
5.9
19.2
35.5
41.4
47.2

Indifferent 
42.4
42.6
40.3
36.8
32.5

Negative
27.4
25.8
13.6
13.0
12.8

DA/NA
24.3
12.4
10.6
8.8
7.5

Table 3.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Positive
53.8
36.5
58.1
11.9
35.2

Indifferent 
27.1
39.9
31.7
42.2
46.9

Negative
9.3
15.3
6.2
26.7
5.3

DA/NA
9.8
8.3
4.0
19.2
12.6

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

Positive
29.7
24.6
36.2
33.5
33.1
31.5
40.9

Indifferent 
40.6
36.7
41.1
27.0
45.7
39.3
40.0

Negative
22.1
25.3
11.9
20.0
11.3
20.5
6.1

DA/NA
7.6
13.4
10.8
19.5
9.9
8.7
13.0

Table 3.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Positive
29.7
41.2
37.0
29.1
28.8

Indifferent 
40.6
36.2
39.5
33.6
42.4

Negative
22.1
11.3
7.6
19.4
20.6

DA/NA
7.6
11.3
15.9
17.9
8.2

4. Distribution of answers to the question: "A year ago the deputy group "Republic" was formed in the Belarusian parliament at the initiative of General V. Frolov. It sharply criticized A. Lukashenko’s policy. Some are in the positive about the fact, others – in the negative. What is your opinion?"

Table 4.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Positive
33.1
37.9
44.6
51.0
41.0
37.5
29.2
13.6

Indifferent 
33.6
38.9
33.8
31.3
31.7
33.1
32.4
36.1

Negative
15.3
7.0
3.7
6.8
7.8
13.1
18.4
30.5

DA/NA
18.0
16.2
17.9
10.9
19.5
16.3
20.0
19.8

Table 4.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Positive
7.5
19.2
36.5
38.6
50.0

Indifferent 
34.4
33.6
35.9
35.6
24.1

Negative
29.7
25.4
11.6
9.5
12.7

DA/NA
28.4
21.8
16.0
16.3
13.2

Table 4.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Positive
50.5
40.1
44.5
13.6
26.5

Indifferent 
29.8
32.4
35.0
35.0
40.9

Negative
2.6
12.3
9.2
29.2
7.1

DA/NA
17.1
15.2
11.3
22.2
25.5

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

Positive
30.8
31.7
37.5
39.1
37.0
25.6
30.3

Indifferent 
26.4
20.4
33.5
26.8
39.8
46.2
44.7

Negative
15.4
23.4
13.2
18.7
9.5
15.2
12.3

DA/NA
27.4
24.5
15.8
15.4
13.7
13.0
12.7

Table 4.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Positive
30.8
34.2
40.3
36.2
28.0

Indifferent 
26.4
45.1
25.5
21.5
41.6

Negative
15.4
7.7
14.8
17.4
19.4

DA/NA
27.4
13.0
19.4
24.9
11.0

5. Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think in general A. Lukashenko quite well governs the country and should be again elected president in the upcoming election or another candidate should take this post and receive an opportunity to do this better than him?"

Table 5.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


respondents
18-19
20-24
25-29
30-39
40-49
50-59
60 and >

Elect  A. Lukashenko again
23.2
5.4
5.4
8.2
9.1
16.8
24.0
53.9

Another candidate should take this post
64.1
82.9
84.7
82.6
78.4
72.8
61.5
29.8

DA/NA
12.7
11.7
9.9
9.2
12.5
10.4
14.5
16.3

Table 5.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Elect  A. Lukashenko again
50.3
46.8
17.4
11.4
11.3

Another candidate should take this post
25.7
40.0
69.9
78.9
80.9

DA/NA
24.0
13.2
12.7
9.7
7.8

Table 5.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Elect  A. Lukashenko again
7.6
12.9
6.7
51.1
14.6

Another candidate should take this post
85.9
75.3
82.5
31.9
71.4

DA/NA
6.5
11.8
10.8
17.0
16.0

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

Elect  A. Lukashenko again
21.4
39.6
27.1
20.1
12.0
25.9
15.1

Another candidate should take this post
65.2
46.6
63.5
69.4
70.6
64.6
70.8

DA/NA
13.4
13.3
9.4
10.5
17.4
9.5
14.2

Table 5.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Elect  A. Lukashenko again
21.4
14.6
19.2
25.6
30.2

Another candidate should take this post
65.2
76.3
68.1
56.3
58.1

DA/NA
13.4
9.1
12.7
18.0
11.7

6. Distribution of answers to the question: "Did you know well the candidates you voted for at the election?"

Table 6.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Yes
32.0
16.6
21.2
22.8
26.5
33.5
32.2
45.0

No
51.6
56.8
54.7
51.3
59.8
51.7
54.9
41.1

NA
16.4
26.5
24.1
25.9
13.7
14.8
12.9
13.6

Table 6.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
45.1
35.1
27.8
29.6
32.6

No
38.9
48.9
54.3
54.3
53.6

NA
16.0
16.0
17.9
15.9
13.8

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
21.4
31.5
18.9
42.9
18.1

No
61.9
54.6
54.4
42.6
49.4

NA
16.7
13.9
26.7
14.5
32.5

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
11.8
47.7
37.6
41.4
36.4
24.9
27.2

No
63.1
32.9
43.1
47.6
52.8
59.6
62.1

NA
25.1
19.4
19.3
11.0
10.9
15.6
10.7

Table 6.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
11.8
15.0
37.5
28.8
52.3

No
63.1
63.0
55.1
53.7
35.4

NA
25.1
22.0
7.4
17.5
12.3

7. Distribution of answers to the question: "Which candidate have you voted for? (one answer only)"
Table 7.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
21.6
7.4
5.7
7.1
14.0
19.4
24.8
41.1

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
9.9
14.3
13.2
9.1
13.2
12.9
7.9
4.3

Other candidate
10.2
10.6
13.0
8.6
11.1
12.1
11.0
6.9

Didn’t take part in the voting
25.7
38.5
35.3
38.7
28.4
24.2
21.3
16.7

DA/NA
32.6
29.2
32.8
36.5
33.3
31.4
35.0
31.0

Table 7.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
43.2
29.9
18.3
14.9
14.4

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
2.3
4.2
10.1
13.4
15.6

Other candidate
4.9
9.6
8.5
12.8
15.1

Didn’t take part in the voting
20.2
23.3
29.4
25.1
24.5

DA/NA
29.4
23.1
33.7
23.9
30.4

Table 7.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
7.7
16.5
5.3
40.7
11.6

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
16.7
11.3
15.5
4.1
8.1

Other candidate
11.4
12.3
15.9
6.7
3.2

Didn’t take part in the voting
37.3
25.5
34.8
17.0
36.2

DA/NA
26.9
34.4
28.5
31.5
40.9

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

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
11.8
34.7
30.8
31.0
14.4
16.5
13.2

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
7.6
6.2
17.3
8.3
13.6
8.5
8.0

Other candidate
11.2
12.2
5.7
15.6
7.9
9.5
9.6

Didn’t take part in the voting
37.1
22.7
17.3
14.3
26.0
22.4
36.7

DA/NA
32.3
24.3
28.9
30.9
38.1
43.1
32.5

Table 7.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Supporter of A. Lukashenko
11.8
11.5
19.7
16.1
37.2

Opponent of A. Lukashenko
7.6
17.2
6.3
5.5
11.0

Other candidate
11.2
9.9
18.2
6.6
7.3

Didn’t take part in the voting
37.1
24.2
26.0
25.9
20.3

DA/NA
32.3
37.2
29.8
45.9
24.2

8. Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you think the candidates were equal in terms at the election to the local Councils of deputies?"

Table 8.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Yes
40.4
30.8
34.9
31.6
29.9
39.4
44.2
54.4

No
25.0
36.5
33.8
34.2
30.3
28.4
21.1
11.5

DA/NA
34.6
32.7
31.3
34.2
39.8
32.2
34.7
34.1

Table 8.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vacational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
46.0
50.8
38.7
34.8
39.0

No
14.2
15.9
24.2
31.1
34.8

DA/NA
39.8
33.3
37.1
34.1
26.2

Table 8.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
26.0
38.5
36.5
52.2
31.3

No
33.6
30.1
34.2
12.8
18.2

DA/NA
40.4
31.4
29.3
35.0
50.5

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

Yes
26.7
56.3
37.4
51.5
37.8
27.5
46.0

No
19.2
23.4
29.2
22.7
20.1
39.3
23.6

DA/NA
54.1
20.3
23.4
25.8
42.1
33.2
30.4

Table 8.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
26.7
30.6
38.0
47.6
51.1

No
19.2
27.9
32.2
21.8
24.2

DA/NA
54.1
41.5
29.8
30.6
24.7

9. Distribution of answers to the question: "The opposition and the independent observers claim there were plenty of violations or arbitrary rule within the election commissions at the recent election to the local Councils. Do you agree?"

Table 9.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Yes
19.6
27.3
32.3
25.0
25.6
23.8
12.2
7.3

No
36.0
15.4
22.8
23.8
26.7
36.4
40.6
53.6

DA/NA
44.4
57.3
44.9
51.2
47.7
39.8
47.2
39.1

Table 9.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
7.5
10.0
19.3
22.9
34.5

No
52.5
44.6
32.7
29.6
32.7

DA/NA
40.0
45.4
48.0
47.5
32.8

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
29.8
23.9
30.7
8.0
11.2

No
24.0
31.9
20.1
53.1
26.4

DA/NA
46.2
44.2
49.2
38.9
62.4

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
15.5
26.4
24.3
16.2
13.4
25.6
16.3

No
29.0
44.3
36.3
42.9
31.4
32.2
36.9

DA/NA
55.5
29.3
39.4
40.9
55.2
42.2
46.8

Table 9.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
15.5
28.0
27.0
13.0
16.3

No
29.0
26.0
34.0
33.0
48.9

DA/NA
55.5
46.0
39.0
54.0
34.8

10.  Distribution of answers to the question: "Do you know the results of the election to the local Councils?"

Table 10.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Yes
51.8
33.1
42.4
41.0
46.8
56.2
54.9
61.3

No
45.5
65.5
55.3
56.7
49.1
41.6
39.9
37.8

DA/NA
2.7
1.4
2.3
2.3
4.1
2.2
5.2
0.9

Table 10.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
55.2
56.4
45.9
49.0
63.9

No
43.0
41.1
50.2
49.1
34.2

DA/NA
1.8
2.5
3.9
1.9
1.9

Table 10.3. Depending on status


Status

Variant of answer
Employees 

of the private sector
Employees

of the public sector
Students
Pensioners
Unemployed,

housewives

Yes
36.4
54.5
34.5
59.9
41.5

No
59.7
42.4
64.5
39.0
53.2

DA/NA
3.9
3.1
1.0
1.1
5.3

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

Yes
26.3
62.9
63.1
55.6
59.3
41.1
56.3

No
69.6
34.4
35.8
43.9
38.4
54.6
40.5

DA/NA
4.1
2.7
1.1
0.5
2.3
4.3
3.2

Table 10.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
26.3
39.5
63.8
41.2
72.8

No
69.6
58.6
34.5
53.9
25.7

DA/NA
4.1
1.9
1.7
4.9
1.5

11. Distribution of answers to the question: "Are you satisfied with the election to the local Councils?"

Table 11.1. Depending on age

Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Yes
33.8
10.3
18.0
23.6
25.6
33.3
38.3
51.8

No
23.5
27.2
35.4
23.3
22.6
26.5
24.8
16.2

DA/NA
42.7
62.5
46.6
53.1
51.8
40.2
36.9
32.0

Table 11.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
42.0
44.5
28.4
31.1
34.7

No
23.0
15.4
25.5
20.9
30.5

DA/NA
35.0
41.1
46.1
48.0
34.8

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
18.4
32.6
14.0
48.8
21.4

No
22.5
26.3
33.2
17.7
23.5

DA/NA
59.1
41.1
52.8
33.5
55.1

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
21.8
44.2
39.3
42.4
33.5
18.6
36.7

No
17.2
21.6
19.2
20.0
27.5
35.8
25.5

DA/NA
61.0
34.2
41.5
37.6
39.0
45.6
37.8

Table 11.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
21.8
22.8
37.0
26.0
49.7

No
17.2
25.4
26.6
19.4
26.3

DA/NA
61.0
51.7
36.4
54.6
24.0

12. Distribution of answers to the question: "Can we, in your opinion, believe the results of the election to the local Councils?"

Table 12.1. Depending on age
Variant of answer
All
Age, year old


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

Yes
45.7
25.8
33.8
33.8
37.3
46.9
45.7
63.6

No
26.2
42.3
36.1
37.2
28.4
30.5
21.2
13.3

DA/NA
28.1
31.9
30.1
29.0
34.3
22.6
33.1
23.1

Table 12.2. Depending on education


Education

Variant of answer
Elementary
Incomplete

secondary
Secondary
Secondary

vocational
Higher

(incomplete higher)

Yes
61.1
56.0
42.0
39.9
41.9

No
14.8
18.6
27.4
29.8
33.9

DA/NA
24.1
25.4
30.6
30.3
24.2

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
28.8
42.1
35.0
62.9
37.0

No
30.4
31.1
37.5
13.8
29.2

DA/NA
40.8
26.8
27.5
23.3
33.8

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
38.0
55.8
49.6
55.9
46.3
28.2
45.8

No
19.1
23.0
34.5
18.5
21.6
40.6
27.7

DA/NA
42.9
21.2
15.9
25.6
32.1
31.2
26.5

Table 12.5. Depending on type of settlement

Variant of answer
Type of settlement


Capital
Regional centers
Cities
Towns
Village

Yes
38.0
31.9
43.5
49.8
57.5

No
19.1
37.4
32.2
16.8
25.0

DA/NA
42.9
30.7
24.3
33.4
17.5

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. Open rating and trust to A. Lukashenko

Indexes
11'97
09'98
03'99
11'99
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02
03'03

Open Rating
44.3
52.2
46.0
43.8
38.4
38.2
37.2
46.0
30.9
27.0
30.5
26.2

Trust the president
45.0
48.0
41.0
39.8
39.2
36.0
33.8
44.5
32.4
36.1
38.2
33.6

Table 2. Confidence in mass media

Variant of answer
11'97
09'98
03'99
11'99
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
09'02
03'03

State-run mass media

– trust

– distrust
43.7

21.0
41.8

26.0
39.1

31.0
32.2

34.7
38.5

31.6
34.3

36.0
33.1

35.4
40.4

42.4
38.7

43.1
34.6

45.2
45.0

37.3

Non-state mass media

– trust

– distrust
25.4

24.1
19.6

32.6
21.8

32.6
34.4

26.1
25.7

31.9
23.7

35.9
25.3

31.8
31.9

42.1
32.2

43.9
32.2

40.8
43.8

33.8

Table 3. Voting at a hypothetical referendum on the unification of Russia and Belarus
Variant of answer
03'99
11'99
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
12'02
03'03

For unification
41.8
47.0
55.7
54.4
56.6
51.3
53.8
53.8
57.5

Against unification
40.4
34.1
27.6
28.9
28.4
26.4
23.0
26.3
23.8

Would not take part
14.7
15.6
15.6
15.9
14.6
12.2
11.6
7.8
8.6

Table 4. Would you like to emigrate to a different country

Variant of answer
11'99
04'00
11'00
10'01
04'02
09'02
12'02
03'03

Would not like moving anywhere
61.2
57.4
60.1
52.0
50.3
54.6
53.3
54.8

Germany
15.2
16.0
14.1
18.5
16.5
13.3
15.3
15.6

USA
11.5
10.1
11.1
6.1
9.4
8.6
9.5
5.9

Russia
1.3
2.3
3.2
3.6
4.9
4.3
5.7
6.0

Poland
3.9
3.7
3.1
5.8
4.6
5.7
5.6
6.1

Baltic states
1.8
1.5
1.3
1.8
1.8
1.7
1.5
2.6

Other country
4.7
5.9
7.1
6.3
4.2
4.7
3.5
4.5

Table 5. Change of the financial status over the past year

Variant of answer
12'93
11'94
06'95
06'96
11'97*
09'98*
03'99
11'99
04'00
10'00
12'02
03'03**

Has improved
9.4
9.5
9.4
5.4
20.2
14.7
3.5
7.8
8.0
5.3
9.8
6.5

Has not changed
22.8
17.3
25.7
36.7
41.8
36.7
19.8
31.3
28.7
34.3
44.3
50.5

Has deteriorated
67.6
72.1
64.7
57.8
37.6
48.1
76.1
60.6
63.3
59.9
44.1
41.6

*In the questionnaires the lines "has improved" and "has deteriorated" also include the answers "rather has improved, than worsened" and "rather has worsened, than improved", respectively

** Over past three months
Table 6. Language of everyday use

Variant of answer
06'95
11'97
09'98
03'99
11'99
04'00
11'00
04'01
10'01
04'02
09'02
03'03

Belarusian
4.5
5.7
2.9
3.3
4.1
4.8
4.2
3.0
1.7
2.6
5.4
4.7

Russian
37.3
40.6
39.2
41.9
39.0
40.0
37.6
40.7
46.3
46.3
44.2
45.9

Both Russian and Belarusian 
7.8
20.3
22.7
26.5
23.1
22.1
25.7
25.4
20.9
19.9
21.2
19.9

Mixed 
50.0
32.5
33.6
27.1
33.3
32.6
31.3
30.1
30.0
31.1
25.4
28.7

Other
0.4
0.8
0.5
0.5
0.2
0.0
0.7
0.3
0.1
0.1
0.2
0.1

The section was prepared by Prof. O. Manaev, A. Sasnow, V. Dorokhov, I. Burina
OPEN FORUM
Anatoly Shumchenko: "Our goal is true changes"!

Head of the IISEPS’ documentation center Vladimir Dorokhov questions President of the national public association "Perspective" Anatoly SHUMCHENKO 

– What have been the reasons for forming up the "Perspective"?

– The main reason why we founded our organization is that until now no one introduced the interests of the small entrepreneurs working at the markets. Another reason is a great number of problems the small business and the enterprise in general face nowadays.

There are men who have long ago become leaders in their regions and who have formed local entrepreneur organizations. But until now there wasn’t a single coordinating center. All traditionally look at Minsk waiting for how the capital will act. Then many of the cities do the same. On the other hand, central governing bodies and leading mass media are located in Minsk and this is also very meaningful. All these factors pointed out to the necessity to form up the "Perspective". We simply united the men that had been leaders in their regions for 3-4 years already.
– How many people does your organization presently enlist? Do you have plans to make it a mass organization?

– From the very day of our constituent assembly the very founders became the members of the public association "Perspective". They were about 110 in number then. There is still potential for growth. And everything will depend on our work and on how we manage to encourage entrepreneurs with our ideas.

– What is an average member of your organization like?

– Our organization is open for everyone. Thus, a businessman owning several shops is our man. This is the category of people we currently work with. Yet, our men are also those who sell goods in a stall. The degree of protection will be in general equal for both groups.

However, we suppose that those of our members who are more active and enterprising will, naturally, use the resources and the opportunities of the organization to a greater extent. This is the gradation we plan to introduce. We wish to form our organization of those who will really work. And we’ll try to keep off the alcoholics and brawlers, but off the talkers in particular. Our slogan is: the members of the "Perspective" have not only rights but also the responsibilities.

–"Perspective" made everyone seriously take it after the famous actions of protest – I mean the strike and participation in the march "For Better Life!". Why have you chosen such a non-regular for entrepreneurs, if consider the world experience, form of activity? 

– If speaking of the world experience, this is truly atypical. But if speaking about Belarus, this is a very efficient form of protest and a form of increasing the responsibility of our authorities. The protest actions we conducted in autumn were very powerful. Due to our strike concerning non-payment of a single tax the government didn’t receive millions dollars.

– What is the attitude of the authorities towards the enterprise? And what are you dissatisfied with in their attitude?

– We are dissatisfied with the authorities’ attitude to the small business in general. Our government resembles a man that is looking for a rich man in the streets at night and then puts a knife to that man’s throat saying: "You have money and I don’t. So, it will be right if you share it with me." This is what happens nowadays as regards the small business.

– How do you intend to stand your interests in the future? In accordance with the Belarusian specific character – and thus with the above mentioned forms of protest, or you will focus on other things?

– We will be based on the opinion of regular entrepreneurs and also the degree of their energies, participation and ability to agree to this or that measure for defending their rights and interests. We have never had any populist slogans and will never have. I’m sure we’ll use all possible forms of standing for our rights. Here is an example: in September we had a protest action and immediately after – a meeting with the government representatives. Shortly after, we had mass meetings and right after them – a first meeting of small business representatives with the deputies from the parliament. Unfortunately, so far this is the rule: if a decree concerning private enterprise is passed and entrepreneurs keep silent, then the measures are really applied. If we start objecting, the government softens the norms.

Presidential Decree No.4 is a pure grave for the small business. The reason it was adopted is because after implementing the Decree No.12 the taxation and other bodies couldn’t exert total control over the private enterprise. And one of the main goals of our government is to bring under control the will and funds of entrepreneurs so as in the future – at a referendum and at presidential election – to be able to rule the process. This is already practiced in collective farms and with their chairmen. Thus, control over entrepreneurs is not only an economic issue but also a political. We don’t wish and won’t turn into, generally speaking, slaves at the machines like this already happened to the workers and other social strata of the society.

– "Perspective" is a comparatively young organization. Yet, what are the first outcomes of your work and what can you list among your achievements?

– "Perspective" is really a young organization but the men working in it have been involved into this sphere for 4-5 years. Remember the Belarusian Union of Entrepreneurs that, in fact, got transformed into "Perspective". The basic outcomes of our activity are, first, that at present we to a great extend control situation in the country in the sphere of small business. We try to form our effectively working structures throughout the whole country. This allows, for instance, suspending the work of all markets in the country via telephone and at a minimum number of leaflets, persuasions and remonstrances. 

Due to mass protest actions in autumn we didn’t allow installing cash registers and opening settlement accounts for small entrepreneurs. They should have been installed everywhere but now they are installed at the covered markets only.

Here is another example. There is a presidential decree on social insurance of the entrepreneurs. However, it is deliberately not observed because we - "Perspective" and the Belarusian Union of Entrepreneurs – from the very start, right after the decree had been adopted, called people not to pay insurance payments or get registered. There are nowadays about 80% of entrepreneurs around the country who don’t pay these assignments and are not registered. And we are convinced we don’t need to do this. As this situation regards, our principle is: "He that lies down with dogs must rise up with fleas." And what’s noteworthy – the officials cannot do anything about the entrepreneurs if the latter collectively don’t fulfill the decree.

Or, the "Chervensky" market should have been closed by the New Year. But it still works, thanks to our efforts. And, of course, I will always be proud of the stadium "Tractor" where I started my activity. I came there alone and already in autumn we continued our confrontation together – and we finally fought out this market. There was about 1,000 people working there and they made considerable investments into their businesses. If one stall costs $3,000-$5,000 and there were about 500 stalls at the market, then this is about $200,000 in the whole. "Perspective" and the Belarusian Union of Entrepreneurs saved entrepreneurs’ investments and asserted their right for work. This is important. And although we didn’t receive much gratitude, what’s critical is another thing. The officials then told me, to yet a usual private entrepreneur Shumchenko: "It’s all decided at the high level. It’s nine against ten that the market will be closed, so even don’t try to do anything". And we’ve proved that if being determined, this can be achieved. And I will say it again – the market still works.

– The authorities do understand that you are a quite weighty force. What’s their attitude towards "Perspective"?

– Respectful. And which can be the attitude to a structure that has real influence and power? 

– They might make an attempt to suppress it or take under control.

– So far we haven’t suffered the attempts of this sort. In our country the force reckons with the force only. They can put pressure over Shumchenko or some other leader but the organization won’t cease to exist. If I personally were boxed now, the strike would still take place on April 2. It’s impossible to press everyone, to put all and at once under the control.

I think the authorities underestimate us. The fact that we’ve passed the registration was a pleasant surprise for us. It would be much worse for the authorities if they didn’t register us. We would then speak of forming a public and political movement "Perspective". Without any registration but with the same goals and may be even more serious and radical than the current ones. Yet, now we’ll keep strictly within the law. This is why the authorities that have considered all these moments had to reckon with our force.

– Aren’t you afraid that the opposition knowing you are a force to reckon with and that you constituted a major part of the march "For Better Life!" will attempt to use you for their purposes? 

– No, absolutely not afraid. How can one feel fear when he has something the others willing to use him don’t have? As for the march, these were really entrepreneurs for the most part who participated, yet there were many applicants. So, what should be afraid of?

– They might try to manipulate you or use for their purposes...

– We always stand for two things. First, for democratic principles because they are the foundation of enterprise and the private ownership is an element of democracy. At present, entrepreneurs are the last who have good personal material position and interested motives. For these things they will go into the squares and will protest, and not once. And second, we always try to be above our personal ambitions and likenesses. Therefore, no one will be able to use us. As long as there is "Perspective", our interests and our viewpoints will stand out.

Furthermore, we will support everything that is aimed against the current regime. Forms and methods will be discussed later. As for the action of March 12, it can be taken differently. Some can talk of the personalities of applicants and their past. But I personally see a tremendous success of this action.  This is not the success of its organizers but of the people whose spirits rose. We could see who are ready nowadays to go into the streets. Neither workers nor teachers nor medical men. These were entrepreneurs who at least three years ago wouldn’t go and who simply didn’t know what it was like – go for street actions of protest.

– You said entrepreneurs are presently the ultimate support of democracy. Are they themselves aware of this?

– Yes, the entrepreneurs themselves are well aware of this. 

– What are your relations with the currently functioning opposition political parties?

– This much depends on the position we take. If consider the action of March 12, these are my slogans and flags and I personally love them very much. So are they for all entrepreneurs. And if I stood against that action, I would be addressed many questions from our entrepreneurs. So, I couldn’t act in the opposite. The charm is to speak on behave of people!

– And what are your relations with the other entrepreneur unions?

– Clearly, that’s all not that easy. For instance, the protest actions in autumn of 2002. All people understood that entrepreneurs were ascertaining their right for a proper living in their country. This is a normal form of protest. But Mr. Badei, Mr. Potupa and Mr. Koryagin stated then in the media that they were against our strike. These men say fancy words but when it comes to serious things they always stand on the side of the authorities. That won’t do. 

As far as Mr. Levonevsky is concerned, he has nearly zero support among the entrepreneurs. It was well revealed in autumn when he advanced his political demand "Down with the president!" as if on behalf of all entrepreneurs. Yet, there is one "but" – who will take the responsibility and defend every entrepreneur in case of repressions? Is he able to do this? No. So, why making statements for effect? It’s populism, if not provocation. 

– Yet, would you briefly characterize your relations with the other entrepreneur unions. Are you friends, allies, rivals or foes?

– There are no relations at all. So far we don’t have interaction. Neither any assistance.  I would say they, on the contrary, did everything to spite us. But they’d better express at least solidarity – for we really represent the standpoints of entrepreneurs. The point is not the strikes but the organization that can influence nowadays thousands of men. Thus, we say we won’t go to work and thousands of men don’t work. The same is with the signatures for repealing the Decrees No.3 and No.4 we currently collect: we’ve already received 13,000 signatures for 10 days. Some think they don’t matter. We think differently.

– What are the prospects of "Perspective" in particular and of the Belarusian enterprise in general? Can it properly develop under the current conditions?

– As an organization, "Perspective" has good prospects. At least, we’ll take all efforts and use all means for our organizations not to become a phantom. As for the enterprise development, I can honestly say: it has no perspective under the current conditions. Therefore, I won’t, unlike other entrepreneur unions, mumble that we need to attract investments into the country’s economy and so on and so forth. Our goal is true changes.

The government, I’ll say it again, will do everything to bring all financial flows of the entrepreneurs under its control by the next presidential election. Entrepreneurs are free men. And the number of free men, according to the government, should be less. Finally we’ll get exactly what our collective and state farms are. This is the prospect "Perspective" will fight against. This means we also have political goals. Our "Perspective" is a prototype of the future political movement because those of our men who presently work in the regions are very perspective and sensible men. They all took part in the local election. The next election we have is a parliamentary election and our goal is to form an electoral bloc. Perhaps, we’ll need to form our own party.

– Will you co-operate with the political parties currently in force?

– Clearly, we shall co-operate. But we won’t join whosoever.. 

BOOKSHELF

T.S. Protko. Formation of Soviet Totalitarian System in Belarus (1917 – 1941) / T.S. Protko. – Minsk: Tesei, 2002. – 688 pp.

Truthful reviews of the first decades of Bolshevist power at the territory of the USSR have being traditionally presented solely in the memoirs of the heroes and witnesses of the anti-communist resistance. All the works were, naturally, published abroad and the historical documents have been in their greatest part either destroyed by the Emergency Committee, the State Political Department, the People's Commissariat of Internal Affairs or the KGB, or hidden forever in the special depositaries. And aware of the fact, the ideological divisions of the Communist Party steadily disproved dissidents’ versions of the USSR’s past appealing to their deficient validity.

However, the situation in many respects remains. Some part of the documents made accessible to the historians during the period of perestroika and early democracy in Russia has already being classified. In Belarus the temporary "access window" for historical documents turned at all transient.

Due to this reason the book of T.S. Protko, PhD, senior scientific associate of the History Institute at the Belarus National Academy of Sciences and Chairman of the Belarusian Helsinki Committee (since 1995), appears to be simply unique.

First and foremost, the author managed to use the period of secret services’ confusion to its utmost. Certain archival materials and evidences from the special depositary officially opened late 1980-ies – early 1990-ies have presently turned again inaccessible for researches.

Second, author’s taste – of a physicist by education – for systematizing information contributed to his drawing up a well-composed, well-balanced and harmonious text. The book is very logical; the concept transitions from a section to section fully correspond to both the dynamics of public changes in the BSSR during 1917-1941 and the logics of presenting historical materials.

Third, it is worth-while with not only the statistic data and the fragments of decisions and regulations taken by the communist authorities of Belarus but also with the author’s conclusions closely linked with the documentary evidences.

Fourth, at the background of the pro-communist and anti-democratic historiographic principles (applied for studying history of Belarus in ХХ century) dominating in modern Belarus and authorized by the current political regime, the book of Protko runs counter to the overwhelming majority of the similar books. (It wasn’t accidental that finding a reviewer – a PhD in History – to further legitimize the work turned out to be quite undertaking. Yet, it fairly needn’t any revision in the level of its informative richness and scrupulosity of materials use.)

Structurally, the work has been successfully planned and performed. Proceeding from already classical definitions of totalitarianism the author passed to their thorough investigation. In addition, the argumentation scheme of Protko, along with his professional considerations, is based on liberal and democratic views. Therefore, the research appears much more advantageous comparing to the works of the majority of modern Belarusian historians led by the economic determinism. The second section of the book "Formation of the totalitarian regime" proceeds to another section "Elimination of man’s rights and freedoms". Particular scientific value of this part of the book is stipulated by the chapters like «Restricting man’s right for freedom of habitation and movement", "Eliminating the right for free access to information", "Formalizing the right for freedom of unions", "Restricting freedom of religion", "Formalizing the right for freedom of national development", etc.

Unlike traditional works on the history of totalitarianism (in this regard the work of Protko undoubtedly surpasses the best foreign analogs), the author undertakes a considerable social and philosophical breakthrough. Namely: all philosophical works on the nature of totalitarianism suggest that totalitarianism (communism) differs from authoritarianism (fascism) in that under the first the state control is spread on all spheres of social life without an exception and under the second – only on some spheres. The given research undertakes a perspective attempt of defining the depth and the degree of totalitarianism’s penetration into the different spheres of the former – not yet formed – civil society of Russia.

Such heuristic reasoning turns obvious if analyzing the processes of restoring civil society in the modern Belarus and other post-communist countries. The spheres, in which the germs of civil society have been fully burned out by the totalitarianism, are still out of reach for reforming by the new authorities (e.g., structures of traditional mass production in the defense establishment). (As it is known, in Belarus such tendencies are strongly suppressed by A. Lukashenko’s regime aimed at conservation of the Soviet system to ensure personal survival.)

The section "Peculiarities of Totalitarian Economics" attracts with the first documentary research of "the system of benefits as the motivation force for a successful functioning of the government". Together with conceiving "the role of forced labor in developing Soviet economics", this section builds a holistic view of the real social price for USSR’s "pursuing modernization". 

Furthermore, the author does not omit the following idea: similar social transformations (like the formation of totalitarianism) fully correspond to the personal aspirations of a certain part of population in the communist states. The people inclined to substitute "parity at the start of life" with "parity at its finish" would rather have egalitarian-distributive model of society. In fact, this social type is still in large numbers reproduced in the modern conditions.

It is noteworthy, the book contains photographs and profiles of the party leaders and of secret services chiefs in Belarus during the elated period. If supplemented with the list of abbreviations identifying different Soviet services in Belarus, the material might become a major guidebook for the future researchers of the history of Soviet Byelorussia. Generally, the book of T. Protko has achieved its main goal: modern Belarusian historical conception in itself can be exculpated from being totally engaged. There are still honest books, highly-educated researches and courageous publishers!

Alexander Gritsanov, Ph.D in Philosophy, 

Head of the International Project 

"Humanitarian Encyclopedia"

Trade Unions of Belarus: Transformation and Perspectives. Materials of the seminar/ Authors and compilers: Valentin Golubev, Alexei Khadyka. – Minsk: Fund of Friedrich Ebert, 2003. – 105 pp.

It would be incorrect to say that the issue of trade unions is not covered in the mass media. But, unfortunately, the information sources seldom introduce readers to the materials that represent a scientific analysis of the processes taking place in this weighty segment of the Belarusian society. This is already a due reason to fully approve and appreciate authors’ attempt to accomplish this task despite certain roughness and discrepancies that, if speaking, could have been eliminated. But I should say it once again – these inaccuracies should not be regarded as covering the importance of the work.

Clearly, the book doesn’t pretend for a historical book in its strictly scientific meaning. The time period separating us from the development stage of modern trade union movement covered by the author is too short and the events within this very Belarusian mass public organization are developing too rapidly and dramatically for anyone to disengage himself and avoid emotions and biased characteristics. But in general the conclusions on the development perspectives for trade unions are fully correct. Let’s try to consider them more thoroughly. Especially since the author of these lines had a unique opportunity to experience together with the Belarusian Trade Unions Federation (BTF) the time of its impetuous ascension and then an impetuous downfall during 1999-2000 and afterwards see with his own eyes what is nowadays the alternative to the BTF independent trade union movement. From the very start I’ll make a reservation: the metamorphosis with the BTF that took place in about 1.5-2 years can in no way be called accidental. In fact, provided there was a particular favorable concourse of circumstances and V. Goncharic won the presidential election, the association could have become a triumpher and write down its name into the modern history of the country in gold. Such paradoxes happen at times. As it is known, history – an erratic lady – may designate a hardly worthy object. But a miracle didn’t happen this time. The organization turned out to have heredity from the former Soviet times; it was stagnant and evidently conforming. The reaction after the election, namely trade union board’s fear for its recent courage, the fear to lose the sinecure was to a greater part predetermined. The current authorities – the unsurpassed experts of crushing the defeated without any mercy, cruelly using people’s weak points and vices and provoking their meanest traits – failed not to involve here their brutal technologies. And the organization that permitted the authorities take it under their total control was declared one of three main supports of the government. And that in itself cancels any questions on the perspective of this organization under the current authorities and on the type of the political system built in the country. As it is known, the last time the trade unions were given a similar role was in 1930-ies in Germany. Do we need to say this is not the best example to follow?

But, it seems, the BTF hasn’t yet drained its cup of disgrace. The Federation has been prepared to initiate the notorious referendum on amending the Constitution and allowing A. Lukashenko be elected president for another term. The talkative chair of the BTF Leonid Kozik has already informed the whole country about the event. We’ll see whether this will happen or not but the fact is: the largest organization of the country’s laborers is inevitably and steadily degrading losing the rest of its independence and dignity. And only the few like leader of the Motor Vehicle and Agricultural Machine-Building Industry Trade Union A. Bukhvostov and leader of the Radio-Electronic Industry Trade Union G. Fedynich still stand to the principles of the independent trade union movement.

These are the principles based on which the Congress of Democratic Trade Unions of Belarus carries its activity. By a hand of circumstances this organization appears to be in the center of the current events related to the development perspectives of the trade union movement in Belarus. We’ll try not predicting whether the Congress manages to accomplish this historic mission for the task should not be oversimplified. First of all, because due to a number of both objective and subjective reasons it has been stagnating for the past years. Undoubtedly, the authorities didn’t disregard the Congress of Democratic Trade Unions of Belarus and did their best for the congress not to become a menacing force and a factor seriously affecting the sphere of socio-economic relations and thus a political factor. It is enough to remember the notorious presidential Decree No.2 «On the issues regulating activity of the political parties, professional unions and other public organizations» that hampers registration of the primary trade union organizations without legal addresses. Obviously, this is a discriminating measure that restraints the development of the independent trade union movement. It roughly violates the International Labor Organization’s convention No.87 «On Freedom of Associations» stipulated in the corresponding decision of the organization. The fact of renaming the Belarusian Trade Unions Federation into the Trade Union Federation of Belarus demonstrated a total legal nihilism. This far from being harmless measure has legally declared BTF’s monopoly for all trade unions of the country. And the Congress turned out to have no place within the legal field. The policy of trampling and ignoring the trade union movement as a social partner resulted in the decision not to invite Congress’ representatives to the sittings of the National Council for labor and social issues. Clearly, the Congress rigidly reacts to such discrimination attempts and informs the International Labor Organization on every event of this kind. Due to these reasons the organization couldn’t adequately implement its potential. Also, we shouldn’t conceal that in view of certain leaders’ thirst after honor and power this potential was to a great extent spent not for strengthening the organization but for settling Congress’ inner problems and a permanent internal strife.

So far this crisis situation hasn’t been overcome. Yet, I’ll take the risk of saying that the Congress has the possibilities to publicize itself. And at present there are all favorable prerequisites for this. First, the socio-economic situation, despite the authorities’ tendency to make pronouncements for effect, demonstrates a steady tendency to aggravation. The wage rate decreases, the standard of life declines and the discontent of labor forces grows higher. If professionally arranging the work, strengthening of democratic trade union’s influence is quite possible. Second, BTF’s degradation and its obvious nationalization fairly work for strengthening of the democratic trade unions and give them a unique chance to become a single truly independent trade union center promoting the interests of laborers. Third, the Congress has undertaken serious steps for being acknowledged by the international trade union movement. The board of the International Confederation of free trade unions – the most powerful and influential international trade union center comprising 152m people in 148 countries – has considered the Congress’ application and has taken the decision to accept the organization into its members. A similar application of the BTF wasn’t even considered. Fourth, the Congress has been co-operating with the main traditional (the Federation of Independent Trade Unions of Russia) and alternative (the All-Russian Confederation of Labour, the Labour Confederation of Russia) trade unions of Russia.

Along with the other six CIS trade union centers entering the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions, the Congress of Democratic Trade Unions acted a founder of the Information and Consulting Network in Baku in February of 2002. It should be noted that the organization possesses a good inner potential able to provide its revival and strengthening. The members of the Congress are mostly the people that have determined their positions and by the very fact of their choice in favor of the independent trade union movement under the specific conditions of the current political regime in Belarus they have proved their loyalty to the ideals of freedom and democracy. Figuratively speaking, the Congress is nowadays an isle of freedom in this country and a base that can be surrendered under no conditions. It can be only expanded provided there is a right strategy and tactics of its activity.

Furthermore, at present the organization has a critical mass of people presented by, first of all, the trade union body of active functionaries striving to inner changes and determined to actively work to achieve these changes. In other words, majority of the members well understand that the period of inner conflicts and strifes is over. There is an urgent necessity for structural reforming that has already started. There is time for critical analysis of all we’ve already done, for working out new approaches and regulations, new slogans, even new philosophy for the activity of the democratic trade unions that would refresh and make more attractive the organization’s image. Renouncing not its principles and fighting for the rights and interests of all laborers with all possible means, the Congress nonetheless directs its organizations for a constructive and business co-operation with enterprise boards and governing bodies. It doesn’t support or encourage those who driven by ambition build their work with social partners on the principles of unjustified aggression, confrontation and implacable hostility. Our branches should have the reputation of the best European trade unions that are balanced in combining uncompromising attitude with the ability to negotiate, steadiness with flexibility.

At present one of the main goals of the Congress is its popularization. We are not flattered with the fact that the rating of independent trade unions has been lately higher than that of the governmental ones. There are still many who haven’t heard about us. This is a vast sphere to work in. Therefore, informational and legal directions will remain the main directions of the Congress’ activity. And one more point to mention: although dissociating itself and positioning separate from the opportunist BTF, the Congress is still resolved to co-operating with those organizations and their leaders within the Federation who, like A. Bukhvostov and G. Fedynich, hasn’t turned independence of trade unions into a subject of bargains. There are much fewer differences between us than common features and I wish to believe that sooner or later we’ll be together.

The time will reveal whether this will happen or not. After all, despite its weak sides, the independent trade union movement has proved to have maturity and vital capacity. A corner-stone principle of our renewed philosophy is the principle of all-sufficiency. Of course, the number of the Congress members cannot be compared to that of the BTF, yet the efficacy of Congress’ activity can appear to be even higher. As it happens, actions of a small but solidary and well-trained military unit appear to be more effective that actions of a poorly trained, disorganized and demoralized army. This is the kind of organization we press towards. We see the perspective of the Belarus trade union movement in this. And this will be reflected in the new publications on the topic.

Alexander Yaroshuk,
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